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THE  DEBATES 


OF  THE 


SENATE  OF  CANADA 


IN  THE 


FOURTH  SESSION  OF  THE  NINTH  PARLIAMENT  OF  CANADA,  APPOINTED  TO  MEET 

FOR  THE  DESPATCH  OF  BUSINESS  OX  THURSDAY.  THE  TEXTH  DAY  OF 
MARCH.  IN  THE  FOURTH    YEAR   OF   THE    REIGN  OF 

HIS  MAJESTY  KINO  EnWAKl>  VII. 


THE  SENATE. 


Olttnca,  Thursday.  March  10,  lHO-i 
Tlie  Senate  met  at  2.30  p.m. 
Prayers. 

T>SHER  OF  THE  BLACK  ROD. 

The  Speaker  Iiirormed  the  Senate  that  he 
had  recelTed  an  extract  fiiHD  a  report  of  the 
con.mlttee  of  the  Hononrable,  the  Privy 
Council,  approved  by  Hie  Excellency  on 
March  1.  1904,. showing  that  Captain  Bmeat 
J.  Chambers  bad  been  appointed  Usher  of 
the  Black  Bod.  | 

NEW  SENATOR.  ! 

Hon.  M  illiam  Mitchell,  of  DrummondTille,  | 
Ont.,  for  the  Electoral  Division  of  Wellin.^- 1 

ton.  I 

THE  OPENING.  ! 


The  Speaker  saiit, 

Honourable  GciilUinen  of  the  Hctiate  : 

Grntlemcn  of  the  House  of  CommoHn  : 

I  have  It  lu  eommanil  to  let  you  know  that 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  does  njt 
see  lit  to  declare  Lhe  causes  of  his  Eumnioning 
the  preheat  parllanient  of  Canada  imtil  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  ot  ComiDons  shall  have 
been  choaen  according  to  law  ;  but,  to-morroTV, 
at  the  hour  of  three  o'clorik  In  tLc  afternoon,  HU 
Excellency  will  declare  the  causes  of  the  calling 
ot  this  parliament. 

The  Honoumblo  the  Deputy  Governor  wa« 
plensed  to  retire  and  the  noose  of  Com- 
mons withdrew. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


The  Chief  Justice  of  Canada,  Deputy ; 
Governor  General,  being  seated  at  the  foot ' 
ot  the  Throne. 

The  Speaker  commanded  the  Gentleman  ; 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  to  proceed  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  acquaint  that  Home 
that :—  i 

It  Is  the  Deputy  Govemor'a  desire  that  they 
attend  him  imnvediately  la  the  Senate. 

Who  being  come, 
1 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  Marctt  11,  lOO'i. 
The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  2.30  p.m. 
Prayers. 

THE  SPEECH  FROM  THE  THRONE. 

This  day,  at  Three  o'clock  p.m.,  His  Ex- 
cellency the  Governor  General  proceeded  In 
state  to  the  Senate  Chamber,  in  the  Parlia- 
ment Buildings,  and  took  his  seat  upon  the 
Throne.  The  Senators  being  assembled,  Hts 
Excellency  was  pleased  to  command  the  at- 
tendance of  the  House  of  Commous.  The 
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SENATE 


Members  of  that  body,  preceded  hy  their 

Speaker,  the  Honourable  Napolfion  Antoliie 
Belcoiirt,  appeared  at  the  Bar.  The  Honour- 
able Napoleon  Antoine  Belcourt,  then  in- 
formed His  Excellency  that  the  choice  of 
the  House  oF  Commons  had  fallen  upon  taiiu 
to  be  their  Speaker. 

After  which  His  Excellency  was  pleased 
to  open  the  Fourth  Session  of  the  Ninth  Par- 
Ihiuieiit  of  the  Domhilon  of  Canada,  with 
the  following  Speech 

Honourable  Qentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentlemen  of  (Xe  House  of  Commons  : 

Id  again  meeting  you  lu  parliament,  it  Is  our 
firet  duty  to  express  our  heartfelt  tbauks  to  a 
beneficleot  Providence  for  Uie  abundant  harvest 
witb  wbicb  the  country  bas  been  favoured  dur- 
ing the  paat  year,  and  .for  tbe  general  prosperity 
that  prevails  in  all  parts  of  the  Dominion. 

It  is  very  gratKyiae  to  Dote  that  the  yearly 
4Qcrea8ioK  trade  ta  Canada,  irhleh  bas  Oeen  so 
marked  a  feature  of  the  past  six  years,  «i7es 
no  indicatloB  of  any  abatement,  while  the  num- 
ber of  settlers  seeking  homes  in  Manitoba  and 
tbe  TerritoricB  Is. without  a  i>arallei  in  the  his- 
tory of  tbe  couDtry.  These  two  Tery  important 
facts  lead  Irresistibly  to  the  conclusion  that  long 
before  tbe  Transcontinental  Railway,  authorized 
by  parliament  at  Its  last  Hession,  can  possibly  be 
completed,  its  urgent  necessity  as  a  medium  for 
carrying  tbe  products  at  tbe  west  to  our  own 
Atlantic  ports  will  have  become  apparent  inde- 
pendently bf  the  many  benefits  that  will  follow 
from  the  opening  up  for  colonisation  and  for 
various  enterprises  of  tbe  northern  part  of  Quo-' 
bee  and  Ontario. 

Tbe  agreement  made  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Railway  Company  regarding  a  new  trans- 
continental railway,  contained  certain  stlpula- 
tlone  which  in  effect  reciulred  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  of  Canada  to  become  a  party 
to  that  agreement  and  to  assume  heavy  obliga- 
tions in  reepeot  thereof. 

Further  consideration  of  the  agreement  by 
tbe  representatives  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  and  my  gorernmen't  has  resulted  in 
showing  the  desirability  of  certain  amendments 
to  the  contract  which,  having  been  approved  by 
my  government  and  subsequently  by  tbe  board 
of  directors  and  the  8harehelde;.'s  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company,  will  be  submitted  to 
you  for  ratification. 

Tbe  sum  of  {3,000,000  tQ  rash  bas  been  deposited 
in  the  Bank  of  Montreal  5n  accordance  with  tbe 
provisions  contained  In  the  original  and  supple- 
mental aKreoments  with  tbe  company. 

A  Militia  Bill  will  be  introduced  containing 
several  Important  amendments  to  the  present  law' 
rendered  necessary  by  the  growth  of  the  force 
and  calculated  to  pro.'uotj  Us  c-fllciency. 

A  copy  of  the  award  defining  the  boundary  be- 
tween the  Dominion  and  Alaska,  and  otbai* 
papers  connected  with  the  controversy,  will  be 
laid  before  you. 

In  view  of  tbe  widely  extended  settlements  now 
forming  in  the  Territories,  it  will  become  neces- 
sary to  increase  the  strength  of  the  Northwest 
Mounted  Police  force,  and  authority  will  be 
asked  tor  that  purpose. 

Orntlrmen  of  the  House  of  Commons  : 

The  accounis  of  the  past  year  will  he  laid  be- 
fore you.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  revenue  will 


exceed  tbe  expenditure,  leaving  a  balance  to  be 
applied  In  reduction  of  the  public  debt. 

The  estimates  for  the  coming  year  will  be  laid 
before  you  at  an  early  date. 

Honovrahle  Qentlemen  of  the  Senate  : 

Gentkmen  of  the  Houae  of  Commona  : 

After  the  long  protrasted  session  of  the  last 
year,  when  so  many  Important  matters  were 
dealt  with.  It  is  not  probable  that  yottr  duties 
will  involve  your  being  detained  on  the  present 
occasion  for  any  lengthened  period.  I  commend, 
however,  to  your  best  consideration  the  subjects 
to  which  I  have  referred  and  I  invoke  the  Divine 
Blessing  on  your  deliberations. 

His  Bxcellencr  was  pleased  to  retire  and 
the  House  of  Commons  withdrew. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

OU<tKa,  Mottdav,  March  1^,  190i. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  {proceedings, 
THE  ADDRESS. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called, 

Consideration  of  His  BxceH«n«y  the  Governor 
General's  speech  on  the  opening  of  tbe  fourth 
session  of  the  ninth  parliament, 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Hon.  gentle- 
men, In  assuming  the  duty  which  has  been 
assigned  to  me  to-day,  I  will  not  make  the 
appeal  which  U  so  generally  made  that  it 
may  almost  be  said  to  be  customary  on  such 
occasions  as  this,  because  I  know  that  it 
has  been  tbe  invariable  practice  of  the  Sen- 
ate to  extend  to  any  of  its  members  who 
may  be  called  upon  for  the  first  time  to  as- 
sume a  position  of  responsibility  the  most 
generous  measure  of  its  kindest  indulgence, 
and,  although  I  feel  satisfied  that  1  may 
stand  to-day  In  as  much  need  of  that  lu- 
dulgence  as  any  one,  I  am  re-assured  when 
I  recall  the  consideration  and  the  uniform 
courtesy  which  has  been  extended  to  me  by 
tbe  members  of  this  honourable  House  since 
I  have  had  the  honour  of  having  a  seat  in 
It. 

In  his  gracious  speech  from  the  Tlirone 
His  Excellency  acknowledges  the  gratitude 
which  the  people  of  Canada  should  feel  for 
the  blessings  which,  under  the  dispensation 
of  Divine  ProTidence  we  have  enjoyed  dur- 
ing the  past  year.    God  bas  Indeed  been 


Digitized  by 


Google 


MARCH  14,  1904 


good  to  us  t  The  abundant  harvest  has  done 
mucb  for  tbe  industrious  husbaudmaD  who 
tilled  tbe  fields,  and  it  has  been  a  boon  and 
a  blessing  to  all  our  people. 

The  increase  iu  the  trade  of  Canada 
during  some  years  past  is  indeed  remark- 
able and  It  Is.  to  most  of  us.  1  would 
Uke  to 'think  it  will  be  to  all  of  us. 
gratifying  to  notic?e  that  a  great  stride 
In  the  trade  of  this  country  was  made  Im- 
mediately alter  the  government  of  Sir  Wil- 
frid I^urier  assumed  office.  That  growth 
wan  not  eiiheuieral.  but  has  uontltiueil 
over  a  period  of  six  or  seven  years,  and  it 
is  already  apparent  Outt  the  returns  for  the 
current  year  when  brought  down  will  show 
a  still  further  marked  advance.  The  immi- 
gration policy  which  was  inaugurated  by 
the  government  shortly  after  it  came  into 
office  has  been  successful  In  attracting  the 
operienced  farmers  of  tbe  middle  and  west- 
em  states  of  tliia  continent  to  tbe  rich 
prairie  lands  of  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest 
Territories  of  Canada,  where  millions  of 
acres  t>ear  testimony  to  the  superior  pro- 
ductiveness of  the  soli  as  compared  with 
rnything  heretofore  known. 

It  has  been  the  great  opportunity 
and  privilege  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
more  tlmn  of  any  other  Canadian 
to  direct  the  attentioA  of  Britain  and 
the  British  empire,  and  through  them, 
the  other  countries  of  Burope  to  the  grow- 
ing importance  of  Canada  and  its  natural 
resources.  We  will  recall  that  at  the  dia- 
mond Jubilee  of  1897  he  was  a  distinguished 
figure.  At  the  various  meetings  which  be 
was  Invited  to  address  throughout  England 
and  Scotland  be  was  able  to  bring  before 
the  people  of  the  old  land  the  important 
progress  whldi  this  country  was  making. 
Later  by  the  adoption  of  the  tariff  providing 
for  British  preference,  again  at  the  Coron- 
ation of  ais  Most  Gracious  Majesty  the 
King,  and  at  the  colonial  conference  which 
followed  subsequently,  he  was  enabled  to 
emphasise  the  Importance  of  our  preferen- 
tial tariff  to  British  trade  and  also  to  call 
attention  to  the  advantage  to  be  gained  by 
greater  community  of  interest  in  colonial 
as  well  as  imperial  Interests  for  the  sake 
of,  and  the  benefit  and  advantage  of  the 
whole  empire.  Tbe  natural  effect  has  been 
to  bring  Canada,  Its  resources,  its  products 
and  its  mannfacturers  to  the  notice  of  the 
whole  dvUisBed  world,  to  enhance  the  im- 


portance  of  the  country,  to  present  its  ad- 
vantages and  to  make  known  more  widely 
its  attractiveness  as  a  home  for  millions  in 
the  older  countries  who  are  looking  foi  one 
in  which  their  condition  would  be  improved. 

The  present  means  of  access  to  much  the 
Inrgest  and  perhaps  most  valuable  part  of 
our  Northwest  is  not  sufficient  to  provide 
for  the  incoming  thousands  of  settlers.  Nor 
do  they  afford  anything  like  sufficient  trans- 
portation facilities  for  the  grain  and  other 
products  of  the  vast  areas  now  being  open- 
ed op  and  settled.  This  makes  It  impwatively 
necessary;,^!  furtiier  avenues  of  transport 
tntlon  should  be  opened  up  with  all  possible 
speed,  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  to  the 
markets  of  the  world  through  our  own  sea- 
ports the  products  of  the  west  as  well  as 
for  the  development  and  settlement  of  largo 
triicts  of  tbe  older  provinces. 

To  Judge  of  a  country,  Its  condition  and 
progress,  it  is  not  enough  to  look  at  its 
statesmen.  Its  educational  or  st^entlflc  instl- 
tntions,  its  situation  and  natural  advant- 
ages, but  we  should  also  look  at  the  means 
of  commuulcatton  it  possesses,  at  the  means 
afforded  the  people  to  exchange  commo- 
dities, to  export  their  surplus  products-  and 
to  Interchange  thoughts  and  ideas.  The 
railway  is  an  essential  requisite  to  a  thrifty, 
peaceful  and  prosperous  country  such  as 
ours.  It  Is  the  forerunner  of  population.  It 
Is  the  pioneer  of  enterprise  ;  enterprise  pro- 
vides employment,  and  employment  begets 
prosperity. 

The  Canadian  people  believe  in  their 
country.  They  have  faith  in  them- 
selves and  in  their  ability  to  develop  the 
resources  of  their  country,  and  they  have 
confidence  in  the  government  securing  for 
the  people  the  full  benefit  to  be  gained  by 
the  eariy  construction  and  completion  of  the 
new  Transcontinental  Railway.  • 

The  Canadian  people  therefore  will  be  glad 
to  know  that  there  is  no  longer  any  obstacle 
to  the  immediate  prosecution  of  that  work, 
and  they  will  welcome  the  assurance  of  the 
work  being  done  to  meet  the  pressing  ne- 
cessity which  will  each  year  be  more  and 
more  felt  for  the  development  and  i>n^;res8 
of  the  country. 

Seward,  the  great  American  statesman,  on 
one  occasion,  speaking  of  Canada,  said  :  . 

1  see  Id  British  Am<^rica  a  region  vast 
enough  to  contain  an  empire.  Its  Immense 
wheatflelds.  Chains  of  mountains.  Oreat  wa- 
terways. Inexhaustible  forests.  Tbe  richest  of 
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the  Dorm.  Its  prlcel«ss  flshertee.  Ua  mistral 
deposits  are  great  el«n«Dta  of  natlanal  wealth. 

I  might  venture  to  say  that  he  could  have 
added  great  elements  of  national  strength. 
Seward  was  able  to  appreciate  onr  oppor- 
tonitleB  and  yet  to  him  the  half  had  not 
been  told.  As  Canadians  we  rec(^;nlse  ttiat 
we  have  entered  upon  a  new  and  dlsttnct 
stnge  In  our  history.  Our  country  occupies 
a  distinct  place  on  the  map  of  the  world.  It 
is  uo  longer  the  country  ot  lee  palaces  or  of 
'Our  Lady  of  the  Snow.'  It  Is  recognized 
as  the  granary  which  makes  the  British 
empire  independent  of  all  foreiaii  nations 
for  Its  food  supplies.  Here  tbe  world  now 
sees  a  happy  home  for  millions  wheresoever 
they  may  come  from  over  the  face  of  the 
biibitable  globe.  We  welcome  to  our  shores 
atl  who  come  in  to  possess  the  land,  to  till 
the  soil,  to  reap  the  harvest  and  to  enjoy 
the  benefits,  tbe  prosperity  and  happiness 
which  attend  an  Industrious  aud  thrifty  life. 

The  militia  force  has  rendered  great  service 
to  Canada,  not  only  as  the  expression  of  a 
healthy  national  sentiment  but  in  repelling 
Invasions,  In  suppressing  rebellions,  aud  in 
maintaining  order  and  good  Rovevnment  on 
various  occasions,  and  the  part  which  our 
Canadian  militia  took  in  fighting  tbe  battles 
of  the  empire  in  South  Africa,  brought 
honour  and  distinction  to  themselves, 
pddtHl  lustre  to  the  great  achievements  of 
British  arms,  directed  atteutlon  to  and  re- 
flected much  credit  upon  Canada  In  tbe  eyes 
of  tbe  onloolilng  powers  of  the  world.  Any 
measure  calculated  to  promote  tbe  efficiency 
of  tbe  militia  is  entitled  to  the  most  favour- 
able consideration  of  parliament. 

The  award  defining  tbe  boundary  between 
Alaska  and  Canada  and  the  papers  connected 
with  the  controversy  will  receive  the  consi- 
deration which  their  importance  to  this  coun- 
trj^  demands,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  apart 
from  the  merits  of  the  differences  which  are 
to  be  found  in  the  conclusions  of  the  arbi- 
trators, the  fact  that  such  differences 
arose  may  secure  for  Canada,  greater  inde- 
pendence of  action  hereafter  In  relation  to 
international  questions  which  may  arise  in- 
volving the  Interests  of  this  country.  I  beg 
to  move  : — 

That  the  following  address  be  presented  to 
Mia  Excelleucr  the  Qovernor  General,  to  offer 
the  humble  thanks  of  this  Houoe  to  His  Exc  >I- 
lency  tor  the  grracious  speech  wUch  be  has  been 

Hon.  Mr.  KQRR  (Toronto). 


pleased  to  make  to  both  Houses  of  Parllameat  : 
namely  : 

To  His  Elzcellency  the  Right  Honourable  Sir 
Gilbert  John  Elliot,  Earl  ot  Mlnto  and  Viscount 
Melgund  of  Melgund,  County  of  Forfar,  In  tbe 
Peerage  of  the  United  Kingdom,  Baren  Mlnto  of 
Mlnto,  County  of  Roxburgh,  In  tbe  Peerage  of 
Great  Britain,  Baronet  of  Nova  Scotls,  Knight 
Grand  Crosi  of  the  Host  Distinguished  Order  ot 
St.  Michael  and  St.  Cieorge,  Ac,  &c.,  fiovernor 
General  of  Canada. 

Mat  it  please  Your  EKCBL.i.i  nct  :— 

We,  His  Majesty's  most  dutiful  and  loyal  sub- 
jects, tbe  Senate  of  Canada  in  parliament  as- 
sembled, beg  leave  to  offer  our  humble  thanks 
to  Your  Excellency  for  the  gracious  speech 
which  Tour  Excellency  has  addressed  to  both 
Housps  of  parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  TESSIER— (In  French.)  Invited 
at  the  last  moment  to  take  the  place  of  tbe 
Hon.  Mr.  David,  who  is  confined  to  bia  home 
by  sickness,  to  second  this  motion,  I  rise  to 
say  a  few  words,  requesting  this  honourable 
House  to  accord  me  all  Its  Indulgence.  My 
colleagues  will  understand  that  it  Is  quite 
natural  that  I  should  use  my  mother  tongue, 
that  beautiful  French  language,  thq  use  of 
which  is  guaranteed  to  us  by  law  and  by 
treaty,  and  which  we,  the  first  settlers  in 
this  country,  love  to  preserve  as  an  Inherit- 
ance from  our  ancestors. 

The  first  paragraph  of  the  speech  from  the 
Throne  reminds  ns  that  wc  should  be  ani- 
mated by  a  pious  sentiment  of  thankfulness 
towards  Providence  for  the  abundant  har- 
vest and  the  prosperity  which  reigns  through- 
out the  country.  This  sentiment  of  grati- 
tude, hon.  gentlemen,  I  am  sure  we  all  deep- 
ly feel.  There  Is  no  doubt  that  tbe  people  of 
Canada  are  happy,  and  we  rejoice  from  tbe 
bottom  of  our  hearts. 

After  this  tribute  to  Divine  Providence, 
we  discharge  an  agreeable  duty  In  rendering 
thanks  to  the  right  bon.  Preniiev.  who  has 
been  charged  by  tbe  people  with  the  duty 
of  directing  our  policy,  and  Justice  to  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  who  has  practised 
the  axiom,  '  God  helps  those  who  help 
themselves.'  and  whose  enlightened  and  per- 
severing work  has  enabled  his  fellow-coun- 
try-men to  profit  largely  by  the  advantageous 
conditions  that  nature  offers  them.  Our  ag- 
liculture  has  made  astonishing  progress. 
The  export  of  butter  has  Increased  in  an 
extraordinary  manner,  and  we  may  say  tbe 
same  also  of  the  export  of  Canadian  cheese. 
We  have  found  a  means  of  tranapiorttng  these 
products,  by  whicb  they  preserve  a  great 
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deal  of  thefr  value  In  a  strnnge  mnrket. '. 
This  system  of  transportation  will  be  still  | 
further  ImproveA.  It  will  be  important  to 
instmct  our  farmers  as  to  the  necessity  of  { 
t>elnir  more  careful  In  the  making  of  these  ^ 
products,  and  In  the  details  whicli  couU*l-  j 
bute  to  their  perfection  in  a  manner  to  en- ' 
able  them  to  compete  with  Russia,  IXenmark 
and  other  producing,  countries. 

The  general  trade  of  the  country  has  in- 
creased in  enormous  proportions.    Wheroas  | 
fn  1896  the  total  amount  of  imports  reached  I 
the  Slim  of  $118,011,508.  in  1903  it  rose  to  I 
the   sum   of   $241,214,901,   an   increase   of  I 
$123,203,293.    In  1890  our  exports  were  $121,- ' 
013,802;  in  1903  they  were  $225,849,724,  an  | 
increase  of  $104,835,872.    In  1806  our  ex-' 
ports  of  Canadian  products  rose  to  the  sum  ' 
of  $10d,915,337;  In  1903  to  the  sum  of  $214.- 
401.074,  an  increase  of  $104,480,337.   In  1890 
our  exports  of  products  of  the  farm  were  ■ 
$55,378,407;  in  1903  we  expoi-ted  $114,441,- 
863,  au  increase  of  $59,063,450.  | 

In  1890.  when  the  Liberal  patry  came  Into 
power,  the  debt  of  Canada  was  $50.06  per 
bead.    In  1903,  under  the  administration  of 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  it  was  $47.37,  a  decrease 
of  $3.59  per  head.   The  debt  of  Canada  has 
been  diminished  by  $9,885,811.     It  is  not 
astonishing  that  this  progress  of  our  altiilrs 
has  attracted  general  attention  to  Canada, 
and  that  a  considerable  flow  of  immigrants 
should  be  directed  towards  our  country.  The 
announcement  of  the  construction  of  u  new 
transcontinental  railway  caimot  fall  to  stim-  j 
iilate  this  movement  of  Immigration  and  tlic  i 
de:jire  of  a  great  number  of  strangers  to 
become  a  part  of  the  Canadian  nation.    Let  | 
OS  hope  that  our  immigration  agents  will  I 
be  careful  to  choose  these  new  settlers  | 
among  the  healthiest  of  the  populations- of  i 
Europe  and  of  the  United  States,  in  order  | 
that  their  presence  here  may  be  a  gain  and ' 
an  aid  in  the  development  of  the  country.  | 

It  is  useless  to  make  a  long  speech  on  the  ■ 
policy  of  the  government  concerning  rail- 1 
ways,  especially  the  Grand  Trunk  Paclflc, ' 
of  which  BO  much  was  said  last  session.  The  \ 
gOTernment  has  appointed  a  railway  com- 
mission, and  If  we  may  judge  by  wtuit  we 
see  in  the  press,  it  appears  certain  that  It 
will  render  great  services. 

As  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Padflc,  we  iearn 
with  pleasure  that  the  deposit  of  $5,000,000 


has  been  made  in  conformity  with  the  con- 
ditions of  the  contract  with  the  compauy. 
This  is  calculated  to  reassure  the  public, 
wlioso  confidence  may  have  been  shaken 
by  the  pessimism  of  certain  newspapers. 
There  is  nothing  extraordniary,  in  a  matter 
of  this  magnitude,  where  a  company  like 
the  Grand  Trunk  is  called  upon  to  assume 
so  heavy  a  responsibility,  to  find  objections 
raised  and  demands  that  some  modlficntlona 
of  the  contract  shall  be  aaactioned  by  parlia- 
ment. These  modifications  will  no  doubt 
be  explained  without  delay  by  the  goveni- 
ment.  It  Is  necessary  that  this'  enterprise, 
which  bus  been  received  with  so  nmch 
favour,  should  be  comuienred  soon  in  all  its 
parts  from  the  Pacific  ocean  to  Mon<rton, 
passing  through  the  rich  valley  of  Peace 
river,  near  Lake  Manitoba,  to  the  north  of 
Lake  Klplgon  and  I^ake  Abitibl,  through 
the  north  of  the  province  of  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  oi)ening  up  vast  and  fertile  regions 
to  cultivation  and  industrial  development. 
Prof.  Bell,  head  of  Geological  Surrey,  in  a 
speech  recently  In  Quebec  demonstiated  that 
these  regions  of  the  west,  which  he  had  him- 
self explored  with  care,  are  fertile  and  easy 
of  access.  This  new  transcontinental  rail- 
way is.  therefore,  a  great  national  work 
which  the  legislators  are  presenting  to  the 
country. 

A  word  on  the  subject  of  the  militia,  as 
to  which  we  are  told  a  Bill  will  be-presented 
to  parliament  to  increase  its  effectiveueas 
and  efficiency.  ]^liiitary  science  pi'Ogi'esseB 
in  common  with  all  the  sciences.  Parlia- 
ment will  readily  consent  to  improve  our 
militia,  though  the  spectre  of  war  may  be 
far  from  us  and  though,  in  view  of  Its  geo- 
graphical position,  Canada,  as  a  country 
has  no  reason  to  fear  such  a  contingency. 
We  have  good  military  schools,  but  I  am 
told  that  in  some  of  them  there  is  a  marked 
tendency  to  bestow  the  best  positions  to 
young  offlcei's  coming  as  strangers,  who 
often  have  neither  the  knowledge  nor  the 
experience  of  ofllcers  in  the  Canadian  army. 
I  hope  that  when  occasion  arises  to  choose 
between  au  outsider  and  a  Canadian  officer, 
the  rule  will  be  adopted  to  give  the  prefer- 
ence to  a  fellow-countryman  provided  he  bos 
equal  qualifications. 

The  government  tell  us  that  they  will 
commuQleate  to  us  the  decision  determining 
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the  boumlai-y  between  tlie  Domiuioii  and 
Aljiska.  I  liope  that  all  the  docuineuls  re- 
intiug  to  tills  <iuestiou  will  be  protliicod 
without  reserve.  It  has  been  said  tiiat  in- 
stead of  a  Judicial  decision  sucli  us  our 
ISDveriimeiit  desired,  the  award  lus  been 
the  result  of  diplomatic  necessity.  It  Is  said 
disc  tbilt  the  British  ambassador  pruL-eeded 
with  undue  haste.  One  thing  is  certain,  the 
fanadiaii  commissioners  refused  to  sign  the 
award.  I  liope  that  within  a  few  days  we 
wili  be  furnished  with  the  true  reasons  for 
their  refusal  and  their  dissatisfaction,  which 
dissatisfaction  has  spread  tlirough  all  the 
provinces  of  Canada,  for  that  award  has 
l)Gen  far  from  giving  satisfaction  to  the 
4^'anadian  pubiie.  if  It  is  true  tlitit  the  iu- 
tprests  of  Canada  biiv*'  i)pen  sacriUctHl  for 
tiiploumtic  reasons  which  do  not  directly 
concern  us,  let  us  hope  that  such  incidents 
will  not  be  lepeated  In  the  future. 

Hon.  gentlemen,  I  t>elleve  I  have  com- 
mented on  the  principal  points  of  the  speech 
of  Ills  Exceiieucy.  The  speuch  is  brief;  let 
us  liope  tluxt  the  same  may  be  said  of  the 
present  session.  That  is  the  view  that  His 
E.\celleucy  has  expressed,  and  let  us  ti-y  to 
Jn^tify  it  in  presenting  him  our  thaults. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-It  is  a  mat- 
ter of  very  great  regret  to  myself  and  my 
friends  around  me  on  this  side  of  the  House. 

as  I  am  sure  It  is  to  hou.  gentlemen  sitting 
opposite,  that  our  esteemed  leader,  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell,  has  been  prevented  by  very 
urgent  private  business  from  being  present 
with  us  to-day.  I  Jiave  a  telegram  from  bim 
statii^  that  such  Is  the  fact,  and  expressing 
a  desire  that  the  debate  should  be  proceeded 
with.  We  regret  exceedingly  that  he  la  not 
present  with  us,  but  we  have  the  great  satis- 
faction of  knowing  that  he  Is  in  the  best  of 
health,  and  that  we  will  have  his  presence 
here  day  by  day  during  this  session,  God 
permitting,  as  we  have  had  in  previous 
years,  giving  his  untiring  Industry  and  con- 
scientious attention  to  the  public  business 
of  the  country.  I  am  sure  that  Is  a  feeling 
in  which  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  me  will 
concur.  I  have  great  lileasure  in  Joining  In 
the  gratification  expressed  by  the  seconder 
of  the  address  that  the  health  of  the  Pre- 
mier has  also  Improved,  and  I  am  sure  It  Is 
a  matter  of  gratification  for  both  sides  of 

Hon.  Mr.  TES9IBR. 


the  House  that  such  is  the  case.  It  is  gen- 
erally considered  the  duty  and  the  pleasure 
of  the  gentleman  who  rises,  as  I  do  just 
now,  after  the  address  has  been  presented 
to  the  House,  to  refer  to  the  manner  In 
which  the  gentlemen  who  have  been  en- 
trusted by  the  government  with  the  duty  of 
presenting  thete  prc^ramme  to  the  Senate 
at  the  opening  of  the  seswlon  have  dis- 
charged their  duty.  It  was  not  a  matter  of 
surprise  to  me  to  find  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  performed  that  duty  with 
a  great  deal  of  skill  and  ability.  I  am  not 
able  to  offer  criticism  of  any  kind  with  re- 
gard to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  friend  who 
seconded  the  motion.  He  spoke  in  a  beauti- 
ful language  with  which  I  am  not  ac- 
quainted, but  from  my  knowledge  of  the 
bou.  gentleman  I  hare  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  his  task  was  also  performed  with 
skill  and  with  prudence.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Toronto,  in  taking  up  the  llrst  para- 
graph of  the  speech,  referred  in  terms  of 
satisfaction  to  the  prosperity  which  Canada 
enjoys  at  the  present  moment,  n  feeling  In 
which  we  will  all  agree.  But  he  was  not 
content  with  merely  expressing  that  satis- 
faction Olid  he  went  on  very  Ingeniously  to 
point  out  that  the  prosperity  came  In  sim- 
ultaneously with  the  advent  of  the  Laurie 
government  to  power  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  Hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEKGUSON— And  he  pro- 
ceeded in  a  very  qniet,  and,  as  I  thought, 
not  very  effective  way  to  connect  that  pros- 
perity in  some  way  with  the  doings  of  this 
administration.  As  he  intimated,  prosi>erIty 
in  Canada  had  commenced  simultaneously 
with  tlie  advent  of  the  Laurier  government 
to  power.  I  e.\pt'cted,  if  he  really  h»*- 
lifcved  that  the  government  had  done  any- 
thing towards  bringing  about  that  pros- 
perity, that  he  would  have  pointed  out  ef- 
fectively in  what  way  that  work  had  been 
done  and  how  the  government  liud  Influenced 
that  prosperity.  The  first  reference  was  to 
the  effective  immigration  policy  which  bad 
been  iuaugurated  by  the  present  government. 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  cannot  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  In  his  reasoning  that  tlie 
government  is  entitled  to  credit  for  the 
Increase  of  Immigration,  If  that  was  what 
he  Intended  to  Imply.    For  my  own  part 


Digitized  by 


Google 


UA1?CH  14,  im 


7 


I  think  all  the  work  had  been  done ; 
the  foundation  had  been  laid  for  the  fllllug 
of  the  Northwest  with  settlers  by  the  ad- 
ministration that  preceded  the  present  one, 
and  the  matter  had  been  made  rery  much 
easier  for  the  present  admlnistratiOD 
from  ttie  fact  that  Just  about  tbat  time 
all  Canadians  began  to  believe  in  their 
country.  My  hon.  friend  snld  tbnt  Cana- 
dians believed  In  their  country.  Well,  It 
seems  to  me,  that  a  very  large  proi^ortiou 
of  them  only  began  to  believe  in  thetr  coun- 
try about  tbe  time  their  party  came  Into 
power.  During  the  whole  of  the  lime  the 
present  opposition  were  In  power,  the  then 
opposition  were  almost  ananimous  la  de- 
crying the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
most  think  we  have  very  short  memories. 
We  have  e  distinct  recollection  of  the  com-se 
that  they  pursned  at  that  time.  Canada  was 
r^resented  as  a  country  perfectly  help- 
less In  Itself  and  our  cmly  salvation  from 
poverty  and  all  other  evils  was  the  open- 
ing of  the  American  market  to  us.  That 
was  the  policy  they  pursued  ;  they  said 
there  was  no  future  for  Canada  unless  un- 
resfricted  reciprocity  with  the  United  States 
could  be  attained.  It  was  a  very  great  point 
for  the  preswit  government  when  they  came 
Into  power,  and  Immediately  became  faith- 
ful to  their  country  to  a  certain  extent,  that 
they  had  this  advantage  that  tbe  whole 
Liberal-Conservative  party  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other  remained  true  to 
Ihe  Dominion,  and  were  never  found  to  utter 
one  pessimistic  word  with  regard  to  Can- 
ada alttiongh  they  were  In  opposition.  When 
the  government  put  forward  any  efforts  to 
tning  Immigration  to  the  country  they  did 
not  hear  the  opposition  say  that  Canada  was 
going  to  the  dogs  because  we  could  not  get 
reciprocity  with  the  United  States.  On  the 
contrary,  the  opposition  added  their  tribute 
to  that  of  the  government  and  their  friends 
that  Oie  country  was  pnuiterous  and  offered 
an  excellent  home  for  Immigrants. 

Another  reference  was  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  fn  moving  the  address,  to  the  conduct 
of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  and  the  important 
service  which  he  rendered  In  the  Jubilee  cele- 
bration as  leading  up  to  the  development  of 
British  trade  and  our  receiving  Immigration 
from  the  mother  country.    I  snppose  that 


was  the  connection  In  which  he  l>rought  In 
that  remark  about  the  eervioes  rendered  by 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  during  the  Jubilee 
year  in  Great  Britain.  I  may  have  some- 
thing to  0ay  a  Jittle  later  in  regard  to  that 
qneatlon  of  preferential  trade,  but  1 
want  to  put  in  this  remark  as  I  pass,  that 
If  the  Premier  of  Canada  had,  during  the 
Jubilee  year  In  Great  Britain  carried  out 
the  promises  he  had  made  to  the  electors 
of  Canada  before  he  went  to  Bngland  to  tbe 
effect  that  he  would,  if  he  got  Into  power, 
make  atrennous  efforts  to  obtain  a  prefer- 
ence for  the  products  of  our  farmers  and 
other  producei-s  in  the  British  market — ^had 
he  put  in  a  plea  of  that  kind  when  he  was 
there,  I  might  be  disposed  to  admit  that  he 
was  entitled  to  some  degree  of  credit  on  ac- 
count of  any  development  which  has  occur- 
red in  the  British  trade  since  that  time.  But 
my  hon.  friend  must  remember  that  when 
the  Premier  went  to- England  he  stated  pub- 
licly that  we  did  not  want  any  preference 
for  our  products  In  the  British  market,  and 
if  a  friendly  feeling  for  Canada  has  been 
developed,  and  a  market  found  for-our  pro- 
ducts there  since  that  time,  I  think  It  would 
be  very  far-fetched  indeed  to  connect  any- 
thing which  the  Prime  Minister  did  when 
he  was  there  in  1887  with  that  rMUlt  When 
we  look  over  the  entire  situation,  we  can- 
iH>t  forget  that  tbe  changes  which  were 
made  in  the  tariff  in  1897  by  tbe  present 
government  were  not  very  many  or  very  Im- 
portant, nnd  that  wherever  they  did  make 
changes  they  were  detrimental  to  the  man- 
ufacturing Interests  of  Canada  In  almost 
every  respect  A  better  instance  cannot  be 
referred  to  than  the  iron  and  steel  industry. 
That  industry  is  at  tbe  present  time  In  a 
langliishlng  condition,  I  will  not  say  entirely 
due  to  Inck  of  protection,  although  that  Is 
one  strong  reason,  but  the  twunty  sys- 
tem which  t^e  government  took  up  as 
their  method  has  been  proved  by  experience 
to  be  a  mistaken  policy.  It  was  a  mistake 
to  reduce  the  Iron  duties,  and  if  the 
government  does  not  rectify'  that  mistake, 
the  duty  will  be  entrusted  1o  some  other 
government  and  not  only  in  that  matter  but 
others  as  well.  You  cannot  point  to  one 
manufacturing  industry  that  has  been  bet- 
tered by  the  policy  of  this  government  You 
cannot  look  to  one  single  market  that  has 
been  obtained  for  the  products  of  the  farm 
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by  this  government.  The  late  Conservative 
government  put  forward  etrenuoue  efforts 
to  get  our  people  to  look  towards  the  Brit- 
ish market  instead  of  the  United  States, 
while  the  Liberal  party  as  a  whol^  includ- 
ing the  members  of  the  pr^nt  gOTemment 
and  their  followers  were  pointing  the  people 
to  the  United  States.  The  British  market  has 
been  developed,  and  au  important  trade  has 
been  established  there.  We  sell  the  great 
bulk  of  our  farming  products  In  Britain  at 
the  present  time,  but  I  fail  to  see  where  the 
present  government  have  done  anything  to 
bring  about  that  result  Then,  in  the  setUe- 
meut  of  the  west,  the  Canadian  pacific  Rail- 
way was  bnllt  and  every  facility  was  pro- 
vided for  the  Influx  of  settlers  in  that  coun- 
try under  the  Conservative  government.  Ex- 
perience was  gained  and  a  foundation  ■tvas 
made  which  resulted  in  a  larger  number  of 
settlers  going  lu  there  in  the  years  that  have 
intervened  since  the  present  government  has 
come  Into  power,  and  I  have  no  donbt  that 
the  influx  of  settlers  from  the  United  States 
and  from  European  countries  will  Increase 
in  ttie  future.  Looking  at  the  whole  situation 
I  cannot  see  that  the  present  government 
Is  entitled  to  credit  for  any  of  these  features 
of  prosperity  which  the  country  enjoys  at 
the  present  time.  It  would  be  Jnst  as  rea- 
sonable to  my  mind  if  the  old  ba^elora  of 
Canada  ctalmed  credit  for  the  Increased 
population  as  it  is  for  the  government  to 
elnlm  any  credit  whatever  for  the  prosperity 
which  has  come  to  this  country  during  the 
term  they  have  been  In  power. 

The  speech  from  the  Throne  refers  In 
terms  of  gratification  to  the  increase  of 
trade. 

It  Is  very  gratlfyins;  to  note  that  the  yearly 
iDcreaslng  trad«  of  Canada  wltlch  has  been  &o 
marked  a  feature  of  the  past  six  yearg,  gives  no 
Indication  of  any  abatement,  while  the  uiimber  of 
settlers  seeking:  hom>es  In  Manitoba  and  the 
TerrltorleB  1b  without  a  parallel  in  the  history 
of  the  country. 

Now,  I  have  been  looking  nt  the  Trade  and 
Navigation  Returns  of  last  year,  and  I  do 
not  find  in  them  everything  to  be  pleased 
with.  It  Is  true  that  the  volume  of  our 
trade  is  increasing  ;  it  is  true  that  as  com- 
pared with  the  eight  months  of  the  previous 
year  the  volume  of  our  trade  Is  greater,  but 
there  Is  also  another  aspect  of  this  ques- 
tion, which  is  equally  true  and  which  Is  not 
feo  eticonraging.  I  find  that  for  the  first 
eight  months  of  1903,  our  imports  were 
Hon.  Mr.  FBHGUSON. 


$139,199,618.  In  the  same  period  of  the 
present  financial  year  our  Imports  have  in- 
creased to  $158,171,447.  In  other  words, 
there  Is  an  increase  of  nearly  nineteen  mil- 
lions In  the  imports  of  the  country  In  the 
flrat  eight  months  of  the  present,  year  as 
compared  with  the  Imports  for  the  corre- 
sponding months  of  last  year.  Now,  that 
ranst  be  what  gentlemen  In  the  govern- 
ment must  have  meant  when  they  found  so 
much  that  was  encouraging  in  the  trade  of 
the  country.  But  I  turn  to  our  exports,  and 
what  do  I  find  ?  I  find  that  In  tiie  first  eight 
months  of  the  present  year  onr  exports  oC 
domestic  produce  amounted  to  $144,699,291 
against  $152,084,622  in  the  first  eight  months 
of  the  preceding  year.  There  has  been  a 
falling  off  in  the  exports  of  Canadian  pro- 
duce in  that  period  amouutiiig  to  nearly 
S7,500,000.  To  my  mind,  neither  one  or  the 
other  of  these  sets  of  figures  is  satisfac- 
tory or  encouraging.  The  importation  of 
sncb  a  large  quantity  of  goods  beyond  what 
wo  have  exported  and  beyond  the  imiwrta- 
tlons  of  the  previous  year  is  to  my  mind 
ovidfuce  of  over-trading,  the  evil  effects  of 
which  we  are  sure  to  find  In  the  years  that 
are  to  come.  The  introduction  of  such  a 
large  quantity  of  foi-eign  goods  Into  Canada 
also  leads  to'  the  supplanting  of  our  own 
productions  to  a  certain  extent,  and  Indi- 
cates that  there  Is  something  wrong  with 
om-  tariff,  as  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
have  been  telling  the  country  all  along.  It 
indicates  that  our  purchasing  power  has 
been  diminishing.  Putting  these  figures  to- 
gether, I  am  very  far  from  agreeing  with 
the  language  of  the  speech  from  the  Throne, 
that  our  trade  at  the  present  time  Is  In^a 
satisfactory  condition. 

We  now  pass  on  to  some  observations  of 
the  speech  wltli  regard  to  the  Transconti- 
nental Railway  question. 

These  two  vei-y  Important  facts  luad  Irresistibly 
to  the  conelUEtoa  that  long  before  the  Tranecon- 
tlnental  Ra^way,  authorized  by  parlfam«it  at 
tts  last  session,  can  poa&lbly  be  completed.  Its 
urgent  neccBsfty  as  a  medium  for  Carrylns  the 
products  of  our  wist  to  our  own  Atlantic  ports 
will  have  becoaie  apparent. 

I  notice  that  this  language  Is  not  by  any 
means  as  sanguine  as  the  utterances  of  the 
Prime  Minister  and  bis  colleagnea  when  this 
measure  was  submitted  to  parliament  last 
year.  It  appears  now  they  are  speaking 
«ith  rather  bated  breath.  They  prophesy 
that  long  before  a  certain  event  will  happen 
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—that  is  the  completion  of  the  Transcon- 
tinental Railway  from  Moacton  to  Port 
Simpson,  which  Is  an  event  we  all  Itnow  that 
is  very  far  in  the  future— it  will  have  be- 
come apparent  that  this  Transcontinental 
Railway  was  urgently  needed. 

Hon.  ilr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- That  was  not  the 

way  parllameat  was  approached  lust  year. 

We  wero  told  then  that  this  enterprise  would 

not  wait— that  it  was  urgently  needed.  I 

will  just  read  the  words  of  Sir  Wllfrii  Lau- 

rler  vhen  he  Introduced  the  BUI  In  the 

Honso  of  Commons  last  year  : 

conrlder  that  It  is  the  duty  of  all  those 
who  sit  within  these  vtiIIb  by  the  will  ot  the 
people,  to  provlfle  imni'Jdlacc  meaoe,  whero^by  the 
products  at  t^eee  new  eettlers  may  Cnd  an 
exit  to  the  ocean  at  the  least  possible  cost;  aad 
whereby  likewise  a  market  may  be  found  in  this 
new  region  lor  thoee  who  toil  in  the  forest,  in 
the  fields,  in  the  mines,  in  the  shops  ot  the  older 
province.  Such  in  our  du'.y,  H  te  Immediate  and 
fmperatlve.  It  Is  not  for  to-morrow,  but  of  this 
day,  of  this  hour,  of  this  minute.  Heavon  grant 
that  it  la  not  already  too  late.  Heaven  grant 
that  whilst  we  tarry  and  dispute  the  trade  of 
Canada  is  not  devlatotl  to  oth>ir  chanuitls. 

Now.  bon.  gentlemen  come  to  parliament 
i.nd  venture  to  prophesy  that  before  this 
railway  is  completed  its  urgent  necessity 
will  have  become  apparent.  It  is  not  appa- 
rent to-day,  according  to  their  own  admis- 
sion, and  hence  all  this  hysterical  talk  of  the 
Premier  last  year,  about  time  not  waiting, 
erapornteB  Into  thin  air.  We  are  toW  that 
modltications  of  this  contract  are  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  parliament.  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  those  modifications  now.  The  con- 
tract is  already  before  ns,  and  we  will  have 
ample  opportunity  to  discuss  the  changes  In 
detail  at  a  later  stage  in  this  session.  I  do 
not  propose  to  discuss  them  now;  It  would 
be  only  anticipating  what  will  be  more  ap- 
propriately said  later  on;  but  I  hare  to  point 
out  to  the  House  In  connection  with  the  ex- 
tract I  have  read  from  the  speech  that  one 
of  the  modifications  of  this  contract  is  to 
extend  the  time  for  the  completion  of  the 
road  from  five  to  eight  years— that  is  the 
completion  of  the  western  division  from 
Winnipeg  to  tbe  Fadflc  ocean.  Notwith- 
standing all  those  hyst^'Ieal  utterances  of 
last  session,  about  time  not  waiting,  about 
the  danger  of  our  not  taking  time  at  tbe 
flood  and  losing  all  the  fortune  that  would 
accrue  to  us,  and  tbe  Immediate  necessity 
of  going  forward  at  tbe  earliest  possible 


moment  to  obtain  this  new  means  of  trans- 
port between  the  east  and  the  west— in  the 
face  of  all  that,  one  of  the  modifications  of 
the  contract  which  Is  now  proposed  Is  to 
glTe  another  three  years  for  tbe  completion 
of  tbat  western  division — not  the  entire  line. 
It  Is  clearly  set  forth  In  this  contract  that 
the  eastern  division  need  not  be  completed 
UK  sooti  as  the  western  division.  The  Cana- 
difin  l*a<-i1ic  Hallway  was  completed  from 
Callendar  to  Vancouver,  an  accomplishment 
mnch  gi-eater  than  the  building  of  this  en- 
tire Transcontinental  Railway,  and  Infinitely 
more  so  than  the  building  of  a  road 
from  Winnipeg  over  the  prairies  and  through 
the  comparatively  easy  mountain  passes  of 
the  Peace  river.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way was  a  much  heavier  undertaking  than 
the  whole  line  of  tbe  Transcontinental  Rail- 
way considering  the  difficulties  of  access  to 
the  country  at  that  time  and  tbe  other  great 
dlflicultles  that  pioneer  railways  had  to  en- 
i-ounter  which  will  be  unknown  to  those 
who  'now  build,  yet  here  we  have  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada  deliberately  extending 
the  time  to  this  company  for  tbe  build- 
ing of  the  prairie  section,  and  the  compar- 
atively easy  mountain  section,  giving  them 
eight  years  to  accomplish  the  work,  or  three 
years  more  than  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way required  for  tbe  construction  of  their 
whole  line  from  Callendar  to  the  Pactti.? 
ocean.  This  Is  not  very  consistent  with 
the  hysterical  observations  of  the  Premier 
last  year,  about  time  not  waiting  and  the 
responsibility  which  would  rest  upon  the 
parliament  of  Canada  if  we  did  not  pro- 
ceed Immediately  and  provide  this  outlet  for 
tbe  people  of  Western  Canada.  The  eulogy 
which  the  t^verument  bestow  in  the  speech 
on  this  Transcontinental  Railway  scheme  of 
theirs  and  which  my  hon.  friend  the  mover  of 
the  address  reiterated  in  bis  observations 
to-day,  and  which  were  so  warmly  and 
strongly  applauded  by  bon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site, are  I  think  entirely  beyond  tbe  marli, 
and  furthermore  they  are  inconsistent, 
and  very  inconsistent,  with  some  othnr  do- 
ings of  tlie  government  since  parliament 
rose.  I  refer  to  tbe  action  of  tbe  govern- 
ment in  appointing  as  their  chief  railway 
expert  the  Hon.  A.  O.  Blair,  at  a  salary  of 
$10,000  per  annum,  and  it  is  known  tbat  Mr. 
Blair  holds  very  different  opinions  with  re- 
gard to  tbe  value  of  the  Transcontinental 
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Railway  from  those  which  are  expresBed  in 
the  speech  from  the  Throne.  Let  me  remind 

hOD.  gentlemen  of  the  utterances  of  this 
expert,  their  chief  railway  commiBsioiier, 
whom  they  aiipointcd  since  the  last  session 
of  parliament  after  he  had  placed  himself 
on  record  In  the  matter  as  follows 

Tou  have  a  total  of  1189,000,000  repreaeatioe 
the  direct  and  fodlreot  liabilities  which  the 
COTflrnment  assumed  In  connection  .  with  this 
enterprise.  Tou  could  have  taken  a  portion 
of  thai  money  to  ttie  harbours  of  Halifax  and 
St.  John  and  could  have  equipped  ttiiee 
harbours  so  that  ther  could  have  handled  the 
traffic  coming  there  for  rcean  Eblpmest. 
You  would  hare  done  some  Koo-l  with  the 
moi>ey  in  that  way.  You  will  do  no  good 
with  it  now,  except  the  temporary  good  that 
may  be  done  while  the  money  is  in  the  course 
of  expenditure.    .    .  i 

Put  this  quesllfln  how  you  will,  mm  It  over, 
turn  ft  back,  examine  it  right  and  left.  Inside 
and  outside.  It  fails  to  present  a  slnxla  re- 
deeming feature  In  any  phase  of  it  from 
begininng  to  end. 

The  action  of  the  gorerument  with  regard 
to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Blalr  I  think  calls  for  some 
serious  explanation..  They  have  regarded 
Mr.  Blair's  opinion  as  a  railway  expert  as 
of  some  value  or  they  would  not  have  ap- 
pointed him  as  coniinissioner.  What  be- 
comes then  of  his  opinion  of  this  great 
niilway  enterprise  of  theirs  ?  If  they  did 
not  so  respect  his  opinion  as  a  railway 
man  why  did  they  appoint  blm  as  a  com- 
missioner ?  Let  them  answer  that  ques- 
tion !  I  should  be  glad  to  have  that  mat- 
ter explained  to  the  House.  If  the  govern- 
ment did  not  come  round  to  Mr.  Blair's 
opinion,  he  did  not  come  round  to  their 
o|iinion,  at  all  events  his  opinion  remains 
not  retracted  In  any  respect  It  is  before 
the  country  with  regard  to  that  railway 
enterprise  and  still  the  government  appoint 
him  at  a  very  high  salary  as  the  chief 
rnllwiiy  expert,  showing,  at  least,  to  the 
country  that  they  have  the  most  profound 
respect  for  his  opinion  on  railway  matters. 
I  have  given  you  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Blalr, 
and  we  have  the  opinion  of  the  government 
as  given  in  me  speech.  A  very  strong 
comi)laint  was  made  during  the  last  session 
of  pnrliniiient  on  behalf  of  the  people  of  this 
country  tbat  such  a  sweeping  measure  as 
that,  which  was  not  discussed  at  the  elec 
tions,  which  was  not  in  any  way  put  be- 
fore the  electors  before  the  last  session  of 
parliament  was  put  through  without  ob- 
taining the  opinion  of  the  people  at  the 
Hon.  Ur.  FSROUSON. 


polls  upon  it.  No  such  opini<m  was  ob> 
talned.  The  opposition  continually  point- 
ed out  to  the  government  that  It  was  a 
project  of  such  magnitude  that  it  should 
not  be  proceeded  with  without  a  mandate 
from  the  people  with  regard  to  it  Tbat 
mandate  was  not  obtained  by  the  gov- 
etnmeut :  an  appeal  to  the  people  was  not 
nlade,  but  since  the  last  meeting  of  par- 
liamGnt  some  appeals  have  been  made  to 
the  i>eopIe  of  Canada  and  this  question  has 
come  up  primarily  as  the  principal  one  for 
ctlseussioi).  On  the  IGth  of  Inst  month 
there  were  eight  by-elections,  and  as  I  know 
In  one  of  them,  where  I  took  some  small 
part  this  question  of  the  Transcontinental 
Itallway  was  made  the  prlticipal  toi>lc  of  dis- 
cussion. I  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
taken  a  note  of  the  elections  and  of  the  pop- 
ular vote  recorded. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  glad  the 
lion,  gentleman  has  done  so.  But  should 
nty  hon.  friend  not  have  looked  at  these 
returns  as  closely  as  they  deserve  to  be 
looked  at  let  me  Just  present  to  him  a  few 
of  the  figures  which  are  revealed  by  the 
returns  of  these  eight  hy-electlons.  They 
were  held  in  constituencies  in  which  the 
government  candidates  polled  in  1900  at  the 
general  election,  22,097  against  17,000  by 
the  opposition,  showing  a  majority  of  5,097 
votes  in  favour  of  the  government  candi- 
dates. The  other  day  in  by-elections 
where  the  fate  of  the  government  was  not 
at  stake  at  all,  where  the  local  gov- 
ernments were  in  sympathy  with  the 
government  at  Ottawa,  with  the  govern- 
ment firmly  entrenched  lu  power,  we  find 
that  a  majority  of  5,OU7  was  cut  down  to 
a  majority  of  848,  a  difiference  of  4,243 
votes  in  the  popular  result  In  these  eight 
constituencies.  Tf  my  hon.  friend  who  gives 
me  to  understand  that  he  has  looked  at  tiie 
result  of  these  elections  cannot  find  in  these 
figures  a  great  change  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  people  with  reRard  to  the  government 
and  their  Transcontinental  Railway  propos- 
ition, I  cannot  see  how  he  can  arrive  at  any 
other  conclusion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDU RAND— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  count  the  votes  of  those  can- 
didates returned  by  acclamation  ?  Does 
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he  give  the  trhole  number  of  the  votes  to 
the  candidate  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My   hon.  friend 
may  And  the  opposition  made  tbe  mistake  of 
not  knowing  the  very  full  extent  of  their 
own  Btrengtb,  or  they  might  have  made  It 
quite  ns  nncomfortable  In  the  constituencies 
where  they  allowed  the  government  to  re- 
turn tlieir  candidates  by  acclamation  us 
in  tbe  constitneucleB  where  tbe  change  was 
brought   about   I   know   that  In  West 
Queen's  we  seriously  considered  the  odvis- 
ability  of  allowing  the  seat  to  go  by  ac- 
clamation.   That  was  our  conclusion  until 
a  week  after  the  by-election  was  called  on. 
It  was,  however,  determined  that  another 
coarse  should  be  pursued,  and  the  result 
compared  with  the  general  election,  was 
a  falling!  away  of  the  government  majority 
by  453  votes,  and  that  In  a  constituency 
where  It  was  not  expected  from  the  start  to 
the  finish  by  the  opposition  that  they  could 
elect  their  man,  in   consequence  of  the 
powerfol   patronage   of   the  two  govern- 
ments In  the  city  of  Charlottetown,  which 
controlled  a  vwy  l&rge  vote.    I  and  that 
the  cliange  In  tbe  feeling  in  these  ^ght  con- 
itttuencies  Is  630  votes  on  .an  average,  and 
1  find  by  applying  just  simply  tbe  change 
that  oceiirre'd  iu  West  Queen's,  in  Prince 
Edward  Island,  to  the  other  four  ridings, 
supposing  a  similar  result  was  to  occur 
in  the   other  four   ridings   of  the  pro- 
vince, that  tbe  majority  against  the  gov- 
ernment In  these  ridings  would  have  reach- 
ed from  213  to  678  votes.  The  result  of  these 
elections  is  a  clear  indication,  to  my  mind, 
that  the  policy  of  the  government  upon  the 
Transcontinental  Kailway'  question  which 
was  tbe  great  Issue  before  tbe  electors,  was 
disapproved  by  the  people  at  the  polls.  It 
was  not  merely  In  one  province.  Elections 
nere  held   in  four  provinces.    In  the  ex- 
trc-nie  west  of  Ontario  two  elections  were 
lield.    There  was  a  bunch  of  elections  in 
tlie  in-ovliice  of  Quebec.   Another  was  held 
in  the  city  of  St.  John  and  one  was  held  in 
West  Queen's,  P.B.I.,  and  it  so  happened  that 
nearly  all  of  these  constituencies,  or  all  of 
tbem  that  were  held  by  the  government  be- 
fore, were  held  by  such  large  majorities  that 
tt  would  seem  almost  tike  presumption  to 
attempt  to  overthrow  tbe  government  in 
these  places.  In  one  case.  In  St.  Hyacinthe, 
where  the  government  majority  amounted 


to  1,111  votes;  the  majority  was  reduced 
to  185.  Take  the  city  of  St  John,  where 
such  a  complete  overtarn  was  made, 
and  Bast  Lambton,  we  find  important 
i-eaults.  It  Is  not  confined  to  one  place,  but 
it  extended  over  a  large  breadth  of  the 
conntry.  hast  year,  when  thia  Bill  was  be- 
fore the  House,  we  complained  from  this 
side  of  the  House,  as  was  done  also  In  the 
House  of  Commous,  that  the  proposition 
was  very  indettnite,  and  more  particularly 
as  to  tbe  question  of  route.  As  far  as 
the  Bill  itself  was  concerned,  it  seems  that 
there  was  nothing  very  definite  in  regard 
to  tbe  route  to  be  b-aversed  between  the 
main  points,  Moncton,  Quebec  and  Winnl- 
peg  and  the  Pacific  coast  but  the  govern- 
ment came  down  to  parliament  with  what 
tliey  culled  monutains  of  Information  on 
the.  subject.  A  report  was  got  up  under 
the  lustructions  of  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior, by  Dr.  Ami,  of  the  Geological  Snr- 
vcy,  with  r^ard  to  the  conntry  liiat  was 
to  be  traversed  between  the  city  of  Quebec 
and  the  city  of  Winnipeg,  and  a  map  was 
submitted  to  parliament,  showing  the  line 
of  the  proposed  railway. 

Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  very 
distinctly  all  the  things  that  were  said 
In  this  House  and  elsewhere  with  re- 
gard to  tbe  route.  We  were  told  that  for  700 
miles  west  of  Quebec  it  was  absolutely 
a  piece  of  tableland,  a  country  so  smooth, 
that  there  was  no  depression  in  the  whole 
length  greater  than  200  feet,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  dlfllculty  In  obtaining  absolute- 
ly level  grades,  so  much  so  that  oue  of  the 
entliusiasts,  a  supporter  of  the  railway  in 
tlif  press,  said  that  all  It  would  be  neces- 
sary to  do  would  be  to  start  a  car  at 
Winnipeg  and  it  would  carry  itself  r'n^ht 
along  almost  the  whole  distance  eastward 
by  Its  own  momentum  till  it  reached  Que- 
Irec.  All  that  was  told  to  us  last  session  of 
parliament  They  told  us  that  the  govern- 
ment bad  made  tbe  wonderful  discovery 
timt  along  this  height  of  land  in  a  direct 
line  between  Quebec  and  Winnipeg  there 
was  a  piece  of  tableland  over  which  a  route 
could  be  located  that  would  afford  such 
easy  grades  as  would  put  all  other  railways 
in  the  shade,  not  only  iu  this  country  hut 
In  every  other  country.  That  was  the  state- 
ment made  in  this  House  and  elsewhere, 
and  tiint  is  the  substance  of  the  official 
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ducnmeiit  that  was  laid  before  parliament. 
Now  we  bare  another  story.  Hononrable 
eontleuieu  will  remember  that  almost  the 
vt>ry  last  words  I  uttered  on  this  question 
Inst  session  were  to  the  effect  that  the 
route  was  a  very  unfortunate  one,  that  a 
wore  northerly  route  would  be  better  with 
respect  to  the  quality  of  the  country.  I  did 
not  know  anytblng  b^ond  that,  but  I  had 
Information  which  I  bad  collected  from 
geological  surveys,  and  from  a  map  pre- 
pared by  Dr.  Bell  many  years  ago,  and  which 
was  not  prepared  for  the  purpose  of  bol- 
stering up  any  particular  policy,  that  the 
route  proposed  In  Dr.  Ami's  pamphlet  and 
announced  by  the  government  as  the 
route— in  other  words,  the  direct  route 
from  Quebec  to  Winnipeg— wiub  not  a 
practical  route  at  all,  and  that  the 
country  through  which  It  would  pass  was 
not  valuable  either  as  agricultural  lands 
or  for  lumbering  purposes.  It  appears  that 
the  government  have  changed  their  minds 
with  regard  to  that  subject.  It  seems 
tinit  tliey  have  gone  back  on  this  map  that 
was  submitted  to  us  with  so  much  assur- 
ance during  the  last  session  of  parliament. 
I  am  sorry  my  hon.  friend  from  Delorlmler 
Is  not  present  because  he  became  particu- 
larly responsible  for  tbe  autbeiiticity  of  tbat 
map  and  talked  in  the  most  glowing  terms 
to  this  House  about  that  route,  and 
advaiiml  some  personal  assurances  in 
order  to  strengthen  the  claims  that  were 
put  forward  for  this  '  route.  But  tbe 
Minister  of  Justice  has  been  talking  and 
he  states  that  that  will  not  be  the  route-: 
that  the  government  And  that  a  more  north- 
erly route  is  a  much  better  one,  and  that  thai 
will  be  the  ront«  which  the  goverBineiit  will 
adopt.  Hon.  gentlemen  who  will  remember 
all  tbat  took  place  in  tliis  House  last  year, 
tbe  submission  of  this  report,  tlic  state- 
ments that  were  made  backing  it  by  mem- 
bers of  the  government  and  supporters  of 
the  government,  will  hardly  be  prepared  for 
the  annouiiceiiieut  made  by  the  Minister  of 
Justice  the  other  day.  But  the  announce- 
ment has  been  made,  and  almost  simul- 
taneously with  that  announcement  by  tbe 
Minister  of  Justice,  another  geologist  i.s 
beard  from.  It  is  11  strange  way  I  must  ad- 
mit of  finding  routes  for.n  railway  to  go  to 
geologists.  We  always  used  to  think  that 
the  proper  course  was  to  set  engineers  to 
work  and  get  the  opinions  of  engineers.  But 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


this  government  appears  to  be  relying  on 

tbe  opinions  of  geologists.    Mr.  Bell,  tbe 

director  of  tbe  Geological  Survey,  gave  a 

lecture  in  Quebec  the  other  day.    We  can 

readily  understand  at  whose  instance  be  Is 

heard  from  at  this  very  moment,  and  lie  says 

among  other  things  tbe  following 

Again  the  actual  diTerence  would  be  greatly 
Increased  along  the  generally  straight  route 
by  the  Dumerous  minor  departures  from  a 
straight  line,  which  would  be  rendered  ne- 
cessary by  the  uneven  character  of  the 
country,  a9  compared  with  tLe  northern  route.  A 
comparison  with  the  existing  section  of  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  between  Mattawa  and  Rat 
Portagre,  shows  this  amouate  to  Dearly  30  per 
cent  Increase  In  tb3  mileage,  as  compared  with 
the  straight  line  between  these  points,  and 
ihore  would  be  a  corresponding  disadvantage  on 
the  proposed  southern  rout?,  to  say  nothing  of 
the  inntunerable  steep  grades  both  eastward  and 
westward.  The  nominally  straight  lice  between 
the  heed  of  Lake  Nlpegon  and  Quebec,  on  this 
standard  of  comparison,  would  rc^Uy  be  one 
chousantl  and  lifty-three  miles. 

Dr.  Bell,  the  geological  expert  of  the  gov- 
ernment, who  tells  us  tbat  this  route  be- 
tween Quebec  and  Winnipeg,  the  direct  route 
that  was  eulogized  so  highly  in  parliamout 
last  year  would  compare  with  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  line  from  Mattawa  to  Rat 
I'ortoge  where  the  distance  was  Increased 
owing  to  curvature  and  owing  to  deviations 
in  order  to  get  anything  like  decent  grades, 
by  30  per  *ent  of  the  entire  distance,  and 
states  the  same  results  would  be  reached  If 
It  was  attempted  to  run  a  direct  route  fi-om 
Winnipeg  to  Quebec.  The  distance  would 
be  increased  by  30  per  centtand  would  make 
It  really  longer  than  a  more  northerly  line, 
though  it  took  a  long  swoop  to  tbe  north  in 
order  to  reach  Winnipeg.  It  is  necessary 
only  to  give  the  matter  a  little  consideration 
to  see  how  Ill-digested  this  scheme  was,  and 
liow  uninformed  the  government  were  with 
regard  ^o  this  scheme  when  after  six  months 
the  director  of  the  Geological  Survey  la  put 
forward  to  make  adverse  statements  wltb  re- 
gard to  the  route  which  the  government  eulo- 
gized so  highly  during  tbe  last  session  of 
parliament.  This  is  anotlier  evidence  that 
the  government  have  gone  into  this  ques- 
tion without  any  proper  Inquiry  or  prepara- 
tion and  the  result  is  as  might  be  expected, 
that  they  made  very  great  and  serious  er- 
rors and  that  they  were  entirely  wrong  with 
regard  to  the  feasibility  of  tbe  route  which 
tliey  decided  last  year  to  be  the  route  of  this 
railway.  Other  matters  connected  with  the 
location  of  the  road  might  be  referred  to 
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which  were  incidents  of  the  election  In  St. 
John.  I  will  refer  to  one  or  two  of  tliem, 
showing  the  plunging  which  this  government 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  have  in- 
dulged in  in  regard  to  this  question.  The 
Hon.  Mr.  Emmerson  made  a  speech  in  St. 
John  on  the  Utb  Februaryr  four  or  five  days 
before  the  election.  I  have  the  speech  here 
and  can  refer  to  It.  He  made  the  statement 
tbnt  Mr.  Walnwright  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Bailway  had  become  a  director  In  the  com- 
pany that  owns  the  road  from  Chlpnian  to 
Norton,  and  he  added  that  he  was  prepared 
to  say  anthorltatlTely  ttiat  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  had  taken  a  hand  In  tbe  road,  onc^ 
that  It  was  the  intention  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
RaUway  and  the  government  to  bring  the 
road  from  Chipman  to  Norton  and  to  the 
eastern  side  of  the  harbour  of  St.  John,  and 
that  that  was  the  settled  policy  of  the 
government  and  the  company.  Mr.  Gm- 
merson  made  that  statement  and  i^lr.  Pngs 
ley  also  made  the  same  statement  when 
prraentlng  the  views  of  the  government  im- 
mediately before  the  election.  Just  aboni 
the  same  time  Mr.  Hays,  the  manager  of 
tilt'  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  also  took  a  haiiU 
in  tlie  discussion  that  was  going  on,  and  lie 
wrote  a  letter  to  the  mayor  of  St.  John  nsk- 
hiK  that  a  reservation  of  frontage  on  tlic 
tiarbour  of  St.  John  should  be  made  by  tlic 
city  In  favour  of  tlie  Grand  IVunk  raclflc 
Railway.  Mr.  Hays  was  evidently  Ignor- 
ant, when  he  wrote  that  letter,  of  the  fact 
that  the  city  of  St.  John  does  not  own  a 
frontage  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  harbour, 
and  whilst  Mr.  Emmerson  was  declnriiig  to 
the  people  of  St.  John  that  they  wei-o  goln;; 
to  come  down  on  the  eastern  side  from  CIilp- 
man  to  Norton  and  by  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. Mr.  Hays  was  asking  for  frontage  on 
tbe  western  side  of  the  hai'bour,  indicating 
that  they  were  going  to  bring  it  In 
tfi.'it  way.  They  were  deteriiitnetl  to  catcli  ' 
votes  by  whatever  method.  But  unfor-  i 
lomiti'ly  for  them,  the -letter  of  Mr.  Hays 
to  the  mayor  told  a  very  different  story 
from  tbe  speech  which  Mr.  Bmmerson 
made  tn  the  Opera  House  just  at  the 
same  tlm^.  Then  we  have  another  phase  of 
the  questioif.  My  hon.  friend  from  Queen's, 
'N.B.,  can  follow  this  matter  I  have  no  doubt 
very  closely,  and  he  is  -better  acquainted 
with  It  than  I  am.  But  only  a  day  or  two 
ago  Mr,  Tweedie,  In  discussing  railway  mat- 


ters in  the  legislature  of  New  Brunswick, 
nnide  tills  statement :  that  it  was  not  the 
Intention  of  the  provincial  government  to 
provide  any  subsidy  for  the  railway  from 
Fredericton  to  Chipman,  becanse  It  was 
almost  certain  to  become  a  part  of  the  Grand 
Tmnk  Pacific  Railway  plan  and  that  there 
would  be  no  subsidy  necessary  to  be  paid 
by  the  government  of  New  Brunswick  hi 
connection  with  It.  It  Is  quite  easy  to  learn 
from  these  things,  from  Mr.  Eniniei-son's 
speech,  from  Mr.  Hays'  letter,  from  Mr. 
Twceilie's  uttei-auces,  what  use  is  being  made 
of  the  (Innid  Ti'unk  raclflc  scheme  down 
there,  in  order  to  make  almost  every  man 
in  New  Brunswick  believe  It  Is  going  to 
rnn  near  his  own  door.  It  Is  Koing  to  be  a 
forked  lightning  business  fn  New  Rrnna- 
wlck.  It  win  dart  from  one  side  of  the 
province  to  the  other,  but  Its  termimis  will 
bo  ;it  Monctoii.  for  the  government  siiy 
above  and  beyond  nil  the  statements  of 
their  friends  that  there  is  no  change  made 
In  the  route  of  the  road,  and,  therefore,  it 
goes  to  Moncton  in  the  end.  In  the  address 
the  government  proceed  to  apeak  of  the 
(Jnind  Trunk  Pacific  contract  and  of  the 
iiiodlllcatlons  proposed.  To  these  things  I 
have  already  refen-ed. 

The  speech  from  the  Throne  says  tbat  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  assumed  heavy  obli- 
gations in  connection  with  this  matter.  I 
confess  I  am  not  able  to  agree  with  that 
statement,  because  tbat  is  a  matter  thut  we 
looked  Into  very  closely  last  session  of  par- 
liament, and  I  never  was  able  to  learn  from 
the  strongest  supporters  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company,  that  any  obligation  was 
assumed  by  them  in  coniiectinn  with  tlie  con- 
struction of  that  line  exceiit  the  guarantee 
of  bonds  to  cover  twenty-flve  per  cent 
of  the  cost  of  the  prairie  and  the  mountain 
sections  of  the  railway.  It  is  tnie  that  the 
president  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  had 
made  a  statement  to  his  English  share- 
holders that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany was  not  going  to  put  one  pemy  In 
the  enterprise  or  become  Involved  to  any 
extent  whatever.  I  have  never  been  able 
to  find  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  as- 
sumed any  obligation  in  connection  with 
this  scheme,  except  tbe  one,  and  tbat  was 
to  guarantee  the  bonds  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  to  the  extent  of  twenty-flve  per  cent 
of  the  cost  of  the  prairie  and  mountain  sec- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


14 


SENATE 


Hons.  I  am  not  going  to  enter  into  any 
dlscnasioD  with  regard  to  tbe  modifications: 
that  we  will  reach  later  on. 

We  come  now  to  tbe  reference  In  tlie 
speecli  to  the  Alaskan  boundary  question. 
That  is  certainly  a  very  Important  subject 
and  one  wbich  will  demand  very  earnest 
consideration  on  tbe  part  of  thU  House  and 
tbe  people  of  Canada.  I  feel  It  my  duty 
to  deprecate  the  heated  language  used  b.v 
tbe  Premier  of  Canada  on  this  subject  to- 
wards tbe  close  of  the  last  session  of  par- 
liament, and  since  that  time,  with  regard 
to  the  action  of  tbe  British  government 
in  reference  to  this  matter,  and  bis  ad- 
vocacy of  a  policy  tiiat  Canada  shouild 
taave  tbe  right  to  negotiate  ite  own  treaties 
with  foreign  countries  Ind^ndently  of  tbe 
mother  country.  A  little  later  the  right 
hon.  gentleman  modified  that  opinion  in 
some  degree  by  declaring  that  in  liis  judg- 
ment it  would  be  sufficient  that  the  British 
government  should  possess  a  veto  over  such 
treaties  negotiated  by  the  colonies ;  but  I 
must  say  I  consider  the  observations  of  tbe 
Premier  and  of  other  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  for  the  government  In  regard  to  this 
subject  as  being  uncalled  for  nnd  unfair  to- 
wards tbe  mother  country.  In  fact,  i  think 
that  tlie  government  of  Canada  have  them- 
selves been  quite  as  much  to  blame  for  any 
unfortunate  incident  in  tbe  formation  of  the 
Ala^an  trbunal  as  was  the  government  of 
Great  Britain.  I  recall  to  mind  that  in 
1898  tbe  Marquis  of  Lansdowne  called  the 
attention  of  the  government  of  Canada  to 
tbe  demand  of  the  United  Stafes  for  the 
abrogation  of  the  Clayton-Bulwer  treaty. 
The  answer  of  our  government  that 
Canada  bad  no  Interest  In  tbe  CUayton- 
Bulwer  treaty  was  a  most  extraordinary 
one.  because  we  seemed  to  have  as 
much  Interest  in  tbe  question  as  any 
country  outside  of  the  United  States  itself  ; 
and  an  opportunity  was  not  taken  ad- 
vantage of  which  might  have  been  used  by 
the  government  at  that  time  to  obtain  some 
reasonaljle  means  of  settling  this  Alaskan 
boundary  question  in  connection  with  tbe 
concestdon  proposed  to  be  given  the  United 
States  in  the  abrogation  of  that  treaty.  But 
I  bold,  and  I  wish  to  make  my  observations 
as  emphatic  as  I  can,  that  the  government 
of  Canada  are  very  much  to  blame  for  hav- 
ing agreed  to  submit  tbe  Alaskan  boundary 

Hon.  Mr,  FERGUSON. 


question  to  a  packed  jury,  for  tbat  is  prac- 
tically what  It  was.  I  was  in  California  at 

the  time  the  Senate  of  the  United  States 
ratified  tbe  treaty  to  refer  the  Alaskan 
boundary  question  to  a  Judicial  tribunal,  and 
I  read  despatches  from  Washington  In  the 
California  papers  next  morning  that  Senator 
Turner  and  Senator  Lodge  bad  agreed  to  al- 
low the  arbitration  to  take  place  on  the  un- 
derstanding with  tbe  President  that  they 
were  to  form  members  of  the  Tribunal  them- 
seJ  ves  and  that  they  were  irrevocably 
opposed  to  any  concession  of  the  claims  of 
Canada  and  never  would  consent  to  give  up 
what  tbey  called  one  loch  of  American  ter- 
ritory. Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  these 
gentlemen  had  prejudged  our  case  and  were 
not  impartial  jurists,  the  government  of 
Canada  very  weakly  consented  to  go 
on  with  the  case  with  Messrs.  Lodge 
rnd  Turner  on  tbe  tribunal,  men  who 
had  been  placed  there  on  a  distinct 
understanding  with  the  government  of  the 
United  States  that  tbey  were  to  stand  firm- 
ly against  the  claims  of  Canada  no  matter 
what  evidence  might  be  submitted.  But  still 
more  serious  is  tbe  complaint  we  bave  to 
make  against  the  government  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  tbey  furnished  to  the  government 
and  counsel  of  the  United  States  the  very 
strongest  evidence  they  urged  before  the 
tribunal  In  London.  Hon.  gentlemen  wbo 
will  take  tbe  trouble  to  read  those  papers 
will  find  that  Mr.  Taylor,  one  of  the  United 
Sliites  counsel,  rend  to  tbe  nrbitrators  the 
following  extract  from  a  speech  made  by 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  in  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons on  March  7,  1898,  In  support  of  the 
Teslin  Lake  Railway  proposition  which  the 
government  were  then  pressing  through  the 
House.  *0n  tbat  occasion  Sh-  Wilfrid  Laurier 
sald:- 

We  have  either  to  take  'he  rout©  by  the  Lynn 
'janal  and  Dypa,  or  the  -oute  by  the  Stlkfne 
river.  The  advantages  of  the  one  had  to  be  set 
against  the  dlEadvantag^  of  (he  oth«r,  ami  vice 
versa.  The  advantages  oi  the  route  ly  the  Lynn 
canal  were  that  It  was  shorter  and  more  direct 
than  the  route  by  the  Stiklne  river.  But  If  we 
had  adopted  the  route  by  Ihe  Lynn  canal,  that 
Is  to  say,  had  chosen  to  build  a  railway  from 
Dyea  by  the  cnitlkat  Pass  up  to  the  waters  of  the 
Yukon,  we  should  have  had  to  place  the  ocean 
termimis  of  the  railway  upon  what  Is  now  Am- 
erican territory.  I  agree  with  the  statem-int 
which  has  been  made  on  the  floor  of  this  House  on 
more  than  one  occasion  that  Dyea.  it  the  treaty 
Is  correctly  Interpreted,  Is  In  Canadian-  territory. 
It  ou{(ht  to  be;  but  the  fact  Is,  as  ray  hon.  friends 
know  very  well,  even  those  who  do  not  belong  to 
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Un  legaJ  profession,  ttMt  pouessloa  !•  nlae 
poiBt*  of  the  law;  and  evan  tbougrlt  the  l«tter 
of  the  treaty,  Dyea  Is  la  Canadian  territory,  the 
fact  remains  that  from  time  immemorial  Dyea 
«a»  Id  the  poesesslon  of  the  Rusalaoa,  and  la  1867 
tt  paaocd  into  the  hands  of  the  AmertianB,  rnd 
It  has  been  held  la  their  hands  ever  since.  Now, 
I  will  not  recriminate  here;  this  la  not  the  time 
nor  the  occasion  for  doing  so;  but  so  far  as  1  am 
aware  no  trotest  has  ever  be^an  nntercd  agaiuEtt 
the  occupation  of  Dyea  by  the  American  authori- 
ties :  and  when  the  American  auihorlttos  are  in 
jwnesisou  of  that  strip  of  territory  on  the  sea 
which  has  Dyea  as  Its  harbour,  succeeding  the 
poaseaslon  by  Russians  from  time  immemorial, 
it  becomes  manifest  to  everybody  that  this 
moment  we  cannot  dispute  their  possession, 
and  that  before  their  posse-jslnn  can  be  disputed 
the  question  must  be  determined  by  a  settlement 
of  the  unestlons  Involved  In  the  treaty.  Under 
auch  circumstances,  Dyea  was  practically  in 
American  territory — at  all  evencs.  In  posaeeBion 
of  the  Americans  ;  and,  ^herofore,  If  we  had 
undertaken  to  build  a  railway  from  Dyea  lo  tbe 
Yukon  country,  we  would  have  faeoa  placed  at  the 
mercy  of  the  American  authoritlos  with  regarO  to 
the  bonding  privilege.  We  would  have  been  In 
tills  position,  that  though  we  had  built  a  rail- 
way, the  ocean  terminus  of  that  railway  was  not 
In  our  own  country,  and  we  could  not  send  a  ton 
or  a  pound  of  goods  over  that  railway  unless  we 
had  tbe  permission  of  the  American  authorities. 
If  we  had  built  the  railway  by  Dyeii.  when  we 
came  to  Dyea  we  would  have  come  lo  an  AiSiVi- 
can  por:,  and,  according  to  tbe  law  of  nations, 
we  could  not  have  entered  a  ton  of  merchandise 
or  a  pound  of  food  without  subj^'ctiiig  ourselves 
to  the  necessity  of  paying  duty,  if  the  Americans 
reftised  to  bond  the  goods. 

Commenting  on  this  Mr.  Taylor  said  : 

I  shall  make  no  alhialon  to  the  American 
occupation  or  to  the  Russian  occupation,  which 
my  able  colleague  will  handle,  but  I  simply  want 
to  refer  to  the  fact  that  down  as  late  as  the 
making  of  the  speech  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler, 
from  which  I  have  ju»t  read  

Sir  Edwin  Carson— That  is  1898. 

Mr.  Taylor— I  will  not  trouble  to  read  the 
speech  again,  but  down  to  1898,  the  Prime  Mln- 
Mer  of  Canada  standing  In  the  parliament  ot 
Us  nation,  wlih  all  the  responsibifity  of  his 
great  office,  declared  to  bis  own  people  that  from 
time  Immemorial  the  Russians  and  then  the  Am- 
ericans had  been  in  possession,  that  no  protest 
had  been  made,  and  that,  lowever,  much  It  mi^ht 
be  r^retted,  there  was  tbe  fact  of  this  unbroken 
and  continuous — he  seemed  to  be  enamoured  of 
the  use  (rf  this  word  '  immemorial,'  for  he  used 
It  three  or  four  times,  as  you  may  have  noticed 
In  the  extract — that  this  possession  of  the  United 
States,  and  of  Russia  and  the  United  States  had 
continued  *  •  •  *  But  what  Is  singularly 
valuable  In  Sir  WlIfrM  Laurier'a  statement  as 
to  the  notice  cf  to  the  United  Stfttee'  govern- 
ment. Is  that  in  1898,  ten  years  after  this  time, 
when  It  is  so  Innocently  claimed  that  we  hUve 
the  notice,  the  Prhne  Minister  ot  Canada  de- 
elaree  that  we  had  not.  It  Is  very  regrettable,  he 
Mid,  but  he  made  the  public  declaration  In 
parliament  of  his  nation  that  we  had  not. 

Hon.  gentlemen  will  anderstand  that  the 
Britlih  counsel  bad  shown  by  Axniments 
that  Canada  bad  made  a  protest  In  1888 
that  a  Bolraon  protest  had  been  made  by 


the  Domhiiou  through  the  Iraperinl  Rovern- 
ment  to  Washington.  In  order  to  detract 
from  the  weight  of  that  evidence  which 
had  been  submitted,  the  United  States  coun- 
sel quoted  the  Ill-adTlsed,  hasty  and  incor- 
rect words  of  Sir  Wilfrid  lAurier  that 
no  protest  had  been  made  and  that 
Russia  had  held  this  piece  of  land  where 
Dyea  ia  built  from  time  immemorial,  where- 
as It  Is  known  that  there  was  not  a  settler 
In  Dyea  up  to  the  time  gold  was  discovered 
on  the  Tnkon. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT.— The  hon.  gentleman  Is 
quite  wrong.  There  was  an  Indian  school 
there— It  may  not  be  on  tbe  spot  where 
Dyea  is  built,  but  up  the  Lynn  canal  and 
opposite  Dyea. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON.— I  think  I  shall 
be  able  to  point  out,  In  the  words  of  Lord 
Lanadowne,  that  there  were  no  settlers  on 
tbe  Lynn  canal. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT.— Not  at  DJea,  but  im- 
mediately opposite  on  the  Lynn  canal. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON.— I  can  turn  up 
the  quotation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT.— It  Is  not  an  Issue  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON.  The  hon.  minister 
admits  there  were  no  settlers  except,  possi- 
bly, a  school,  but  my  authority  Is  tbe  Earl  of 
Lnnsdowne,  that  there  wns  no  continued  set- 
tlement of  any  kind  at  the  head  of  the  Lynn 
canal,  up  to  the  discovery  of  gold  in  the 
Yukon,  sometime  towards  the  close  of  1896. 
However,  the  jmint  1  am  deulnms  of  uink- 
iDg  is  that  the  Prime  Minister  of  Canada  is 
blamnble  by  making  an  iuporrect  Htatenu-nt 
In  the  parliament  of  Canada  on  this  subject 
in  the  hysterical  effort  that  was  made  at 
that  time  to  carry  through  parliament  a 
very  wild  proposal  for  the  building  of  a 
tramway  from  Telegraph  creek  to  TeslTii 
lake.  That  measure  was  pressed  on  parlia- 
ment la  the  same  way  as  the  Transcontin- 
ental Railway  was  pressed  last  year,  as  If 
time  could  not  wait  and  matters  were  so 
urgent  that  something  had  to  be  done  even 
though  It  was  not  a  well  considered  measure. 
When  the  lender  of  the  governiuont  was 
in  that  mood  he  made  tbe  statement  which 
I  have  quoted,  and  I  find  that  the  Hon. 
Clifford  Sifton,  Minister  of  the  Interior, 
made  a  precisely  similar  statement  in  the 
House  of  Commons  with  regard  to  It  at 
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the  same  time.  Further,  the  late  Hon. 
David  Mills,  when  he  was  leading  thla 

House,  made  a  statement  to  the  same  effect 
I  called  him  to  task  for  doing  so,  and  I  will 
read  the  words  which  I  used.  They  will 
be  found  in  the  Senate  Debates  of  1888,  at 
page  722.  They  are  as  follows  :— 

My  hon.  friend  said  a  little  while  ago  that 
there  was  a  C)ue«tion  In  dispute  between  the  two 
countries,  but  tlie  whole  line  of  the  bon.  gentle- 
man's argument  was  that  they  {Dyea  and  Skag- 
way)  were  on  United  States  territory.  If  not, 
why  la  he  so  alarmed  at  this  Bill  building  up 
Dyea  and  Skagway.  This  is  a  very  extraordinary 
course  for  the  government  to  put  themselves  on 
record  making  arguments  for  the  United  States 
to  use  In  discussions  on  this  very  question  when 
that  boundary  comes  to  be  determined,  and  all 
of  this  cornea  from  hen.  gsnitemen  wbo  claim  to 
take  such  an  eminently  patriotic  view  of  this 
whoto  question. 

In  my  own  humble  way  I  pointed  out  at 
that  time  that  the  course  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  pursuing  was  a  dangerous  one 
and  that  the  argument  he  was  addressing 
to  this  House  would  be  used  against,  Can- 
ada In  determining  our  rights  in  this  terri- 
tory. It  turned  out  iis  I  predicted.  I  have 
not  found  yet  that  the  United  States  counsel 
had  taken  notice  of  Mr.  Mills'  speech  here  or 
Mr.  Sifton's  speech  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  they  took  that  of  the  leader  cf 
the  Bovermneut  whicli  they  perhaps  consi- 
dered to  be  more  important  than  any  of  the 
others,  and  they  were  able  to  quote  that  In 
their  favour,  and  no  doubt  it  made  a  strong 
lnipi*osslon  on  the  minds  of  the  commis- 
f'ioners. 

There  is  an  omission  in  this  speech  from 
the  Throne  that  is  quite  noteworthy. 

The  accounts  of  the  past  year  will  be  laid 
before  you.  I  am  glad  to  say  that  the  revenue 
will  exceed  the  expenditure,  leaving  a  balance 
to  he  applied  in  reduction  of  the  public  debt 

The  estimates  for  the  coming  year  will  be 
laid  before  you  at  an  early  date. 

Taking  first  the  matter  of  the  debt,  it  would 
be  very  satisfactory  to  the  House  to  feel 
that  that  would  he  the  effect  of  the  sarpluv 
which  we  are  promised  for  the  present  year, 
but  if  we  turn  to  the  documents  we  will  find 
that  that  has  not  been  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  surpluses  of  previous  years.  I  find 
Hint  file  debt  of  Cniiiida  in  1800  was  $2r)8,- 
497,432.77.  while  the  debt  at  the  close  of  the 
last  year  for  which  we  have  the  accounts, 
the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June, 
was  9271,829,000,  an  Increase  In  the  debt  of 
the  country  in  six  years  of  918,881,666. 
Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSOX. 


Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— The  bon.  gentleman  In 
taking  the  net  debt  in  ttae  one  case  and  the 
actual  debt  In  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBB6USON— I  am  making  no 
such  mistake.  I  am  taking  the  net  debt  i:i 
both  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Take  the  last  year. 

Hon.  Hr.  FERGUSON— I  have  not  tbe 
hgnres  for  tbe  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  have  been  dia- 

tributed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— No,  I  made  eve^*y 
effort  to  get  possession  of  the  accounts  for 
1003  and  could  not  procure  them,  and  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  use  docu- 
ments In  the  debate  In  advance  of  their 
distribution  to  members.  I  am  glTing  the 
latest  figures  supplied  to  the  public,  and 
tbey  show  that  the  debt  has  been  increasetl 
over  ?13,000,000  during  the  six  years  the 
present  government  has  been  In  power,  and. 
I  venture  the  further  statement  after  the 
extraordinary  votes  of  last  session  and  the 
previous  session  of  this  parliament  piedgln,; 
the  resources  of  this  country  for  years  to 
come,  that  even  though  the  buoyancy  of  thi» 
revenue  may  continue  there  will  be  no  per- 
manent reduction  of  the  net  debt  Indeed 
it  will  be  all  the  other  way,  because  the 
capital  expenditures  authorized  by  this 
Bovemmeiit  are  of  such  a  nature  that  they 
will  go  on  exceeding  the  increase  of  reven- 
ue, even  though  the  country  should  con- 
tinue to  be  prosperous.  At  all  events, 
no  reduction  of  the  debt  Is  shown  yet.  There 
may  be  some  at  the  close  of  this  financial 
year,  but  I  am  very  confident  that  tbe  gen- 
eral result,  judging  from  the  figures  furnish- 
ed us,  will  not  be  any  substantial  reduction, 
but  on  the  contrary,  in  consequence  of  the 
enormous  obligations  imposed  on  the  coud- 
ti  y  mortgaging  our  future  by  parliament  last 
year  and  the  Immediate  preceding  year^, 
tbe  debt  will  be  Increased  notwithstanding 
the  surplus.  There  is  one  Important 
omission  in  tbe  paragraph  with  refer- 
ence to  tbe  estimates.  It  has  been  cus- 
tomary, to  use  the  words  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
riei-  with  reference  to  tbe  occupation  of  the 
L.vnn  canal,  from  time  immentorial.  for  gov- 
ernments to  assure  parliament  that  the 
estimates  had  been  preinred  with  due  regard 
to  economy.  But  these  gentlemen  appear  to 
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bare  lost  this  word  economy ;  tli«7  cannot 
find  It  in  tbelr  Tocabnlary  to-day,  and  coqso- 
queDtly  tbey  do  not  make  the  old  assurance 
t»  parliament  that  the  estimates  are  pre- 
pared with  due  regard  to  economy.  In  fact 
It  is  just  as  well  that  they  did  not  put  in 
that  word,  because  from  what  w«  know  of 
the  bon.  gentlemen  we  bare  no  hope  that 
there  will  be  any  evidence  of  economy  in 
anything  that  comes  from  their  hands.  I 
turned  to  some  figures  with  regard  to  tbe 
expenditure  during  the  first  eight  mimths  of 
the  present  year,  and  they  tell  the  same 
story,  as  we  have  been  reading  In  these  re- 
turns  for  years  back— increased  revenue  and 
an  almost  corresponding  Increase  of  expen- 
diture. That  is  what  is  going  on  during 
the  cQirent  year  Jnst  as  in  prerioos  years, 
and  this  government  show  no  tendency  or 
disposition  to  economize  In  the  management 
of  public  alTairs.  I  would  say  this  to 
them—posslbly  they  will  not  be  very  thank- 
ful for  adTice  given  from  this  side  of  the 
House— that  they  will  be  overtaken  one  day. 
The  Finance  Bilnlster  spoke  of  the  crest  of 
tbe  wave  a  year  agt^  showing  that  he  had 
himself  some  feeling  that  that  point  bad  been 
almost  If  not  altogether  reached.  At  ail 
events  it  Is  not  unsafe  to  say  that  tbe  crest 
of  the  wave  will  be  reached  some  time,  and 
that  the  buoyancy  of  the  revenue  and  the 
geaenl  propsperlty  of  tbe  country,  like  that 
of  every  otha  country,  will  be  affected  by 
d^ressions  world  wide  In  their  nature,  and 
will  reach  ns  as  well  as  other  countries,  and 
tbey  would  do  well  in  th^  own  Interest  as 
well  as  the  interest  of  the  country,  if  tbey 
would  take  in  a  little  sail,  because  there  is 
scarcely  any  doubt— we  hope  it  may  be  a 
remote  time— stringency  will  come  and  the 
system  of  ezpenditare  which  they  have  be^u 
pmsmng,  mor^glng  tbe  resources  of  the 
country  for  years  to  come,  will  prove  to  be 
n  very  dangerous  policy  and  will  ham- 
per themselves,  or  their  Bnccessofs.  When  a 
more  economical  government  come  into 
power  their  difflcnlties  will  be  enhanced  by 
the  obligations  created  by  this  government 
in  the  extravagant  frame  of  mind  in  wlilch 
they  have  been  acting  ever  since  they  came 
Into  office. 

The  matter  of  tbe  surplus  is  also  referred 
to  by  gCTtiemen  In  the  government  on  every 
occasion  as  a  matter  of  the  highest  of  grati- 
fication. We  who  have  been  In  the  public 
life  ot  Canada  for  some  years  remember 


very  well  that  when  a  surplus  occurred 
when  tbe  Liberal  Conservative  party  were 
In  power,  we  were  told  by  leading  men  in 
this  govnmment  that  we  had  no  right  to 
have  a  surplus,  that  we  were  robbing  tbe 
people,  taking  money  from  them  which  was 
not  needed  for  the  public  service,  and  con- 
sequently were  pursuing  a  bad  course.  We 
were  told  that  we  should  only  tax  the  people 
for  the  public  necessity  and  when  tbe 
revenues  exceeded  that,  tbe  tax  should  be 
reduced.  Now,  I  have  been  turning  back 
within  the  last  few  days  to  remarks  made 
on  tbe  subject  of  taxation  and  I  find  that 
Sir  Richard  Cartwrlgbt,  tbe  present  Minister 
of  Trade  and  Commerce  speaking  about 
twenty  years  ago,  laid  down  this  pmpo^- 
tion  :— 

Now,  I  admit  that  abstnict  propositions  can- 
not alwaya  be  depended  on.  But  I  say  that  In 
matters  flBanclal  you  can  almost  with  safety 
lay  down  this  proposition  :  that  whenever, 
without  war  or  some  other  extraordinary  cause, 
like  that,  you  find  the  taxes  of  a  country 
increasing  very  rapidly  ;  increasing  out  of  all 
proportion  of  its  population,  you  can  rest  as- 
sored,  that  the  government  has  been  grossly 
extravagant,  and  in  all  probability  grossly 
corrupt.  And  when  you  find  the  taxation  re- 
main sUtlonary  tor  a  term  of  years,  you  may 
feel  equally  assured  that  the  gOTemment  has 
been  honestly  and  economically  condueted. 

Now,  in  line  with  the  proposition  so  con- 
fidently laid  down  by  Sir  Richard  Cart* 
wrlght,  let  me  point  to  the  taxation  of  the 
people  of  Canada  dnring  tbe  six  years  tbe 
present  govomment  has  been  in  power,  and 
compare  it  with  tbe  taxation  of  the  people 
of  Canada  during  the  last  ten  yean  of  tbe 
Conservative  administration.  Taking  the 
latter  it  was  :— 

TAXES. 

1887   I    28.687.001  03 

1888   28,177.413  18 

1889    30.613,522  51 

1890   31,587,071  73 

1891   30.314.151  15 

1892    28,446.157  31 

1893'    29,321.367  42 

1894    27,679,203  09 

1898   26,446,198  71 

1896    27,769,286  42 

287,981.372  46 

Average  for  10  years  ..  I  28,793.137  25 

It  was  barely  $100,000  greater  in  the  last 
year  of  the  ten  than  it  was  In  1887.  Now, 
I  tarn  to  the  six  years  during  which  the 
present  government,  and  for  which  we  have 
the  figures,  have  been  In  power  and  I  find 
tbe  following  :— 
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1897   %   28,M8,«26  U 

1898    29,576,455  84 

1899   S4,958.0«9  21 

1900..   88,242,222  99 

1901   38,743.550  28 

1902    43.389.111  87 

%  213,558,036  10 

Average  for  6  rears  . .  t  35,709.672  00 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Rising  every  day— in- 
creasing every  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes,  increasing 
very  rapidly,  the  average  during  the  ten 
years  was  »8B,70e,eT2.  Now,  according  to 
Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght'a  doctrine,  when  thie 
taxation  increased  out  of  all  proportion  to 
the  popnlatlon  of  the  country,  it  afforded 
the  most  convincing  evidence  that  the  gov- 
ernment was  grossly  extravagant  anj}  prob- 
ably grossly  corrupt. 

Hon.  lb.  LANDRT— Hear,  hear. 
'  Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- And  he  says  that 
when  yon  can  show  that  taxation  remains 
stationary  for  a,  number  of  years,  you  may 
be  equally  assured  tbat  the  government  Is 
economically  conducted.  That  was  the 
state  of  atfalrs  the  last  ten  years  the  Con- 
servatives were  In  pow».  The  taxation  re- 
mained stationary  practically  during  the 
ten  years,  and,  according  to  Sir  Richard 
Cartwrlght,  that  is  the  bSat  evidence  in 
the  wonld  that  the  government  was  eco- 
nomically conducted.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  extraordinary  increase  of  taxati<m  dur- 
ing the  time  the  Orlt  govo-nment  has  been 
in  power  shows  tbat  they  have  been  extra- 
vagant and  also  probably  corrupt.  That  Is 
the  dlctnm  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght.  The 
remedy  for  this  would  be,  If  the  govem- 
nieiit  have  taken  more  than  thpy  need 
from  the  people,  to  reduce  taxation  so 
that  they  would  not  be  bringing  them- 
selves within  the  condemnation  laid 
down  by  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght  In  1884. 
There  are  some  other  matters  not  referred 
to  In  this  speech,  one  of  which  Is  the  sin- 
gular omission  of  all  reference  to  provincial 
autonomy  for  the  Territories.  There  Is  no 
reference  made  to  the  giving  of  provincial 
powers  to  the  Territories.  I  am  surprised 
tbat  such  Is  the  case.  It  Is  well  known  that 
there  Is  a  desire  that  tbey  should  be  given 
provincial  autonomy.  The  demand  Is  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Territories  that  they  should 
have  autonomy,  but  the  government  Ignore 
those  claims.  They  come  down  to  parlia- 
ment with  a  r^erence  so  far  as  the  mounted 
Hon.  Mr.  PBROUISON. 


police  are  concerned,  but  no  reference  to 
the  Important  question  of  giving  the  Ter- 
ritories provincial  autonomy.  I  think 
it  Is  high  time  that  question  should 
be  dealt  with.  It  is  not  well  in  this  country 
tbat  we  should  keep  the  large  number  of 
people  residing  In  the  Territories  at  the 
present  time  under  a  system  of  tutelage, 
people  who  are  well  able  to  govern  them- 
selves. It  is  time  we  started  them  in 
housekeeping,  giving  them  full  power,  and 
starting  them  In  a  just  manner,  and  I 
think  the  policy  of  the  government  in  not 
making  a  reference  to  this  question  shows 
their  inability  to  deal  with  it,  because  tbere 
seems  to  be  some  difficulty  which  they  are 
afraid  to  tackle,  or  otherwise  th^  would 
have  taken  np  this  question  before  now. 
There  Is  also  another  omission  in  the  speech, 
a  remarkable  one,  and  that  is  the  omission 
of  any  reference  to  the  preferential  trade 
campaign  which  is  now  going  on  in  Great 
Britain  under  the  leadOTship  of  Mr.  Cham- 
beriain.  I  must  say  that  I  looked  over  the 
speech  with  some  d^ree  of  enrprlse  at  thla 
omission.  I  have  noticed  tbat  ttae  govern- 
ment have  not  been  dealii^  courageonaly 
with  that  question.  In  fact  they  have  not 
dealt  consistently  with  it,  nor  courageously 
at  any  time  from  the  beginning  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  in  Canada  up  to  the 
present  time;  and  that  lack  of  courage  wbl<^ 
tbe  government  have  shown  with  regard  to 
the  subject  is  a  plain  manifest  from  tbe 
fact  that  tbere  has  been  do  reCermce  In  tbe 
speech  to  tiiat  question,  wbidi  is  one  of  the 
most  Important  subjects  affecting  tbe  in- 
terests of  Canadians  of  all  the  questions  that 
lire  Inside  of  the  political  horizon  at  the 
present  moment.  My  hon.  friend  the  mover 
of  the  address  referred  In  the  beginning  of 
bis  observations  to  the  part  which  Sir  Wil- 
fiOd  Laurier  took  In  England  dniing  the 
Jubilee  year.  As  I  Intimated.  I  am  far  from 
agreeing  with  my  hon.  friend  as  to  ttae  value 
of  the  services  then  rendered  by  the  premier 
in  Great  Britain.  In  fact  I  lay  to  his  charge, 
as  the  people  of  Canada  lay  to  his  charge, 
tbat  be  failed  to  perform  a  duty  tbat  be  had 
solemnly  pledged  himself  to  tbe  people  oC 
Canada  be  would  perform,  before  the 
elections  of  1896.  I  will  Just  read  an 
extract  from  Sir  Wilfrid  I^urier's  speecli 
in  London,  Ont.,  In  1896,  immediately  before 
the  elections,  and  then  hon.  gentlemen  will 
remember  the  solemn  character  of  tbe  pro- 
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mlse  -which  he  made  on  that  occaalon.  He 
«aid: 

We  wouM  hxre  for  our  go^da  a  prefereDoo 
which  would  not  be  given  to  the  goods  of  another 
nation.  That  practical  statesman  Mr.  Chain<ber- 
laEn  has  come  to  ttte  conclusion  that  the  time 
hae  come  when  it  la  pusslble  wltMn  the  bound* 
of  the  empire  for  another  step  to  be  taken 
irhlch  will  giTe  to  the  colonies  tn  England  a  pre- 
ference for  their  product  over  the  products  of 
other  natiooe.  What  would  be  the  poeslbllltiea 
of  such  a  step  It  It  were  taken?  We  sell  our 
goods  in  England.  We  sell  our  wheat,  our  but- 
ter, oar  cheese,  all  our  natural  products.  But 
there  we  have  to  compete  with  similar  products 
from  the  United  States,  from  Russia  and  from 
othw  nations.  Juet  see  what  a  great  adTantage 
It  VGiild  be  to  Canada  it  the  wheat  and  eheese 
and  butter  which  we  tend  to  Englaika  be  met 
with  a  preference  over  similar  products  of  other 
nations.  The  poselbllltlAs  are  Immense. 

SpeaUoK  again  In  Montreal  a  little  Utter- 
all  before  the  electtoiu  of  1896—  be  said : 

My  hope  is,  nay,  my  ccnrvlctlon  ie,  that  on  the 
23rd  of  June  the  Uberal  party  wHl  be  at  the 
liead  of  the  polls,  and  that  It  will  be  the  Liberal 
party  with  its  policy  of  a  rev'enue  tariff  that  will 
send  conmiisBlooers  to  Liondon  to  arrao^  for  a 
basis  of  preferential  trade. 

Here  was  a  promise.  Commissioners  would 
1»6  eeat  to  London  hj  the  Liberal  par^  to 
arrai^:e  a  pr^erence.  The  bon.  gentlonan 
went  to  England  in  the  JnbUee  yeur  and  was 
met  by  English  statesmen  on  landing  and  a 
speech  of  welcome  was  made  by  the  Dnke 
of  Devonshire,  and  in  reply  to  that  Sir  Wll- 
ttid  Laurler  said  :— 

What  we  give  you  by  our  tariff  we  give  you  la 
gratitude  for  the  qilendid  freed:)ii>  under  which 
we  have  prospered.  It  Is  a  free  gift.  We  ask  do 
compensation.  Protection  has  been  tbe  curse  of 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— Hear,  bear. 

HtHu  Mr.  FBBGU80N— Does  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman say  bear,  hear  1  Mr.  Prfifontaine 
and  Mr.  Brodeur  say  that  there  are  no  free 
traders  in  Canada  that  we  are  all  protec- 
tionists. Did  I  understand  tbe  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  say  '  hear,  hear '  to  the  lan- 
gnage  of  the  premlra  that  protection  is  a 
cnrse  in  Oanada? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— Does  the  bon.  gentle- 
man contend  and  maintain  that  tbe  hon. 
Minister  of  Marine  and  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Inland  Reyenne  stated  in  their  speeches 
in  tbe  province  of  Quebec  that  all  are  protec- 
tionists and  that  there  are  no  free  traders 
In  tiie  soMe  the  hon.  gentlonan  is  putting  it? 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBGUSON— ThcQT  made  that 
statement. 
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Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN- 1  attended  all  the 
meetings  and  did  not  hear  It  It  was  not 
stated  in  my  hearing. 

Hon.  Mr  FERGUSON— The  bon.  gentle- 
man Is  not  ubiqnitons.  He  simply  did  not 
bear  it  and  that  Is  all  be  can  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  attended  all  his 
raeetbigs  and  did  not  hear  him  make  that 

statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
Is  deaf. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Mr.  Brodeur  is 
reported  as  having  made  the  statement 
that  tb^re  are  no  free  traders  in 
Canada,  that  all  are  protectionlstB,  and 
Mr.  Frfifontalne  declared  bis  own  sup* 
port  of  protection  and  that  he  had 
Always  said  so.  They  have  both  been 
reported  in  that  way,  and  they  have  not 
contradicted  it  as  far  as  I  know.  In  fact  It 
Is  well  known  that  Mr.  Prfifontaihe  has  been 
placing  himself  on  record  as  a  protectionist 
on  a  great  many  occasions,  and  be  is  most 
anxious  that  be  should  be  so  r^rded  In  the 
province  of  Quebec.  In  tbe  face  of  that 
we  hear  tbe  bon.  Secretary  of  State  saying 
'  hear,  bear, '  when  the  words  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
I>aurier  are  quoted  where  be  states  that 
protection  has  been  the  curse  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  am  speaking  entbwly 

satirically.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman's  argument 
Is  so  extremely  funny  In  some  points— it  is 
pure  satire. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  put  himself  right ;  it  was  in  an 
ironical  sense  that  my  hon.  friend  applauded 
the  language  of  the  premier  of  Canada.  It 
Is  not  what  I  am  saying  just  now  that  seems 
funny  to  tbe  hon.  gentleman  but  it  was  the 
funny  language  of  the  premier  which  at- 
tracted his  attention  and  caused  him  to 
say  *  hear,  hear.'  It  was  not  on  account  of 
anything  I  said  but  he  saw  something 
funny  in  tbe  premier's  saying  that  protec- 
tion was  the  curse  of  Canada  and  his  '  hear, 
hear '  is  to  be  understood  In  an  Ironical 
sense.  Then  Sir  Wilfrid  goes  on  to  say : 

We  would  not  see  you  come  under  the  baneful 
inBuenoe,  for  what  weakens  you  must  weaken 

us. 

The  point  I  am  making— hon.  gentlemen 
can  see  it  very  well— is  that  the  language 
which   the   Prime   Minister   used  when 


Digitized  by 


Google 


20 


SEKATE 


In  England  in  1887  was  in  direct  con- 
tradiction to  tbe  promise  wblcli  be  made  to 
the  people  of  Canada  In  bis  speeches  in  Lon- 
don, Ont,  and  In  Montreal,  before  the  elec- 
tions of  1896,  that  he  would  endeavour  to  ob- 
tain a  preference  for  our  products  In  the 
British  markets,  and  I  claim  that  by  the 
course  which  the  premier  pursued  at  that 
time,  by  his  having  gone  back  on  his  pro- 
mise to  Canada,  and  gone  back  on  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  people  of  Canada,  that  a  very 
severe  blow  was  struck  at  the  propositiou 
of  preferential  trade  for  Canada.  And  that 
is  the  way  Mr.  Chamberlain  regarded  it 
What  did  be  say?   He  Q>oke  as  follows  :— 

It  vould  have  been  bard  eDougb*  to  carry 
through  the  Idea  bad  all  the  colonies  been  per- 
Bistest  and  enthusiastic  advocates  of  it,  but 
Canada  does  not  favour  it  and  New  Soutb  Wales 
opiHWM  It.  These  are  the  leading  colonies  and 
with  them  in  practical  opposition  -it  becomes 
Impossible,  and  I  would  not  now  touch  It  with 
a  pair  ot  tongs. 

This  was  Chamberlain's  declaration  after 
the  premier  of  Canada  had  warned  the  peo- 
ple of  England  not  to  do  anything,  that  Can- 
ada did  not  want  It,  that  protection  had 
been  a  corse  to  Canada  and  he  did  not  want 
the  people  of  England  led  back  to  protec- 
tion. But  after  he  returned  to  Canada  and 
after  he  had  beard  something  about  Cana- 
dian opinion  with  regard  to  his  action  in 
England,  the  premier  made  another  state- 
ment.   He  said  : 

OerUInljr  jt  i  thought  I  could  have  obtained  tor 
my  country,  for  the  imiducUi  of  Canada,  a  pre- 
ferential treatment  with  markets  ot  Great  Bri- 
tain, I  wculd  not  only  have  heen  wanting,  but  I 
would  have  been  wanting  in  reason— I  simply 
would  have  been  an  idlot^lt  I  had  failed  to  ob- 
tain such  preference. 

This  was  a  most  extraordinary  statement 
for  the  premier  to  make  after  he  had  solemn- 
ly warned  the  people  of  England  not  to 
give  Canada  a  preference  because  Canada 
did  not  want  It.  Now,  what  do  we  find  In 
the  speech  ?  Any  reference  to  this  subject  ? 
None  whatever,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  a  few  days  ago  tbe  question  was  dis- 
cussed In  the  House  of  Lords  and  a  promi- 
nent member  of  that  body,  Lord  Beau- 
champ,  attacked  the  Cbamberlaln  proposi- 
tion and  pointed  out  that  it  had  not  the 
support  of  tbe  colonies.  He  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  out  of  twenty-one  colonial  parlia- 
ments only  one  parliament  In  the  whole  of 
tbe  British  colonies  had  passed  a  resolution 
Hoik  Ifr.  FBfROUSON. 


in  favour  of  the  preferential  scheme  whlcb 
Bfr.  Chamberlain  had  been  advocating,  and 

that  was  the  province  of  Manitoba,  and  the 
silence  on  the  part  of  all  the  other  parlia- 
ments was  construed  by  Lord  Beanchampr 
as,  1  am  sure  it  was  by  many  others,  that 
there  was  either  opposition  to  <nr  a  great  lack, 
of  Interest  in  this  question  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  tbe  colonies,  otherwise  their 
parliaments  would  have  been  heard 
from  with  regard  to  It  We  know 
that  the  leader  of  the  opposition  la 
the  other  branch  of  this  parliament  last 
session  made  an  overture  to  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  as  premier  that  they  should  agree 
upon  a  resolution  In  favour  of  pref^ntial 
trade  and  that  it  could  be  submitted 
to  tbe  House  and  carried  by  a  un- 
animous vote.  Sir  Wilfrid  did  not  agree  ; 
he  would  not  accept  the  proposition,  al- 
though Mr.  Borden  offered  him  the  support 
of  every  member  of  the  opposition  to  such  a 
resolution  if  it  were  introduced.  But  for 
reasons  which  are  best  known  to  himself 
parliament  preserved  a  silence,  and  that 
silence  Is  being  used  in  England  to-day  by 
the  opponents  of  preferential  trade,  the 
opponents  of  Chamberlain  and  the  oppon- 
ents of  tbe  colonies  to  show  that  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  is  Indifferent  It  may 
be  said,  why  did  not  the  opposition  bring 
up  the  matter  last  session  ?  Tbe  question 
was  too  dear  to  their  hearts  to  do  that 
from  the  fact  that  the  government  refused 
to  allow  It  to  pass  unanimously.  They  felt 
that  it  would  be  accepted  as  a  vote 
of  want  of  confidence,  and  it  would 
have  the  opposite  efTect  to  what  was 
desired,  which  was  to  strengthen  Mr. 
Chamberlain's  hands  and  secure  preferential 
treatment  of  the  ci^onles.  The  exposition 
would  have  strengthened  themselves  In  the 
House  and  In  the  country  by  proposing  a 
resolution  of  that  kind  and  supporting  it 
in  parliament,  but  they  felt  the  danger  they 
incurred  from  the  fact  that  the  leader 
of  the  government  would  not  allow  a  un- 
animous resolution  to  be  passed,  and  a  groat 
dcol  of  damage  would  be  done  to  the  cause 
In  that  way,  even  though  it  would  enure 
to  the  benefit  of  tbe  opposition  party  In 
Canada. 

Many  subjects  referred  to  in  tbe  speei'b 

will  be  discussed  at  tha  later  stages  of  the 
session,  and  the  main  question  of  the  Trans- 
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continental  Railway  Is  one  which  I  know 

will  engage  the  most  serious  consldpratiun 

of  gentlemen  in  both  Houses  of  parliament 

In  the  ^»eech  from  the  Throne  we  find  the 

following  paragraph  :— 

After  the  long  protractad  sesaloo  ot  the  last 
year,  when  so  many  ImportaDt  matters  were 
dealt  with,  it  is  not  probable  that  your  duties 
will  liiTolTe  your  being  d-Halved  on  the  present 
oecMion  for  any  lengthened  period. 

I  do  not  think  It  is  very  usual  for  gentle- 
men in  the  government  to  indicate  In  the 
speech  from  the  Throne  to  parliament  that 
it  is  not  neceaaary  to  give  a  very  protracted 
<x>iislderatton  to  the  qneatlons  coining  up, 
but  I  may  say  that  if  the  goremmoit  do  as 
they  did  last  year,  bring  down  some  very 
inii>ortant  measures  after  the  House  is  three 
or  four  months  In  session,  a  Btll  for  in- 
stance, differing  altc^ether  from  the  Indi- 
cations given  in  the  speech  with  retard  to 
the  same  subject,  the  session  is  not  likely 
to  be  a  short  on&  Last  year  the  gorenunent 
promised  tranqiortatlon  commUwton  to  In- 
vestigate the  question  of  commuuicaclon 
between  the  east  and  west  with  hi  our  own 
conntry.  That  was  the  pronifije  In  the 
speech  ;  but  after  the  House  wa^  nearly 
tfx  months  in  session  they  brought  down 
a.  Bill  to  build  a  Transcontinental  Railway 
from  Monct(m  to  the  Padflc,  and  theroby 
greatly  increased  the  length  of  the  session. 
If  on  the  present  occasion  a  similar 
course  be  pursued— it  is  not  within  the 
knowledge  of  anybody  how  long  the  ses- 
sion may  be  protracted.  At  any  rate 
a  due  and  fair  and  proper  discussion  of  aves- 
tlons  which  are  already  indicated,  and  of 
wtilch  we  luive  outlines  or  details  ahready  in 
our  possession,  will  take  np  a  very  consider- 
able amount  of  time,  and  I  feel  sure  the 
members  of  the  opposition  In  this  House, 
as  well  as  in  the  other  branch  of  parlia- 
ment, win  do  their  duty  by  fairly,  fully  and 
fearlessly  discussing  the  questions  which 
will  be  submitted  by  the  gorernment  or 
which  will  in  any  other  way  come  before 
parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  Join  with  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  In  regretting  the  absence 
ot  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  on  the 
present  occasion.  We  are  all  very  glad  to 
know  that  It  is  not  in  any  sense  doe  to 
ill-health  or  any  ottier  weakness  of  that 
Und,  but  rather  to  important  matters  of 
tnisiness  which  reqnlra  his  attention  in  tiie 
«tty  of  Toronto.     We  hope,  however,  to 


see  him  here  within  the  next  few  days,  when 
he  will  have  the  opportunity  possibly  of 
giving  his  views  on  the  speech  now  before 
ua  I  also  Join  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
in  offering  congratulations  to  the  hon.  mover 
and  Mcondw.  All  will  admit  tlut  tiiey  peiv 
formed  the  task  with  great  tact  and  ability, 
and  that  these  gentlemen  have  given  evi- 
dence, not  only  on  this  occasion  but  on  all 
others,  that  they  are  a  very  great  acquisi- 
tion to  this  chaml>er.  One  of  them,  the 
mover  of  the  address.  Is  a  gentleman  who 
baa  been  long  familiar  with  the  public  ques- 
tions of  the  day,  and  although  not  elected 
a  member  of  parliament  has  had  large 
exiierlence  in  parliamentary  matters,  in  ad- 
dressing committees  of  the  House,  and  is 
quite  familiar  with  parliamentary  routine. 
The  seconder  of  the  address  is  also  a  gen- 
tleman who  has  had  very  considemble  ex- 
perience in  the  local  l^rlslatan  of  his  own 
province,  having,  In  fact,  been  Speaker  of 
the  Quebec  legislature  tor  a  term  of,  I  liilnk, 
four  years,  and  therefore  is  a  good  parlia- 
mentarian. It  was  a  pleasure  Indeed  to 
listen  to  the  observations  which  lie  made, 
which  were  quite  pertinent  to  the  subject 
In  hand.  A  speech  from  the  Throne  is 
usually  drawn  in  the  least  nggtealYe  form. 
It  Is  always  on  the  lines  of  least  resistance. 
But  my  hon.  friend  (Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson), 
with  a  good  deal  of  Ingenuity,  has  managed 
to  point  out  a  great  many  defects,  both  of 
omission  and  commission.  I  question,  how* 
ever,  whether  the  deductions  he  has  drawn 
from  it  will  meet  with  the  approval  of 
fair-minded  men.  In  the  first  place,  he 
doubted  that  the  prosperity  of  tills 
country  was  due  in  any  degree  to  the 
present  administration.  We  properly  and 
very  naturally  thank  Providence  for  the 
bountiful  harvest  that  He  has  given  us, 
and  for  the  general  prosperity  of  to  day. 
It  Is  a  very  old  adage  that  Providence  helps 
those  who  help  themselves,  and  this  govern- 
ment has  been  helping  Itself  very  matwlnlly 
since  it  came  Into  office.  I  do  not  think 
It  requli-ee  any  figures  to  demonstrate  It 
I  have  them  under  my  hand.  TUere  is  the 
most  ample  evidence  that  the  policy  of  this 
government  largely  contributed  to  the  wealth 
and  prosperity  that  prevail  to-day.  It 
on^t  not  to  require  figures.  The  Gonser- 
vative  papers  admit  it  Take  any  Individual 
not  only  among  members  of  parliament, 
but  any  individual  on  the  street,  and 
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ask  him  whether  he  ever  experienced  sucli 
prosperity  as  exists  to-dny  in  Cnnnda,  and 
he  will  tell  you  no,  and  to  say  tliat  this 
'  government  did  not  largely  contribute  to 
tliat  prosper!^  Is  rather  a  misstatement  of 
the  facts.  I  was  r&ry  much  amused  indeed 
at  my^on.  friend  cliarglng  tills  gavmanent 
Willi  Increasing  tlie  taxation.     Wbat  he 
calls  taxation  is  the  rerenne  derived  from 
the  purchases  tlfiat  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try made  out  of  the  superabundance  of 
their  wealth  in  buying  goods  abroad.   It  is 
pretty  hard  for  a  government  to  say  what  to 
do.  We  wanted  to  bring  down  the  tariff,  but 
onr  friends  opposite,  the  opposition,  and  pro* 
bably  some  from  onr  own  side,  say,  '  Don't 
do  tliat,  you  will  ruin  us,  you  will  destroy 
the  industries  of  this  country.  Put  it  up,  put 
it  up,'  and  that  is  the  attack  that  is  made  on 
us  to-day  from  all  directions,  that  we  are  des- 
troying the  industries  of  this  country  by 
the  tariff  we  have  at  present     I  noticed 
in  the  election  campaign  in  St  Jamos  and 
Hocbelaga  that  this  government  was  charged 
with  ruining  the  Industi'les  of  the  country 
because  we  have  not  put  up  the  tariff  high- 
er.    We  have  to  strike  a  medium  between 
the  two.    We  now  have  a  tariff  that  does 
not  oppress  the  people.     TlirougU  the  pol- 
icy pursued  by  the  government  the  people 
have  accumulated  a  great  deal  of  wealth  in 
this  country.     You  can  see  that  Attend 
any  of  our  fairs  and  you  will  notice  that 
in  no  part  of  this  world  are  farmers  in  a  bet- 
ter condition  than  the  farmers  of  Canada. 
That  is  the  case  with  everybody.    I  say 
the  facts  will  show  very  conclusively  that 
this  government,  by  the  tariff,  have  adopted 
a    medium    line,    which    has  Increased 
the  prosperity  of  Canada  very  largely. 
They  have  not  destroyed  the  interests  of 
tills  conntiT,  and  whatever  views  I  or 
others  may  have  held  on  protection  or 
free  trade  when  the  change  of  government 
took  place  In  2896,  It  was  absolutely  Impos- 
sible for  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght  or  any 
other  free  trader  to  go  back  to  his  old  views. 
I  do  not  propose  now  to  discuss  that  ques- 
tion, but  I  do  think  that  it  can  be  shown 
ttiat  had  free  trade  always  existed  iu  Can- 
ada, as  it  does  in  England,  tills  country 
would  be  prosperous  to-day.    It  Is  an  agri- 
cultural country,  and  Its  wealth  Is  due  to 
the  products  of  the  soli,  but  there  is 
no  use  discussing  that     This  government 
Hon.  Ur.  FBRQUtSON. 


did  not  come  In  to  ruin  people  who  had 
large  sums  of  money  Invested  in  manufac- 
tures. They  wanted  to  save  them,  and  nt 
the  same  time  open  avenues  of  trade, 
Iu  order  to  make  that  perfectly  clear,  Mr. 
Foster  the  other  day,  speaking  In  Montreal, 
admitted  that  there  was  very  great  ^ros- 
peri^.  and  he  said  that  It  was  because  tb» 
present  government  bad  followed  in  the  foot- 
steps of  their  predecessors.  They  had  made- 
no  change  in  the  tariff;  there  was  only  a  dif- 
ference of  1  i>er  cent  In  the  customs  duty, 
and  it  was  entirely  due  to  the  fact  tliat  they 
had  followed  in  the  footsteps  of  their  pre- 
decessors that  the  country  Is  prosperous. 
Now,  let  as  see  what  Sir  Charles  Tnpper,- 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  at  that  time, 
said  about  the  new  tariff  in  1897.  He  first 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  Sir  Wifrid  Laurler 
and  other  members  of  the  government  as- 
sured the  manufacturers  that  they  would, 
not  be  ruined,  that  we  were  not  going  ta 
introduce  any  drastic  legislation , that  was 
going  to  destooy  the  industries  Of  the  coun- 
try; and  Sir  Charles  and  the  opposition, 
when  that  tariff  was  going  through  parlia- 
ment, denounced  the  goveriiraeiit  Ijecause 
tbey  bad  not  kept  their  promise,  because 
they  were  ruining  tbo  industries  of  this 
country.  Sir  Charles  says  : 

VHiAt  Is  the  result  ?  The  result  Ib,  that 
this  tariff  goes  into  operation  and  the  hon. 
gentleman '  knows  that  the  industries  of  this 
country  sr«  already  paralyzed  In  consequence. 
Wbile  hon.  gentlemen  gloat,  vimdlotivelr  gloat 
over  the  destruction  of  Canadian  Industries, 
I  was  reading  the  wail,  the  sorrowful  wall  of 
those  industries  in  the  Montreal  '  Gasette,* 
where  one  manufacturer  after  another  declares 
that  their  Industries  were  ruined,  that  their 
mills  must  close  and  that  tber  aaw  staring 
them  in  the  face  a  return  to  the  deplorable 
state  of  things  that  existed  when  the  hon. 
gentleman-  who  last  addressed  the  House  was 
in  charge  of  the  fiscal  policy  of  this  country. 
I  sa;  that  a  deeper  wrong  was  never  inflicted 
upon  Canada.  It  ^\-ould  have  l>een  bad  enough 
if  the  hon.  gentlemen  had  gone  to  the  country 
with  a  frank  avowal  that  ther  were  in  favour 
of  wbat  they  had  declared  to  be  their  policy 
for  long  years  previously.  It  would  have  been 
bad  enough  if  they  had  been  able  to  get  a 
majority  pledged  to  sweep  these  industries  and 
to  destroy  a  policy  that  had  achieved  so  much 
tor  Canada,  but  to  obtain  power  by  the  solemn 
declaration  made  publicly  and  privately  all 
over  this  country  that  no  barm  would  come  to 
the  manufacturing  industries,  that  not  a  hair 
of  their  heads  should  be  touched,  that  In  tact 
their  rights  ^ouli  be  protected  and  their 
position  would  be  improved  because  they  wer» 
going  to  have  their  raw  material  free. 

That  was  the  view  that  the  Conserva- 
tive party  bad  of  this  tariff,  and  ask  any- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


KAHOH  14*  1904 


23 


fair-minded  maunfactnrer  to  compnre  the 
last  seven  years  wltli  the  preceding  seven 
7«ar8 :  the  tndiwtrles  of  this  country  have 
nearly  doubled,  having  been  nnable  to  meet 
the  demands.  Are  tiiere  not  demands  now 
for  Canadian  products  all  over  the  vorld, 
South  Australia  and  ttie  West  Indies  and 
Mexico  and  every  other  country  ?  Our 
Agents  who  are  abroad  in  8t>utli  Africa  re- 
port, '  Why  cannot  your  manufacturers  take 
advantage  of  It*  The  fact  of  the  matter  is 
fbey  cannot  supply  the  home  demand,  and 
the  people  must  boy  abroad.  Wliat  has  been 
the  effect  ?  It  has  been  to  bring  United 
States  manufacturers  hito  tlie  country.  See 
the  enormous  concern  recently  started  at 
Hamilton,  covering  a  number  of  acres,  for 
the  manufacture  of  agricultural  im];dements. 
They  came  from  across  the  line;  also  large 
manufacturers  of  locomotives  came  from 
the  United  Stateq  and  bought  a  concent  Iti 
this  country.  They  said,  *  You  do  not  seem 
able  to  supply  the  needs  of  the  country,  and 
we  will  come  over  and  ratablisli  an  Industry 
here  that  will  meet  the  demands.'  I  might 
go  on  and  enumerate  several  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-WllI  the  lion,  gen- 
tleman explain  why  they  came  over? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—Because  tbey  say  this 
Is  a  good  market  and  our  manufacturers 
here  are  not  equal  to  the  demauft. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Hear.  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Why  do  they  not 
continue  to  manufacture  in  the  United 
States  and  send  the  goods  over  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  the  protection 
keeps  them  out  The  hou.  gentleman's  speech 
was  one  mass  of  absolute  inconsistencies 
from  beginning  to  end.  In  the  eighteen 
years  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  had  charge 
of  the  Trrasury  benches  the  trade  of  this 
country  absolutely  stagnated,  there  is  not  a 
manufacturer  In  Canada  who  will  deny  that 
his  business  has  been  more  ttian  doubled  or 
trebled  since  the  change  of  governmeut 
They  are  now  beginning  to  send  abroad. 
I  think  before  1897  the  whole  manufactures 
of  this  country  sold  abroad  were  $6,000,000. 
Last  year  the  export  was  920,000,000,  but 
the  demand  In  Canada  has  been  so  great 
that  our  people  must  buy.  One  question  Is, 
why  do  iKople  buy  goods  coming  from  the 
United  States  ?  The  answer  is  because  the 
people  find  they  can  buy  things  cheaper 


there,  because  it  suits  them  to  buy.  Are  tre 
going  to  muzsle  the  people  of  this  country 
absolutely  and  say  you  must  buy  so  and 
so  ?  No,  they  at  least  have  the  freedom  of 
the  worid.  We.  have  protected  our  manu- 
factures to  a  Tery  great  degree.  I  should 
like  to  point  to  a  few  figures  in  confirmatl3n 
of  the  statement  I  make  that  the  whole 
business  of  this  country  was  paralyzed  from 
the  time  the  late  government  came  into 
power  in  1879,  until  they  were  turned  out 
In  18y6.  I  take  a  couple  of  years  after  the 
national  policy  was  established,  when  ft 
was  in  fairly  good  working  order.  The  im- 
ports tlien  were  $106,00(^000  and  the  exports 
9108,000.000.  My  hon.  friend  attempted  to 
make  a  point  because  last  year  our  imports 
were  larger  than  our  exports ;  but  we  find 
that  from  1881,  wlien  the  national  policy 
was  introduced  for  the  very  purpose  of  keep- 
ing out  Imports,  the  Imports  exceeded  the 
exports.  The  theory  of  the  government  of 
that  day  was  to  send  your  exports  abroad 
but  to  buy  all  yon  want  at  home,  but  the 
very  first  year  I  quote  here  the  figures  were 
as  I  have  given  them,  tind  It  was  the  same 
In  every  year  after  that  for  fourteen  years, 
the  Imports  exceeded  the  exports.  It  was  an 
absolute  reversal  of  the  policy  they  were 
preaching  and  of  the  way  they  expected  It 
to  work  out  Their  exports  languished.  Tho 
formers  were  kept  down— they  were  too 
poor  to  do  business.  The  trade  In  .1881 
was  1203,000,000,  and  In  189G  it  had  risen 
to  ¥230,000,000.  In  all  that  time,  fifteen 
years,  the  trade  of  this  country  bad  galn&l 
only  $3l!,000,000.  In  1903  the  trade  of  this 
country  was  $466,000,000  that  Is,  in  our 
seven  years  we  bad  gained  $227,000,000 
against  their  $36,000,000  between  1881  and 
ISM.  These  figures  have  dldted  remarks 
from  all  parts  of  the  world.  I  read  a  day 
or  two  ago  an  article  In  the  *  Bankers  Maga- 
zine' pointing  to  the  extraordinary  pros-, 
perity  of  Canada  in  the  last  few  years.  It 
has  been  noted  in  Great  Britain  over  and 
over  again.  In  fact  it  was  almost  incred- 
ible. Finally,  a  dlsttngulshed  statistician 
proved  that,  i>er  capita,  our  people  are 
the  richest  In  the  world ;  he  showed 
our  trade  per  capita  was  greater  than 
that  of  any  other  i)eople.  He  took 
our  savings  l>aiiks  showluK  deposits  run- 
ning up  to  nearly  $5UO.000,00(),  and 
that  has  all  been  within  the  last  seven 
years,  and  yet  enormous  sums  In  that  period 
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have  been  Inveeted  In  Tarious  «tterpilaeB. 
If  bon.  gentlemen  vonid  watch  the  number 
of  companies  incorporated.  Dot  alone  at  Ot- 
tawa, but  in  all  the  provinces,  It  Is  perfectlr 
amazing  where  the  money  cornea  from.  It 
is  evidence  of  the  wealth  of  Canada.  Only 
last  year  we  incorporated  a  company  to  do 
business  in  Mexico.  It  was '  a  company 
which  started  in  Nora  Scotia.  When  I  asked 
what  their  capita!  was  I  was  toMi  It  was 
$17,000,000.  I  said,  will  the  sovernment  of 
Mexico  recognize  a  Canadian  charter,  and 
they  said  '  Oh,  yea,  all  we  want  is  a  charter  ' 
That  company— I  think  Mr.  Boss  la  at  the 
head  of  it— is  doing  a  good  business  In 
Mexico  developing  the  country  and  making 
money.  According  to  the  bon.  gentleman's 
Uieory,  the  exports  furnish  evidence  of  the 
wealth  of  the  country,  although  the  govern- 
ment of  which  he  was  a  membra  was  never 
able  to  carry  out  that  theory,  their  Imports 
always  exceeding  their  exports  for  fourteen 
consecutive  years.  Now,  taking  the  whole 
exports  of  produce  from  1890  to  189ft-and  I 
give  them  the  benefit  of  the  besfe  seren 
years  tbey  bad-^e  whole  export  of  home 
products,  embracing  the  products  of  the 
farm,  forest,  and  fisheries,  was  9694,000,000. 
In  our  seven  years  we  sold  abroad  of  pro- 
ducts under  the  same  beads  $1,162,000,000. 
There  is  Just  that  difference.  Something 
must  have  been  done.  It  was  not  that  tbo 
sun  shone  more  warmly  on  us,  but  some  lin< 
pulse  must  have  been  given.  It  is  not  pos- 
sible to  conceive  that  that  could  be  the  mere 
effect  of  accident,  without  the  government 
In  some  way  or  other  directing  it  My  hon. 
friend  smiles  ;  I  will  take  one  article  as  an 
illustration.  When  I  was  in  the  government 
before,  we  endeavoured  to  develop  a  butter 
trade  with  Great  Britain,  and  we  brought 
our  exports  up  to  $3,000,000.  The  hon.  gea- 
tiemen  who  succeeded  us  did  not  exercise 
.the  same  paternal  influence  towards  It  and 
the  ocport  fell  to  about  $800,000  during  the 
InRt  year  tliey  were  in  office..  We  took  it  up 
again  and  favoured  It  by  various  means 
-Kith  which  you  are  all  familiar  and  brought 
the  export  up  to  $*;,000.000.  The  exports  of 
butter,  alone  will  probably  during  the  w.^t 
ten  years  be  double  or  treble  that 

I  have  here  under  my  band  the  '  Canada 
Gazette'.  I  thought  the  Public  A<;counts 
were  distributed ;  they  were  to  have  been 
laid  on  the  table  the  day  the  House  opened, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


because  Chey  were  printed,  but  I  hare  the 
'Canada  Gazette*  fb  which  every  'bon. 
gentleman  has  access.  I  find  that  our  trade 
for  the  eight  months  of  the  year  up  to  the 
end  of  last  month  Is  greater  by  $55,000,000 
than  the  highest  year  of  the  late  govern- 
ment That  Is  pretty  strong  evidence  that 
some  Impetus  must  have  been  given  to  the 
trade  of  Canada.  Whetiier  it  was  Sir  Wil- 
fred Laurier's  speech,  or  the  preferential 
tariff,  or  calling  attention  to  Canada  as  we 
have  done,  advertising  It  and  sending  trade 
agents  abroad,  and  encouraging  trade  In 
every  direction,  which  In  my  Judgment  has 
had  a  great  deal  to  do  with  it,  there  is  the 
fact  The  hon.  gentleman  gave  some  figures 
about  the  net  debt  He  was  quite  correct 
as  far  as  be  went  In  1879  the  debt  wrh 
$142,000,00a  In  .1896  it  was  $258,000,000. 
That  was  an  increase  of  $116,000,000.  In 
1893—1  do  not  know  whether  my  hon.  friend 
gave  those  figures  correctly— it  was  $261,- 
000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  gave  the  figures 
at  the  close  of  1896  and  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  1893  It  was  $3,000,- 
OOC  higher  tiian  when  this  government  took 
office.  In  the  '  Canada  Gazette '  the  net  debt 
Ifl  put  down  at  $251,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Whot  date  Is 
that  V 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Up  to  the  end  of  Feb- 
ruary last. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
knows  that  the  state  of  the  debt  at  any 
particular  period  of  the  year  Is  no  Indica- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Is  published  under 
tbe  authoMty  of  the  Finance  Department, 
at  nil  events. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEKGUSON— No  doubt  It  la 
l  ight,  but  it  does  not  give  evidence  whether 
tlie  debt  Is  falling  or  rising  for  the  whole 

ytnr. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  will  be  a  good  deal 
less  at  the  end  of  tbe  year.  In  the  mean-, 
time  I  may  quote  the  *  Canada  Gazette.'  The 
statement  appears  over  the  signature  of 
the  Deputy  Minister  of  Finance,  and  it 
Rho\vs  that  the  net  debt  at  the  end  of  Feb- 
ruary was  $251,000,000.    That  was  $7,000,- 
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001  less  than  when  this  government  took 
office,  and  at  the  same  time  this  gorivnment 
lias  spent  on  capital  account,  $40,000,000. 
The  hon.  gentleman  claims  considerable 
credit  for  the  expenditure  on  the  Canadian 
I^clflc  Railway.  He  seems  to  ignore  en- 
tirely the  fact  that  the  preceding  govern- 
ment  the  Mackenzie  administration,  bad 
taken  «p  the  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  in  1874.  I  was  a  member 
oC  tbat  government,  and  hod  the  honour 
of  introducing  the  Bill  in  this  chaml>er  in 
lf74.  The  hon.  gentleman  compared  the 
building  of  that  railway  In  five  years  with 
the  time  given  for  the  construction  of  the 
tJrnnd  Trunk  Paclflc,  eight  years.  But 
the  Canadian  Paclflc  Railway  was  not  built 
In  eight  years;  it  took  more  than  ten  years 
to  build  It  It  was  first  launched  In  1871. 
lue  Canadian  government,  however,  failed 
to  vitalize  it,  and  the  Mackenzie  administra- 
tion took  It  up  In  1874,  and  went  on  with  It  as 
a  government  work,  gave  out  the  contracts, 
and  nearly  completed  the  line  between  I^ke 
Superior  and  Winnipeg.  The  contracts  were 
given  out  for  the  line  in  British  Golumbin, 
and  v«7  large  sums  of  money  were  spent 
foi  sections  which  were  banded  over  In 
1881  to  the  present  company.  After  the 
change  of  government  in  1878,  the  admin- 
istration of  Sir  John  Bfacdonald  continued 
the  same  policy  for  three  years — went  on 
building  the  road;  so  the  hon.  -gentleman 
is  enth*ely  wrong  In  assuming  that  the 
Canadian  Paclflc  Railway  Company  built 
their  rood  In  five  years.  There  is  the  fact 
that  we  have  reduced  the  public  debt  by 
seven  million  dollars,  and  we  have  spent 
on  capital  account,  on  canals.  Dominion 
inods,  raUways,  and  other  public  works, 
0,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man assert  that  the  government  has  re- 
doced  the  debt  by  seven  million  dollars  up 
to  last  February  ? 

Hoa    Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Ur.  LANDRT— What  was  It  last 
Jone  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  $3,000,000  the 
other  way,  In  excess  of  what  it  had  been 
Iq  1896,  but  hon.  gentlemen  know  very 
well  that  the  revenue  has  been  largely  In- 
creased during  the  last  eight  months. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  wanted  to  know 
what  it  was  on  June  30,  1903  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  $261,000,000, 
that  Is  $3,000,000  more  tlian  It  had  been  In 
1896.  Now,  I  think  the  evidences  of  pros- 
perity are  apparent,  and  I  have  briefly  ad- 
verted to  them,  giving  the  figures  and  show- 
Ing'  that  liie  statement  Is  sustained  by  tbe 
facts. 

The  hon.  gentleman  made  some  comments 
in  his  opening  about  our  desiring  to  have 
trade  with  the  United  States.  For  the  last 
50  or  60  years  It  has  been  the  aim  of  the 
lieople  of  Canada  to  have  trade  relations 
with  the  United  States.  In  1856  Lord  Blgin 
succeeded  In  securing  a  reciprocity  treaty 
which  was  very  beneficial  to  the  people  on 
both  sides.  I  need  not  point  out  why  that 
was  annulled.  It  was  due  entirely  to  ac- 
tion taken  by  the  United  States  on  the  as- 
sumption that  Canada  had  rather  favoured 
the  southerners  during  the  Americau  re- 
bellion. Since  tiiat  time  the  Conservative 
party  held  office  for  very  much  longer 
periods  than  the  Liberal  party,  and  they  al- 
ways endeavoured  to  obtain  reciprocity  with 
the  United  States.  Sir  John  Macdonald's 
argument,  when  introducing  the  tariff  in 
1879,  was  tbat  we  should  have  either  re- 
ciprocity of  trade  or  reciprocity  of  tailffs, 
nnd  one  reason  for  raising  our  tariff  was 
to  coerce  the  United  States  into  reciprocity. 
Over  and  over  again  that  was  asserted.  It 
is  no  new  statement  from  me.  It  was  one 
justification,  for  having  a  high  tariff. 

The  hon.  gentleman  made  some  references 
which  have  been  answered  on  other  occa- 
sions over  and  over  again,  to  the  position 
wliich  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  took  In  England 
at  the  time  ihe  preferential  tariff  was  offered 
to  Great  Britain.  If  the  Liberal  party  are 
entitled  to  credit  for  any  one  thing  above 
till  others,  it  is  for  the  present  feeling  of 
Imperialism  and  closer  connection  with  the 
mother  country.  They  have  at  all  events 
made  that  murk,  and  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  refused  to  ac- 
cept a  'quid  pro  quo.*  He  talked  as  If  it 
rested  with  Mr.  Chamberlain  to  band  over 
to  Canada  a  policy  of  reciprocity  allowing 
our  natural  products  to  enter  the  British 
market  at  a  preference  and  taxing  those  of 
nil  other  countries.  Now,  surely,  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  not  In  a  sane  mind  make 
such  a  statement  when  he  finds  Mr.  Cham- 
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berlnln  going  out  of  office  because  lie  could 
make  no  headway  with  lils  colleagues  ! 
Tbe  Duke  of  Devonshire  is  quoted  as  being 
ready  to  grant  a  preference  to  Canada,  when 
the  Duke  has  taken  tbe  bold  stand  that  on 
no  terms  would  be  condent  to  tbe  food  of 
tbe  people  being  taxed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
will  bear  In  mind  that  I  made  no  statement 
of  what  Mr.  Chamberlain  could  do  or  what 
be  bad  the  power  to  do.  What  I  did  was 
to  read  Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrler's  own  win^s, 
In  which  be  warned  tbe  people  of  England 
not  to  give  Canada  any  preference. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Dld  Sir  WHfiJd  Laurler 
know  how  to  pay  a  compliment?  If  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler  had  gone  there  and  said, 
We  will  do  this  If  you  will  do  that,  would 
they  have  looked  upon  us  with  any  degree 
of  favour  ?  No,  they  would  have  siild, 
'  You  are  a  pack  of  speculators  ;  you  want 
to  make  something  out  of  the  unfortmmte 
operatives  of  England,  who  are  underpaid, 
and  to  whom  tbe  difference  of  a  halfpenny 
on  the  price  of  a  loaf  means  a  great  deal. 
You  want  a  preference  which  will  Increase 
the  poverty  of  tbe  starving  millions.'  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler  acted  the  part  of  a  dii)lo- 
rant,  nud  made  a  virtue  of  necessity.  It 
would  have  been  idle  for  him  to  have  taken 
any  other  stand,  when  men  like  the  Duke 
of  Devonshire  and  Mr.  Chamberlain  have 
left  tbe  government  because  the  government 
would  not  consent  to  the  taxation  of  tbe 
fcod  of  the  people,  and  when  Mr.  Balfour 
has  recently  made  the  announcement,  In 
spenkiug  of  the  wltUJrawal  of  the  Duke  of 
Devonshire  and  Mr.  Chamberlain  from  jils 
cabinet,  '  I  am  not  In  favour  of  taxing  the 
people's  food;  it  cannot  be  done  now  what 
ever  may  be  done  In  the  future.  Whether 
the  people  can  be  educated  up  to  that  in 
the  future  I  cannot  saj,  but  they  are  not  iu 
a  position  to  accept  such  a  policy.'  It  Is 
idle  for  any  ouo  who  pretends  to  know 
what  is  going  on  in  the  mother  country  to 
make  those  absurd  statements  about  Canada 
being  able  to  get  a  preference  in  tbe  British 
market  Had  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  attempted 
to  make  a  bargain,  %i'here  would  we  have 
been  to-day  ?  Would  we  have  been  able 
to  sell  this  large  volume  of  exports  ?  1 
think  not.  All  over  England  they  say,  give 
UR  Canadian  products  and  goods.  In  pur- 
chasing we  will  give  them  tbe  preference. 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT, 


Is  not  that  evident  from  the  fact  that  wu 
have  exported  donbler  treble  the'^amouot 
that  the  former  government  exported  1  la 
it  not  due  to  tbe  good  feeling  wo  have  ex- 
cited in  England  in  offerlag  to  help  the 
mother  country  by  admitting  hei  goods 
at  one-tblrd  leas  than  tbe  goods  of  other 
conntries?  They  naturally  respond  to  that 
and  send  tbeir  agents  to  Canada  and  pur- 
chase Canadian  goods.  That  Is  a.  fact  well 
known;  It  does  not  need  proof.  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurler  got  ten  times  the  value  for 
Canada  that  be  would  have  got  bad  he' 
attempted  to  make  a  bargain.  He  could 
not  have  carried  bis  policy,  Mr.  Cbamber- 
laln  could  not,  tbe  Diri£e  of  Devonshire 
could  not.  Every  one  will  admit  that  im- 
perialism has  made  great  strides  since  1896, 
and  yet  to-day  leading  members  of  the  gov- 
ernment resign  on  that  Issue,  and  even 
Mr.  Balfour  had  to  say  the  other  day  in 
tbe  House,  'I  will  never  consent  to  tax 
tbe  food  of  tbe  people.  We  are  not  In  a 
position  to  do  it,  whatever  we  may  do  in 
tbe  future.* 

As  It  is  near  six  o'clock,  I  move  an  ad- 
journment of  the  debate.  , 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  March  15,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock  p.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege.  In  this  morning's 
'  Citizen '  there  is  an  article  reflecting  upon 
certain  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House,  and 
as  they  are  present  I  think  it  only  right 
that  we  should  receive  an  explanation  from 
them.  The  article  reads  as  follows  ; — 
Judges  were  Ignored — 

Did  ni>t  receive  any  lavitatioa'  to  the  opendns — 
Chief  Justice  was  assured  by  Speaker  Power 

that  the  Woolsack  would  not  be  restored 
to  the  Senate— Who  is  reepotislble  ? 

Unless  prevailing  conditions  are  satisfac- 
torily adjusted,  the  elaborate  oflScial  and  social 
ceremonial  connected  with  the  opening  of  par- 
liament is  not  likely  to  be  hereafter  graced 
with  the  presence  of  the  learned  judges  of  th« 
Supreme  Court  of  Canada.  The  absence  from 
last  Prldoy'i*  optjiing  of  their  lordshlpe  and. 
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their  vfves  and  dAoghten  eaus«d  a  decided 
ripple  of  excitement  and  continues  to  be  a 

fruitful  theme  of  discussion  in  tbe  upper  social 
otrats.  This  is  not  the  flrst  year  that  comtili- 
cations  have  arisen  affecting  the  attendance 
of  the  Judges  at  the  opening.  Last  year  with- 
out anr  notification  being  sent  the  Judges,  the 
woolsack  or  ofBcIat  seat  of  the  Judges  was 
removed  and  that  caused  a  considerable  dis- 
satisfaction Inasmnch  as  in  tbe  absence  thereof 
the  Judges,  it  attending,  would  not  wear  their 
robes  of  offlce.  Their  attendance  would  there- 
fore assume  a  social  rather  than  an  official 
BfgnlBcance. 

To  prevent  ji  recurrence  of  the  unpleasant- 
ness of  last  year.  Sir  Elzear  Tasehereau,  chief 
Justice,  wired  last  week  to  Dir.  Speaker  Power 
of  the  Senate  Inquiring  If  the  woolsack  was  to 
be  In  position  for  the  Judges  at  the  opening  on 
last  Prlday.  The  answer  came  back  that  tbe 
aarae  regulations  would  prevail  as  last  year, 
and  that  in  place  of  occupying  the  woolsack  tbe 
judges  would  sit  with  the  arcbbtshopB.  Not- 
withstanding this  assurance  by  Speaker  Power, 
who,  as  bead  of  the  Senate,  Is  responsible  for 
the  arrangements  within  the  chamber  at  the 
opening,  the  woolsack  was  this  year  In  Its 
Usual  place,  though  no  notice  to  that  effect  was 
■ent  to  the  judges. 

Bat  where  tbe  particularly  Indelicate  point  of 
the  whole  matter  comes  in  la  that  though  the 
accustomed  seat  was  provided  for  their  lord- 
ships they  were  Ignored  in  the  matter  of  being 
invited  to  the  opening.  On  the  authoritr  of 
one  of  tbe  judges,  the  '  Citizen '  is  in  a  position 
to  state  tbat  their  lordships  received  no  official 
hotiflcatioo  to  attend  or  InvKation  to  be  present, 
either  in  an  official  or  private  capacity.  It 
has  been  customary  for  them  to  receive  what 
was  more  of  an  official  notification  than  an  In- 
Tltation,  but  this  year  there  was  an  entire 
omission  of  anr  form  of  Invitation.  As  before 
stated,  it  appears  that  from  the  official  list  of 
those  to  be  Invited,  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
pourt  -were  entirely  omitted^  but  Captain 
Chambers,  Gentleman  Usher  of  tbe  Black  Rod, 
saw  tbat  the'  wives  and  daughters  of  their 
lordships  .were  sent  cards  even  though,  in 
so  doing,  he  was  perhaps  exceeding  the  in- 
structions of  tbe  official  list  provided  for  his 
guidance.  The  judges  are  not  disposed  to  blame 
the  Vsher  of  the  Black  Rod,  but  rather  hold 
responsible  bis  superior  officer,  Mr.  Speaker 
Power. 

In  the  (latter  connection  tbat  g|Bntleman 
la  regarded  by  some  of  the  Interested  parties 
In  this  case  as  being  rather  weak  and  the  real 
man  behind  the  gun  in  arranging  things  Is 
said  to  be  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKBNZIB  BOWBLL— The 
bOD.  geDtlemnn  did  not  Onlsb  readli^  tbe 
article. 

Hod.  Mr.  McSWEENET— Yes,  I  know 
tbat  tbere  is  some  more  of  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Better  read  tbe  rest  of  tbe  article. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENET— Tbe  article  con- 
tlnnee  ^- 

Actlcn  was  conceited. 

It  la  learned  that  In  staying  away  from  the 
opening  last  Friday  the  Judges  acted  In  con- 
cert. '  We  reeelTed  no  invitations  to  be  prjs- 


eat/  said  ons  of  the  number  jtaHMCiMj, 
'  and  in  consequence  we  didn't  go.  We  did  not 
like  the  Idea  of  being  considered  as  Intruders.  * 

lAst  year  the  Judges'  wires  were  den4ed  pre- 
cedence after  the  wives  of  cabinet  ministers, 
and  this  caused  considerable  irritation. 

It  Is  now  announced  that  tbe  woolsack  Is 
to  be  consigned  to  oblivion  and  the  statement 
has  been  made  that  the  Judges  approved  of 
this.  That  is  denied,  however,  '  It  is  not  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  It  should  be  there,' 
stated  one  of  their  lordships,  '  but  If  it  is  not 
tbere  the  Judges  will  not  attend  the  opening  In- 
their  robes  of  office.' 

In  reply  to  a  question  as  '■  o  the  probable 
reason  for  the  Judges  being  omitted  from  the 
official  list,  one  of  tbe  number  stated  that  it 
wss  regarded  as  an  error  more  than  anything 
else.  '  Next  year, '  be  said,  '  it  is  presumed 
we  win  have  a  new  Speaker,  and  we  are  ex- 
pecting that  the  grievance  will  be  satisfac- 
torily adjusted.  Until  something  Is  done, 
however,  different  from  this  year,  It  Is  safe 
to  predict  tbat  tbe  Judges  will  not  attend  the 
opening  ceremony.' 

The  occurrence  of  Friday  has  been  widely 
discussed  at  the  social  functions  occurring 
since  then,  and  It  Is  well  known  tbat  the  Prime 
Minister  Is  much  annoyed  over  tbe  situation. 

Tbe  SPEAKER-If  It  Is  tbe  wlsb  ot  tbe-' 
House  I  Bball  try  to  explain  my  connectton 
with  this  rather  unfortunate  occurrence.  I 
tbiuk  it  was  on  the  2nd  March  I  received  a 
despatch  from  tbe  Hon.  Sir  H.  Elzear  Tas- 
cberean,  tbe  Chief  Justice  of  tbe  Supreme 
Court  of  Canada,  In  which  be  asked  whether 
the  practice  adopted  last  year  would  be  fol- 
lowed tblB  year.  That  is  all  of  tbe  despatch 
tbat  I  consider  la  relevant.  He  asked 
some  question  also  as  to  the  places  for  tbe 
wives  of  the  judges.  I  replied  to  6ir 
Elzear's  telegram  on  tbe  23rd  March,  as  fol- 
lows :— 

'  My  Impression  Is  that  the  committee  to 
direct  Black  Rod  recomntend«d  abollehment  of 
woolsack  and  that  judges  sit  with  arcbbisbops, 
*c.' 

I  Simply  gave  tbe  chief  Justice  my  recol- 
lection of  what  had  taken  place  and  I  did 
not,  as  Speaker,  assume  any  authority  in 
tbe  matter  whatever.  I  simply  spoke  a 
member  of  tbe  Senate,  and  as  any  other 
member  of  the  Senate  would  have  had  a  per- 
fect right  to  speak,  giving  his  recollection  of 
what' had  taken  place.  Nothing  further  oc- 
curred until  Thursday  last,  when  his  lord- 
ship, tbe  chief  Justice,  attended  here  as 
deputy  governor  for  tbe  purpose  of  opening 
parliament;  and  I  noticed  then  that  tbe 
woolsack  was  in  Its  nsual  place  between 
tbe  clerk's  table  and  tbe  throne.  His  lord- 
ship, who,  naturally,  would  be  interested 
In  the  fact,  must  also  have  observed  tbe 
woolsack,  because  it  was  directly  In  front  of 
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him.  On  the  same  evenbiff,  at  a  ceremonial 
function  which  took  place  near  the  city,  I 
met  one  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court 
who  spoke  to  me  about  the  matter  and 
seemed  to  think  that  I  was  responsible  for 
the  fact  that  the  Judges  bad  not  been  In- 
vited to  take  the  places  which  they  had 
occupied  up  to  last  session.  I  told  the  Judge 
lu  question  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  matter,  but,  I  added,  that  I  noticed  the 
woolsack  was  in  its  usual  place,  and  this 
Judge  then  said  that  the  Judges  had  re- 
ceived no  notice  to  that  effect  and  that  he 
thought  they  should  receive  an  official  no- 
tice. Well,  hon.  gentlemen,  the  Judge  was 
right,  but  I  did  not  feel  tbat  I  bad  either 
the  right  or  the  duty  to  send  any  official 
notice  to  the  Judges.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  tiie  remoTal  of  the  woolsack  nor  with 
its  being  replaced,  and  I  thought  probably  if 
1  undertook  to  give  any  orders  with  re- 
spect to  the  Judges  my  action  might  be 
resented  as  an  Impertinence  by  the  gen- 
tleman who  had  dealt  with  the  wool- 
sack. I  remember  tbat  the  hon.  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  at  this  same 
gathering  and  was  close  by,  and  the  sub- 
stance of  what  I  further  said  to  the  Judge 
was  that  the  Secretary  of  State  If  spoken  to 
would  probably  see  that  the  required  notice 
was  sent.  The  Judge,  as  far  as  I  can  gqther, 
did  not  speak  to  the  boo.  Secretary  of  State 
on  the  matter,  and  no  formal  notice  was  sent 
and  tbat  Is  about  all  I  have  to  say.  There  is 
this  further  fact,  that  the  Gentleman  Usher 
•of  the  Black  Bod  prepared  a  list  of  the  ladies 
and  gentlemen  who  were  to  be  Invited  to 
seats  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  on  that 
list  he  had  the  names  of  the  Supreme  Ck)urt 
Judges,  their  wives  and  daughters.  It  ap- 
l>ear8  that  this  list  was  handed  to  a  clerk 
to  fill  up  the  cards  which  were  to  be  sent 
In  accordance  with  the  list,  and  the  d^k 
probably  being  very  mncli  hurried  or  not 
fiimiliar  with  the  work,  sent  the  cards  to 
the  wives  and  daughters  of  the  Judges  but 
41d  not  inclose  cards  for  the  Judges  them- 
selves. I  do  not  see  that  the  Usher  of  the 
BIdck  Rod  or  myself  is  to  blame  in  tlie 
matter.  It  is  unfortunate  that  a  misunder- 
standing should  have  occurred,  but  I  do  not 
think  that  we  are  to  blame,  and  as  far  as 
I  am  aware  there  does  not  Seem  to  be  any 
one  to  blame.  I  assume  that  the  Secretary 
The  SPBAKER. 


of  State  thought,  as  I  did,  that  a  proper 
notice  had  been  sent 

Hon.  Mr<  SCOTT— I  took  the  precantlon 
to  ask  whether  the  Invitations  had  gone  to 
the  Judges  the  day  before,  and  was  In- 
formed that  they  had.  I  presumed  invita- 
tions had  been  sent  because  their  names 
were  on  the  notices  Intended  to  be  senti 
I  think  it  Is  purely  an  accidental  Inadver- 
tence. Hie  Usher  of  the  Black  Bod  has 
only  very  recently  been  appointed,  and 
everything  had  to  be  done  In  a  very  great 
hurry  and  perhaps  he  wns  not  acquainted 
with  the  work.  He  showed  every  desire 
to  discharge  the  duties  Incidental  to  the  meet- 
ing of  the  House,  and  I  saw  him  once  or 
twice  In  his  room  woilclng  hard  with  a 
clerk.  It  appears  to  be  a  matter  of  Inad- 
vcitence  that  those  notices  were  not  sent. 
I  do  not  see  that  any  further  remark  can 
bo  made  about  It  If  cards  were  sent  to 
the  Judges'  wives  and  daughters,  they  might 
hare  assumed  that  they  were  Indndeil 
with  the  members  of  the  government  and 
the  Senate  who  were  not  Invited. 

Hou.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 
a  mutter  of  regret  that  almost  at  evei7 
meeting  of  parliament  there  is. some  little 
hitch  in  connection  with  precedence.  It  la 
very  unfortunate  that  It  should  be  so.  I 
never  knew  or  could  understand  why  the 
woolsack  was  removed  from  the  chamber 
last  year.  There  was  no  recommendation 
t>  that  effect  from  the  committee  to  whom 
this  question  was  referred.  There  Is  tmo 
point  however,  which  might  Justify  the 
(Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  in  not 
sending  the  invitations,  the  fact  that  the 
Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  are  not  special- 
ly mentioned  In  the  report  which  was  made 
by  that  committee  to  the  Senate.  The 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  as  I  understand  It; 
took  it  for  gi-anted  that  the  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  had  certain  rights  and 
jjrlvileges  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and, 
therefore,  mny  have  omitted  to  send  Invita- 
tions, but  on  Inquiry  I  find  that  he  placed 
the  names,  ns  has  been  mentioned  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  on  the  list  of  those  to  whom  Invi- 
tations were  to  be  sent,  but  through  some 
inadvertence,  I  presume  on  the  part  of  the 
clerk,  while  he  sent  the  invitations  to  the 
wives  and  daughters  of  the  Supreme  Court 
judges,  he  omitted  to  send  them  to  the 
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judges  themaelTes.  Wbat  the  practice  has 
Iweo  in  the  past  In  reference  to  sending 
invitations  to  tbe  judges,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say.  Perhaps  tbe  Speaker  can  give  ns 
information  on  that  point 

Hod.  Mr.  MILLER— The  SpeakOT  has 
iiothing  to  do  with  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-*!  am 
aware  of  that  The  present  Speaker  Indi- 
cated very  clearly  that  he  took  the  same 
view,  that  be  had  nothing  to  do  wltti  It ; 
and  that  If  he  interfered  It  might  be  con- 
ildexed  a  piece  of  imperOnence  on  bis  part 
either  by  the  members  of  the  Senate  or  by 
the  jadges  themselves,  therefore  he  declined 
giving  any  Instruction  In  the  matter.  The 
point  In  which  the  Speaker  was,  Innocently, 
I  presume,  in  error,  was  In  his  reference  to 
tbe  report  of  the  committee  which  bad 
been  appointed  to  ctmslder  this  question,  as 
to  who  Bbouhl  be  invited  to  positions  and 
SMits  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  From  the 
fact  that  the  woolsack,  as  It  Is  termed,  was 
removed  from  the  floor  of  the  Senate  last 
year,  the  Speaker  might  no  doubt  be  led 
to  the  conclusion  at  which  he  arrived,  that 
a  recommendation  bad  been  made  for  its 
romoral.  I  was  on  that  conunittee^  and 
I  have  no  recollection  of  that  question  hav- 
ing been  discussed,  bnt  there  certainly  was 
DO  Intention,  speaking  for  myself,  and  I 
think  I  may  add  for  those  with  whom  I 
was  associated  on  that  committee,  ttiat  any 
slight  should  have  been  cast  on  the  jndges 
of  the  highest  court  of  the  Dominion,  and 
If  th^  did  omit  the  names  of  the  judges  In 
tlieh-  report  which  was  adopted  and  from 
which  the  invitations  were  Issued  by  the 
bte  Usher  of  the  Black  Eod,  It  was  purely 
aahiteatlonal,  and  I  can  only  hope  that  In 
foture  these  difficulties  may  not  arise.  They 
are  matters  of  very  little  consequence  to 
tbe  community  generallyt  but  in  the  light 
ef  what  I  might  term  courtesy  and  proper 
treatment  of  those  in  tilgh  positions  we 
shonld  try  to  avoid  them  as  much  as  pos- 
sible. Many  people  will  say  the  woolsack  Is 
a  relic  of  old  times.  Well,  supposing  It  Is, 
there  are  certain  dignities  pertaining  to 
tt.  and  these  old  forma  and  formalities  add 
nmch,  I  think,  to  the  solemnity  of  the  cere- 
monies  of  the  opening  of  parliament,  and 
I  for  one  shonld  vary  much  dislike  to  see 
them  aboUshed. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
glad  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  agrees  with 
me  upon  this.  I  know  that  In  this  demo- 
cratic age  these  things  are  looked  upon  with 
contempt  by  some.  I  think  they  have  a  cer- 
tain bearing  on  the  dlgnl^  and  solemnity 
of  an  assembling  of  parUament  and  until  we 
see  good  reasons  for  cbai^ng  them  they 
shonld  be  coutlnned. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— There  might  be  a  ques- 
tion why  the  woolsack  is  here  at  all. 

Hon.  Sir  HACKBNZIB  BOWELL— That 
is  Just  what  I  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  think  I  wns  on  the 
committee  with  my  hon.  friend  and  other 
members,  but  I  do  not  remember  that  the 
question  about  the  woolsack  was  raised.  I 
see  no  reason  why  the  woolsack  should  be 
In  this  House.  The  woolsack  is  the  seat  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  the  House  In  Eng- 
land, bnt  the  House  of  Lords  dechired  that 
he  sat  there  not  as  a  ju^:e  but  as  chairman 
of  the  House  of  Lords*  and  really  I  do  not 
think  any  harm  would  be  done  by  removing 
It  except  that  my  hon.  friend  does  not  like 
to  see  an  old  custom  abolished. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLBBr-X  understand  the  com- 
mlttee  last  year  decided  to  abolish  the  wool- 
sack. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  do  not  remember  that 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLBB— That  ought  to  be 
understood.  I  certainly  thought  it  would  be 
kindness  to  the  Judges  themselves  to  abolish 

the  very  uncomfortable  seat  tbey  had  In  this 
chamber.  I  thought  they  would  l>e  much 
more  comfortable  in  the  ordinary  chairs  of 
the  House* than  on  that  very  uncomfort- 
able bench  where  they  have  no  rest  for 
their  backs.  If  the  committee  reported  last 
year  to  abolish  the  woolsack,  whatever  my 
personal  opinion  might  be  on  the  question, 
I  would  think  that  If  the  Judges  had  the 
slightest  desire  that  it  should  be  retained 
we  should  accede  to  their  wishes.  I  am 
sure  there  Is  no  feellug  In  this  House  ex- 
cepting one,  with  regard  to  the  Judges  of 
the  highest  court  In  the  land,  that  Is,  to  treat 
them  with  all  the  respect  and  consider* 
ation  l>^tting  the  dignity  of  their  high 
office.  Therefore  If  the  committee  re- 
lK>rted  to  abolish  the  woolsack  and  tbe 
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Judges  would  prefer  to  bave  It  remain,  I 
think  the  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  should 
make  inquiries  and  have  the  matter  put 
right  But  I  cannot  see  that  the  dignity  of 
the  court  would  not  be  Just  as  well  preserved 
by  having  chairs  for  the  Judges  on  the  floor 
•of  the  House  abreast  of  the  bishops  and 
archbishops  who  are  personages  of  much 
higher  rank  according  to  the  Royal  regula- 
tions regarding  precedmoe— in  fact  who  take 
precedence  over  the  cabinet  ministers.  The 
puisne  Judges  of  any  court  in  the  land  do 
not  take  precedence  even  over  senators. 
Therefore,  I  thought  it  would  not  be  an  In- 
fraction of  the  dignity  of  the  judges  and 
would  add  greatly  to  their  comfort  if  they 
bad  comfortalrie  chairs  like  we  prorlde  the 
high  dignitaries  of  the  churches  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  on  the  occasion  of  these  Impor- 
taut  functions.  Some  x>eopIe  think,  perhaps, 
that  we  overdo  these  functions.  Perhaps  1 
am  old-fashioned,  but  I  am  not  altogether  of 
that  opinion,  and  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  beside  me  that  oar  Institutions  are 
sustained  by  a  good  deal  of  form  and  cere- 
mony, whicb  come  down  to  ns  with  the 
hoary  attribute  of  time,  and  which  we  are 
almost  as  much  attached  to  as  we  are  to  the 
Institutions  which  we  enjoy. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKENZID  BOWELL-Per- 
liapfl  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  hear  me.  I 
stated  distinctly  that  that  committee  did 
not  report  in  favour  of  the  alwlltion  of  thu 
woolsack.   I  have  the  report  In  my  hand. 

Hon.  Sir  ALPHONSB  PELIiETIBR— As 
one  of  the  members  of  the  committee  ap- 
jwlnted  to  regulate  Invitations,  I  regret 
to  contradict  my  predecessor  In*  the. 
obalr,  that  there  was  no  order  from 
the  committee  to  remove  the  woolsack  from 
the  nsuail  place.  I  am  sure  there  was  no 
question  about  it.  As  to  what  was  done 
last  year  I  do  not  know.  I  do  not  remember 
that  any  question  was  put  to  the  committee 
as  to  retaining  the  woolsack.  I  know  that 
during  the  time  I  had  the  honour  to  be  In 
the  chair  there  was  never  any  mention  made 
of  invitations  to  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Court :  in  fact  I  thought  that  really  they  did 
not  want  an  invitation,  that  like  the  minis- 
ters they  had  a  right  to  be  on  the  floor  of 
the  House.  I  did  not  know  what  was  the 
custom  about  these  invitations,  but  my  Im- 
pression was  that  they  were  always  sup- 
posed to  be  present  without  any  invitation. 
'    Hod.  Hr.  MILLER. 


I  am  very  sorry  that  the  dlfflcnl^  has  occur- 
red, and  I  am  sure  that  (or  next  session,  and 
for  prorogation  this  session,  the  dlfBcnlty 
wlJl  be  settled  for  ever. 

Hon.  Mr.  FOIBIER— The  woolsack  wos 
removed  by  some  one  giving  orders  last  year 
that  it  should  be  removed.  What  I  should 
like  to  know  is,  who  gave  the  order  to  the 
chief  messenger  last  year— because  I  sup- 
pose it  was  he— to  remove  them.  That  might 
throw  some  light  on  this  question,  unim- 
portant as  it  is,  but  stil)  that  fact  has  some 
Importance.  I  should  like  to  know  who 
gives  orders  in  conbavention  of  the  old 
usages  that  bave  prevailed  In  this  House 
since  confederation  ? 

The  SPEAKER— I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  leader  of  tbk  opposition  to  the 
fact  that  my  telegram  did  not  state  posit 
ively— I  only  gave  my  Impresslou. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  think 
when  the  hon.  Speaker  reads  the  report  of 
what  I  said  be  will  find  tliat  I  did  not  at- 
tribute it  to  him.  I  said  I  could  readily  un- 
derstand the  hon.  Speaker  might  have  come 
to  that  coBdttSion  from  the  fact  that  the 
woolsack  had  been  removed  last  year.  I  was 
rather  giving  that  as  an  Illustration  or  rea- 
son why  he  might  have  come  to  that  con- 
clusion. 

PUINTING  OP  THE  SENATE  DEBATES. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There  Is  an- 
other matter  I  wish  to  bring  to  the  attention 
of  the  House.  I  notice  tiiat  the  reports  of 
our  debates  are  very  late  in  reaching  the 
members  of  the  Senate.  I  bave  in  my  hand 
the  debate  of  last  night  In  the  Commons. 
Tlie  reason  I  bring  up  this  question  Is  to 
see  if  the  Committee  on  Printing  the  Debates 
cannot  make  some  suggestion  by  which, 
when  an  important  debate  takes  place,  the 
members  of  the  Smate  can  have  in  their 
hands  the  next  day  what  haa  taken  place 
the  day  before,  In  ordw  that  tiiey  may  be 
enabled  to  deal  with  it.  The  reason  I  call 
attention  to  that  Is  that  I  had  not  the  pleas- 
ure or  advantage  of  listening  to  the  debate 
yesterday,  owing  to  my  absence.  I  was  very 
anxious  to  read  what  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  had  said  on  one  or  two  points  as  to 
which  there  might  be  some  little  difference 
of  opinion.  I  read  the  newspapers  but  I 
must  confess  that  they  do  not  contain  any- 
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thing  in  reference  to  tbe  point  to  wbicb  I 
refer.  What  I  would  sag^st  Is  this.  Tbe 
reports  of  tbe  debates  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons are  distributed  in  what  is  called  tbe 
unrerised  edition,  to  be  corrected  after- 
vards.  Would  there  be  any  objection 
ta  faaoding  tbe  pnot  sheets,  ot  the 
debates  in  tbe  Smate  In  galley  form, 
wbicb  would  be  tbe  unrevised  speeches  of 
members  slnrllar  to  the  sheets  Jast  banded 
to  my  hon.  friend  on  my  right  the  next 
morning  after  the  debate  ?  They  would 
then  be  able  to  read  what  had  taken  place, 
and  if  there  was  any  inaccuracy  it  could 
be  corrected.  I  see  some  practical  men  sit- 
ting before  me  who  understand  tbls  ques- 
tion. Tbe  course  I  suggest  would  not  add 
to  tbe  expense,  barlog  60  or  60  proof  sheets 
stnick  off  and  pinned  together.  We  could 
use  It  in  that  form.  We  all  know  that  when 
the  first  edition  comes  to  the  Commons  In 
this  form,  then  are  additions  and  alter- 
ations made,  necessitating  very  often  a  re- 
arrai^Eemmt  perbain  of  60  or  60  pages  of 
tbe  ic^rt  and  adds  v&ry  materially  to  tbe 
expense.  I  hope  the  committee  will  consider 
this  matter.  I  think  advantages  may  arise 
from  It,  and  we  may  avoid  a  good  deal  of 
misrepresentation  that  some  of  us  perhaps 
are  ted  to  make  as  to  what  has  been  said  by 
aoators  from  tbe  fact. of  not  haTlng  the 
proof  sheets  of  tiie  reports  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBRNIER— I  happened  to  be  a 
member  of  tbe  Debates  €k>mmittee  when 
some  change  took  place  in  tbe  publishing 
«f  the  debates.  They  used  to  be  publUhed 
in  an  unrevised  edition,  In  pamphlet  form, 
and  it  turned  out  that  these  unrevised  edi- 
tions were  scattered  abroad  in  the  country 
in  a  condition  which  was  not  a  credit  for 
those  who  took  part  in  tbe  discussion.  Cer- 
tainly,* it  Is  not  pleasant  for  members  to 
have  resK^  of  tiie  debates  spread 
over  tbe  cotmtiy  possibly  full  of  d^ects 
and  mistakes.  Sometimes  the  very  re- 
verse of  what  an  bon.  senator  bad  said 
was  printed.  So  that  the  Committee  on 
Debates  thought  It  would  be  better  not  to 
have  those  unrevised  editions  issued,  and 
they  then  ordered  tbe  system  as  It  exists  to- 
day; but  ot  course  sncb  a  system  takes  time. 
It  takes  four  days  before  we  can  get  tbe 
d^tes.  We  might,  peibaps,  remedy  ^at 
by  having  debates  of  the  previous  day  dis- 
tributed  among  tbe  members  In  galley  form. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbat 

was  my  suggestion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— We  would  know 
exactiy,  especially  if  we  were  present, 
what  an  hon.  gentleman  might  have  said.  I 
think  that  is  tbe  only  way  to  remedy  it. 
Our  staff  is  not  large  enough  to  have  those 
debates  printed  as  quickly  as  they  are  in  tbe 
House  of  Commons  ;  It  would  cost  too  much 
for  the  Senate  to  have  such  a  staff  and  I 
do  not  think  It  Is  necessary.  But  If  we  had 
these  proofs  distributed  the  next  day,  that 
would  answer  the  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  place  of  distribut- 
ing these  galleys  perhaps  it  might  be  prefer- 
able to  have  say  a  dozen  of  them  on  fyle  at 
the  reitorters'  room,  so  that  anybody  who 
wanted  to  see  them  could  call  there  and  see 
them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  a  matter  of  detail  for  tbe  committee. 

THE  ADDRESS. 

Debate  CojfTiM-ED. 

The  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called : 

Resuming  the  ajouraed  debate  on  the  con- 
sideration of  HIb  Excellency  the  Governor 
Qeneral's  speech  on  tbe  opening  ot  the  fourth 
session  ol  tbe  nlntb  parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  sold :  Tbe  bon.  gentle- 
man from  iMarsbfleld  who  led  tbe  oe^kmI- 
tlon  yesterday,  in  the  absence  of  tbe  bon. 
leader,  was  very  severe  in  his  comments  on 
the  policy  and  administration  of  the  gov- 
ernment They  bad  failed  In  all  the  pur- 
poses that  the  government  ought  to  have  suc- 
ceeded In.  He  would  give  them  no  credit 
for  tbe  increase  in  tbe  trade  of  the  country 
nor  for  tbe  Improved  condition  of  things 
generally.  I  think  I  Invited  invMtlgatlon  of 
the  line  that  I  had  taken,  that  the  govern- 
ment were  entitled  to  very  considerable  cre- 
dit for  tbe  business  interest  that  they  ex* 
bibited  In  the  development  and  prosperity 
of  the  country. 

I  come  now  to  one  of  tbe  departments  of 
tbe  government  with  which,  practically,  the 
whole  people  have  to  deal.  It .  will  show, 
I  think,  most  clearly  and  demonstrate  be- 
yond any  possibility  of  a  doubt  that  some 
extraordinary  change  of  policy  must  have 
taken  place  with  the  change  of  government 
In  1896.  I  am  alluding  now  to  tbe  adminis- 
tration of  tbe  Post  Office  Department  Ur. 
booster,  who  was  tbe  Finance  Minister  of 
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the  fanner  admlnlstratlou,  in  hia  budget 
speech  In  1886,  which  will  be  found  at  pages 
971  and  972  of  the  '  Hansard,'  vol.  2,  made 
these  observations  : 

DOBATB  RBSUMBD. 

'  Id  the  post  office  ire  bBve  an  Iscreased 
eetlmate  of  |240,?80,  which  Is  a  large  Increaae. 
The  demands  for  the  opening  up  of  new  lines 
and  for  greater  ftequency  and  greater  ttaorongh- 
nesB  In  the  delivery  and  despatch  ot  malls  are 
continually  pressing  upon  the  Post  Office  De- 
partment, and  a  large  expenditure  has  neces- 
sarily to  be  made  If  we  are  to  keep  at  all  even 
with  reqnlrements  of  the  times  which  we  are 
bound  to  do.  There  Is  now  a  deficit  of 
somewhere  near  |800,000  between  the  total 
receipts  and  the  total  expenditure  of  our 
post  office  service  and  this.  I  fear,  makes  the 
time  somewhat  distant  when  what  otherwise 
might  be  fairly  asked  for  can  be  granted,  that 
Is  a  redaction  upon  the  rates  of  postage  In  this 
country. 

That  deficit,  hoo.  gentlemen,  had  been  a 
cbronlc  one,  and  Mr.  Foster  put  it  down  as 
one  that,  in  his  Judgment  at  all  events  at 
that  time,  he  flaw  no  prospects  of  removing. 
Now,  I  would  just  like  to  give  a  retrospect 
of  what  occurred  in  the  administration  of 
the  department  after  the  change  of  govern- 
ment, and  compare  It  with  the  practice  be- 
fore. The  net  revenue  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  for  the  year  1878,  when  thfe 
change  of  governm^it  took  plac^  was 
224,000.  In  1896  it  -had  risen  to  $2,964,000. 
bebtg  an  increase  in  eighteen  years  of  fl.- 
740,000.  That  was  the  whole  Increase  in  ttie 
net  revenue  of  the  eighteen  years  of  the 
national  policy,  under  which  that  govern- 
ment was  said  to  be  flourishing.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen have  the  Post  Office  Report  In  their 
possession  for  1003,  and  they  will  see  that 
the  net  revenue  was  $4,360,000,  being  a  net 
Increaae  of  ^,226,000  in  seven  ywrs— an  in- 
crease of  nearly  double  In  seven  years.  Hiere 
it  may  be  as  well  to  mention  that  the  Post- 
master General,  by  a  bold  stroke  of  policy, 
reduced  the  postage  through  Canada  from 
three  to  two  cents.  He  also,  after  a  greal 
deal  of  difficulty  with  the  imperial  authori- 
ties, succeeded  in  reducing  the  Oanadlan 
postage  to  all  parts  of  the  empire  ttom  five 
to  two  CMits.  After  a  very  prolonged  dis- 
cussion, in  whl<^  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
opposition  on  the  part  of  the  Imperial  post 
office  authorities,  he  SQCceeded  la  reducing 
the  postage  on  newspapers  between  this 
country  and  Great  Britain.  Complaints  had 
been  made  that  ttiis  country  was  being 
flooded  with  United  States  literature.  Blng^ 
Hon.  Ifr.  SCOTT. 


llsh  literature  was  ezpenalTe  and  hard  to 
obtain,  and  the  poatage  cha^  was  one 
cause  which  prevented  its  drcidatlon  in  tlie 
Dominion ;  yet  the  authorities  connected 
with  the  imperial  post  office  were  so  slow  to 
recognize  the  Importance  of  tiavlng  British 
news  disseminated  through  Canada  that  they 
obstinately  refused  to  reduce  the  postage  in 
oriec  to  meet  the  objection  ot  this  country 
that  the  Domlniim  waa  btfng*  flooded  witb 
United  States  literature.  Now  I  turn  to  the 
business  part.  The  money  orders  are  sup- 
posed to  be  an  Index  of  the  business  done  iu 
this  country.  I  take  first  the  seven  years  pre- 
ceding the  change  of  government,  1890  to 
1896 ;  they  show  an  actual  decrease  in  the 
mon^  orders  issued.  The  value  of  mon^ 
oMers  issued  in  1890  waa  $1,471,946,  and  in 
1896  It  actually  had  fallen  to  $1,860327. 
Last  year  the  value  of  money  orders  Issued 
was  $3,682,312.  So  that  hon.  gentlemen  wHl 
see  that  something  must  have  stirred  the 
business  of  this  country,  because  there  is 
no  better  standard  of  the  state  ot  business 
than  the  ordinary  post  office  orders  which 
pass  between  the  people  for  comparatively 
small  amounts.  I  need  not  quote  here  the 
increase  ot  business  in  the  banks.  Bvery 
banker  who  has  qioken  on  the  subject  has 
pointed  out  the  extraordinary  extensicm  of 
the  business  of  the  country  In  the  last  few 
years.  I  particularly  call  the  attention  of 
hon.  gentlemen  to  the  remarks  of  the  mana- 
ger of  the  Bank  of  Montroil,  the  largest 
mtmetary  institution  we  have,  in  which  be 
went  very  definitely  into  the  whole  subject^ 
nnd  pointed  out  that  there  was  not  a  branch 
of  industry  In  Canada  that  did  not  show 
an  extraordinary  and  auccessful  expansion 
in  business,  and  It  was  quite  unprecedented 
in  Its  history.  The  number  of  letters  posted 
through  the  malls  may  also  be  taken  as 
some  standard  of  the  actlvl^  ot  the  people. 
The  incn-ease  In  ^bteen  years  und»  the 
late  administration  of  the  number  of  letters 
sent  through  the  post  office  was  73,000,000. 
In  the  seven  years  ending  with  1903  it  was 
n  9,000,000.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  there 
the  enormous  Increase  in  those  seven  yeans 
as  compared  with  the  whole  ^hteen  years 
of  the  former  period.  Since  July,  1896,  the 
number  of  post  offices  through  the  country 
has  Increased  considerably  over  1,000.  The 
expenditure  of  the  department  has  neces- 
sarily increased  Just  as  tbe  general  exDeuia.- 
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ture  of  tbe  gOTemmwt  has  Increased.  My 
hoD.  friend  pointed  ont  yesterday  tbat  we 

were  extravagant  and  were  going  to  ruin 
the  country,  but  it  was  very  clear  there  was 
a  large  credit  balance  to  meet  tbe  expendi- 
ture. My  hon.  friend  ought  to  recollect  that 
the  management  of  government  affairs  Is  not 
QtUike  that  of  an  ordinary'  business  establlsh- 
m«it  If  a  merchant  finds  his  trade  increas- 
ing he  is  not  slow  to  avail  hlms^f  of  tbe 
opportunity  to  ext«id  bis  business.  Xo  bet- 
ter standards  of  the  development  of  the  coun- 
try can  be  quoted  than  those  I  have  given 
Id  coDjunction  with  an  admission  made  by 
a  Finance  Minister  so  recently  as  1896.  He 
looked  upon  the  deScit  of  the  post  of&ce  as  a 
necessity.  He  did  not  see  how  he  was  to 
get  over  i^  and  yet  that  deficit  has  not  only 
disappeared,  but  this  year  there  Is  a  large 
surplus  in  tbe  face  of  a  reduction  of  the  rate 
of  postage.  I  should  litie  to  call  attention 
also  to  the  marked  business  ability  exhibit- 
ed in  the  Department  of  the  Interior.  I  shall 
only  refer  to  one  particular  instance  there, 
sbowlug  the  extraordinary  immigration  tbat 
has  gone  into  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest 
owing  to  the  business  methods  adopted  In 
advertising  Canada  and  spending  some 
money  for  the  purpose.  Government  busi- 
ness is  like  any  other  business,  more  par- 
ticularly in  a  young  country  like  Canada, 
where  we  have  so  many  resources  to  be 
made  known  to  the  public.  We  are  not  like 
an  older  country,  and  therefore  money  in- 
rested  Id  advertising  cornea  back  one  hun- 
dred-fold. Take  the  ten  years  In  which  the 
late  government  held  office,  from  1881  to 
1891.  Tbe  census  retnms,  which  I  suppose 
are  correct,  because  they  were  taken  under 
tbe  administration  of  hon.  gentlemen  oppo- 
site, show  that  the  increase  of  population  in 
Manitoba  was  from  62,000  to  152,000,  an  in- 
crease In  ten  years  of  90,000.  The  increase 
in  the  same  period  In  the  Territories  was 
41,284,  a  total  increase  In  ten  years  In  Mani- 
toba and  tbe  Northwest  of  131.530.  It  must 
be  recollected  that  daring  half  that  time  at 
least  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  in 
operation,  and  therefore  it  cannot  be  main- 
tained that  there  were  not  opportunities  to 
send  settlers  Into  that  country  had  the  pro- 
per policy  been  adopted.  It  is  an  ascertain- 
ed fact  tbat  tbe  increase  last  year  alone  was 
139;D00.  whldi  Is  more  in  one  year  than  tbe 
whole  Increase  from  1881  to  1891  under  the 
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former  government.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  had 
a  fling  at  tbe  government  In  connection  with 
recent  by-elections,  and  claimed  that  the 
majorities  of  the  government  were  dwindling, 
and  that  It  was  an  indication  that  the  peo- 
ple condemned  tlie  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  pro- 
ject and  the  policy  of  the  government  gen- 
erally. It  seemed  to  afford  him  great  con- 
solation. We  do  not  grudge  blm  tbe  conso- 
lation so  long  as  we  get  tbe  members.  We 
are  satisfied  to  bave  them  even  though  the 
majorities  are  not  In  fopr  figures.  We  do 
not  always  ask  our  friends  to  come  out  and 
vote  when  it  Is  absolutely  unnecessary. 
Since  the  election  In  1900  there  have  been 
forty-two  by-elections;  of  these  the  Liberals 
carried  thirty-four,  a  pretty  good  evidence 
that  tbe  country  is  with  tbem  yet ;  and  of 
the  thirt}'-four,  four  were  gains,  and  if  you 
count  the  Tukou,  It  would  make  five  gains. 
The  Yukon  was  neutral  territory  for  l>oth 
parties,  but  apart  from  that  there  were  four 
gains. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Will  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman name  the  four.  , 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— There  was  Llsgar. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Oh  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  straight  Liberal  ran 
against  Richardson  who  was  supported  by 

the  Conservative  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-He  was  a  Liberal. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes,  like  the  Hunting- 
ton '  Gleaner  '—that  kind  of  a  Liberal.  The 
'  Gleaner '  is  always  quoted  as  a  Literal 
organ.  So  long  as  my  hon.  friend  takes 
consolation  fi-om  it  we  have  no  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-When  Richardson 
went  back  for  re-election  after  being  un- 
seated, a  Conservative  opposed  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No.  a  Liberal. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  a  Conserva- 
tive also. 

lion.  Mr.  SCOTT— Then  in  North  Ontario, 
we  recovered  that  constituency— Foster  was 
beaten  by  Grant  In  the  city  of  Victoria, 
B.C.,  Mr.  Riley  carried  the  constitnency 
which  Mr.  Prior  had  represented  before. 
In  one  of  the  Yorks,  after  the  lamented 
death  of  Clark  Wallace,  Archibald  Camp- 
bell carried  the  constituency,  and  then,  as  I 
have  said,  there  Is  the  Yukon.  On  the  other 
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aide  the  Conservatives  took  three  seats 
from  the  goremnient  In  Bruce  they  suc- 
ceeded In  having  a  Comtervatire  elected. 
In  Eiast  Lambton  the  same,  n  Conservative 
was  elected,  n)tboiigh  there  it  was  not  a 
question  of  the  policy  of  the  government  at 
all,  but  of  whether  crude  oil  should  be 
admitted  Into  the-country  free  or  not.  Our 
candidate  was  in  the  refining  business  and 
wanted  crude  oil  admitted  free.  The  suc- 
cessful candidate  was  opposed  to  it,  and  the 
majority  of  the  people,  who  had  wells  and 
wanted  to  keep  out  the  crude  oil,  voted  for 
the  Conservative  candidate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGL'SOX— Was  the  oil  ques- 
tion in  Hochelaga  and  St.  John  too  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  just  coming  to 
those.  In  Grey,  on  the  death  of  Mr.  Hor- 
sey, the  Conservatives  carried  that  seat, 
lu  Laval,  on  Mr.  Fortler's  being  elevated 
to  the  bench,  a  Conservative  was  elected. 
In  St  John  city  a  Oouservative  was  elected. 
-A  little  incident  In  connection  with  that 
election  may  be  recited.  My  bon.  friend 
omitted  it  when  he  stated  the  way  in  which 
tiie  opposition  can-ied  St.  John.  He  said 
It  was  a  slap  at  the  government  and  at  the 
transcontinental  railway.  It  Is  very  well 
known  by  those  who  have  studied  the  situ- 
ation there  that  the  present  member,  Mr. 
Daniel,  was  elected  by  reason  of  a  very 
large  body  of  Liberals  declining  to  vote. 
I  have  the  figures  before  me.  The  total 
voted  In  1900  was  8,043.  The  vote  of  St. 
John  bad  not  certainly  decreased.  There  Is 
no  doubt  it  bad  increased  somewhat  In  the 
three  years  following.  Yet  the  total  vote  In 
the  recent  election  was  7,749,  nearly  900 
less  than  the  former  vote.  The  vote  for 
tue  Liberal  candidate  was  3,523,  and  Mr. 
Daniel  polled  186  more  than  Mr.  Foster. 
Those  186  probably  were  added  to  the  Con- 
servative vote,  owing  to  the  Increased  popu- 
lation, but  there  Is  the  fact  that  as  com- 
pared with  the  former  election  about  900 
votes  were  not  recorded  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEUGUSON-It  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly unkind  on  our  part  to  deny  my 
hon.  friends  any  comfort  they  derive  from 
the  fact  that  the  Liberals  refused  to  vote 
for  this  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  did  not  refuse 
to  vote  for  the  government.    It  was  he- 
Hoc.  Mr.  aCOTT. 


cause  a  very  consldorable  element  of  the 
population  In  St  'John  thought  that  the 
man  they  supposed  should  have  been  the 
choice  of  the  convention  uad  been  turned 

down  before  the  convention  met ;  they  took 
this  mode  of  resenting.  The  election  turned 
on  the  question  of  the  i>ersonalIty  of  the 
two  Liberal  candidates,  so  that  it  cannot  be 
said  that  St  John  has  gone  Into  the  Con- 
servative lines. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIUIER— How  can  It  be 
ascertained  that  those  who  abstained  from 
voting  were  Uberals  ?  Might  there  not 
have  been  some  oonservatlves  among 
them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  know  that  the 
Conservative  vote  was  whipped  In  pretty 
actively,  and  the  Liberal  vote  was  nearly 
1,000  less  than  It  bad  been  at  the  former 
election,  and  we  know  there  was  a  very 
considerable  element  there  of  dissatisfied 
and  disgruntled  voters  by  reason  of  the  in- 
cident to  which  I  have  referred. 

Hon.  &ir.  LANDRY— How  do  the  two 
lists  compare,  the  list  of  1900  and  the  list 
of  1904? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  ;  I  did 

not  examine  the  lists. 

■  Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  bon.  gentleman 
cannot  draw  any  conclusions  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  number  of  votes 
did  not  diminish. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— It 
shows  that  the  people  were  dissatisfied  with 
the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON—  There  Is  a  greater 
change  in  St.  Hyacinthe.  How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  account  for  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-If  tue  Liberals  know 
that  their  man  is  going  to  be  elected  any- 
way they  do  not  go  to  the  polls.  I  thought 
the  hon.  senator  from  Mnrsbfleld  went  out 
or  his  way  to  pass  a  number  of  strictures 
on  the  premier  and  on  Mr.  SIfton  in  con- 
nection with  the  Alaska  boundary  and  one 
or  two  other  points.  He  bad  a  slap  at  Sir 
Wilfrid  In  connection  with  his  views  on  the 
subject  of  the  treaty  power.  He  said, 
among  other  things : 

I  feel  it  mr  duty  to  deprecate  the  heated 
language  of  the  premier  with  regard  to  the 
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policy  of  the  Brltisb  coTemment  on  this 
matter. 

That  Is  the  Alaska  boundary  commtssitm. 
This  gov^nment  had  given  expression  to  a 
pood  deal  of  feeling  because  they  were  not 
satlsded  with  the  manner  In  which  tbey 
were  treated  by  the  Imperial  goveroment 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  further : 

And  his  advocacy  of  the  policy  that  Can- 
ada should  claim  the  right  to  negotiate  her 
own  treaties,  was  wholly  -undetirable. 

He  said  further : 

I  think  the  goTemment  have  themaelves  to 
blame  Quite  ka  much  for  any  unfortunate  in- 
cident Id  the  formation  of  tb«  tribunal. 

He  blamed  this  goTernment  for  the  for- 
mation of  the  trtbunal,  although  he  must 
bare  seen  in  the  papers,  the  British  papers 
particularly,  that  though  tbey  did  not  get  all 
the  correspondence,  enough  was  made  public 
to  show  that  this  government  had  protested 
just  as  strongly  as  the  Englisb  language 
afforded  words,  against  permitting  Senator 
Lodge  and  Senator  Tumw  to  sit  on  that 
trlbnnal.  bnt  their  protest  was  simply  over- 
ruled, tamed  down,  and  the  treaty  was 
signed  In  defiance  of  their  opposition.  Not 
only  that,  bnt  in  the  formation  of  the  tri- 
bunal Jie  blamed  us  actually  for  the  resnlt. 
He  said  : 

I  make  this  observation  as  emphatic  as  I 
can  :  the  government  are  very  much  to  blame 
for  agreeing  to  submit  the  Alaska  boundary  to 
a  packed  Jury. 

Then  he  also  censured  the  premier  because 
he  said  he  bad  admitted  that  Dyea  was  lu 
United  States  territory. 

Hon.  Sir  ^GKBNZIE  BOWBLL-Dld 
he  say  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes,  be  said  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— From 
what  Lb  the  hon.  gentleman  quoting  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT—Prom  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Mnrshfleld  yesterday, 
lie  condemned  the  premier  and  Mr.  Sifton 
because  they  bad  made  speeches  in  which 
they  bad  said  that  there  was  no  doubt  about 
Dyea  being  In  United  States  territory.  When 
the  hon.  senator  made  the  statement  that 
the  premier  had  no  right  to  make  that  ad- 
mission, I  said  the  fact  was  patent,  and 
that  it  ought  to  be  admflted  it  It  was  true, 
and  I- said  I  knew  it  was  true,  because  a 
school  house  bad  been  built  on  the  Lynn 
canal  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Dyea.  abotit 
3i 


1882.  I  mlfflit  with  T«ry  mvch  greater  pro- 
priety hare  turned  on  the  bon.  gentleman 

and  said  '  your  government  made  no  protest 
when  the  United  States  bnilt  a  school  bouse 
there.  I  did  not  do  that  because  public  atten- 
tion was  not  turned  towards  it  at  that  time, 
but  there  Is  no  doubt  about  It,  that  It  was 
not  in  depriving  us  of  the  use  of  the  Lynn 
canal  that  the  principal  Injury  was  done  to 
Canada,  It  was  In  not  taking  the  headlands 
for  the  outer  limit.  If  tbey  had  given  u& 
the  line  Sot  which  we  contended  we  would 
hare  had  the  use  of  the  head  of  Lynn  canal, 
and  every  one  would  hare  been  satisfied,  but 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  after  delimiting  tbe  boun- 
dary for  a  certain  distance  along  tiieL  coast, 
the  board  stopped  and  there  is  now  a  gap 
of  abont  200  miles  of  tbe  Alaska  boundary 
that  has  not  yet  been  settled.  Tbey  were 
afruld  that  If  they  took  certain  headlands 
then  visible  on  the  plan,  It  might  possibly 
give  us  a  line  too  near  tbe  coast,  and  so 
tbey  postponed  tbe  consideration  of  this 
large  gap  and  deputed  certain  experts  to  re- 
port on  tbe  topography  of  the  covntry.  1 
may  tell  bon.  gentlemen  tliat  when  sncu 
matters  come  up  it  Is  tbe  best  policy  always 
to  admit  established  facts.  Lawyers  aru 
pfobably  as  controversial  as  other  people, 
oud,  as  a  rule,  in  the  profession  where  there 
Is  a  fact  known  It  Is  always  wise  to  admit  it 
It  rather  weakens  a  case  to  deny  It,  and  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler  knowing  it  was  easily  capa- 
ble of  proof  that  Dyea  bad  been  In  posses- 
sion of  the  United  States,  and  that  posses- 
sion Is  nine  iKttnts  of  the  law,  admitted  the 
fact.  What  he  said  bad  not  the  weight  of 
a  straw  on  the  ultimate  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
will  kindly  note  that  my  remark  was  that 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  had  made  an  admission 
in  this  parliament  which  was  used  by  the 
United  States  counsel  against  our  conten- 
tion. He  admitted  that  the  Busstans  and 
the  Americans  had  from  time  Immemorial 
occupied  this  part  of  tbe  country  and  that 
there  never  had  been  a  protest  against  It. 
I  said  that  neither  statement  was  correct. 
That  tbe  occupation  had  not  been  from  time 
immemorial  and  that  there  had  been  a  pro- 
test in  1888. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  the  evidence  of 
what  I  stated  before  me.  Alaska  was 
ceded  to  the  United  States  in  1867.  In  that 
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year  a  United  States  revenue  cutter  sailed  up 
the  Lynn  canal  and  hoisted  the  flag  ot  the 
United  States  at  Ohllkat  and  formally  took 
possession  of  the  country  in  the  name  of  the 

United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Whera.  is  that 
statement  from  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  it  here  In  a 
book  which  was  published  in  1871. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Was  that  evi- 
dence submitted  to  the  tribunal  V 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  yes.  It  will  be  seen 
there  was  no  doubt  about  the  fact.  In  1868 
the  United  States  army  officers  visited  the 
head  of  Lynn  canal  and  assumed  control, 
visited  the  Indians  there  an^  received  their 
submission  and  exercised  authority  over 
thein.  This  was  repeated  in  1870  and  sub- 
sequent years. 

Hon  Mr  FERGUSON— That  is  from  a 
United  States  authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^At  ;i 
much  later  date  they  hoisted  a  flag  beyond 
the  height  of  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know.  We  never  re- 
cognized that,  but  they  took  possession  of 
the  head  of  Lynn  canal  In  1807  and  we  made 
no  protest  against  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-You 
did  when  they  crossed  the  height  of  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  both  governments 
did.  This  report  says  a  school  was  es> 
tablished  near  Dyop.  In  1885  another  school 
was  established  under  the  United  States 
bureau  at  the  same  place,  and  later  the 
United  States  government  established  post 
offices  at  Pyramid  Harbour  and  other  placet^, 
so  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  in  making  the  state- 
ment that  they  bad  had  possession  of  it, 
did  not  in  any  way  weaken  the  Canadian 
case,  because  it  was  an  undoubted  fact. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— He  denied  that 
there  was  any  protest. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Why  would  you  pro- 
test a  matter  where  the  proof  against  your 
protest  was  so  clear  and  undeniable. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  was  the  matter 
of  his  veracity  In  denying  that  there  was  a 
protest.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  protest  was 
made  In  1888. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- Suppressing  a  fact  may 
be  very  close  to  lying,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  is  wise  policy,  particularly  in  diplomacy, 
ever  to  be  a  party  to  suppressing  a  fact 
which  the  other  party  must  be  aware  of. 
You  weaken  your  case.  The  hon.  gentlemaii 
says  we  were  to  blame  for  agreeing  to 
submit  this  question  of  the  Alaska  bound- 
ary to  a  packed  jury.  I  am  quite  aware  of 
the  fact  that  the  Americans  were  allowed 
to  name  officials  who  were  entirely  outside 
the  qualifications  that  were  understood  to 
be  attache.1  to  them.  They  were  to  be  im- 
partial jurists  of  repute.  When  we  agreed 
to  that,  we  naturally  concluded  that  judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court  would  have  been 
selected.  When  we  found  that  Senator 
Lodge  and  Senator  Tamer  had  been  named 
we  had  their  speeches,  which  appeared  in 
the  Canadian  papers  only  a  few  months  be- 
fore that,  and  knew  that  they  were  com- 
mitted to  certain  views,  and  we  made  a  pro- 
test as  sti'ong  as  the  English  language  Is 
capable  of  affirming,  but  our  protest  was 
turned  down  just  as  former  protests  had 
l>een  turned  down  before,  and  as  the  Imperial 
government  had  shown  themselves  absolu- 
tely callous  and  indifferent  when  Canadian 
questions  were  affected  having  the  United 
States  for  the  claimant  on  the  other  side. 
I  think  I  pointed  out  in  a  former  debate  In 
this  House  that  owing  to  just  that  feeling, 
a  desire  to  conciliate  the  United  States  and 
through  having  a  very  slight  appreciation  of 
the  value  of  Canadian  territory  we  lost 
Oregon  and  Wisconsin  and  a  good  part  of 
Illinois  which  were  given  away  without  a 
protest.  They  formed  no  part  of  the  thir- 
teen colonies  at  the  time  of  the  rebellion  in  ' 
'Hi.  In  recent  years  we  lost  a  large  por- 
tion of  New-  Brunswick  just  in  the  same 
way.  There  is  a  tongue  of  United  States 
territory  running  up  between  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Quebec  all  through  EugllsU  diplo- 
macy sacriflclng  Canada  on  the  altar  of  - 
friendship  to  the  United  States.  But  that 
that  has  been  the  feeling  of  other  states- 
men than  Sir  Wilfrid  Lauriei-  I  shall  be 
able  to  show.  I  think  Sir  John  Macdonald 
shared  that  feeling: 

Hon.  Sit*  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 

feeling? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-That  Canadian  Inter- 
ests were  invariably  sacrlBced  when  United 
States  interests  conflicted  with  them,  and 
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that  is  why  Sir  Wilfrid  lianrler,  Mr.  Blake 
and  Mr.  Mills  spoke  out  boldly  and  said 
that  in  all  matters  afTectlng  Ganadinn  inter- 
ests negotiations  should  be  carried  on  by 
the  Canadian  government  and  Canadians 
alone  should  sit  on  the  tribunal  representing 
Canada,  that  if  yon  had  Englishmen  on  it 
they  were  sure  to  yield  to  the  United  States. 
I  have  here  before  me  lettera  written  by 
Sir  John  Macdoiiald,  from  WaBhingtoii.  in 
1871.  at  the  time  of  the  treaty  of  Washing- 
ton, addressed  to  Sir  Churles  Tupper.  Iii 
one  of  these  letters  in  March  of  that  year 
he  says : 

I  am  greatly  dtssppolnted  at  the  course 
taken  by  the  British  commlssioaers.  They  s^em 
to  have  coly  one  thing  in  th^lr  minds,  that 
Js  to  go  home  to  England  with  a  treaty  In  their 
pockets  settling  everything,  no  matter  at  what 
cost  to  Canada. 

That  is  pretty  strong  language.  He  con- 
tinues :— 

The  effect  which  must  be  produced  upon  the 
public  mind  In  Canada  by  a  declaration  from 
both  parties  in  the  imperial  parliament  against 
our  courae  will  greatlr  prejudice  the  idea  ot 
BrltlBh  connection,  as  British  protection  will 
baTe  proved  itaelf  a  tarce. 

That  is  the  opinion  of  the  leader  of  the 

Conservative  government  after  a  good  many 
years'  experience.   Again  he  says  : 

I  do  not  like  to  look  at  the  consequence,  but 
■we  are  so  clearly  In  the  ;"lght  lhat  we  mujt  throw 
the  responsltUity  on  Sngta^d, 

Sir  John  Macdoiiald  said  that  Canadian 
interests  were  entirely  neglected  In  the 
Washington  treaty.  We  spent  160,000,000  on 
the  St.  Lawrence  canals  and  we  gave  the 
free  use  of  those  canals  to  the  United  States 
and  they  gave  us  no  equivalent.  They  pro- 
mised us  the  equivalent,  but  we  never  ob- 
tained it.  Specifically  they  named  the  canal 
at  the  Sault.  We  had  not  one  then  our- 
selves. That  was  the  purpose.  When  we 
wanted  to  send  the  volunteers  to  tlie  North- 
west they  refused  to  allow  them  to  pass 
through  the  canal,  and  our  predecessors  had 
to  construct  a  canal  in  order  that  Canada 
might  be  Independent  of  them. 

Hon.  Sir  JIACKENZIE  BOWELI,— We 
did  not  hare  the  Sault  canal  at  that  time. 
The  building  of  the  Sault  canal  was  the 
result  of  their  action  In  refusing  to  give 
u.-<  the  use  of  their  canal. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  exactiy  what  I 
said. 

Hon.  Sir  JIACKENZIE  BOWELIi— No. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man misunderstood  me.  What  I  said  was 
that  they  were  to  give  us  the  use  of  their 
canal,  but  afterwards  when  we  had  to  send 
volunteers  to  the  Northwest  they  refused  to 
allow  them  to  pass  through  the  Sault  canal, 
and  we  had  to  build  one  for  ourselves. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— But 
they  gave  us  the  use  of  the  canal  which 
belonged  to  tii&  United  States  for  all  com- 
mercial purposes.  That  was  considered 
quite  different.  They  might  be  Justified  In 
that  caae,  although  it  was  unfriendly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Showing  the  drift  of 
Sir  .lohn  Macdonnld's  mind,  I  quote  from 
another  part  of  the  letter  which  makes  it 
clear  that  he  had  no  confidence  whatever 
In  any  British  statesman  forming  one  of  the 
commission  on  any  subject  in  which  the 
United  States  and  Canada  were  inta^ted. 
He  refers  to  Sir  Edward  Thornton,  and 
thinks  we  would  have  done  very  well  with 
two  Canadians.   He  said  : 

I  may  say  that  acqualitai:e  with  ^r  Bdward 
Thornton  has  raised  him  a  good  deal  In  my  opin- 
ion; he  Is  not  a  strong  man,  bitt  he  Is  a  straight- 
forward painstaking  person  who  desires  to 
do  his  duty,  and  who  with  two  C^adlana  at 
his  elbow  Instead  of  an  English  cabinet  minis- 
ter and  a  foreign  office  man  like  Lord  Tenter- 
Ai-a.  would  do  good  service  for  the  Dominion. 

He  singles  hiin  out  as  a  man  who  could 

be  trusted,  and  he  says  he  could  not  trust 
nil  English  cabinet  minister  or  a  foreign 
oftice  man.  I  think  that  all  this  confirms 
tlie  wise  attitude  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  has 
taken,  and  the  government  behind  him,  and 
the  attitude  taken  by  Mr.  Blake  and  Mr. 
Mills  that  where  Canadian  interests  ore 
concerned  we  should  have  charge  of  the 
nrgotlation  and  should  have  the  appoint- 
ment of  those  who  represent  Canada  on  , the 
commission.  I  want  to  revert  now  to  the 
unfortunate  scene  that  took  place  in  Eng- 
land when  our  two  commissioners  were  ob- 
liged to  turn  down  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of 
England  and  show  that  he  bad  betrayed— 
perhaps  that  is  a  strong  word— that  he  had 
left  them.  He  surrendered  his  view,  because 
bis  view  had  over  niid  over  again  been 
expressed,  tiiat  where  the  line  of  division 
was,  the  four  islands  referred  to  were 
either  on  one  side  or  the  other,  and  It  was 
im'fectly  clear  they  were  on  the  south  side 
of  the  cnunl.   Instead  of  deciding  that  way, 
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witbout  any  consaltatlon  witb  bis  colleagnes 
be  divides  tbe  islands  giving  two  to  each 
country.  The  point  I  make  Is  that  my  hon. 
friend  had  no  right  to  censure  the  govern- 
ment for  their  action  where  they  were  ah- 
solutely  powerless,  and  where  tbey  had  made 
such  a  determined  protest  as  they  did  In 
objecting  to  the  two  United  States  gentle- 
men tbat  were  named  on  tbat  commission. 

I  do  not  propose  to  make  any  comments  on 
tbe  changes  that  have  been  decided  on  in  con- 
nection with  the  agreement  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway.  My  hon.  friend  said  he 
would  reserve  his  remarks  till  another  time, 
when  bon.  gentlemen  become  familiar  with 
the  details  of  the  agreement ;  but  I  will 
just  refer  to  the  observations  be  made  on 
tbe  paragraph  of  tbe  siteecb  from  tbe 
Throne,  in  which  he  animadverted  upon 
wimt  he  thought  was  a  different  policy  last 
session  from  what  it  Is  during  the  present 
session.  He  said  last  year  that  we  were  In 
a  great  hurry  to  have  the.  road  built,  and 
that  tills  year  we  seemed  to  be  taking  it 
more  leisurely.  I  do  not  know  tbat  tbere 
Is  any  difference  in  tbe  views  or  feelings 
of  the  government  this  year  or  last  year. 
We  iir.e  anxious  to  see  the  railway  built. 
We  know  tbat  it  is  an  utter  imimsslbillty 
for  It  to  be  built  iu  less  than  a  given  num- 
ber of  years — certainly  not  less  than  six  or 
wven  years.  The  prairie  section  will  be 
liullt  no  doubt. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  the  moun- 
tain section. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know.  TUie 
Graud  Trunk  Railway  will  build  It  as  so3n 
as  tbey  can,  but  tbe  country  l>etween  the 
prairie  section  and  Moncton  has  to  be 
thoroughly  surveyed,  and  It  must  take  a  very 
considerable  time  to  make  the  surreys  to 
ascertain  exactly  where  tbe  line  should  be 
located. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  extension  of 
time  has  no  reference  to  the  eastern  section, 
but  to  the  western  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quite  aware  of 
that,  but  my  hon.  friend  called  attention 
to  the  fact  that  last  year  we  seemed  to  be 
In  a  harry  to  build  th«  whole  line,  and  this 
year  we  were  going  to  take  it  leisurely.  The 
latin  motto  featina  lente  will  have  to  apply  In 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


this  case.  We  would  like  to  proceed  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  It  Is  impossible  to  go 
rapidly  In  a  terra  incognita.  We  must  have 
irst  a  survey.  Our  desire  is  to  find  the 
easiest  grade  and  the  best  country  in  which 
to  locate,  and  it  Is  idJe  to  talk  about  opin- 
ions ^Iven  by  this  man  and  that  man  as 
to  where  the  lUne  will  be  located  until  final 
surveys  are  made  and  approved  of. 

A  very  large  section  of  tbe  country  has 
to  be  surveyed.  We  know  in  a  general  way 
tbat  a  f,'Ood  line  can  be  found.  But  we  want 
tbe  best  line,  and  what  that  paragraph  of 
tbe  speech  pointed  to  was  tbat  long  be- 
fore we  could  build  tbe  road,  the  necessity 
for  It  would  have  been  apparent  to  the 
people  of  Canada  and  that  therefore  des- 
patch was  an  Important  element  I  should 
like  just  to  call  attention  to  tbat.  Ixwk  for- 
ward to  tbe  next  eight  years  before  the 
road  will  be  completed.  It  will  scarcely  be 
in  good  running  order  before  that  time. 
What  wUI  be  the  conditions  In  that  western 
country  ?  Aa  Sir  Sandford  Fleming  has 
liolnted  out,  we  ore  dependent  altogether  at 
the  present  time  for  our  connection  with 
tbe  great  west  upon  one  through  line  of 
lailway  ;  that  line  of  railway  is  along  the 
frontier,  and  skirts  Lake  Superior  for  some 
considerable  distance,  liable  at  any  time  to 
be  destroyed.  As  a  director  of  tbe  Canadian 
Puclflc  Railway,  Sir  Sandford's  opinion  ought 
to  be  worth  a  good  deal.  His  view  was  that 
it  was  an  absolute  necessity  that  another 
triinscontinentat  road  should  be  built,  and 
built  just  as  soon  as  possible.  Look  for- 
ward to  the  'time  when  that  road  will  be 
completed !  What  population  will  there  be 
in  that  western  country  ?  There  will  be 
two  millions  of  people  at  least  In  Manitoba 
and  the  Territories.  According  to  Mr. 
Roblln's  statement  or  the  statement  attribut- 
ed to  him,  tbe  grain  produced  in  six  years 
fi'^im  this  district  would  be  equal  to  six 
hundred  or  seven  hundred  million  bush- 
els. Cut  it  in  two  and  it  Is  still  a  very 
large  quantity  and  it  will  be  an  ab- 
solute impossibility  to  move  it  with  the 
ordinary  facilities  in  use  tonlay.  It  could 
not  possibly  be  brought  down  by  Lake  Su- 
perior and  be  curried  east  within  the  six  or 
eijrbt  weeks  of  navigation  in  the  fall  of  the 
year,  and  therefore  i^  is  of  the  highest  im- 
[►ortanee  that  there  should  be  a  railway  with 
easy  {p'ades  running  from  the  prairie  coun- 
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try  to  our  own  ports ;  otherwise,  unless 
tbat  is  done,  ttie  probability  is  that  long 
before  tbat  road  is  finlBbed  we  will  see  one 
half  tbe  grain  of  Manitoba  and  the  Territ- 
ories passlSK  through  the  United  Statea  to 
American  ports,  simply  ttec&use  there  will 
not  be  the  facilities  for  getting  that  grain 
out  through  oar  own  ports.    Therefore  tbe 
undertaking  is  not  commenced  an  hour  too 
soon,  and  it  should  be  hurried  to  comple- 
tion Just  as  rapidly  as  possible.  ^The  hon. 
gentleman  commented  a  good  deal  ou  tbe 
extraTagance  of  the  government  and  wbat 
we  were  coming  too,  but  I  think  he  will 
liave  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  when  the 
fiscal  year  tennlnateB,  instead  of  applying 
$7,000,000  in  reduction  <tt  the  present  debt, 
that  the  amount  so  applied  will  be  at  lennt 
double  and  that  the  public  debt  will  be  re- 
duced by  at  least  $14,000,000;  he  will  Bud 
that  while  that  road  Is  being  built  the  reve- 
nue of  this  country  will  be  swelling  up.  Be- 
fore the  eight  years  have  expired  instead  of 
bchig  $60,000,000.  it  wUl  be  $85,000,000,  and, 
therefore,  the  resources  of  tbe  country  will 
in  no  degree  be  taxed  by  the  construction  of 
the  road.    That   condition   will  probably 
t>e  realized  and  I  think  the  universal  feel- 
ing in  tbe  country  Is  that  that  road  should 
be  pushed  to  completion  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. 

Hon.  Sir  ilACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  have 
to  regret  tbat  I  was  not  able  to  be  present 
yesterday  when  tbe  debate  upon  the  motion 
to  adopt  the  address  took  place,  not  be- 
cause I  could  have  added  anything  to  the 
remarks  made   by   my  hon.   friend  from 
MarBhfleld.    On  the  contrary  I  am  quite 
vQllug  to  concede  tbat  he  could  deal  with 
tbe  Important  public  questions  much  better 
tban  I  could.    We  all  know  the  assiduity 
vrtth  which  he  applies  himself  to  every 
question  affecting  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try, ana  tlie  readiness  with  which  be  can 
*^res8  hlB  opinions  upon  all  occasions.  My 
only  regret  was  that  I  bad  not  the  advantage 
<'f  listening  to  the  whole  of  the  remarks  of 
tte  hon.  Secretary  of  State.  I  must  compU- 
nunthlm  however  on  what  X  have  heard  him 
*tiile  tOHlay,  the  moderate  tone  that  he  has 
4d(^ted  and  the  ingenious  manner  in  which 
he  bfls  met   the  charges   made  by  the 
lifH).  senator  from  Marshfleld.    Tbe  deduc- 
es that  he  has  drawn  from  many  points 


to  which  he  referred  will  strike  members  of 
the  Senate  who  have  given  any  attention  to 
these  questions  not  only  as  peculiar  but  of 
rather  an  extraordinary  character.  Now,  be- 
Yore  saying  more,  referring  to  the  speech 
from  tbe  Throne  Itself  not  having  my  hon. 
friend's  remarks  before  me,  I  do  not  know 
how  far  he  dealt  with  what  he  considered 
the  omissions.  I  remember  hearing  my  old 
leader  Sir  John  A,  Macdonald  say  upon  one 
occasion  tbat  the  speech  from  the  Throne 
which  was  presented  was  of  a  very  lenten 
character.  If  such  were  the  fact  In  those 
days  I  do  not  know  what  he  would  say  were 
he  here  to  comment  upon  the  present  speech 
which  has  been  presented  to  us.  There  Is 
nothing  In  it  except  two  or  three  points, 
to  lay  certain  papers  before  parliament 
and  to  deal  with  an  amended  agreement 
tbat  lias  been  entered  into  with  the  Grand 
Tiunk  Itaiiway,  and  a  Militia  Bill.  I  intend 
to  adopt  tbe  course  that  has  suggested  it- 
self as  being  the  best  in  reference  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  agreement  on  the  present  oc- 
casion ;  that  ia,  not  to  discuss  it  until  the 
terms  of  that  agreement  are  fully  before 
us,  although  we  know  sufficient  of  it  to  un- 
derstand that  great  concessions  have  been 
nmde  both  as  to  the  time  of  construction 
iind  also  from  a  monetary  standpoint  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  opei-atlous  and  to  the 
Grand.Trunk  Railway  its^f.  We  remember 
how  vociferously  and  how  earnestly  an 
appeal  for  the  adoption  or  the  ratification 
of  tbe  first  agreement  was  made,  not  only 
l>y  the  premier  but  by  the  Secretary  of 
State,  and  by  other  gentlemen  who  supported 
the  proposition  at  tbe  last  session  of  par- 
liament. It  does  not  appear,  however  that  the 
terms  of  that  agreement  met  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  stiareholders  and  those  who  are 
most  deeply  Interested  in  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Hallway  itself,  though  their  manager  In  Can- 
ada. Mr.  Hays,  may  have  been "  more  sanguine 
of  what  the  result  of  the  adoption  of 
tluit  scheme  would  be  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  itself,  other  than  and  outside  of  the 
interests  which  were  to  accrue  to  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Padflc  Company.  Tbe  ftict  Is  that 
when  you  look  at  the  whole  scheme  you  will 
find  that  though  there  were  ostensibly  two 
(ompanies,  the  responsibility  rested  upon 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Itself,  and  that 
they  were  to  be  the  security  to  the  country 
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for  the  building  and  maintenance  of  this 
railway.  I  thinli  that  upon  a  close  Investiga- 
tion and  reading  of  the  amended  scheme 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
lire  to  a  very  great  extent  relieved  from  the 
i-espoDBlbUlty;  a(id  tbey  are  relieved,  from 
It  In  ft  manner  which,  from  a  pecnniary 
standpoint,  wiU  be  in  tbelr  interest  and 
not  in  the  interest  of  the  country.  How- 
ever this  Is  a  point  which  can  established 
very  well  when  the  matter  is  thoroughly 
investigated  and  the  figures  are  laid  before 
parliament  and  the  people,  for  their  ratifica- 
tion. 

It  does  seem  to  me,  however,  as  the 
government  liad  prepared  themselves  for 
a  general  election,  that  it  would  have 
been  well  for  them  and  In  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  bad  they  submittetl 
this  great  question  to  the  people  before 
the  modifications  were  made.  Why  they  did 
not  pursue  what  I  think  they  Intended  to 
pursue,  and  it  was  generally  understood  that 
tbey  would  pursue.  Is  quite  evident  and  ap- 
IMirent  to  the  most  obtuse  Intellect  in  the 
country.  They  saw  that  if  they  appeale'l 
to  the  electorate  they  would  have  to  meet 
the  charge  that  tbey  bad  entered  into  ar- 
rangements with  the  Grand  Trunlc  Pacific 
Railway  which  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way shareholders  would  not'  ratify,  and 
that  consequently  the  matter  would  remain 
open  and  subject  to  any  amendments  which 
n^lght  be  forced  upon  them  by  that  com- 
pany in  case  they  were  returned  to  powo". 
Now,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  were 
told  that  tbey  bad  such  an  ndmlrnble  bar- 
gain, and  that  the  country  was  perfectly 
secure  and  safe  In  the  arrangement  which 
had  been  entered  into  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company  and  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  as  their  endoi'sers,  for  such  they 
really  were,  they  have  been  forced— I  think 
I  may  use  th^  expression  without  prejudice 
at  all— they  hrtve  been  forced  by  the  Grau'l 
Trunk  Railway  shareholders  and  the  Gran<l 
Trunk  Pacific  Company  to  recede  from  tho 
position  which  they  had  taken  and  have  les- 
sened the  security  which  they  claimed  tlie 
country  liad  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  agree- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way, and  that  the  country  at  the  present  mo- 
ment has  less  security  for  the  prosecutio-i 
of  and  the  building  of  the  road.  Tbey  told 
us  before  that  urgency  was  absolutely  neces- 
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sary.  The  premier  told  the  parlbiment  that 
they  could  not  wait  The  country  was  being 

subjecteil  to  a  loss  of  trade  which  should 
accrue  to  Canada  Itself  by  the  trade  being 
diverted  to  the  United  States.  Thebon.  gen- 
tleman tells  ns  to-nigbt  that  we  have  only  one 
outl^.  It  is  true  we  may  have  one  outlet 
by  railway  but  we  have  two  great  corpor- 
ations now  In  full  operation  to  bring  out  the 
output  of  the  Northwest,  that  Is  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  and  the  Canadian  Northern,  and 
the  latter  road  is  proving  itself  to  be  of  as 
great  benefit  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest 
and  the  rest  of  Canada  In  sending  to  market 
the  output  of  Manitoba  and  the  great  North- 
west as  even  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
itself.  It  has  as  easy  grades  from  Manitoba 
to  the  head  of  Lake  Superior  as  the  Can- 
adian Pacific.  It  has  another  advantage  ; 
It  is  running  at  tbe  present  moment  into  the 
verj'  h.eart  of  that  grain  growing  portion  of 
the  Northwest  and  Manitoba.  It  supplies  the 
eastern  portion  of  Manitoba  which  was  not 
supplied  in  the  past  witb  transportation  facil- 
ities, and  in  addition  to  that.  It  will  be  the 
outlet  of  a  large  portion  of  the  produce  of 
Northern  Dakota  and  of  Northern  Mlnnesotit 
through  the  corner  of  which  It  runs.  You 
may  say  that  that  is  not  our  object  in 
building  a  road  to  facilitate  the  output  of  the 
northern  states  of  the  Republic.  While 
that  is  true.  It  Is  none  tbe  less  important 
I'or  the  carrying  trade  of  this  country 
and  none  tbe  less  important  for  the  in- 
terest of  our  shippers  that  in  the  making  of 
the  great  lakes  and  the  St.  Lawrence  to 
Quebec  the  highway  of  tbe  great  west  that 
we  secure  as  much  of  the  United  States 
traffic  as  it  Is  possible  to  secure.  Every  hu3- 
hel  of  grain  that  Is  diverted  from  the  south- 
em  ports  of  the  United  States  to  tbe  f^t 
Lawrence  adds  just  so  much  to  the  wealth 
Of  our  carrying  trade  and  country.  Why  is 
it  we  are  fighting  for  It  ?  It  is  to  prevent  the 
trade  of  Canada  as  a  whole  going  to  th*> 
southern  ports  and  to  divert  that  which  bus 
been  in  the  habit  of  going  there,  to  the  north- 
ern ports  of  the  St.  I^awrence.  I  shall  not 
deal  with  that  question  Just  now  fuither 
than  to  say,  I  hope  In  the  new  arrange- 
ment whicli  bus  been  made,  that  the  ideas 
which  suggested  themselves  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  people  when  they  first  nsk-id 
for  a  charter  may  be  adopted  and  carrie;^ 
out.   That  Is,  instead  of  running  their  road 
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to  Winnipeg  and  througli  the  fertile  portion 
of  Manitoba  and  that  portion  of  tbe  Nortb- 
vest  tbat  is  now  served  by  the  Canadian 
f*aclflc  Railway  and  by  the  Canadian 
N<Htbern,  that  tb^  will  go  Btlll  ftirther 
to  tbe  north  and  open  up  that  vast 
territory  which  has  been  described  by 
the  then  ^r  Donald  Smith,  at  present 
Lord  Stratfacona,  and  more  especially  by  a 
f;entleman,  who  has  some  knowledge  of  tbe 
matter,  to  whom  my  hon.  friend  referred  & 
few  minutes  ago,  Sir  Sandford  Fleming.  His 
treatise  upon  the  dharacter  of  that  country 
lays  down  this  important  fact,  that  nortb  of 
the  Sasluitchewao  is  the  real  fertile  belt  f>f 
the  Northwest  Territories  and  not  that 
which  lies  to  tbe  south  wbicb  Is  now  being 
served  by  the  two  railways.  I  repeat  what 
I  stated  when  discussing  this  question  at  the 
last  session  of  parliament ;  I  should  like  to 
give  my  hearty  snpport  to  any  scheme— and 
mind  yon  tbe  scheme  to  which  I  am  referring 
was  tbe  scheme  which  Mr.  Hays  first  in- 
augurated and  which  he  desired  to  have 
actopted~to  build  from  North  Bay,  runninit 
to  the  north  of  Lake  Winnipeg,  thence  nortb 
of  the  north  Saskatchewan,  west  to  Bdmon- 
toa  and  thence  to  the  Pacific.  Rememl>er, 
boD.-  gentlemen,  I  am  speaking  of  a  matter 
of  wbicb  I  have  some  knowledge  personally. 
I  do  not  say  It  boastlngly,  but  I  think  I  have 
seen  as  much  of  that  Northwest  Territory  iis 
most  white  men  outside  of  tbe  Hudson  Bay 
people  themselves.  I  have  driven  by  wagons 
and  buckboards  on  the  southern  frontier 
from  Deloraine  to  Fort  McLeod  and  rode  on 
horse  back  to  the  Columbia  river,  and  I  have 
Kone  to  Edmonton  and  driven  from  Edmon- 
ton all  tbe  way  down  for  Ave  or  six  hundred 
miles  north  of  the  Saskatchewan  and  south 
of  the  Saskatchewan  until  we  reach  Prince 
Albert  and  that  was  in  tbe  fall  of  the  year, 
wtien  one  bad  a  very  good  opportunity  of 
forming  an  opinion  and  coming  to  a  correct 
coDcloslon  as  to  what  tbe  effect  of  a  railway 
througb  tbat  portion  of  the  country  might  De. 
1  am  not  finding  fault  with  tbe  amount  of 
money  tbat  the  government  proposes  to 
Riiarnntee  for  the  construction  of  that  sec- 
tion of  road.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from 
Portage  la  Prairie  who  is  now  listening  to 
me.  will  confirm  what  I  say,  that  that  por- 
tion of  the  country  i»  not  so  level  that  a 
nOway  can  be  built  as  easily  or  as 
rbmply   as   In   the   northern   portion  of 


tbe  Northwest  Territories.  It  is  what 
may  be  called  a  rolling  prnirle,  rather 
than  a  fiat  prairie  most  of  the  way.  There 
are  portions  of  It,  bowever,  which  are  quite 
flat  and  which  are  of  a  similar  character  to 
the  country  lying  south  of  it  What 
I  shonld  like  to  see  would  be  a  road 
built  as  I  have  Indicated,  which  was  tbe  ori- 
ginal Intention  of  the  Qrand  Trunk  Railway 
until  they  were  forced,  either  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  the  government  forced  by  tbe 
maritime  people,  to  adopt  another  systmn. 
If  that  road  can  be  secured,  If  the  country 
Is  of  such  a  character  as  to  Justify  the 
building  of  a  road  to  Quebec,  so  much  the 
better.  I  have  always  advocated  that,  speak- 
ing for  myself,  and  I  should  liked  to  have 
seen  that  plan  adopted  rather  than  the 
scheme  which  has  bien  propounded,  assist- 
ing tbe  company  who  have  a  road  to  St. 
John  and  to  Boberral,  In  going  on  and  con* 
structbig  tbat  road  nntii  they  reached  tbe 
prairie  province.  Instead  of  doing  tiiat,  tbe 
government  have  takm  upon  themselves  the 
enormous  responsibility  of  building  tbe  road 
themselves,  and  at  the  same  time  guarantee- 
ing and  giving  bonuses  of  miUlona  of  money 
to  this  same  company  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred to  «ctend  their  road  almost  in  tbe 
same  direction.  This  Is  a  question  which 
wiU  come  up  In  tbe  future,  and  whatever 
may  be  tbe  result— I  have  no  doubt  that  the 
result  will  be  tbe  ratlfi^caOon  of  the  new 
terms  Into  which  they  have  entered— what- 
ever the  result,  I  do  hope  provision  will  be 
made  for  opening  up  a  portion  of  the  coun- 
try which  is  not  to  be  served  by  the  scheme 
at  present  proposed  by  the  government.  The 
result  1^11  be  that  by  the  time  this  road  is 
built  and  open  for  traffic,  if  tbe  predictions 
of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  are  fulfilled, 
they  will  have  to  build  another  road  north 
of  the  Snskutchewnn.  which  would  not  be 
necessary  If  the  proposed  route  was  to  the 
north  of  the  north  Saskatchewan.  The  two 
present  transcontinental  roads,  one  of  which 
Is  built,  and  tlie  other  being  built— and  I 
bare  no  doubt  the  Canadian  Northern 
will  be  completed  at  a  very  early  period, 
itnd,  with  the  branches  that  are  Itelng 
constructed  througb  every  portion  of 
that  country,  as  they  become  settled  and 
developed,  they  will  !«'  (niite  sufticient  for 
i^onie  years  to  come— at  least  for  tliose  i»or- 
tions  of  the  country,  and  then  you  would 


Digitized  by 


Google 


42 


SENAT£ 


have  the  other,  which  would  supply 
what  is  necessary  now  In  view  of 
settlemcfnt  and  to  bring  out  the  great  pro- 
ducts that  win  result  from  the  eonstructlMi 
of  that  road.  There  are  many  other  thoughts 
connected  with  this  potnt  which  will 
d«senr«  some  consideration  at  our  bands 
when  the  question  cornea  before  us  In  the 
future.  One  Idea  suggests  anotlier,  aiid  I 
must,  before  leaving  this  matter,  congratu- 
late my  hou.  friend  upon  the  optimistic 
views  wliich  have  been  expressed  by  him. 
I  cannot  help  contrasting  them  with  tlie 
pesBimtstic  views  with  which  he  and  his 
friends  regarded  the  action  of  the  late  gov- 
ernment wfam  tbey  determined  to  build  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway'  Who  does  not 
remember  the  sneering  and  the  condemna- 
tions whlc*i  were  hurled  at  Sir  Charles  Tup- 
per  when  he  made  predictions  similar  to 
those  which  my  bon.  friend  has  made  to- 
day ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Times  have  changed. 
Good  times  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  have 
heard  that  exipreasion  before,  and  if  my  hon, 
friend  had  added  to  that  not  only  the  con- 
demnations that  were  hurled  at  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  for  his  predictions.  If  his  memory  is 
good— and  I  think  It  Is  tolerably  good— he 
will  remember  that  at  that  period  times 
were  gpod  ;  he  will  also  remember  that  a 
similar  era  of  prosperity  followed  the  advent 
of  the  Conservative  party  in  1878,  although 
I  admit  not  to  so  great  a  volume  as  it  has 
followed  the  advent  of  the  present  govern- 
ment, and  consequently  there  were  good 
times  then.  What  we  had  to  meet  was  the 
utterances  of  the  friends  of  those  with  whom 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  is  associated.  In  not 
only  condemning  the  country,  but  declaring 
that  It  was  Inferior  to  Kansas  and  the  <\ther 
western  states  of  the  United  States.  They 
were  told  that  It  was  a  barren,  unproductive 
country,  and  that  the  tide  of  immigration 
was  going  to  Kansas  and  to  the  Dakotas, 
and  so  It  was  to  a  great  extent.  People 
were  induced  In  a  great  measure  to  go  to 
the  neighbouring  country  by  tiie  ntteranceb 
of  the  hon.  gentleman's  leaders.  He  knows 
as  wdl  as  I  do  that  in  the  land  advertising 
sheets  issued  by  the  Northern  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  and  other  United  States  rail- 
way companies  who  had  lauds  for  settle- 
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ment,  extracts  from  the  speedies  of  Mr. 
Blake  and  other  Liberal  leaders  in  this  coxm- 

try,  accompanied  by  their  photos,  were  dis- 
tributed to  show  European  Immigrants  and 
people  in  the  United  States,  who  were  not 
permanently  settled  in  that  country,  that 
the  western  statM  were  Infinitely  superior 
to  our  Northwest.  ■ 

That  is  what  we  had  to  contend  with  at 
that  time,  and  unfortunately  there  happen- 
ed at  the  same  time  two  or  three  years  of 
severe  drought.  In  some  years  the  harvest 
did  not  yield  as  much  grain  as  was  used 
for  seed,  and  that  did  much  to  discourage 
settlement  and  lead  hundreds  of  our  peo- 
ple to  cross  the  border  to  Dakota.  I  am 
surprised  when  I  hear  hon.  gentlemen  com- 
pare the  present  prosperity  of  that  country 
with  Its  condition  during  the  period  to 
which  I  have  referred.  For  the  last  three 
or  four  years  there  have  been  magiiiflcent 
crops  in  the  Northwest.  Was  the  hon. 
gentleman's  government  the  cause  of  that  T 
Had  not  Providence  something  to  do  with 
It  ?  And  did  not  the  great  yield  of  grain 
induce  people  to  leave  the  over-crowded 
portions  of  Europe  and  make  their  homes 
in  our  fertile  prairies  ?  Had  there  been 
droughts  instead  of  good  harvests  ;  had  the 
yield  been  small  during  the  last  few  years 
would  there  have  been  any  of  that  pros- 
perity to  which  the  attention  of  tiie  House 
has  been  called  ?  There  are  reasons  whlcb 
I  could  give  why. the  effects  resulting  from 
these  droughts  are  not  as  likely  to 
occur  again,  but  I  shall  not  occupy  the  time 
of  the  House  In  stating  them.  The 
hon.  gentleman's  remarks  were  intend- 
ed, as  they  usually  are,  to  be  a  side  wind 
to  divert  the  speaker  from  his  subject  and 
lead  one,  myself  In  particular,  who  has  had 
some  responsibility  for  what  was  done  at 
that  period,  to  make  some  little  dlgresdon 
in  order  to  explain  why  these  things  have 
occurred.  The  government  had  just  as 
much  to  do  with  the  prosperity  of  that 
country  as  the  man  In  the  moon.  The 
mover  of  the  address  (Mr.  Kerr)  referred  in 
very  glowing  terms,  if  I  am  to  take  a  slunt 
report  of  bis  speech  in  the  newspapers,  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  .country  land  tthe 
causes  which  have  led  to  It  These  he  said 
were  the  Diamond  jubilee,  the  coronation 
ceremonies,  and  the  aid  given  by  Canada  la 
the  late  yr&r  In  South  Africa,  the  credit  for 
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which  he  gave  to  the  leader  of  the  goverD- 
ment  I  frankly  admit  that  circumstances 
in  the  history  of  the  country  have  led  to  a 
recognition  of  Canada  that  she  might  not 
otherwise  and  would  not  for  many  years 
bare  ohtaiuedL  The  iwrsonality  of  the 
premier,  I  must  confess,  iroald  hare  mncli 
to  ilo  In  making  an  impression  in  England, 
but  when  the  hon. ,  gentleman  talks  about 
that  adding  to  the  immigration,  I  repeat 
the  results  which  hare  followed  the  good 
harvests  rather  than  the  appearance  of  ovtc 
handsome  premier  and  his  oily  tongue  

Hon.  Mr.  KGRR  (Toronto)— And  eloquent 
tongue. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Yes, 
bis  oily  and  eloquent  tongue  bad  rery  mueU 
more  to  do  with  it.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
adndt  that  the  goremment  is  entitled  to 
tlie  slightest  credit  for  the  action  of  the 
Canadian  people  In  connection  with  the  war 
in  South  Africa.  Not  a  step  was  taken— 
and  no  one  knows  It  better  than  the 
hon.  gentlemen  who  are  listening  to  me— 
by  the  goremment  until  they  were  forced 
by  public  opinion  to  do  so.  Take  the  inter- 
Tiew  with  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  in  the 
'Globe*  and  look  at  the  dates  at  which 
every  colony  of  the  empire  offered  to  assist, 
and  you  will  find  that  Canada,  though  the 
most  Important  portion  of  the  British  em- 
pire outside  of  the  United  Kingdom,  was 
the  very  last  to  offer  aid  in  the  South 
African  struggle.  This  seems  to  have  been 
foi^tten.  But  there  can  be  no  question  as 
to  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Conserratlre 
party,  because,  before  any  movement  was 
made  by  the  gorernment,  Sir  Charles  Tu[>- 
per  who  was  then  leader  of  the  Conserra- 
tive  party,  wired  from  Nora  Scotia  to  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier  his  assurance  of  the  support 
of  the  whole  party  in  any  action  that  the 
eoremment  might  take  to  raise  ft  force  to 
aW  the  British  anaa  in  that  unfortunate 
struggle.  That  is  a  matter  of  history,  and 
yet  we  are  constantly  told  the  con- 
trary by  Intelligent  men,  like  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  who  should  know  bet- 
ter, hot  who  seems  to  glre  utterance 
to  sentences  of  that  kind  for  party  pur- 
poses. If  he  will  look  at  the  facta  he  will 
find  that  Queensland  made  its  offer  to  the 
British  government  on  the  Uth  July,  1899. 


Victoria  followed  the  next  day,  the  Malay 
States  on  the  17th  ;  Lagos  on  the  IStli ; 
New  South  Wales  on  the  2lBt ;  Hong  Kong 
on  the  21st ;  New  Zealand  on  the  22nd  of 
July ;  West  Australia  on  the  Stb  October, 
Tasmania  on  the  9tb,  South  Australia  on 
the  13th  and  Canada,  poor  Canada,  comes 
last  on  the  list,  on  the  14th  of  October. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— The  last  shall  be  first. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
bare  heard  it  said  that  a  certain  old  gentle- 
man, who  Is  supposed  to  have  horns,  was 
in  the  habit,  when  be  wauted  to  accomplish 
anything,  to  quote  scripture.  I  would  not 
like  to  say  that  of  my  hon.  friend,  but  I 
wilt  say  this,  that  thot^h  Canada  was  the 
last  to  make  an  offer,  no  colony  did  more 
after  the  offer  was  accepted,  than  Canada 
did  to  maintain  her  credit  In  the  battle  field 
and  bring  rlctory  to  the  British  arms.  It  Is 
a  matter  of  which,  as  a  Canadian,  I  am 
proud.  It  has  done  more  to  cement  a  kindly 
feeling  between  the  old  country  and  the 
new  than  any  Laurier  goremment  that 
erer  existed.  I  hare  taken  my  information 
about  these  crffers  from  the  correspondence 
between  Canada  and  the  colonial  office. 

The  lion.  Secretary  of  State  made  an  ex- 
traordinary statement,  if  he  is  correctly  re- 
l>orted  in  the  press,  that  he  believed  that 
if  this  country  had  never  adopted  a  pro- 
tective policy,  that  Is,  had  free  trade  ex- 
isted in  1878  and  continued  until  this  time^ 
tlie  country  would  be  more  prosperous  than 
it  is  to-day.  That  Is  a  most  exti-nordinary 
statement  to  make.  How  many  lndustTi3s 
^^ouId  we  have  had  in  this  country  bad 
that  policy  been  pursued  ?  To  prore  his 
argument  the  hon.  gentieman  referred  to  the 
Immense  works  now  being  conducted  In 
IfamiUon  by  a  United  States  combination. 
Does  any  one  8up|>ose  that  the  Iwcnty-elght 
acres  of  land  would  hare  been  purchased, 
and  works  to  employ  1,000  men  established 
at  Hamilton  had  there  been  no  protectire 
policy  ?  I  am  si>eaking  of  what  I  know, 
because  I  rented  the  building  to  the  McCor- 
mlcks,  one  of  the  latest  manufacturing  com- 
panies in  the  United  States,  in  my  own  town, 
and  I  said  to  the  agent:  'Why  do  you  not  come 
to  Canada  and  manufacture  ? '  He  replied  ; 
'  As  long  as  you  have  only  a  20  per  cent  duty 
we  can  compete  with  you,'  but  they  find  now 
that  It  is  necessary  to  come  and  mnnufac* 
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ture  bere  to  be  In  a  position  to  compete 
with  our  manufacturers.  The  hon.  gentle- 
umn  gives  thftt  as  evidence  of  the  prosperity 
of  the  country.  So  it  is,  but  It  Is  also  evi- 
dence of  the  correctness  of  the  policy  of 
the  Conservative  party  In  which  respect 
they  dare  not  Interfere  with  It  Had  tb^ 
Interfered  with  it  our  own  manufactures 
would  have  been  closed  up  and  that  In- 
dustry would  not  have  been  established  in 
Canada.  In  connection  with  this,  the  hon. 
CcnUnmnn  rihlpotffl  to  n  stntftmpnt  mnde  by 
luy  bon.  friend  here  that  there  was  an 
enormous  increase  In  the  public  fflcpendi- 
ture,  and  how  did  he  ^plaln  that?  Ac- 
cordinK  to  the  published  report  of  bla 
speecb  he  said,  what  nonsense  that  is  ;  that 
money  was  a  surplus  which  we  bad  over 
the  ordinary  expenditure.  It  would  be  ex- 
ceedingly interesting  to  ask  how  be  could 
have  that  8uii»lus  except  by  taxation,  and 
If  they  got  that  sm-|)lu»  by  taxation,  then 
the  i>eople  paid  the  money,  and  they  were 
•  fleeced,'  to  use  their  own  expression,  to 
the  extent  of  that  surplus.  If  there  had 
been  no  surplus  they  could  not  have  spent 
it  but  ivould  have  run  in  debt.  The  illns- 
triitioii  the  lioii.  Secretary  of  State  has  given 
Is  the  best  justilieatlon  of  the  Conservative 
policy  that  has  ever  been  uttered  in  this 
cliiiniber.  I^t  me  tell  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  (Mr.  Kerr)  who  moved  the 
adoption  of  the  address  and  who  eulogized 
the  premier  and  the  government  and 
their  policy,  as  the  cause  of  the  good 
feeling  in  England  to-day  towards  Can- 
ada, that  the  inauguration  of  all  that, 
was  the  colonial  conference  wblcli  was 
held  here.  That  conference  drew  the 
attention  of  the  empire  and  of  the  whole 
world  to  Canada  as  It  bad  never  been  drawn 
previous  to  that.  There  was  an  extraordi- 
nary historic  event  connected  with  that 
which  is  unpanilleled  in  the  history  <xt 
colonial  governments,  and  that  is  the  fact 
tlint  C'annda  suggested  that  conference. 
Canada  invited  the  Imperial  government  to 
send  a  delegate  to  this  country  and  become 
a  party  to  tliat  conference,  a  conferenco 
which  had  In  view  closer  union  between  the 
colonial  and  the  mother  country,  and  the 
dcvelojjnient  of  trade  not  only  with  the 
colonies  but  of  a  preferential  character  with 
Eiglaiid  heraelf.  All  the  former  confer- 
ences that  bad  been  held  were  suggested  j 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 


by  the  British  government  and  they  invited 
the  colonies  to  participate  In  them.  In  this 
Ci.se  Canada  took  the  initiative.  I  remem- 
ber well  when  the  suggestion  was  made  to 
estend  an  invitation  to  the  colonial  office  to 
send  a  representative  the  late  Sir  John 
Tliompson.  who  was  then  premier,  had 
grave  doubts  as  to  the  resnlts,  and  he  al- 
most laughed  at  the  J^ea  of  their  accept- 
ing It :  but  notwithstanding  it  was  an  un- 
precedented request  on  the  part  of  a  colony, 
the  late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  col- 
onies, who  was,  I  hesitate  not  to  say,  the  best 
that  ever  held  the  office  In  England,  and, 
who  took  more  interest  in  the  development 
of  the  colonies  and  in  the  attempt  to  draw 
it-^ether  the  outlying  portions  of  the  em- 
|.n-e  to  the  mother  country,  creating  a  feel- 
ing of  unity  that  we  were  one  instead  of  be- 
ing separate,  than  any  other  man  who  ever 
ruled  the  destiny  of  the  colonies  through 
the  colonial  office,  at  once  accepted  the  pro- 
lM.sitlon  which  had  been  made.  What  fol- 
lowed I  hesitate  not  to  say  since  tltat  period 
m-e  tlie  results  which  the  government  In  its 
simplicity,  and,  shall  I  say  egotism,  lay 
clain)  to.  History  will,  when  we  have  pas.s- 
(h3  away,  mention  thene  facts  and  convey  the 
correct  conclusions  to  which  I  believe  I  liave 
called  your  attention. 

My  hon.  fi-lend  who  has  seconded  the 
motion  said  very  little  and  what  he  did  say 
was  very  lUcely  and  courteously  stated.  He 
supported  the  railway,  as  we  might  expect 
him  to  do.  He  did  not  refer  to  preferential 
trade  nor  did  he  refer  to  other  very  impor- 
tant matters  which  I  think  should  have 
had  a  place  In  the  speech  from  the  Throne, 
but  on  which  perhaps  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  could  give  us  a  little  information.  I 
noticed  In  reading  the  reports  of  the  de- 
bate In  the  lower  House  that  the  premier 
stated  tliat  measures  are  to  be  Introduced  In 
reference  to  the  granting  of  further  powers 
and  concessions  in  the  way  of  provincial 
autonomy  to  the  Northwest  Territories. 
Whether  that  scheme  has  been  devised  yet 
or  not  I  do  not  know.  There  is  a  slight  In- 
timation also  about  the  tarlCf.  These  are 
Important  matters  ;  why  were  they  not  re- 
ferred to  In  the  speech  ?  Have  the  gov- 
ernment come  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
must  accede  to  the  demand  of  the  North- 
west Territories,  growing  rapidly  as  they 
are,  and  that  they  fear  the  resnlts  which 
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will  follow  another  election,  end  that  they 
are  going  back  on  their  record  In  the  past 
nnd  granting  self-government  to  the  Terri- 
tories. What  is  to  be  done  ?  Aje  we  to 
have  this  information,  or  are  we  to  be 
treated  as  we  were  at  the  last  session  of 
parliament— nothing  of  any  consequence  pro- 
mised in  the  address  and  then,  after  five  or 
six  months  battling  on  the  floors  of  the 
two  Houses  have  measures  brought  down 
Inroiving  the  expenditure  of  miUions  of  dol- 
lars, and  the  humble  followers  of  the  govern- 
ment asked  to  swallow  them,  as  they  did  be- 
fore, as  readily  as  a  child  would  a  sugar 
pinm.  This  is  what  we  may  expect.  The 
government  are  in  hopes  that  we  are  to 
hare  a  very  short  sesKion.  In  the  speet'h.  His 
Excellency  is  made  to  say  that  we  ought 
to  have  one.  In  that  respect  I  am  with  the 
government  entirely  ;  but  if  they  are  to  pur- 
sue the  same  policy  this  year  that  they  fol- 
lowed Inst  year  we  may  anticipate  anything 
Init  a  short  session  and  have  the  pleasure 
of  remaining  here  from  snow-fall  to  snow- 
fall Let  as  hope,  however,  that  such  will 
not  be  the  case.  There  Is  little  or  nothing 
said  either  about  the  railway  commission  or 
abont  the  fast  Atlantic  service. 

The  railway  commission  is  studiously 
avoided  as  far  as  I  could  learn  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  in  his  remarks.  Whether 
my  ban.  friend  referred  to  it  or  not,  I  am  not 
prepared  to  say,  but  I  do  think  that  this 
country  has  never  been  more  astonished 
tban  it  was  on  teaming  of  the  com- 
position of  the  commission.  That  Mr. 
Biair  is  fitted  for  the  position  from  taJent, 
ability  and  experience  I  do  not  think  any 
one  will  disimte— at  leant  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  dispute  it,  although  his  position 
is  a  very  peculiar  one.  He  left  the  .goveru- 
ateot  condemning  its  railway  scheme  as 
an  outrageous  one  that  should  not  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  country,  and  he  denounced  it 
in  tbe  most  virulent— well  perhaps  that  Js 
too  strong  a  word,  but  he  denounced  it  in 
tbe  strongest  language  that  he  could  em- 
ploy. Immediately  after  that  he  turned 
nmnd  and  acc^ted  tbe  chairmanship  of  the 
commission,  from  whom  ?  From  those  with 
whom  he  had  been  associated,  from  whom 
be  bad  separated  on  a  great  question  of  tbe 
expenditure  of  public  money,  and  of  the  con- 
struction of  a  railway,  and  then  be  accepts 
$10X100  a  year  and  becomes  their  humble  and 


I  obedient  servant   The  next  thing  we  have 
Is  two  gentlemen  appointed  as  his  associates 
!  who.  as  far  as  the  world  knows,  have  as 
little  knowledge  of  the  transportation  ques- 
^  tion,  of  railway  policy  and  railway  traffic, 
I  as  children  unborn.  Was  It  necessary  in  or- 
I  der  to  provide  a  place  for  tbe  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  that  Mr.  Bernler.  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  was  selected 
commissioner  ?    Is  he  a  man  that  would 
!  be  selected    by   the   counti-y   to   tnke  a 
j  seat  upon  a  railwny  commission  ?  What 
;  knowledge  has    be    about   railway  enter- 
I  prises  or  of  transportation  that  be  should 
I  have  been  selected?  We  can  understand  why 
I  he  was  selected.   It  was  very  well  known 
'  that  when  Mr.  Prdfontfline  was  taken  Into 
[  the  cabinet,  his  rival  for  that  position  was 
'  Mr,  Brodeur.  and  that  he.  not  being  able 
to  secure  It,  the  pressure  being  too  great,  and 
I  notwithstanding  the  statement  of  the  *  Wit- 
'  ness '  which  said  that  the  Liberals  looked 
I  with  sui-prise  at  the  fact  of  Mr.  Prfifon- 
,  taine  being  called  to  the  cabinet,  he  was 
!  taken  in  and  Mr.   Brodeur  accepted  the 
j  Speakership,  and  It  was  necessary  to  mollify 
that  portion  of  the  population,  hence  the 
I  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  was  asked  to. 
i  vacate  his  sent  in  order  to  make  a  vacancy 
j  for  the  Speaker  of  the  Commons  though  as 
j  I  have  already  said  no  one  knows  of  any 
qualificntlon  which  the  ex-SIInlster  of  In-' 
land  Revenue  had  for  the  position  which  be 
*  occupies. 

I    Then  we  have  a  very  amiable  gentleman, 
a  man  who  has  been  a  quiet  agricultural 
i  success  in  the  4>rovince  of  Ontario  selected 
to  fill  this  Important  position.     What  he 
I  knows  about  transportation,  and  what  he 
\  knows  of  railway  working,  tbe  difficulties 
j  in  connection   with   railway   traffic  and 
steamboat  traffic,  would  be  a  question  that 
j  would  puzzle  a  Philadelphia  lawyer.  Yet 
'  we  have  this  commission  that  is  to  cost  this 
'  country  forty  or  fifty  or  $60,000  a  year  com- 
posed of  one  man  who  I  think  understands 
!  tlie  duties  he  has  to  perform,  with  two 
^  others  who  have  had  no  experience,  and  so 
far  as  the  world  knows  know  nothing  about 
;  railways.   The  people  of  my  own  province, 
[  and  I  think  the  people  of  tbe  other  provin- 
ces, have  mnn-elletl  at  tbe  course  which  has 
j  been  pursued  in  connection  with  this  com- 
mission, and  can  only  loc^  upon  it  as  the 
!  result  of  political  necessities  and  political 
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exigencies.  May  I  ask  my  hon.  friend,,  what 
tuts  come  of  the  fast  Atlantic  service?  I  re- 
member—and history  repeats  Itself  in  differ- 
ent ways— that  when  Sir  WUfrld  Lanrler  was 
addressing  the  board  of  trade  some  years 
ago  In  the  city  of  Toronto,  with  a  great  flour- 
ish of  trumpets,  he  read  to  the  commercial 
people  of  the  western  capital  of  Ontario 
a  telegram  just  received  by  him,  that 
^,000  had  been  deposited  by  a  com- 
pany in  Bugland  as  a  gnarautee  for  carry- 
ing ont  the  contra(<t  which  they  had  made 
for  the  establishment  of  a  fast  line.  That 
was  received  with  eclat ;  cheers  followed 
cheers.  We  all  know  what  followed.  I 
think  lust  year  or  the  year  before  we  were 
asked  to  pay  back  that  $50,000  and  notiiing 
more  was  ever  done.  We  had  an  UIustratlOD 
of  this  same  political  dodging,  given  by  my 
hon.  friend  last  night,  but  from  another 
direction.  Just  on  the  verge  of  the  election 
in  St.  John,  Mr.  Hays— whom  I  woald  ad- 
vise in  the  future  to  study  Canadian  poli- 
tics a  little  more  before  he  rushes  into  print 
or  into  politics— wired  or  wrote  down  to  the 
mayor  of  St.  John  to  secure  him  wharf  ac- 
commodation for  this  road  which  is  to  be 
completed  eight  years  hence.  Is  it  not  a 
marvellous  thing  that  that  should  be  done 
Just  on  the  eve  of  an  election,  and  is  it  not 
equally  marvellous  that  he  should  ask  the 
mayor  of  St.  John  by  telegraph  or  by  let- 
ter, to  secnre  blm  wharf  accommodation  in 
a  portion  of  the  city  wh»e  the  city  owned 
no  frontage  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— The  bpn.  gentlenmn 
fivm  Marshfield  made  that  statement,  but 
it  is  quite  incorrect,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  excuse  me.  The  city  of  St.  John  owns 
quite  a  large  frontage  on  the  harbour 
on  tlie  eu8t  side,  lialf  a  mile  at  the  very 
least  in  a  straight  line  from  where  my  office 
is  to  a  point  below.  Then  they  own  3,200 
feet  on  the  straight  shore  above. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>EVER— They  own  two  new 
berths  on  the  east  side. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  do  not  refer  to  that 
at  all.  I  am  referring  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Is- 
land that  the  city  of  St  John  owns  no  wharf 
property  on  the  east  side  of  the  harbour. 
They  own  a  large  amount  <.f  property. 
Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  made  the  state- 
ment on  the  strength  of  an  ai-tlcle  published 
in  the  St.  John  *  Sun,'  that  the  city  had  no 
control  of  the  frontage  on  the  east  side  of 
the  harbour. 

Hon^  Mr.  DBVER— They  ran  thetr  rail- 
road round  It 

Hon.  Mr.  FESGUSOM— And  that  ttUi- 
ment  could  not  have  been  made  wltliout 
some  authority.  There  may  be  an  ex- 
planation that  I  do  not  know  of,  but  that 
statement  was  made  by  the  St  John  '  Sun  * 
In  its  comments  on  Mr.  Hay's  letter.  I 
have  not  seen  any  contradiction  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— The  city' of  St  John 
owns  2,000  feet  of  wharfage  in  a  straight 
line.  That  is  more  than  half  a  mile,  and  it 
owns  3,200  feet  on  the  straight  shore,  not  so 
well  built  up  perhaps  as  the  others. 

Hon.  .Sir  MAGKBNSSIB  BOWELL— I  am 
glad  the  bon.  gentleman  has  made  that  ex- 
planation. That  is  only  a  question  of  fact 
as  to  the  strip  of  land.  It  does  not  affect 
the  point  In  the  least  to  which  I  desire  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  So  much 
the  worse  If  they  have  land  an(l  frontage 
on  the  river  and  wharf  accommodation  to 
dispose  of— so  much  the  worse  for  the  poli- 
tical effect  which  it  was  intended  to  produce 
by  Mr.  Hays  in-  sending  a  telegram  or  letter 
at  that  particular  time.  What  object  could 
he  have  except  to  influence  the  electors  of 
St  John,  in  sending  a  telegram  or  letter  to 
the  owners  of  property  that  they  wanted  to 
select  certain  [wrtlons  of  the  property  which 
they  owned  for  their  harbour  and  frontage 
accommodation.  People  are  not  in  the  habit 
of  asking  for  concessions  of  that  kind  eight 
or  ten  years  before  they  are  required, 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  was  making  a  demand  for  land  at 
tlmt  time;  it  was  just  the  time  for  the  Grand 
Trunk  also  to  make  a  demand. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIj— Yes, 
but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  built 
at  that  time,  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way acquired  the  properties  on  the  west  side 
of  the  river  for  certain  purposes  and  ac- 
quired the  right  for  the  purpose  of  utillxing 
that  frontage  with  the  elevators  which  tliey 
erected  at  the  time. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DBVER— They  have  not  half 
the  frontage. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELU-I  do 
not  say  they   have.     Supposing  they  only 
liave  ten  feet  of  frontage,  we  are  talking 
about  what  really  exists  and  what  they  aslc 
for.  not  how  mncb  they  have  got   Sir  Wil- 
frid LaUrler  read  a  telegram  at  a  certain 
time  which   was  mteleadlng  because  the 
deposit  was  made  at  the  time  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  the  people  of  Toronto 
and  the  community  that  that  which  they 
were  demanding  was  to  be  carried  out 
and  as  an  evidence  of  that  fact  that  deposit 
was  made;  and  hare,  at  the  moment  when 
voters  are  required  In  the  dty  of  St  John. 
Ur.  Hays,  the  head  of  a  great  system  like 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  finds  it  con- 
venient to  write  to  them  in  order  to  assure 
them  that  they  were  to  be  the  terminus  of 
another  outlet  for  the  grain  of  the  North- 
vest   It  does  not  make  a  bit  of  difference 
Avm  a  political  standpoint  whether  tbe  city 
owns  tbe  land  or  not  If  they  did  not  have  tbe 
land  and  Mr.  Hays  knew  that,  so  much  the 
n-orse ;  but  if  they  owned  the  land  he 
might  hare  taken  some  other  time  to  do  It. 
Tbe  result  of  the  election  in  St.  John  shows 
that  the  electors  were  not  to  be  bought  or 
inflnenced  by  tricks  of  that  kind.    My  bon. 
friend  gave  as  one  of  the  reasous  ^^'hy  tbe 
goremment  candidate   was   beaten  that 
tbe  people  of  St  John  did  not  vote.  My  bon. 
friend  should  know  how  far  that  is  cor- 
rect.  If  the  friends  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Blair, 
who  gave  htm  between  900  and  1,000  maj- 
ority a  few  years  ago,  refused  to  vote  for 
their  candidate  to-day,  it  only  shows  that 
they  bad  no  confidence  In  the  government 
It  Is  Just  possible  that,  like  others  I  bare 
known,  while  they  would  not  for  fear  of  be- 
ing called  turn-coats  vote  against  the  party 
they  have  been  In  the  habit  of  supporting, 
they  remained  at  home,  but  that  is  just  as 
great  a  condemnation  of  the  government  as 
If  they  had  gone  and  recorded  their  votes. 
The  bon.  gentleman  is  a  little  facetious  upon 
tbat  point  I  give  him  credit  for  the  manner  In 
which  be  dealt  with  It  He  says  they  carried 
many  of  the  elections  and  we  only  canied 
fonr.  but  he  forgot  to  tell    tbe  Houae 
that  which  they  know,  that  they  held  those 
MnstltDendes  before  and  it  was  not  a  gain, 
^t  It  was  only  a  contlnuaace  of  support  In 


tbe  same  constituency  tbat  they  bad  be- 
fore with  a  reduced  majority.  He  tarns 
up  Ills  nose  at  the  result  of  tbe  election.  Let 
him  look  at  the  result !  Tbe  CouserratlTe 

majority  in  those  eight  constituencies  in 
1900,  when  the  elections  took  place  did  not 
reach  three  figures,  while  the  majorities  tbat 
elected  tbe  supporters  of  tbe  government 
went  over  1,000.  If  we  look  at  tbe  .figures 
in  this  election  we  find  that  the  difference 
between  the  voting  is  over  1.000  and  tbe  maj- 
ority secured  by  the  Liberals  Is  reduced  by 
4,000.  If  tbat  Is  a  matter  of  congratulation 
for  tbe  hon.  gentleman  he  is  welcome  to  it, 
but  I  can  easily  understand  the  last  expres- 
sion to  which  he  gave  utterance,  and  tliat 
was,  tbat  he  did  not  care  particularly  bow 
much  the  majorities  were  reduced  so  long 
as  they  got  their  vote  and  continued  lu 
power,  on  the  principle  that  one  Is  as  good 
as  a  thousand  so  far  as  the  election  Is  con- 
cerned. But  it  Is  not  an  evidence  of  the 
feeling  of  the  people  In  the  country,  and  if 
that  kind  of  majority  is  to  be  reduced  we 
will  soon  find  after  the  elections  that  they 
may  be  in  tbe  same  position  as  the  Ontario 
goremment  to-day.  They  have  three  of  a 
majority  in  the  House, with  a  majority  of  tbe 
vote  polled  In  the  province  of  nearly  7.000* 
in  "favour  of  the  Conservatives.  After  the 
general  elections  It  was  between  five  and  six 
thousand  ;  now  it  is  seven  thousand.  It  is 
a  position  in  which  I  do  not  think  any  gov- 
ernment deshres  to  be  placed.  I  wish  to 
refer  later  on  to  tbe  position  the  hon.  Sec- 
retary of  State  has  taken  In  counection  with 
the  Alaskan  boundary  line  and  the  attitude 
assumed  by  tbe  premier  upon  that  question, 
which  is  somewhat  Important,  because  X 
think  my  hon.  friend  is  somewhat  mistaken 
on  one  or  two  points.  I  wish  to  call  bis 
attention  to  tbe  fact  tbat  if  Dyea  was  In  the 
possession  of  tbe  United  States  for  a  num- 
ber of  years  for  the  reasons  which  he  has 
given,  Skagway  was  equally  In  tlie  same  po- 
sition because  Skagway  is  just  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  little  penlnsuUi  that  runs 
out  into  the  Lynn  canal.  I  move  tbe  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

It  being  G  o'clock  the  Speaker  fefl;  the 
Chair. 

After  EecesB. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  should  like  to  move  the 
appointment  of  tbe  Striking  Committee. 
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Tlie  SPEAKBR— I  woald  call  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  fact  that  snob  a 
motion  wonld  be  Irregular  before  tiie  adop- 
tion of  the  address. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know  in  former  years 
It  has  been  done  with  th«  consent  of  the 
HoQse.   However,  I  will  let  ,lt  stand  nntll 

to-morrow. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZID  BOWELIr-I  think 
the  Speaker  is  quite  correct  In  the  portion 
he  has  taken,  but  the  House  will  remember 
that  I  moved,  seconded  by  the  bon.  gentle- 
man from  Marshfield,  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned.  After  some  little  discussion,  the 
Speaker  suggested  that  be  would  call  it  six 
o'clock,  no  one  objected  to  that  and  be  did 
coll  it  six  o'clock,  and  that  left  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Senate  in  the  position  of  having 
a  motion  before  it  for  the  adjournment  of 
.the  debate,  which  Is  the  first  motion  to  be 
taken  up  now.  I  desire  respectfully  that 
course  be  followed,  and  tliat  my  motion, 
made  before  sir  o'clock  and  not  put 
from  the  Chair,  be  now  put.  I  do  not  desire 
to  go  on  now  with  the  discussion,  for  the 
reason  which  I  explained  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man a  moment  ago.  I  desire  to  refer  briefly 
fo  the  position  taken  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  with  reference  to  the  course  pursued 
by  the  government  in  the  matter  of  the  ap- 
pointmeuts  to  the  Alaska  boundary  commis- 
sion, not  to  controvert  what  he  said  in  re- 
ference to  the  protest  which  was  made  by 
the  government  against  the  selection  of  the 
XTnlted  States  commissioners,  but  to  show 
that  they  acquiesced  In  other  respects  In  the 
appointment  .of  the  commissioners  when  they 
might  have  objected.  I  would  ask  the 
Speaker,  with  the  consent  of  my  hon,  friend, 
to  put  the  motion  to  adjourn  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  my^hon.  friend  does 
not  desire  to  go  on  this  evening.  I  am  sure 
the  House  will  be  quite  willing  to  consent  to 
an  adjournment.  • 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  STRIKING  COMMITTEE. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  : 

That,  pursuant  to  Rule  79,  the  following 
senators  be  appointed  a  Committee  of  Selection 
to  nominate  the  senators  to  serve  on  the 
several  standing  committees  during  the  present 
session,   namely     The  Honourable  Sir  Mae- 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


keoxle  Bowell,  Honourable  Messieurs  Temple- 
man,  Ferguson,  Dandurand,  Miller,  Watson, 
Lougheed,  Oibsoo,  and  the  mover,  and  to  report 
with  all  convenient  speed  'the  names  of  the 
senators  so  nominated. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  .the  question  Is 
put,  I  would  ask  the  boa.  leader  of  tills 
House  If  he  would  kindly  change  one  of  the 
names  In  the  motion.  I  would  suggest  that 
the  name  of  Sir  Alpbonse  Pelletier  be  sub- 
stituted for  that  of  Senator  Gibson. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— What  right  has  the 
bon.  gentleman  to  ask  me  to  withdraw  from 

the  committee  ?  I  am  not  afraid  to  do  my 
share  of  the  work.  I  have  just  arrived,  and 
it  is  the  flrst  time  my  name  has  been  men- 
tioned in  connection  with  the'  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  IjANDBY— I  was  Just  asking  as 
a  matter  of  courtesy,  because  there  are  three 
members  from  the  province  of  Ontario  on 
the  committee,  and  I  would  ask  for  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  a  fair  ahare.  I  have  made 
my  request  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  In  order 
that  Quebec  may  be  placed  on  a  fair  foot: 
Ing. 

Hon.  Mr.  DBVBB— How  many  have  you 

now  'I 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  have  only  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  DETER— One  Frenchman  Is  as 

good  as  three  Englishmen. 

Hon.  Mr.  &COTT— On  a  former  occasion, 
wben  a  controversy  arose  with  respect  to 
this  committee,  I  stepped  aside  and  asked 
my  hon.  friend  to  take  my  position,  and  he 
did  so.  I  am  quite  ready  on  the  present  oc* 
casion  to  do  the  same.  I  have  no  doubt  Sir 
Alpbonse  Pelletler  will  act  instead  of  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-I  would  not  like 
the  leader  of  the  House  to  be  set  aside  for 
smybody.  I  think  one  representative  from 
Ontario  should  step  aside  and  let  Quebec 
have  one  more  on  the  Committee,  but  the 
government  should  have  at  least  one  mem- 
ber on  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Senator  Templeman  la 
on  that  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Is  there  any  caat-iroa 
rule  as  to  the  number  of  members  on  the 
committtee?    Why  not  add  Sir  Alphonse 

Pelletler's  name?  I  have  no  desire  that  Que- 
bec should  be  deprived  of  any  representation 
she  Is  entitled  to. 
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Boo.  Mr.  SCOTT— Unless  the  rule  Inter- 
feres I  have  no  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  rale  says  tbat 
the  committee  shall  consist  of  nine  mem- 
bers. 

The  motion  was  amended  by  substituting 
Sir  Alpbonse  Pdletler  for  the  Secretary  of 
State. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— I  thank  the  bon.  Sec- 
retary of  Stat& 

The  motion  was  ngreetd  to. 

A  PROPOSED  ADJOURNMENT. 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  gave  notice  of  a  motion 
to  adjourn  until  April  fifth. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-1 
know  It  Is  Irregular  to  discuss  a  notice  ot 
motion  but  1  should  like  to  know  If  the  gOT- 
ttnment  acquiesce  In  this  motion?  I  have 
expressed  my  own  views  on  tbe  subject  be- 
fore. It  is  the  government  that  should  take 
tbe  responsibility  of  motions  of  this  kind. 
When  I  occupied  the  position  now  held  by 
my  taon.  friend  I  always  assumed  that  »s- 
poDsibUlty,  and  wlien  motions  were  made 
by  supporters  of  the  govemment  at  tbe  time 
I  objected  very  strongly  and  told  them  that 
I  would  consult  my  colleagues,  to  ascerfKIn 
if  adjournments  of  that  character  could  be 
acquiesced  in  without  detriment  to  the  pub- 
lic serrlce.  and  I  would  so  Inform  them. 
However,  tbe  government  can  pursue  their 
own  course  in  the  mattor.  I  desire  to  give 
expression  to  my  own  q;)li^on.  1  think  it 
is  tbe  duty  of  the  government  to  assume  the 
responsibility  and  to  propose  these  adjourn- 
ments  when  tbey  deem  them  in  the  Interest 
ot  tbe  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  policy  of  the  Sen- 
ate In  early  years,  before  the  advent  of  my 
bon.  friend,  was,  In  this  chamber,  an  ad- 
Jonromrait  was  usually  proposed  by  a  prl- 
nte  member,  bat  the  goTemmoit  expressed 
its  flpioion  on  the  subject  Ot  course  If  they 
Assented  tbe  proposition  dropped.  Wben 
Oie  motkm  comes  np  I  sball  be  pr^rSd  to 
express  an  opinion.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
iay  how  I  shall  treat  tbe  motion  when  it 
*  comes  up.  I  expect  to  be  in  a  better  posi- 
tloo  to  express  ap  opinion  later  on. 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUEI  gave  notice  in  that 
spirit  at  the  request  of  the  bon.  gentlemen 
from  Delorimler. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-ThO 
Minister  for  Adjournments. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE~And  also  because  I 
appreciate  It  as  a  notice  of  motion.  Tbe  gov- 
ernment may  not  be  prepared  to  take  the  po- 
sition now  of  declaring  whether  It  will  suit 
tbeir  purpose  or  not,  and  therefore  It  can 
be  done  more  freely  as  a  notice  of  motion. 
If  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  were  to  give 
the  notice  himself  be  might  consider  himself 
committed  to  it  I  have  expressed  to  the 
taon.  Secretary  of  State  my  intention  to  give 
this  notice  of  motion  and  I  shall  be  guided 
by  the  desire  of  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  Senate  sbould 
act  very  carefully  and  prudently  in  tbe  mat- 
ter of  adjournments.  Last  year  we  abused 
the  power  vested  in  us  In  this  I'espect  and 
made  frequent  and  long  adjournments.  If 
you  want  to  produce  a  feellug  In  the  country 
that  the  Senate  Is  not  required  and  should 
be  abolished— and  that  feeling  has  some  ex- 
istence aliieady— continue  making  long  ad- 
journments and  it  will  persuade  the  peop^ 
that  the  Selnafe  is  rendering  no  service  for 
what  It  costs  the  conntry. 

The  SPEAKER— I  would  call  tbe  hon. 
gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  is 
out  of  order.  This  is  only  a  notice  of  motion. 

THE  TERMINUS  OF  THE  GRAND 
TRUNK  PACIFIC  AT  ST.  JOHN. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  wish  to  make  a 
personal  explanation  with  regard  to  a  state- 
ment which  I  made  yesterday  In  the  House, 
and  which  was  referred  to  by  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  in  his  remarks  this  afternoon, 
and  which  has  called  forth  a  statement  from 
my  bon.  friend  from  St.  John  (Hon.  Mr. 
Ellis)  which  challenged  the  accuracy  of  the 
assertion  which  I  made  yesterday.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember  that  1  mentioned 
two  statemente  which  had  been  made  in  St 
John,  one  by  Hon.  Mr.  Bmmerson,  tbat  the 
Grand  Ttunk  Padflc  was  to  approach  the 
harbour  of  St.  John  from  tbe  eastern  side, 
coming  via  Cblpman,  following  tbe  Inter- 
colonial Railway  Into  St  John  at  the  eastern 
side  of  the  harbour,  and  another  statement 
from  Mr.  Hays  who  bad  almost  slmnltane- 
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«U8ly  wrUten  a  letter  to  the  mayor  of  St 
John  tliat  be  wanted  a  proportion  of  the 

liarbour  frontage  assigned  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  Indicating  that  they  wero 
also  going  to  St.  John.  The  main  point 
which  my  hon.  friend  refeiTed  to  was  that 
X  had  said  that  the  city  of  St.  John  had  no 
frontage  on  the  east  side  of  the  harbour  at 
its  disposal  and  therefore  Mr.  Hays  letter 
must  have  meant  that  it  was  the  intention 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  come  in  on 
the  west  side  of  the  barbour  which  alto- 
gether contradicted  Hon.  Mr.  Emmerson's 
statement  that  they  were  to  come  in  from 
Gbipman  and  Norton  and  then  run  on  the 
Intercolonial  and  come  in  on  the  east  side  of 
tile  harbour.  I  have  Ur.  Hays  letter  before 
me,  which  I  will  read.  It  Is  addressed  to 
Mayor  White,  dated  Montreal,  February 
8th,  1904,  and  reads  as  follows 

My  Dear  Sir,— Having  regard  to  the  plana 
of  this  company  in  connectioD  witti  our  Oraud 
TrunlE  Paqiflc  project,  may  I  ask  tbat  in  the 
contemplated  arrangement  between  the  city  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  company  for* 
utilizing  property  owned  by  the  City  of  St. 
John,  that  proviaioQ  shall  be  made  in  such 
arrangement  reserving  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Railway  company  the  right  of  usage  on 
the  same  terms  ?  You  will  agree  with  me  that 
mcb  reservation  would  only  be  fair  and  to  the 
mutual  advantage  of  both  the  city  and  the  Rail- 
way company,  that  may .  hereafter  desire  the 
use  of  your  terminals.  It  has  doubtless  al- 
ready occurred  to  yourself  and  the  council  to 
safeguard  in  this  matter  any  agreement  en- 
tered into  in  behalf  of  the  city,  but  in  the 
protection  of  the  Interests  I  represent,  I 
thought  it  only  proper  that  I  should  address 
you  on  the  subject,  and  I  shall  be  pleased  to 
learn  of  your  concurrence  in  the  propriety  of 
making  the  reservation  referred  to. 

My  statement  was,  as  I  have  Just  indi- 
cated, that  this  letter  of  Mr.  Hays  must 
have  referred  to  obtaining  frontage  rights 
on  the  west  side  of  the  harbour  because 
the  city  had  no  frontage  at  its  disposal  on 
the  east  side.  My  hon.  friend  says  that 
statement  is  not  correct,  tbat  they  have 
frontage  at  their  disposal  on  the  east  side 
of  the  harbour  as  well  as  on  the  west  side. 
I  find  that  statement  Is  one  that  is  open  to 
some  controversy.  It  will  depend  on  what 
you  will  regard  as  city  frontage  on  the  east 
side.  What  is  really  the  proper  frontage  on 
the  east  side,  I  am  told  on  very  good 
authority— I  think  my  hon.  friend  really 
knows  all  abont  it— is  held  by  large  steam- 
ship companies  under  what  are  regarded  as 
perpetual  leases,  and  not  always  available. 
However  tLe  accuracy  of  my  statement 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


does  not  depend  upon  wliether  the  <dl7  of  St. 
John  has  frontage  at  its  disposal  on  the 

east  side,  because  it  is  plain  from  Mr. 
Hays  letter  that  he  was  seeking  to  secure 
frontage  privilege  on  the  west  side  of  the 
harl>our.  He  says  so  practically  in  the 
letter,  because  he  says  In  the  arrangements 
that  are  going  on  with  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  which  evwybody  knows  has  its 
terminals  on  the  west  i^de,  and  who  wen 
asking  at  that  time  for  Increased  facilities 
on  that  side,  tbat  reservation  should  be 
made  for  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  There- 
fore it  is  perfectly  plain  that  Mr.  Hays  re- 
quested by  this  letter  a  reservation  of  space 
on  the  western  side  of  the  harbour  just  at 
the  same  time  tbat  Mr.  Emmerson  in  his 
speecb  In  the  opera  bonse  said  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company  intended  to  come  in 
altogether  in  another  way  and  get  access  to 
the  harbour  on  the  eastern  side. 

Hon,  Mr.  ELLIS— I  did  not  enter,  nor  do 
1  now  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  what  Mr. 
Emmerson  said  or  did  not  say,  but  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  gentleman  as  it  came  to  me 
was  that  the  city  owned  no  wharf  property 
on  the  «i8t  side  of  the  harbour,  and  I  felt 
it  my  duty  to  obtain  Information,  and  to 
state  to  the  House  that  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  was  not  correct. 
A  portion  of  the  property  may  be  under 
lease  for  a  short  time,  but  tt  is  not  all 
under  lease.  A  great  deal  of  the  McLeod 
property,  as  my  hon.  friend  wbo  goes  to  St. 
John  occasionally  must  know,  is  not 
leased  at  all,  and  I  think  some  of  the 
leases  are  from  year  to  year ;  but  I  mlg:tit 
aay,  so  that  the  bon.  gentleman  may  under- 
stand the  matter  just  for  a  moment,  that 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Hallway  has  consider- 
able property  there  now  or  considsrtiblo 
rights. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-On  the  west  side. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— Yes.  The  Canadian  Pa- 
cffic  Railway  was  demanding  an  extension 
of  Its  rights  and  It  was  perhaps  a  natural 
tiling  for  Mr.  Hays  to  make  the  request  for 
bis  road  also.  I  do  not  know  what  motive 
moved  Mr.  Hays.  I  do  not  intend  to  speak  of 
his  motives,  but  in  view  of  all  the  discussion 
which  was  going  on  In  St  John  it  would  be 
the  most  natural  thing  for  any  man  largely 
Interested  In  railways  to  address  such  a  letter 
as  Mr.  Hays  addressed  to  the  council.  Now 
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with  regard  to  the  east  side  and  west  side 
at  the  harbonr  there  is  a  bridge  across,  and 
uo  man  can  make  the  statement  absolutely, 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  it,  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Padflc  will  not  desire  land 
on  the  west  side  of  the  harbour  as  well  as 
«n  the  east  side.  He  would  be  an  imprudent 
man  who  would  rise  and'make  such  a  state- 
meat  as  that.  It  is  undoubtedly  more  con- 
venient to  get  space  on  the  east  side,  but 
there  is  a  bridge  across  the  harbour  and  it 
Is  no  more  ironble  to  get  over  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  are  only  try- 
ing to  get  at  the  facts. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEEGUSON— My  statement 
was  that  I  thought  from  Mr.  Hay's  letter  it 
was  inferential  that  we  could  arrlvo  at  the 
conclusion  tbftt  Mr.  Hays  was  seeking  to 
get  harbour  frontage  on  the  west  side  ;  but 
I  find  his  own  letter  shows  It  was  ou  the 
west  side  be  tried  to  get  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— Tes.  Thre  is  a  tre- 
mendous amount  of  space  on  the  west  side 
of  the  harliour.  If  the  country  deve^pps 
as  we  expect  it  to  do  tlie  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way will  do  well  to  get  on  both  sides. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  was  speaking- 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Order,  order. 

Hon  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  b6n.  gentle- 
man calls  order  when  I  am  trying  to  say 
a  word,  but  he  did  not  call  order  when  the 
boo.  gentleman  from  St  Jehu  rose  to  speak 
in  intermption  Just  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— He  spoke  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfleld. 

Hon,  Mr.  FERGUSON- The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  St  John  Interrupted  me  when  I. 
was  on  my  feet  and  the  moment  I  com- 
menced to  reply  to  his  interruption,  I  was 
called  to  order  by  the  hou.  gentleman  from 
St  Catharines.  There  Is  nothli^  to  be  gain- 
ed by  this  line  of  conduct;  we  do  not  usually 
treat  each  other  In  that  way  in  this  clumber. 
I  tlmply  wish  to  point  out  to  the  House  that 
my  statement  that  Mr.  Hays'  letter  flew 
directly  in  the  face  of  Mr.  Emmerson's 
speech  is  proved,  not  by  inference,  but  it 
Is  proTed  by  Mr.  Hays'  own  letbex. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— I  think  it  is  hardly 
right  to  liave  such  a  discussion  as  this  by 
4i 


men  who  do  not  understand  the  situation. 
With  reference  to  Mr.  Hays'  letter,  I  do  not 
suppose  the  House  knows  very  accurately 
the  harbour  of  St  John,  and  It  is  very  rea- 
sonable to  suppose  tliat  as  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  were  trying  to  acquire  eight 
acrra  more  land  on  the  western  side,  Ur. 
Hays  would  say  *  We  do  not  know  where 
we  are  going  to  land  and  I  do  not  know, 
where  we  wilt  have  to  go.  It  is  possible 
we  may  have  to  go  to  the  west  side,  but  to 
go  to  the  west  side  because  we  have  not 
room  on  the  east  side  is  all  humbug.  We 
have  room  for  perhaps  fifty  ships  on  the 
east  side  in  case  the  governmest  will  nation- 
alize the  harbour  and  make  repairs  and  al- 
terations. I  will  go  further  and  point  out 
that  it  is  not  fair  to  take  the  statements 
of  opposition  papers.  The  hon.  gentleman 
quoted  the  St  John  *  Sun.*  We  know  that 
,tliat  paper  cannot  see  anything  right  on  tho 
government  side. 

Hon.  Mr.  FURGUSON-I  am  quoting  Mr. 
Hays'  letter. 

Hou.  Mr.  DEVER— The  hon.  gentleman 
quoted  the  St.  John  'Sun'  and  I  may  say  with 
reference  to  Mr.  Emmersou  that  if  you  take 
aU  his  statements  you  will  be  wholly  astray, 
because  at  Moncton  he  said  the  road  was 
going  to  terminate  there,  and  at  St  Johu  he 
made  another  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEVER— As  to  the  Section  the 
people  of  St  John  are  determined  to  hare 
their  rights.  They  acted  according  to  their 
judgment,  and  they  intend  to  do  so,  and  I 
am  satisfied,  as  long  as  we  have  such  a  man 
as  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  at  the  head  of  affairs, 
we  win  get  our  rights. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottmoa,  Weineadajf,  Mar^  IB,  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

NEW  SENATOR. 

Hon.  Dr.  John  Henry  Wilson,  of  St 
Thomas,  was  introduced  and  took  his  seat 
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THE  ADDRESS. 
DEBATE  RESUMED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called : 

ResumlDK  the  further  adjourned  debate  on 
the  coQBtderation  ot  His  Excellencr  the  Gov- 
ernor General's  speech  on  the  opening  of  the 
fourth  session  of  the  ninth  parliament. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  said  : 
At  the  time  I  moved  the  adjoarnmeot  of  the 
debate  last  night  I  was  referring  to  some 
omiaalons  which  I  thought  I  found  In  the 
address  from  the  Throne,  and  I  was  led  to 
refer  to  them  from  the  fact  that  the  premier. 
In  the  speech  which  be  made  In  answer  to 
the  remarks  of*the  hon.  Header  of  the  opposi- 
tion In  the  HoQse  of  Commona,  intimated 
that  it  was  the  Intention  of  the  government 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  provincial 
autonmny,  or  In  other  words,  to  grant  the 
Northwest  Territories  a  government  some- 
what simitar,  as  I  understand  1^  to  that  en- 
joyed by  the  other  provinces.  There  was 
another  very  Important  reference  made  by 
the  hon.  premier,  and  tliat  was  to  the  ne- 
gotiations which  had  taken  place  and  the 
probabilities  of  the  introduction  of  some 
measure  tending  towards  the  bringing  of 
Newfoundland  Into  the  Dominion.  It  struck 
me,  as  I  tiilnk  it  did  most  members  who 
iiave  given  their  attention  to  this  question, 
that  two  such  important  measures  as  these 
would  have  been  referred  to  in  the  speech 
from  the  Throne.  However,  it  appears  that 
in  the  drafting  of  the  address  they  referred 
to  as  few  topics  as  possible,  mentioning  only 
two,  leaving  the  country  in  ignorance,  and 
the  House,  who  should  be  taken  into  tiielr 
confidence  in  mattora  of  this  kind,  al«o  in 
Ignorance  of  what  they  proposed  to  do. 
Since  the  statement  made  by  the  premier 
I  notice  in  to-day's  paper  two  very  im- 
portant and  somewhat  significant  para- 
graphs. In  the  items  of  news  in  the  papers 
of  yesterday  and  to-day  we  find  the  follow- 
ing statement: 

The  London  '  Standard's '  Paris  correspon- 
dest  writes  that  he  la  assured  from  autborlta- 
ttve  sources  that  a  solution  of  the  Newfound- 
land question  has  been  accepted  Id  principle 
by  both  parties. 

Another  paragraph  ^ves  the  foUowlng  In- 
foimatton : 

Negotiations  are  proceeding  actively  be- 
tween Xxtndon  and  Paris  for  a  settlement  of 
outstanding  differences  between  France  and 
Great  Britain,  locbldlng  the  Newfoundland 
French  shore  Isherles. 


Now.  wbetber  the  fact  of  these  negotia- 
tions having  been  proceeding  between  the 

British  government  and  the  French  govern- 
ment led  to  the  statement  which  was  made 
by  the  premier  I  know  not,  but  I  presume 
the  statement  made  by  the  premier  was 
based  upon  facts  alluded  to  in  these  para- 
graphs.  I  need  scarcely  say  to  the  Senate- 
that,  providing  terms  can  be  arrived  at,  at  all 
equitably,  every  one  will  rejoice  to  see 
the  Dominion  rounded  off  by  the  addition  to 
the  confederation  of  Newfoundland.    I  re- 
member very  well  when  this  question  wa» 
discussed  when  I  was  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House,  The  Secretary  of  State  at  that 
time  leading  the  opposition,  somewhat  dis- 
sented from  the  views  which  I  then  ex- 
pressed.  He  was  not  an  ardent  admirer  of 
the  views  which  I  then  advanced,  which  are 
similar  to  those  to  which  I  have  since  given 
utterance.   He  then  had  grave  doubts  as  to 
^e  advisability  of  bringing  Newfoundland 
Into  the  confederation.   His  opinion  then 
might  have  been  based— I  do  not  know, 
because  be  did  not  give  expression  to  the 
views— upon  a  fear  tbat  the  difficulties  which 
wercb  constantly  presenting  themselves  ar- 
ising out  of  the  French   shore  question 
might  lead  us  into  trouble  and  give  us  a 
good  deal  of  vexation.   These  views  were 
entertained    by    my    late    colleague  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron,  for  when  he  was  one 
of  a  committee  l^t  waited  upQU  a  depu- 
tation from  Newfoundland  some  years  ago 
in  Halifax,  he  gave  expression  to  the  same 
views  I  have  mentioned  now,  and  these  may 
have  been  the  reason  why  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  took  the  view  he  did  on  that 
occasion.   Every  one  will  rejoice  if  terms 
can  be  arranged  between  the  British  and  the 
French  governments  to  remove  that  con- 
stant source  of  irritation  that  has  so  long 
existed.   I  should  like  to  see  it  go  further. 
I  should  like  to  see  not  only  Newfoundland 
brought  into  the  confederacy,  but  also  some 
arrangement  by  which  either  by  exchange 
or  purchase,  the  islands  of  St  Pierre  and 
Miquelon  should  be  incorporated  in  the  Do- 
minion. These   islands   are  a  constant 
menace  to  the  trade  of  this  country,  and 
also  to  the  United  States.   It  is  the  very 
nest  and  home  of  the  smuggling  trade 
between  the  older  countrlea  of  Europe  and 
the  colonies  and  the  United  States.  Those 
who  bare  been  btiiind  the  customs  door. 
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If  I  may  so  term  it,  who  have  had  exper- 
icDce  not  only  In  this  country,  but  in  the 
United  States,  know  the  difflcultles  vhlch 
are  constantly  presenting  tbemselTes,  and 
it  these  Islands  could  be  acquired  from 
France  a  targe  amount  of  the  cost  would 
roon  be  repaid.  I  refer  to  this  matter 
because  of  Its  great  Importance,  and  I 
reiterate  it  ought  to  have  been  a  subject 
of  sufficient  importance  to  be  mentioned  in 
the  speech  from  the  Throne. 

I  understand  that  at  the  beginning  of 
this  debate  my  hon.  friend  from  Marshfleld, 
speaking  of  the  extension  of  time  to  be 
granted  for  the  construction  of  the  western 
portion  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway, 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company  were  to  be  given 
eight  years  to  do  that  which  had  been  ac- 
complished by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  in  five  years.   To  that  state- 
ment the   hon.    Secretary   of   State  took 
exception.    If   I   understand   the  position 
taken  by  the  hon.  Senator  from  Marshfleld, 
it  was  that  from  the  time  of  the  signing  of 
the  contract  between  the  then  government 
and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
to  the  ^mpletlon  of  the  road  was  five 
years,  and  not  that  all  the  work  bad  t>een 
done  within  that  time.   On  referring  to  the 
records  upon  that  point  I'  find  that  there 
had  been  expended  up  to  the  time  of  the 
signing  of  the  contract  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company,  a  sum  of  $13,- 
580,#00  on  various  works  which  bad  been 
in  coarse  of  construction  for  some  years 
before   that     A  large  proportion,  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  dollars,  bad  been 
squandered  on  what  was  called  *  water 
stretches. '  The  opening  up  of  a  route  by 
means  of  railways  and  water,  rivers  and 
lakes,— In    other    words    the  amphibious 
scheme  which  was  attempted  to  be  carried 
oat  by  the  Mackensle  government,  of  which 
my  hon.  friend  opposite  was  a  sbinlng  light. 
The  actual  expenditure  upon  the  main  line 
•f  the  Pacific  Railway  up  -to   the  period 
ot  the  signing  of  that  contract  was  just 
I3,S25;296.     And     the    only    portion  of 
the  work  that  was  going  on  under  the 
Jdackeazie  administration  wh«i  Sir  John 
Macdonald's  government  came  Into  power 
In  1878,        that  portion  of  the  road  from 
I*ort  Arthur  leading  on  to  English  Bay. 

reports  of  the  engineers,   which  I 
luiTe  under  my  hand,  show  this  to  be  the 


fact  I  myself  travelled  over  that  portion 
of  the  road  in  1879  In  a  box  car  and  on  a 
hand  car  as  far  as  English  Bay,  and  that  was 
the  full  extent  of  work  that  had  been  done, 
when  the  question  was  considered  by  the 
government  in  1878,  under  the  regime  of 
Sir  John  Hacdonald,  they  found  the  road  In 
the  state  to  which  I  have  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House.  At  that  time  the  dis- 
tance from  Fort  William  to  English  River, 
was  118  miles,  and  the  rails  had  been  laid 
a  portion  of  the  way,  but  only  about  sixty 
miles  of  that  section  had  been  at  all  graded. 
The  balance  was  not  even  graded,  but  the 
rails  were  laid  as  far  as  Cross  Lake.  I 
need  not  enter  further  into  this  question 
than  to  show  that  the  statement  made  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Marshfleld  was  literally 
true.  Now,  if  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  could  enter  into  a  contract 
at  the  time  they  did,  though  they  were  given 
ten  years  in  which  to  complete  the  road, 
and  could  build  it  within  five  years  from 
the  time  of  the  signing  of  the  contract 
surely  there  is  no  necessity  under  thd 
present  scheme  of  giving  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  eight  years  to 
build  a  road,  not  from  Moncton  to  the 
Pacific,  but  from  Winnipeg  via  the  Peace 
River  Pass,  or  some  other  Northern  pass, 
to  the  Pacific  coast  That  portioh  of  the 
road  is  the  easiest  of  construction.  Many 
people  suppose  that  the  extension  of  time 
applies  to  the  whole  road  ;  that  is  not  cor- 
rect It  is  given  for  the  construction  of 
the  road  on  the  prairie  section  and  through 
the  mountain  section,  and  If  we  are  to  take 
the  report  of  the  engineers  there  is  no 
difficulty  In  going  through  the  Peace  River 
Pass  and  those  other  passes  north  of  the 
Kicking  Horse  Pass,  through  which  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  runs.  Conse- 
quently, we  may  infer  that  there  being  no 
such  engineering  difficulties  as  were  found 
on  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  route, 
there  Is  no  reason  why  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company  should  not  complete  the 
work  in  the  same  length  of  time.  Of  conrse, 
It  is  for  the  government  to  explain  and 
defend  it  when  the  question  comes  before 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—My  hon.  friend  entire- 
ly ignores  all  the  surreys  going  on  between 
mil  and  1881. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Tha 
hon,  gentleman  must  have  been  reading  bis 
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newspaper  and  failed  to  catch  what  I  said. 
I  commenced  my  remarks  by  sayin?  that 
the(  expenditure  up  to  the  time  of  signing 
the  contract  was  thirteen  milliona,  and  that 
it  consisted  of  surveys  and  other  works,  be- 
fore the  government  of  1878  took  office,  and 
In  tbti  ezpendltnres  on  the  Pembina  branch 
which  had  been  built  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's government 

The  hon.  gentleman  said  In  my  hearing, 
replying  to  a  statement  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from^  Marshfleld,  that  the  government 
had  reduced  the  debt  of  the  country  seven 
million  dollars.  Might  I  ask  the  hon.  gentle- 
man where  he  obtained  those  figures  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  lie  'Canada  aazette, 
I  gave  my  authority. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Ttae 
onl7  docnments  we  have  laid  upon  the 
Table  to  which  we  can  refer.  Is  the  report 
of  the  Finance  Minister. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  the  last  'Canada 
Gazette.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIi— The 
*  Canada  Gazette '  is  an  unrevised  issue. 
It  does  not  attempt  to  give  the  debt  as 
wholly  correct.  However,  turning  to  the 
last  official  document  that  we  have  before 
us,  we  find  that  the  government  have  in- 
creased the  debt  of  this  country  since  they 
came  Into  power  by  918.331,647.  Supposing 
the  statement  in  the  'Gazette*  to  which 
he  refers  to  be  correct,  Is  that  seven  mil- 
lion  dollars  a  reduction  of  the  debt  as  it 
stood  in  1896  when  they  came  Into  power, 
or  Is  it  a  reduction  of  the  increased  debt  to 
which  I  have  referred  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  the  Public 
Accounts  before  me  now,  but  I  understand 
it  was  a  reduction  of  the  debV  as  it  stood 
when  we  came  Into  office.  Last  year  there 
was  a  considerable  surplus,  and  I  think  ten 
millions  was  applied  to  the  debt  If  my  re- 
collection serves  me  correctly,  the  Increased 
debt  at  the  end  of  the  last  financial  year 
was  three  million  dollars.  There  was  a 
reduction  th.en  by  the  application  of  the 
surplus  last  year,  of  ten  million  dollars, 
bringing  the  debt  down  to  $251,000,000.  That 
would  be  seven  million  dollars  less  than  the 
debt  at  the  time  we  came  into  office. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend  is 
professing  to  give  us  a  statement  which  has 
not  been  brought  here  In  a  proper  way. 
Hod.  sir  MACKEXZIB  BOWOLU 


Hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEHGTJSON— I  am  in  order.  I 
have  risen  to  a  point  of  order.  I  say  the 
Secretary  of  State  Is  doing  wrong  when  he 
IB  quoting  from  the  public  accounts  to  June 

last 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  asked  a  question, 
and  I  have  given  the  explanation.  The  hon. 
gentleman  can  take  It  or  not  just  as  he 
pleases.   It  just  goes  for  what  It  is  worth. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAN DUR AND— Should  not  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfleld  be  very 
happy  to  know  that  there  is  a  reduction  of 
seven  millions  in  the  debt?' 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  should  not 
be  introduced  In  the  discussion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI<— The 
question  asked  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  Just  resumed  his  seat  the  hon.  minister 
of  adjournments,  has  nothing  whatever  to  do 
with  the  subject,  and  I  protest  against  tills 
attempt  to  draw  a  red  herring  across  the 
trail.  If  any  one  can  possibly  understand 
the  explanation  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  he  has  a  much  brighter  Intellect  than 
I  have.  He  has  told  us  something  about  a 
reduction  last  year  and  he  has  told  us  about 
a  reduction  this  year.  Now,  the  Public  Ac- 
counts published  under  the  authority  of  the 
government  show  us  what  the  net  public 
debt  of  the  country  was  every  year  since 
1896,  &nd  that  Is  the  basis  upon  which  my 
remarks  are  being  made.  What  I  do  r^uire 
to  know  from  the  Secretary  of  State  is,  whe- 
ther the  seven  millions  to  which  he  refers 
was  a  reduction  of  the  debt  as  the  present 
government  found  it  when  they  came  into 
power,  or  whether  it  was  a  reduction  of  the 
debt  to  the  extent  of  seven  millions  of  dol- 
lars at  the  end  of  last  year  ?  That  Is  the 
question  I  asked.  The  answer  made  was 
something  about  three  millions  last  year 
and  three  millions  for  tiie  year  before.  What 
do  the  figures  show  ?  They  show  that  la 
1896  the  debt  of  the  country  was  $258,497,- 
432,  and,  to  be  very  accurate,  77  cents.  It 
shows  on  the  13th  June,  1902— which  Is  the 
last  we  have  before  us— that  It  was  $271,- 
829,098.62.  Supposing  the  hon.  gentleman's 
statement  should  be  correct—and  of  course 
not  having  the  figures  before  me  I  amt  not 
going  to  dispute  It- then  the  increase  in  the 
debt  was  over  $13,000,000.  Take  the  seven 
millions  from  that  and  It  still  leaves  an  in- 
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crease  of  debt  by  the  present  govemmedt  as 
It  existed  in  1896  of  about  six  and  a  half 

millions.    There  are  the  figures.    Any  one 
can  look  at  them  for  himself,  and  no  amount 
of  equivocation  or  muddling  up  the  flgnres 
between   the   '  Canada  Gazette '  and  last 
years  deficit  and  this  years  deficit  or  sur- 
plus can  «banffe  the  fact  or  mislead  the  peo- 
ple.  We  know  tbere  have  been  large  snr* 
pluses  during  the  past  few  years,  and  what  | 
we  hare  contended  In  this  House  Is  that  | 
that  surplns,  instead  of  being  spent  as  it 
has  t>een   over  and  above   the  ordinary  i 
estimates,  thus  increasing  the    expenditure  I 
tliree,  four  or  five  millions  per  annum  over  | 
the  estimates,  and  which  bad  to  be  revoted  [ 
at  the  then  coming  parliament,  that  It  should  j 
have  been  used  in  the  reduction  of  the  debt ' 
Instead    of   spending   it   in   the   manner ! 
in    which    It    was    spent.    We    will    be ' 
better  able   to  deal   with  that  question  I 
when  we  see  the  Finance  Minister's'  report. : 
There  was  another  point  to  which  my  hon.  j 
friend  caned  the  attention  of  the  House  In 
wMeb  he  eul<^;lsBd  the  management  of 
the  post  office  and  the  management  of  the 
Department  of  tbe  Interior,  and  as  .an  evi- 
dence of  the  benefit  of  the  policy  of  the  gov- 
ernment be  Instanced  the  immigration  into 
the  Northwest     What   has   the  present 
Minister    of    the    Interior    done    as  far 
as  policy  'was  concerned,  more  than  was 
done  by  the  date  govenunent  ?   I  will  tell' 
yon  tbe  dlffwence.    The  great  Influx  of 
population  from  the  United  States,  the 
resDit  of  tbe  magnificent  harvests  that  were 
grown,  and  of  drawing  the  attention  of  the 
people  of  the  tlntted  States  by  agents  from 
ttis  country  to  the  Northwest  Territories, 
was  not  Inaugurated  by  Mr.  Slfton.  That 
principle   was   not  only   adopted  under 
tbe   administration    of  Sir   John  Mac- 
donal,  but  also  Sir  Charles  Topper's  gov- 
ernment and  the  government  of  which 
I  was  head.    We  had  agents  all  through 
the  western  section  of  the  United  States, 
and  we  were  condemned  from  IXan  to 
Beersheba  by  those  very  gentlemen  and 
by   that   very   party    for  inaugurating 
a  system  of  that  kind.   Now,  if  advert 
ttsfaig  of  tbe  good  harvests  will  result  In 
Inducing  British  subjects   who  left  the 
Northwest  Teritories  and  had  gone  Into 
tbe  United  States  to  return,  bringing  others 
of  Eun^^ean  ^traction .  into  our  country,  I 
rejoice  at  It  as  much  as  tbe  government  or 


any  one  possibly  can ;  but  It  Is  some- 
what amusing  to  bear  gentlemen  take 
credit  to  themselves  for  the  result  which 
followed  the  policy  inaugurated  by  the  late 
government.  Then  we  are  told  that  the 
post  office  has  been  a  magnificent  success. 
It  is  true  the  postage  was  reduced.  In  a 
country  like  ours  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  that  was  at  all  necessary.  It  was  a 
bold  strolce,  I  admit,  and  the  fact  that  tbe 
country  has  grown,  tbe  devdopment  of  tbe 
Northwest  the  dlscoveiy  of  gold  In  tbe 
Yukon  Territory  and  the  population  which 
has  flown  into  that  country,  have  all 
given  an  impetus  to  correspondence  that 
would  not  otherwise  have  taken  place. 
But  what  do  we  learn  when  we  in- 
vestigate the  accounts  as  they  are  pre- 
sented to  parliament  and  Jald  before  the 
people  ?  When  Sir  Adolphe  Caron  was 
Postmaster'  GeneraJ,  and  when  he  had  the 
large  deficit  to  which  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  called  attention  last  night  In  his  re- 
marks, be  was  opening  up  the  whole  of 
that  vast  territory  of  Manitoba  and  the 
Northwest,  hundreds,  thousands  and  tens 
of  thousands  ot  miles.  The  expenditure  had 
to  be  Incurred,  but  the  people  were  not 
there  to  give  that  return  which  Is  obtained 
at  the  present  moment.  But  Sir  Adolphe 
Caron,  nor  any  member  of  his  stafiT,  nor  the 
government,  never  thought  of  making  a 
separate  charge  against  tbe  Northwest 
Twrltorles  for  the  expenditure  which  waa 
Incurred  In  extending  tbe  postal  service 
through  that  vast  section  of  the  country. 
What  did  Mr.  Muloek  do  ?  Just  as  soon  as 
the  heavy  expense  had  to  be  incurred— I 
find  no  fault  with  It— in  establishing  postal 
communication  with  the  mining  district  of 
British  Columbia,  and  in  tbe  Tnkon, '  be 
charged  tbe  cost  up  to  the  mounted 
police  Instead  of  to  tbe  post  ofllce,  and  tbe 
result  waa  that  while  he  showed  a  very 
small  deficit  at  the  time.  If  you  add  tbe  ex- 
penditure which  was  incurred,  and  which 
waa  charged  to  the  mounted  police,  paid  for 
by  tbe  govermnent,  you  will  find  that  bis 
deficit  ran  up  to  vary  large  figure.  Xou 
may  go  further  than  that,  and  as  be  bas 
brought  that  matter  up  I  shall  take  a  Uttle 
time  to  point  out  bow  tbe  accounts  were 
made.  Turn  to  the  Postmaster  Oeneral'a 
account  for  1902. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Last  year's  report  is 
distributed. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
know,  but  I  am  dealing  with  tb«  wliole 
question.  I  will  come  to  tbat  point  later  <hi. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  find  that  the  Postmas- 
ter General's  R^rt  gives  one  sum,  the 
Finance  Department  Report  gives  another 
sum,  and  the  Auditor  General  gives  still  an- 
other sum,  BO  that  how  we  are  to  arrive  at 
a  conclusion  as  to  the  correct  ^enditure  is 
somewhat  difficult  to  ascertain.  In  making 
this  comparison  you  will  find  If  you  turn  to 
page  5,  appendix  A,  a  statement  represent- 
ing the  expenditure  to  be  $3,665,011  and 
revenue  $2,964,014.  showing  a  deficit  of 
?700,997,  while  the  Postmaster  General's  Re- 
port showed  a  deficit  of  onJy  $501,000. 
Take  another  example.  The  Postmaster 
Oleneral  represente  that  the  deficit  In  1898 
was  $47,602,  but  the  Auditor  General,  on 
pages  N— 2  and  N— 60  of  his  report,  gives 
these  figures,  as  foUows  :  expenditure,  $3,- 
826,496,  and  revenue.  $3,527,809,  or  a  deficit 
of  $298,686  instead  of  $47,000.  These  would 
be  called  in  ordinary  parlance,  in  dealing 
with  ordinary  documents,  a  manipulation  of 
figures.  Then  take  1900.  The  Postmaster 
General's  Report  shows  a  tfefldt  of  $461,- 
6til  ;  tlie  Auditor  (^(>iier»l,  on  puRPs  V — 2 
and  S— 56  of  his  report,  presents  these 
figui*es,  as  follows  :  expenditure.  $4.00*;,125  ; 
revenue,  $3,204,772,  a  deficit  of  $801,353  in- 
stead of  $461,000  as  represented  by  the  Post- 
master General's  Report.  How  that  is  to  be 
explained  I  leave  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
tell  us.  In  the  next  year  the  Postmaster 
Generad's  Report  shows  a  deficit  of  $416,- 
184.  Turning  to  the  Auditor  General's  Re- 
port again  we  find  the  following  figures  : 
expenditure.  $4,197,512.  revenue  $3.44;*.2(i7. 
giving  an  actual  deficit  of  7755.245.  as 
against  the  reported  deficit  by  the  Post- 
luiister  General  of  $416,184.  The  same  thing 
occurs  precisely  as  In  the  other  years,  and 
In  another  year  we  have  this  startling  state- 
ment :  the  Postmaster  General's  Report 
shows  an  expenditure  of  $4,000,790,  while 
the  revenue  is  $3,918,415,  or  a  deficit  of 
$182,375,  against  what  was  termed  at  that 
time  to  t>e  #  surplus  of  $5,000.  Then  the 
Public  Accounts  for  the  same  time  give  these 
figures:  expenditure,  $4,028,636,  and  rer- 
etrae,  $3,918,481,  or  a  deficit  of  $105,221  in- 
fitend  of  a  surplus  of  $.'>.0<)0.  The 
figures  I  am  giving  are  for  the  same 
year  by  the  Postmaster  General,  by  the 
Hod.  Sir  MACKE.NZt.:  BOWBLL. 


Finance  Minister  and  by  the  Auditor  General. 
Here  is  the  Auditor  General's  Report :  ex- 
penditure,  $4.298,657 ;  revenue.  $3,918,415, 
or  an  actual  deficit  of  $380,242.  I  leave  the 
House  and  the  country  to  judge  how  far 
and  what  dependence  they  can  put  upon  the 
statement  of  the  Postmast«*  General  which 
enables  my  hon.  friend  the  Seeretary  of 
State  to  eulogize  him  to  the  extent  to  which 
he  does.  We  find  that  the  three  accounts  do 
uot  agree,  that  while  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral claims  a  very  small  deficit  or  a  small 
surplus,  the  Auditor  General  tells  us  that  the 
deficit  for  the  same  year  amounted  to  over 
$301,000.  I  leave  these  facts  with  the  people 
to  Judge  for  themselves.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  dispute  what  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
says  about  the  re|K>rt  for  the  present  year. 
I  am  not  dealing  with  that  at  all— that  is 
the  year  ending  30th  of  June  last— for  the 
simple  reason  that  I  have  not  taken  the 
trouble  to  investigate,  or,  in  other  words,  I 
have  not  had  time.  Having  been  from  home 
some  time.  I  was  not  prepared  to  meet 
this  question,  but  the  other  figures  have 
been  proven  to  be  correct  In  the  past, 
and  I  have  given  them  as  an  answer  to 
the  statement  which  has  been  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— We  have  not  the 
Auditor's  Report  yet  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWELL— No, 
and  consequently  we  could  not  make  tiie 

same  comparisons  that  have  been  made  in 
the  past,  and  which  I  have  laid  before  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  dlflfermce  is  .due  to 
the  Taken  and  Atlln  districts  which  were 
specially  not  Incladed  In  the  figures  that  T 
gave. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
Is  a  point  to  which  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  will  remember  I  called  attention. 
What  I  desire  to  impress  upon  the  House, 
and  what  I  think  is  a  very  Important  point, 
is  that  while  the  large  deficit  existed  under 
the  administration  of  the  late  Postmaster 
General,  Sir  Adolphe  Caron,  he  made  no 
distinction  as  to  charging  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Northwest  Territories  or 
the  opening  up  of  postal  communication 
In  British  Columbia  and  in  ^Manitoba.  He 
charged  it  to  the  general  expenditure  of 
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tiie  I^t  Office  D^artment.  while  the  pres- 
eot  Poatmaster  General,  Sir  Wm.  Mulock, 
divided   the   accounts   and   then  claimed 
a  small  deficit  or  a  small  surplus  by  exclud- 
lagi  what  he  termed  all  the  extraordinary 
expenditure  of  the  opening  up  of  the  Yukon 
Territoi7  and  that  portion  of  British  Colum* 
hia  which  lies  la  the  mining  district.  I 
called  attention  to  that  in  my  opening  re- 
marks  upon  this  question.   My  bon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  made,  to  my  mind, 
a  most  extraordinary  statement  and  laid 
down  an   extraordinary  principle   in  bis 
remarks  last  night  to  which  I  shall  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  tor  a  very  short  time. 
In  replying  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
hoD.  senator  from  Marshfleld  that  the  de- 
claratlon  had  been  made  by  tbe  Premier  and 
by  his  colleagues  that  no  protest  had  ever 
beeu  made  by  a  former  government  against 
tbe  occupation  of  certain  portions  of  the 
disputed  territory  which  the  United  States 
government  claimed  to  be  part  of  Alaska 
and  their  terrltor}-.  and  what  we  hold  to  be 
Canadian  territory  If  we  receive  Justice,  be 
said  In  answer  to  the  complaint  of  the  hon. 
senator  from  Marshfleld  that  no  protest  was 
made,  that  he  thought  It  was  a  good  stroke 
of  diplomacy— I  think  that  was  the  word 
he  used— for  tbe  Premier  and  bis  colleagues 
not  to  make  a  protest  under  the  clrcum* 
stances.   The  effect  of  a  protest  he  said 
would  be  to  create  a  feeling  of  suspicion  In 
the  minds  of  the  United  States  government, 
and  It  would  do  more  harm  than  good.  I 
think  if  he  applies  that  principle  to  himself 
and  his  own  neighbour  he  may  take  a  dlfiTer^ 
ent  view.  If  his  neighbour  was  encroaching 
upon  a  portion  of  his  farm,  he  might  consider 
that  a  protest  would  be  very  proper  under 
the  drcnmstances.   I  think  If  his  neij^bour 
was  biking  a  portion  of  bis  land  or  fencing 
in  a  part  of  bis  property  be  would  not  only 
protest  but  he  would  probably  send  the 
hallitC  to  resent  it,  but  certainly  the  first 
act  would  b€^  to  make  a  protest.   Then  my 
hon.  friend  says  that  be,  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marahfleldt  was  not  correct  in  making 
the  statement  which  he  made.  Let  us  look 
At  Uie  facts  as  they  appear  upon  the  record, 
and  we  will  see  how  far  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  correct  in  the  statement  which  he  had 
made  la  reference  particularly  to  that  pro- 
test. We  not  only  have  tbe  protest  made 
by  Sir  John  Macdonald  upon  that  occasion, 
hat  we  have  the  protest  made  subsequently 


—the  protest  signed  by  Lord  Lansdowne* 
giving  the  opinion  of  Lord  Salisbury,  to  the 
United  States  government  protesting  In  the 
strongest  terms  against  tbe  occupation  of 
that  portion  of  the  territory  which  we  claim 
to  be  ours,  and  they  go  further  and  say 
that  they  do  not  consider  It  possible  tbat 
the  government  Is  taking  tbe  position  that  It 
was  represented  they  were  taking  in 
reference  to  that  question.  Then  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  poohpoohed  the  statement 
made  by  my  bon.  friend  from  Marsh- 
field  as  to  the  admissions  which  had 
l>een  qiade  by  Sir  WUfrid  Laurler,  and 
by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  occupancy  'of  that  territory 
which  we  claimed  to  be  onrs.  He  said 
those  admissions  had  no  effect  upon  the 
commission  appointed  to  consider  the  Alas- 
kan boundary  question.  Now,  I  propose  to 
place  upon  record  shortly  the  utterance^  of 
these  two  gentlemen,  and  the  position  taken 
by  Lord  Salisbury  In  reference  to  the  Clay- 
ton-Bnlwer  Treaty. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-By  Lord  Lans- 
downe. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIB  BOWBLL-It  was 
concurred  in  by  Lord  Salisbury  and  that  la 
why  I  mention  hia  name.  The  facts  are 
these  as  they  appear  upon  the  record  :— 

Shortly  after  Lord  Herschell  Intimated  that 
the  dlfflcultiea  wUb  regard  to  the  guestioa 
of  the  Alaskan  bouodry  Meia^d  insuperable, 
and  he  feared  it  might  be  necessary  to 
break  off  the  negotiations  of  which  he 
hitherto  had  the  charge.  Upon  this  Lord 
Salisbury  Informed  Mr.  White  that  he  did 
not  see  hov  His  lUaJesty'g  governmettt  could 
Bancticni'  any  convention  for  amending  the  Clay- 
ton-Bulwer  treaty,  as  the  opinion  of  this  coun- 
try would  hardly  support  them  in  making  a 
coDceBslon  which  would  be  wholly  to  the  benefit 
of  the  UnHed  States  at  a  time  when  they  ap- 
peared to  be  %o  tltUe  Incltaed  ^  a  satisfactory 
settlemttnt  in  regard  to  tbe  Alaskan  frontier.* 

Beading  between  tbe  lines  as  one  would 
underatand  that  despatch  from  tbe  British 
goverament  to  Canada,  and  come  to  tbe  con- 
clusion that  It  was  an  Intimation  to  our 
government  to  protest  in  the  strongest  pos- 
sible manner,  against  the  abrogation  of  the 
CUiyton-Bulwer  Treaty  until  the  United 
States  had  consented  to  deal  fairly  and 
squarely  with  the  Alaska  Boundary  Ques- 
tion. But  what  did  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  as 
premier  of  this  country,  say  In  discussing 
this  question  ?  He  said  that  the  abrogation 
of  that  treaty  was  a  matter  of  no  consequence 
to    Canada.      But    that   was    not  the 
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opinion  of  all  bis  colleagues.  Tbe  late 
HlnUter  of  Justice,  tbe  Hou.  David  Hills, 
mitde  a  distinct  and  posltiTe  Btatein«nt  that 
we  In  Oanada  were  Interested  to  a  very 

great  extent  In  that  treaty  becaase  of  tbe 
trade  which  was  growing  between  Canada 
and  those  portions  of  the*  world  which  neces- 
sitated the  maintenance  of  onr  right  in  that 
particular  section  of  America.  But  whether 
It  did  or  not,  it  was  a  lever  which  could  have 
been  used  at  the  time  for  the  purirase  of  en- 
forcing a  fair  settlement  of  the  Alaska 
Boundary  Question  from  tbe  United  States. 
On  the  eleventh  day  of  February,  1898,  Xlr. 
Sifton  is  reported  in  the  *  Hansard '  of  the 
House  of  Commons  as  having  made  tbe  fol- 
lowing statements  : 

'  DifflcultleB  alao  arose  in  the  White  Pass  be- 
hlad  the  village  of  Skogway  and  at  Chllkat  Paso 
behind  Dyea.  I  believe  our  contention  is  that 
Skagway  and  Dyea  are  really  Id  Canedlan  terri- 
tory, but  aa  the  United  States  have  had  undis- 
puted possession  of  them  for  some  time  past,  we 
are  precluded  from  attempting  to  take  possession 
of  that  Territory. 

Seeing  the  effect  which  that  might  have 
upon  any  attempt  to  settle  tbe  question,  Sir 
Charles  Hlbbert  Tupper  at  once  rose,  and 
made  this  remark : 

'  May  I  be  excused  tor  saying  that  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  minister  meant  to  say  '  undilut- 
ed poeeeselon. 

The  Minister  of  the  Interior  replied  : 

There  have  been  no  protests  made.  It  must 
be  tak«n  as  uodiaputed  when  there  has  been  no 
protest  made  Agalnet  th«  occupation  of  that 
territory  by  the  United  States. 

Many  hon.  gentlemen  may  remember  that 
almost  the  same  statement  was  made  by 
the  Minister  of  Justice,  tbe  late  Hon.  David 
Mills,  In  this  Honse,  and  my  hon.  friend 
beside  me  (Hon.  Hr.  Ferguson)  and  myself, 
called  tbe  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
the  admissions  which  he  bad  made,  and  said 
we  feared  that  it  might  have  an  effect  in  the 
final  settlement  of  the  question.  But  they 
were  then  defending  themselves  against  the 
charge  that  they  had  made  no  protest,  and 
In  doing  so,  they  sacrificed  the  interests  of 
this  country  by  declaring  that  no  pro- 
test  had  ever  been  juade.  Sir  Charles 
Hlbbert  Tupper  a^In  roSie,  In  tbe  Commons, 
and  made  this  remark : 

'  A  claim  I  supTCM  was  made,  and  adhered 
to.' 

The  Minister  of  tbe  Interior  replied  : 

*  There  la  notbtng  in  the  records  to  show  that 

any  protest  has  been  mad«',  an  unfortunate  thing 

for  us,  but  It  Is  a  fact.' 

H<Hl.  Sir  MACKBNZISl  BOWKLL. 


Xow,  the  Minister  of  the  Interior,  admits 
that  from  bis  standpoint,  as  a  protest  bad 
not  been  made,  it  was  singularly  unfortonate 

for  Canada.  However,  tbe  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  thinks  that  that  is  a  matter  of  no 
consequence  whatever,  and  consequently 
could  have  no  bearing  upon  the  subject. 
You  wUI  find  In  *  Hansard,'  pages  1277  and 
1278  that  iSr  Wilfrid  Laurler  made  the  fol- 
lowing statement  on  March  7tb.  1890 : 

'  We  had  either  to  take  the  route  by  the  Lync 
canal  and  Dyea,  or  the  route  by  tbe  Stlkeen 
river. 

The  advantages  of  the  one  had  to  be  set  against 
the  disadvantages  of  the  other,  and  vice  versa. 
The  advantages  of  the  route  by  the  Lynn  ranal, 
were  that  it  was  sh^i-ter  and  more  direct  than 
the  route  by  the  Stlkeen  river.  But  II  he  had 
adopted  the  route  by  the  Lynn  canal  that 
is  to  say  bad  chosen  to  build  a  railway  from 
Dyea  by  tbe  Chltka  Fasa  up  to  the  waters  of 
the  Yukon,  we  should  have  had  to  place  the 
ocean  terminus  of  the  railway  upon  what  la  now 
American  territory.' 

That  Is  Dyea  which  we  have  been  claim- 
ing as  belonging  to  us,  and  here  is  an  actual 

admission  by  the  premier  of  this  country, 
that  that  portion  of  tbe  country  to  which 
we  were  laying  claim  actually  belonged  to 
tbe  United  States.  Then  be  says : 

'  I  agree  with  the  statement  which  has  been 
made  on  the  floor  of  this  House  In  more  than  one 
occasion  that  Dyea,  If  the  treaty  la  correctly  In- 
terpreted Is  In  Canadian  Territory.  It  ought  to 
be  :  but  the  fact  is,  as  my  hou.  frlvnds  know 
very  well,  even  those  who  do  noc  tcdong  to  the 
leading  profession,  that  posseselon  is  nine  points 
of  the  law. 

Here  la  another  important  admission. 

He  contiaues  : 

'  and  even  though  by  the  letter  of  tbe  treaty 
Dyea  Is  In  Canadian  Territory  the  (act  remains 
that  from  time  Immemorial  Dyea  was  In  posses- 
sion or  the  Russians,  and  In  1887  It  passed  Into 

the  hands  of  the  Americans  and  It  has  been  held 
In  their  bande  ever  since.* 

Now  I  ^onld  like  to  know  if  a  dearer 
admission  could  possibly  be  made  by  any 
person  than  was  here  made,  that  a  portion 
of  that  country  which  we  claimed,  belonged 
to  the  United  States  and  not  to  Canada. 
He  goes  on  to  say  : 

Now,  I  will  not  recriminate  here  ;  this  Is  not 
the  time  nor  the  occasion  for  doing  80  ;  but  so 
far  ae  I  am  aware  no  protest  has  ever  been  en- 
tered against  the  occupation  of  Dyea  by  the 
American  authorities  ;  and  when  tbe  Ameri- 
can authorities  are  in  iKMseseloo'  of  that  atrip  of 
territory  on  the  sea  which  has  Dyea  as  Its  har- 
bour, succeeding  the  possession  by  tbe  Ruselaae 
from  time  Immemorial,  it  becomes  manlfeet  to 
everybody  that  this  moment  we  cannot  dlsp^ito 
their  p066«S6lon,  and  that  before  their  posseoaion 
can  be  disputed  the  question  must  be  determined 
by  a  settlement  ol  tbe  questions  Involved  In  tho 
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treatf.  Under  such  cIrcumstaDC«B,  Dyea  was 
practicallj  In  American  terrltorr— at  all  events, 
tn  poMessIon  of  the  Americans  ;  and,  theretore, 
ve  had  undertaken  to  hulld  a  rallwar  from  Dyea 
to  the  Yukon  couDtrr.  we  wtotdd  hare  heon 
placed  at  the  merc7  of  the  American  authorities 
with  regard  to  the  bending  prlviloge.  We  would 
have  been  In  this  position,  that  though  we  had 
built  a  railway,  the  ocean  terminuB  of  that  rail- 
way was  not  In  our  coimtrr.  and  we  couM  not 
send  a  'ton  or  a  pound  ot  goods  over  that  railway 
unlesfl  we  had  the  permisifflon  of  the  American 
authorities.  •  •  *  It  we  bad  built  the  rail- 
way by  Dyea,  when  we  came  to  Dyea  we  would 
have  come  to  an  American  port,  and  according 
to  the  law  of  natioos,  we  could  not  have  en- 
ter€d  a  ton  of  mercbandlBe  or  a  pound  of  food 
without  subjecting  ourselves  to  the  necesBlty  of 
paying  duty.  If  the  Amerleans  refused  to  bond 
the  goods.' 

That,  I  think,  la  a  inretty  clear  corrobor- 
Btlon  of  tlie  statement  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Marshfleld,  when  he  said  that 
the  Premier  and  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior had  vtrtnally  given  away  our  case 
In  the  discnaslon  which  had  been  made 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  If  my  hon. 
friend  opposite  were  arguing  this  queatiou 
from  another  standpoint,  he  would  take  a 
very  different  view  from  that  which  he  has 
expressed  in  this  debate.  Was  there  a 
protest  made  ?  Mr.  SIfton  says  there  was 
not.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  says  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  a  protest  having  been  made, 
and  If  there  was  no  protest,  Mr.  Sifton  adds, 
It  was  a  sad  calami^  for  this  country,  be- 
cause by  not  entering  the  protest  we  tadtly 
admitted  the  right  of  the  United  States  to 
take  possession  of  the  head  of  Lynn  canal, 
hoist  their  flag  and  establish  schools  there. 
Now,  let  us  look  at  the  record  and  see  how 
far  the  hon.  gentleman's  statement  Is  cor- 
rect on  that  point  On  the  10th  of  June, 
1888,  Sir  John  Bfacdtmald,  then  Premlen  of 
Canada,  made  this  report  :- 

Certain  persons  are  about  to  receive  a  char- 
ter from  the  Alaskan  authorities  to  conatruct 
a  trail  from  Lynn  canal  by  way  of  White  Pasa 
to  the  interior  of  Alaska.  If  our  view  of  the 
case  feB  correct,*  the  entire  route  of  thia  trail, 
as  well  ae  the  trail  by  the  Chilkoot  Pass,  is 
in  Canadian  territory.  In  view  of  the  well- 
based  contention  on  our  part,  that  the  heads 
of  the  larger  inlets  which  penetrate  that  por- 
tion ot  Alaska  which  eonsists  of  the  coast  line 
from  Hount  St.  Bliaa  to  Portland  channel,  and 
more  particularly  the  head  of  Lynn  canal,  are 
within  our  territory,  it  would  appear  to  be 
Imiwrtant  to  protest  against  the  granting  of 
any  rl^ts  by  the  United  SUtes  or  Alaskan 
gOTemment  at  the  heads  ot  these  inlets. 

S.  That  I,  as  High  Commissioner,  trans- 
Biitted  this  communication  on  August  1st,  1888, 
to  the  Colonial  Office,  and  added  a  memoran- 
dum prepared  by  Major  Oeneral  D.  R.  Cam- 
eron.  In  concluding  my  letter  ot  August  1st, 


1888,  to  the  Colonial  Offlce,  referring  to  this 
memorandum,  I  said  : 

I  entirely  concur  in  the  great  importance  of 
protesting  agalast*  the  United  States  conten- 
tion. 

3,  That  Lord  Salisbury,  on  August  1,  1888, 
transmitted  to  Sir  L.  West,  a  copy  ot  all  these 
papers,  styling  them,  '  Relative  to  a  rumour 
that  a  charter  Is  about  to  be  granted  by  the 
Alaskan  authorities  of  tbe  United  States  for 
certain  privileges  In  that  part  ot  Alaska 
which  Is  claimed  by  this  country. 

He  concluded  : 

*  [  hq,ve  to  request  that  you  will  inform  Hx. 
Bayard  that  this  report  has  reached  Her  Ma- 
jesty's government  and  that  it  Is  presumed 
lo  be  unfounded  as  the  territory  Is  question 
is  part  of  Her  Majesty's  domain. 

4.  That  Sir  L.  West,  on  September  10, 
1888,  addressed  Mr.  Bayard  as  follows 

'  I  have  the  honour  to  Inform  you  that  the 
Marquis  of  Salisbury  has  requested  me  to 
brings  to  your  notice  a  rumour  which  has 
reached  Her  Majesty's  government  that  a  char- 
ter iB  about  to  be  granted  by  the  authorities 
of  Alaska  for  certain  privileges  In  a  part  of 
that  country  which  is  claimed  by  Great  Bri- 
tain. 

'  Her  Majesty's  government  presume  that 
this  rumour  Is  unfounded,  as  the  territory  in 
question  is  part  of  Her  ISaJesty's  dominions.' 

In  view  of  this  fact  and  this  record,  is 
it  not  somewhat  astonishing  that  the  Pre- 
mier of  this  country,  backed  by  tbe  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior,  declared  that  no  protest 
tia'd  ev.er  been  made  ?  In  addition  to  this 
we  And  iu  the  return  which  has  been  laid 
before  parliament  respecting  the  Alaskan 
boundary,  that  Lord  Lansdowne  used  this 
language  In  a  dispatch  to  Mr.  Paikes,  on  th» 
18th  of  August,  1902  : 

Attention  must  alao  be  given  to  the  message 

of  the  President  of  the  United  States  trans- 
mitting these  reports  and  maps  of  Dr.  Dawson 
to  Oongrees,  and  to  the  memorandum!  of  hie- 
Secretary  of  State,  which  accompany  them, 
in  which  Mr.  Bayard  expresses  the  opinion 
that  these  documents  are  '  of  value  as  bear- 
ing upon  a  subject  of  great  international  im- 
portance, and  should  be  put  in  shape  for  pub- 
lic information.'  ^ 

It  appears  to  His  Majesty's  government  that 
the  President  thus  publicly  acquainted  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  of  Canada's  claim  to 
the  heads  of  the  Inlets  more  than  eight  years 
before  anything  in  the  nature  ot  settlement 
was  begun  at  the  head  ot  the  Lynn  canal,  for 
beyond  a  few  trifling  acts  of  occupation  on 
the  part  of  private  individuals,  at  periods  se- 
parated by  considerable  intervals  of  time,  no 
settlement  was  attempted  In  those  localities 
until  the  mining  msb  to  the  Klondike  (n  the 
spring  of  1897.' 

In  the  face  of  these  official  docu- 
ments, which  were  In  the  bands  of  the 
government  at  the  time  the  declaration  was 
made  by  the  Premier  and  his  colleague,  and 
endorsed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  yester^ 
day,  we  have  evidence  that  a  protest  was 
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made  by  Canada  agalnA  tbe  occupation  by 
the  United  States  of  territory  at  the  head 
of  Lynn  canal.  I  apologize  to  the  House 
for  haring  taken  so  much  time  in  laying 

these  facts  before  them,  presuming  that, 
no  doubt,  many  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  are 
just  as  familiar  with  the  question  as  I  am 
myself,  but  In  view  of  the  position  taken  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  his  reply  to  my 
lion,  friend  from  Marshfleld,  I  thought  It 
proper  to  put  these  a^otations  on'  record, 
in  order  to  show  that  the  government, 
of  which  I  was  a  member,  when  Sir  John 
Macdonnld  was  Premier,  and  those  who 
followed  him  took  an  active  interest  in 
tlie  maintenance  of  Canada's  right  to  that 
portion  of  territory  at  the  head  of  Lynn 
canal.  I  do  not  know  that  it  is  necessary 
that  I  shoQld  enter  Into  any  discussion 
upon  the  award  which  was  rendered  by  the 
commission.  I  agree  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  regretting  exceedingly  that  Lord ; 
Alverstone  took  the  course  he  did  in  that 
nward,  and  I  also  share  his  re^et  that  the 
^vliole  question  was  not  finally  disposed  of  so 
that  hereafter  there  may  be  no  more  trouble 
on  the  Alaskan  iMundary.  My  hon.  friend 
«ays  there  are  still  200  miles  of  the  boundary 
In  dispute,  and  in  case  rich  mineral  de- 
posits should  be  discovered  in  that  dis- 
puted territory,  there  may  be  a  good  deal 
of  friction  and  unpleasantness.  But  when 
ho  talks  of  Canada  making  her  own  treaties, 
i  lay  down  this  principle,  which  I  think 
every  man  in  this  country  will  accept, 
that  80  long  as  we  are  a  part  of  the  British 
empire,  it  Is  incompatible  with  our  status 
as  an  integral  part  of  the  empire  to  claim 
the  right  to  make  our  own  treaties  independ- 
ent of  the  imperial  authorities. 

It  Is  Incompatible  with  the  position  that 
we  occupy,  and  I  do  not  think  It  at  all  ne- 
cessary that  we  should  have  that  power. 
The  British  government  have  given  ns  the 
fullest  possible  rights  in  connection  with 
that  matter.  Sir  John  Macdonald  acted  on 
behalf  of  Canada  in  tiie  famous  Washington 
treaty.  My  hon.  friend  read  a  letter  from 
Sir  John  Macdonald  making  statements  in 
which  we  all  fully  concur,  and  from  what 
took  place  we  would  draw  tbe  same  deduc- 
tions, bat  whenever  people  do  not  get  what 
th^  want  they  are  sore  to  blame  somebody 
«Ise.  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  with  the  aid  of 
Sir  John  Thompson  represented  Canada  In 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIIS  BOWELS. 


the  negotiatlong  at  a  later  period  in  Wash- 
Ington,  when  they  came  to  a  dedslon  as 
to  the  terms  of  another  treaty  which  was 
recommended  by  the  President  of  the  United 

States  (Mr.  Cleveland)  to  Congress  for  its 
adoption  as  being  fair  and  equitable  for 
both  parties,  but  It  was  rejected  by  the 
United  States  Senate.  Sir  Charles  Tupper 
on  behalf  of  Canada  did  negotiate  a  com- 
mercial treaty  with  France  in  connection 
with  the  French  ministry,  hut  I  am  not  pre* 
pared  to  say  that  that  baa  been  of  any  par- 
ticular benefit  to  us.  I  never  thou^t  It 
was,  and  looking  at  the  trade  returns  I  am 
convinced  that  It  was  not  the  benefit  to  us 
that  Sir  Charles  thought  at  the  time  it  would 
be,  and  that  many  Canadians  thought  it 
would  be,  but  whether  it  was  to  our  ad- 
vantage or  not  does  not  change  the  fact 
that  the  British  government  recognized  the 
necessity  for  the  appointment  of  a  Canadian 
in  the  D^otiatlon  of  any  treaty  which 
affects  this  country.  The  New  York  'Sun'  I 
think  put  the  whole  thing  in  a  nutshell.  In 
discussing  tbe  proposition  for  the  right  to 
negotiate  our  own  treaties  by  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler,  it  puts  it  in  about  halt  a  dosen 
lines  In  this  way :  *  Supposing  Canada  had 
the  right  independent  of  Britain  to  effect  a 
treaty  what  would  follow  ?  They  would  re- 
fuse to  recognize  the  right  of  the  United 
States  to  that  portion  of  the  Alaskan  terri- 
tory which  we  claim  belongs  to  the  United 
States.'  All  the  United  States  would  do 
would  be  to  hoist  the  stars  and  stripes  npon 
that  territory  and  then  would  the  Canadians 
come  and  knock  it  down  or  take  it  away 
from  them  ;  and  if  tbey  did  what  would  be 
their  position  ?  It  seems  to  me  the  answer 
to  that  whole  question  is  Just  in  a  nutshell, 
and  yet  that  is  really  our  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIBIBB— We  would  follow 

Mr.  Gourley. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  does 
not  quite  fairly  state  the  case.  The  King 
would  still  make  tbe  treaty,  but  the  per- 
sons who  negotiated  would  be  all  Canadians. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  my 
hon.  friend  had  permitted  me  to  continue, 
I  was  Just  going  to  refer  to  that  pMltlon 
taken  by  the  Premier.  I  have  his  own  words 
under  my  hand,  but  I  am  not  going  to  read 
them.  He  says,  as  has  been  repeated  by 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  that  he  did  not 
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ask  for  the  right,  Independent  of  Great  Bri- 
tain to  negotiate  onr  own  treaties,  but  that 
we  should  negotiate  treaties  sabject  to  ratl- 
flcatfon  or  disallowance  by  the  British 
goTemmeot  I  should  like  to  know  what 
better  position  we  would  be  in  if  we 
eaten&  into  negotiations  with  the  United 
States  in  referen<»  to  tids  qnestton  and  we 
had  arranged  a  treaty  which  the  British 
gOTemment  considered  to  be  detrimental  to 
tbe  Interests  of  the  empire,  and  then  vetoed 
It,  what  would  be  our  position  then  ?  Would 
we  go  to  war  with  England  to  enforce  It  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWELL-Growl 
and  grumble  as  we  are  doing  now  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Submit 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWBLL-Jast 
as  tbe  goremment  are  doing  now.  We  bad 
betta  submit,  and  with  good  grace,  and 
we  are  more  apt  to  get  what  is  desired  from 
the  representatlTe  of  the  British  government 
for  the  Canadian  people.  Twenty  years  ago 
Canada  liad  no  such  right.  During  the  ad- 
ministration of  Sir  John  Macdonald's  gov- 
ernment, and  daring  tbe  time  I  had  tbe 
bonoor  of  occupying  a  seat  at  the  council, 
tbe  British  government  made  tbe  concession 
tliat  they  would  never  negotiate  any  treaty 
.wliicb  affected  tbe  colonies  withoni)  the  co- 
operation of  tbe  colonies  either  directly  or 
Indirectly,  and  where  a  treaty  was  entered 
bito  by  tbe  Imperial  auttaoritles  and  tbe 
colonials,  if  I  may  so  term  them,  or  rather 
tile  British  subjects  living  in  Canada,  or 
in  any  other  portion  of  the  empire,  did 
not  take  a  part,  tbe  whole  treaty  was 
submitted  to  them  with  a  full  year  to  declare 
wliether  they  would  accept  the  terms  of 
that  treaty  and  become  a  party  to  It  or  not 
So  that  we  were  left  In  tbe  fullest  possible 
ojoyment  of  that  autonomy  which  exists 
In  tbe  management  of  the  affairs  of  this 
coontry.  I  think  I  am  quite  right  in  say- 
big  that  a  large  number  of  treaties  were 
effected  with  the  minor  powers  both  on  the 
Padflc  and  In  other  portions  of  tbe  world, 
and  whilst  I  was  Minister  of  Customs  I 
ilvays  recommended  tbe  Council  not  to  be- 
come «  party  to  any  <tf  these  tr«itles,  and 
for  Alls  reason :  if  we  became  a  party  to 
those  treaties  It  would  debar  ub,  if  the  ne- 
cessity arose  of  negotiating  with  that  coun- 


try or  any  other  country,  as  the  favoured 
nation  clauses  did  In  the  German  and  Bel- 
gian  treaties,  from  acting  upon  our  own 
responsibility,  and  in  no  case,  in  my  recol- 
lection, except  one,  which  was  a  very  minor 
matter,  did  the  Canadian  government  con- 
sent to  become  a  party  to  the  treaty.  Th^- 
had  notified  the  imperial  authorities  that 
they  declined  to  do  so,  and  I  think,  if  I 
remember  correctly,  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
made  the  same  statement  last  year  or  a 
year  or  two  ago,  when  discussing  this  same 
question.  Then  he  says  we  ought  to  have 
the  appointment  of  tbe  arbitrators.  Well 
I  sbonld  like  to  know  tf  In  this  unfortunate 
commission,  the  Alaskan  boundary,  we  did 
not  have  the  selection  of  tbe  arMteators  for 
Canada  who  considered  this  question  ?  Now, 
OU'  urging  upon  the  government  not  to  re- 
ject the  overtures,  If  such  they  may  be 
called,  to  the  terms  of  the  United  States  la 
connection  with  what  I  think,  and  every 
Canadian  and  every  public  man  in  this 
country  must  think,  the  most  unfair  pro- 
position which  was  made,  to  refuse  to  have 
a  seventh  man  In  connection  with  those 
treaties,  so  as  to  make  a  final  s^lement 
of  the  whole  question,  the  Imperial  gov- 
ernment urged  upon  the  Canadian  govern- 
ment to  accept  the  terms  and  Lord  Minto 
In  reply  to  that  said  ^- 

'  My  mfnlsters  while  still  regretting  that  pro- 
posed tribunal  will  not  be  constituted  ao  as  to 
ensure  certainty  ol  a  final  decision  t>elng  reached 
on  the  reference,  will  a^ee  to  accept  the  Treaty 
as  containied  in  tlhia  draft  mibm1tt«d  to  them.' 

I  have  already  expressed  tbe  opinion  that 
I  regretted  that  they  did  that,  that  they  did 
not  reject  it  at  once ;  and  I  believe  that  la 
the  opinion  of  ninety-nine  out  of  every  hun- 
dred Canadians.  Then,  in  reference  to  tbe 
appointment  of  Canadian  commissioners,  we 
find  this  statement  in  the  same  de^atch  of 
Lord  Mlnto,  tbe  present  Governor  General. 
Tbe  imperial  government  cabled  to  Lord 
Minto  as  follows : 

'It  I« -important  that  British  belt  ol  Court, 
also  appointment  of  Brjtich  agent  Bhould  be 
settled  without  delay.  Hope  Iherriore  your 
responsible  advl«ers  will  favour  us  with  their 
views  on  these  appolntmnmts  as  earlr  M  pos- 
sible.' 

What  is  Lord  Minto's  reply  to  this  t  It 
reads  ss  foaiows : 

'  As  to  tbe  compoaltion  oC  tribunal,  my  min- 
isters sussest  Chief  Juotiee  of  Bnglaiid  and  two 
Canadian  Judges,  aames  to  be  telegrapbed  here- 
after.* 
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Now,  If  anybody  la  responsible  tor  Lord 
AlvOTstone  being  upon  that  commlaslon  It  is 
the  Ganafflan  government,  because  they  sug- 
gested his  name  along  with  two  Canadians. 
The  British  gOTcrnment  accepted  their  sug- 
gestion, and  what  more  could  we  ask,  I 
should  like  to  know,  than  to  have  the  very 
men  appointed  whom  we  named  ?  I  frank- 
ly admit,  with  the  Secretary  of  State,  that 
the  Canadian  jkeople  and  any  one  who  had 
been  asked  the  question  :  *  Have  yon  any  ob- 
jection to  the  selection  of  the  Chief  justice 
of  England,  a  man  occupying  the  highest 
position,  from  a  legal  standpoint,  in  the  coun- 
try, I  think  every  one  would  have  said  no  ; 
but  we  have  no  right,  in  the  face  of  the  re- 
cord, to  complain  of'  the  appointment  of 
Lord  Alverstone  as  one  of  the  commlMlon- 
ers.  We  may  complain  of  bis  decision,  and 
we  do  complain  ;  a^id  I  say  it  here  publicly, 
that  no  satisfactory  explanation  has  been  yet 
given  to  the  Canadian  people  or  to  the  Eng- 
lish people,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
read,  or  to  ascertain,  as  to  the  change  of 
opinion  and  position  taken  by  Lord  Alrer^ 
stone  in  reference  to  the  allotment  of  those 
four  Islands  at  the  mouth  of  the  Portland 
canal.  We  have  it  upon  record  that  he 
agreed  with  the  Canadian  contention,  that 
if  that  was  to  have  been  the  point  of  en- 
trance to  the  Alaskan  territories  that  the 
channed  north  of  ttiese  four  Islands  was  the 
chann^  taken  by  Vancouver  when  he  first 
visited  that  portion  of  the  world,  and  that 
leads  as  to  this  conclusion,  that  the  conten- 
tion which  has  since  been  made  ttiat  the 
channel  was  too  shallow  to  be  used  Is  but  a 
fallacy,  used  as  a  defence  put  up  iu  order  to 
justify  the  position  taken  by  Lord  Alverstone. 
But  it  appears  he  wanted  to  compromise 
this  whole  matter  and  make  It  as  easy  as 
possible,  and  without  even  consulting  the 
Canadian  portion  of  that  commission— <Hon. 
Mr.  Jette,  the  Lieutenant  Gov»-nor  of  Que- 
bec, and  Mr.  Aylesworth,  of  Toronto— he 
simply  changes  his  opinloiT,  lays  the  docu- 
ment before  these  commissioners  and  asks 
them  to  sign  it,  without  giving  them  any 
reason,  or  even  arguing  the  question  with 
them,  as  to  why  they  should  sign  it,  or  why 
he  bad  changed  his  opinion.  That.  I  tblnk. 
we  have  a  right  to  complain  of,  and  as  it  is 
the  right  of  every  Englishman  and  every 
British  subject  to  grumble  when  he  thinks 
he  Is  badly  treated,  I  think  he  has  no  rig^t 

Hon  sir  MACKEXZfS!  BOWBLL. 


to  complain  if  the  Oanadiau  people  take  ex- 
ception to  the  decision  come  to  by  ttaat  bon. 
gentleman.  There  are  other  points  to  wliich 
I  should  like  to  call  attration,  but  I  feel  tliat 
I  have  occupied  the  time  of  the  House  alto- 
gether too  long.  .My  only  excuse  Is  that  these 
are  important  questions,  affecting  tlie  vital 
interests  of  this  country,  not  merely  of  a 
party,  but  of  the  whole  country,  and  deal- 
ing  with   questions  of   such  Domioion 
and  national  importance,  we  may  be  ex- 
cused if  we  take  a  iittic  more  time  when  we 
are  uot  otherwise  pressed  for  business  iu  dis- 
cussing them  and  laying  them  not  only 
before  this  House,  but  before  the  people. 
I  have  had  a  good  deal  to  do  during  the  last 
twenty  odd  years  with  these  questimis,  both 
in  power  and  out  of  power,  and  If  I  express 
strong  opinions,  it  is  l>ecause  I  feel  it  la  in 
the  interests  of  my  country  that  we  shouJd 
give  exppeaslon  to  them  ;  and  depend  upon 
it,  there  is  no  better  mode  of  reaching  public 
sentiment  and  of  affecting  the  statesmen  of 
the  mother  country  than  by  openly  express- 
ing the  opinions  which  we  hold,  not  only  of 
them  as  politicians,  but  of  their  actions  as 
statesmen  ;  and  so  long  as  we  retain  that 
right  of  British  subjects,  let  me  hOpe  that 
no  matter  what  party  the  man  belongs  to  be 
will  have  the  manliness  to  express  his  views 
openly  and  freely.   With  my  hon.  friend.  I 
congratulate  the  country  on  its  prosperous 
condition  at  the  present  moment   I  deny, 
however,  that  the  whole  merit  la  to  be  laid 
at  the  door  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAN  DURA  ND— The  speech  from 
the  Throne  spoke  of  Providence. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKE^NZIE  BOWGLL-I  wish 
the  right  bon.  gentieman  would  not  inter- 
rupt, though  I  like  to  hear  his  sweet  voice. 
I  do  not  give  credit  to  the  present 
government  for  the  sunshine  or  the  rainfalls 
which  gave  us  such  ample  harvests  in  the 
great  Northwest;  I  have  this  to  say 
that  in  studying  the  history  of  the  world 
and  the  history  of  the  country,  there  are 
times  of  progress,  there  are  times  of  success 
with  individuals  and  times  of  prosperity  in 
all  countries,  but  the  time  will  come  just 
as  sure  as  we  are  here  to-day,  when  the 
reverse  will  be  the  case.  When  the  Con- 
servative government  cnme  into  power  In 
1S78,  It  was  just  at  the  turn  of  the  tide,  and 
we  Increased  our  stirplus  year  after  year  for 
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fifteen  of  sixteen  years,  and  then  It  began 
to  torn,  and  I  advise  my  bon.  friends  if  they 
are  to  remala  In  power  much  longer,  that 
they  begin  to  prepare  during  the  time  of  the 
Increase  In  surpluses  for  tlie  comiug  day 
of  depression,  and  if  they  do  that  they  wiil 
show  wise  statesmanship  an  every  other 
goremment  ought  to  do.  I  should  like  at 
some  other  time  to  discuss  the  question  of 
taxation,  the  promises  of  the  hon.  gentlem-^n 
In  the  past  and  bow  they  have  fulfilled  them, 
particularly  in  reference  to  the  taxation  of 
the  people.  That,  however,  I  shall  leave  for 
another  occasion.  I  shall  resume  my  seat 
ill  the  hope  that  1  may  some  time  In  the 
future  have  an  opportunity  of  congratulat- 
li^  the  country  on  another  and  a  better 
goremment.  I  may  be  excused  for 
pot  being  bere  when  the  debate  began.  I 
have  been  In  parliament  for  37  years,  and 
this  is  the  first  time  that  I  have  been  absent 
from  the  opening  of  parliament  and  the 
opening  of  the  discussion  upon  the  address, 
and  under  those  circumstances  I  have  no 
doubt  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
'  and  more  particularly  my  hon.  friend  to  my 
right  who  had  to  open  the  debate,  will  ex- 
cuse me  /or  being  absent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobourg)— I  hope  I  may 
be  excused  for  offering  a  few  remarks  upon 
the  resolution  now  before  this  House.  It  is 
a  resolution  '  that  an  address  be  pre- 
sented to  His  Excellency  for  the  gra- 
cious speech  with  which  he  was  pleas- 
ed to  open  the  4th  session  of  the  9tb 
parliament  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  a 
privilege  which  I  probably  shnti  not  again 
have  during  His  Excellency's  administra- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  this  Dominion. '  I  need 
hardly  say  that  when  I  came  to  this  House 
1  passed  in  my  own  mind  a  mental  resolution 
that  I  would  endeavour  to  do  a  maximum 
amount  of  work  and  a  minimum  amount  of 
speaking.  Hitherto  I  think  I  can  congratu- 
late myself  upon  having  been  fairly  success- 
ful In  maintaining  that  resolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— Hear.  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  need  hardly  say  that 
I  will  yield  to  no  Senator  In  this  Chamber 
or  no  man  outside  of  it  In  listening  atten- 
tlyely  and  respectfully  and  effectively  to  the 
debates,  and  especially  to  the  speeches  of 
hon.  gentlemen  who  happen  to  differ  from 
me,  because  It  Is  by  their  speeches  that 


perhaps  I  learn  most,  as  their  views  do  not 
coincide  with   mine   In  every  particular. 

The  speech  from  the  Throne  contains 
five  or  six  topics,  every  one  important  In 
itself,  sufficiently  important  to  occupy,  If 
one  could  do  so,  a  speech  of  an  hour  on 
every  topic.  I  shall  travel  rapidly  over 
nearly  of  them,  dwelling,  In  passing,  on 
two  or  three  of  them  to  enlai^  upon  them 
to  a  limited  extent  I  cannot  pass  over  the 
first  paragraph  of  the  Speech.  It  Is  to  ex- 
press our  thankfulness  for  the  abundant 
harvest  of  last  year.  A  kind  Providence 
has  given  us  in  succession  several  grand 
harvests,  and  the  result  of  these  harvests 
has  t>een  to  augment  in  no  small  measure 
the  great  prosperity  which  we  enjoy  to-day. 
I  do  not  give  credit  to  the  present  govern- 
ment for  all  this  prosperity.  I  give  them 
credit  for  what  they  are  entitled  to  and  no 
more.  I  do  give  them  credit  for  wise  and 
honest  administration  of  our  public  affairs 
since  they  came  to  office.  i  think 
they  are  entitled  to  that— as  much  en- 
titled to  it,  If  not  more  thau  any  govern- 
ment this  country  has  ever  had.  But  while 
1  do  not  give  all  credit  to  the  government,  I 
do  not  give  all  credit,  it  there  Is  some  credit 
due,  as  I  must  suppose  there  is,  to  the  party 
who  preceded  them  in  power,  in  the  policy 
they  Inaugurated.  The  previous  government 
are  entitled  to  whatever  ci-edlt  they  have 
fairly  earned  by  the  policy  which  they  In- 
augurated. I  think  that  policy  Is  sometimes* 
called  the  National  Policy.  I  am,  I  tms^ 
from  intelligent  preferences,  largely  a  free 
trader.  I  am,  from  necessity,  a  moderate 
protectionist,  because  In  the  present  mode  of 
deriving  our  revenue  we  must  have  moder- 
ate protection  or  a  revenue  tariff.  I  believe 
there  are  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  are  very  familiar  with  the  operation  of 
the  tariff,  and  this  'inestion  of  protection, 
who  would  like  to  see  the  tariff  raised  and 
the  system  of  higher  protection  inaugurated. 
I  am  not  in  favour  of  that  I  am  utterly 
opposed  to  It.  We  must  not  forget  that  this 
country  is  composed  of  several  provinces, 
aud  that  what  might  be  applicable  and  suit- 
able to  one  would  not  be  apidtcable  and 
suitable  to  another.  Many  of  our  provinces 
would  like  the  tariff  ns  low  as  possible, 
almost  free  trade.  Other  provinces  desire  a 
high  protective  tariff.  How  In  the  world 
can  any  government  administer  the  affairs 
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of  this  country  if  they  make  It  entirely  free 
trade  or  high  protective  tariff  1  We  muBt 
bear  in  mind  that  there  must  be  con- 
cessions on  the  part  of  free  traders,  and 
concessions  on  the'  part  of  protectionists. 
Those  who  prefer '  free  trade  pure  and 
simple  must  submit  to  moderate  protection. 
Those  who  are  in  favour  of  high  pro- 
tection must  come  down  and  submit  to  more 
moderate  protection.  It  will  be  Impossible 
for  any  gOTemmmt,  even  if  tbat  govem- 
ment  was  composed  of  Solons,  to  adminis- 
ter the  affairs  of  this  country  as  they  have 
been  administered  for  the  last  six  or  seven 
years  except  by  a  compromise  tariff— a 
compromise  between  an  extreme  tariff 
and  too  low  a  tariff.  I  am  not  going  to 
give  credit  to  high  protection  for  the 
prosperity  which  this  country  enjoys.  If 
it  Is  entitled  to  some  of  the  credit,  I  will 
give  It  cheerfully.  Perhaps  It  Is,  but  I  shall 
give  you  a  few  of  the  reasons  why  I  think 
neither  this  government  nor  their  prede- 
cessors are  entitled  to  all  the  credit  for 
this  prosperity.  I  will  tell  you  what  I  think 
is  the  secret  of  our  great  prosperity.  I  have 
alluded  to ''the  good  harvests  of  late  years. 
I  place  them,  under  Provldenoe,^  as  the 
greatest  factor  in  contributing  to  our  pros- 
perity. Then  I  give  great  credit  to  our 
educational  system,  to  our  public  schools, 
our  high  schools  and  our  colleger  for 
the  training  of  the  human  IntedJect,  so 
that,  to-day.  every  man,  whether  he  Is 
employed  in  manual  labour,  at  the  plough, 
or  in  the  office,  or  at  the  bench,  or  in  the 
factory,  works  with  his  intellect  as  he  does 
with  bis  bands,  and  better  results  follow 
his  efforts.  Another  thing  to  which  I  sball 
allude  is  that  there  is  greater  sobriety 
In  this  country  than  there  was  in  earlier 
stages  of  its  history,  and  because  of  that 
greater  degree  of  Bobrlel7,  many  ore  able 
to  accomplish  more  for  the  country.  All 
these  causes  and  a  few  more  combined  are 
the  elements  constltntlng  our  wonderful 
prosperity  to-day. 

Now,  on  the  matter  of  immigration,  no  man 
of  large  intelligence  can  withhold  bis  er- 
presston  of  appreciation  and  even  of  wondw. 
at  the  great  influx  of  population  Into  the 
Northw^t  within  the  last  year  or  two. 
What  is  the  cause  of  that?  Immigration  will 
always  flow  to  a  prosperous  country.  And 
although  immigration  to  Manitoba  and  the 
Hon.  Mr.  KBBR  (Ooburg).  :   : 


Northwest  is  great  now,  I  believe  It  Is  only 
yet  in  its  Infancy,  and  that  wlUiln  the  next 
few  years  we  shall  see  within  those  regions 
a  settdement  in  numbers  and  character, 

eucli  as  we  have  not  hitherto  dreamed  of. 

There  is  a  question  of  amendments  to 
tlie  Militia  Act  rendered  necessary  by  the 
greatly  Increased  militia  force  of  Canada. 
Time  was  when  I  thought  our  expenditure, 
if  not  unnecessary,  should  be  very  moder- 
ate in  tbat  direction.  I  am  bound  to  say* 
looking  around  me  and  seeing  what  is 
transpiring  in  the  world,  that  my  views  on 
tbat  question  have  very  much  changed.  I 
shall  be  glad,  as  a  humble  member  of  thi» 
House,  to  give  the  most  careful  consider- 
ation to  any  measure  that  will  come  l>efore 
us  for  increasing  the  efficiency  of  our  militia 
force.  It  may  never  be  necessary  to  call 
oflt  the  militia  for  the  defence  of  the  coun- 
try, but  I  believe  it  would  be  following 
the  dictates  of  prudence  to  have  a  thoroughly 
organized,  equipped  and  efficient  militia 
force  In  this  country. 

The  Alaskan  Boundary  award  has'  been 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marsbfleld  and  by  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition In  this  House.  I  agree  with  them 
that  it  Is  a  very  Important  question,  al- 
though It  is  very  briefly  mentioned  In  the 
speech  from  the  Throne.  According  to  my 
view,  those  few  words  emlwdy  a  question 
quite  as  important  as  any  other  referred 
to  in  the  si^^ecb.  When  the  time  comes 
and  the  papers  are  before  us.  I  shall  crave 
the  liberty  of  saying  something  upon  that 
subject.  I  may  speak  pretty  plainly,  I 
would  not  like  to  offend  any  one  intention- 
ally. I  am  sorry  that  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  is  so  ungenerous  as  to  blame  the 
government  for  the  failure  of  our  case. 
How  could  any  man  foresee  that  any  one 
occupying  the  standing  and  mountain  peak 
Iiosltlon  of  Chief  Justice  of  England,  would 
take  the  course  which  he  saw  fit  to  pursue 
hi  that  matter  ?  I  want  to  say  now,  and  I 
should  like  if  I  could  have  every  resident 
of  Great  Britain  hear  what  I  say— I 
am  a  Canadian  through  and  through, 
and  to  use  a  phrase  tbat  the  late  right  hon. 
Sir  John  Macdonald  was  wont  to  qnote, 
*  A  Canadian  I  was  bom,  a  Canadian  I  hope 
to  die,'  and  it  Is  because  of  my  intense  love 
for  Britlsb  Institutions  and  for  our  con- 
nection with  the  empire  ttuit  I  say  what  I 
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do— we  must  have  no  more  Alaskan  bound- 
ary disasters.  The  sooner  the  authorities  of 
Great  Britain  learn  this  lesson,  which  they 
seem  not  yet  to  bare  learned,  that  their 
pollcj  should  be  to  stand  by  tbelr  col- 
onies, who  are  tbeir  trae  friends,  lather 
than  to  try  and  condllate  doubtful  friends, 
the  better.  There  is  an  element  across 
the  line,  not  natlTe  to  the  country,  but 
wHicb  controls  affairs  over  there,  that 
Is  not  friendly  to  Great  Britain,  and  we 
must  not  allow  ourselves  to  be  sacrificed 
whenever  our  friends  across  the  border 
tbink  they  are  entitled  to  a  piece  of  our 
territory.  There  la  nothing  that  I  regard  as 
more  sacred  than  tbe  protection  of  our  ter- 
ritory. I  do  not  complain  of  the  loss  of  two 
little  islands  on  our  Pacific  coast,  but  I  do 
complain  of  the  manner  in  which  they  were, 
without  any  feason,  given  to  the  United 
States.  One  of  the  speakers  who  has  pre- 
ceded me  said  that  those  islands  fairly  be- 
longed to  us.  I  have  no  doubt  about  that, 
and  I  agree  with  the  gallant  knight  who 
said  that  he  has  not  seen  and  cannot  find 
any  good  reason  for  the  course  which  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  took  on  that 
matter.  Neither  have  I.  for  the  yety  good 
reason  i  believe  that  there  is  no  Justifica- 
tioD  or  excuse  for  it,  and  the  less  explanation 
tbey  attempt  the  better.  According  to  my 
view,  the  policy  of  Great  Britain  is  to  draw 
the  veil  over  that  transaction  and  try  to  bet- 
ter guard  our  Interests  In  the  future.  I  do  not 
intend  to  offer  any  opinion— It  would  be 
presumptuous— as  to  bow  far  we  may  or 
may  not  have  power,  or  how  far  it  would 
be  Judicious  for  us  to  claim  power,  to  ne- 
gotiate or  initiate  our  own  treaties.  So  long 
u  our  present  relation  to  the  empire  con* 
tlDnes— and  I  trust  It  will  remain  long  aft» 
my  day  and  for  ever— It  will  be  a  difl3eult 
question  to  solve.  The  only  way  that  we 
can  solve  it  Is  by  showing  the  British  peo- 
ple, whom  we  love,  that  tbelr  true  policy  Is 
to  see  that  whatever  has  taken  place  in  the 
past  Canadian  interests  shall  be  guarded  In 
file  future  and  not  sacrificed. 

Beference  is  made  to  an  omission  from  the 
speech  about  the  outlying  province  of  New- 
founflland.  A  government  cannot  put  every- 
thing in  the  speech  from  the  Throne,  but  I 
am  free  to  confess  that  for  years  I  have 
longed  to  see  the  time  when  that  outlying 
proTince  would  Join  the  union  and  form  one 
S 


of  the  happy  family  of  provinces.  What  has 
transpired  in  connection  with  the  Alaskan 
boundary  award  has  Increased  my  desire  to 
see  Newfoundland  brought  Into  the  confed- 
eration. I  want  to  see  all  our  provinces 
united  and  welded  togetlier  by  that  strongest 
of  all  ties— mutual  interest  and  mutual 
affection. 

I  come  now  to  the  question  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Railway  scheme.  I  did  not 
suppose  that  that  question  woutd  be  en- 
larged upon  to  the  extent  that  It  has  been, 
because  an  opportunity  will  be  afforded 
when  the  Bill  comes  before  us  for  a  full  dis- 
cussion of  its  merits  ;  but  as  I  felt  it  pru- 
dent to  remain  sUent  when  that  question 
was  discussed  at  great  length  last  sraslon, 
and  I  may  exercise  similar  prudence  lAiis 
session,  I  may  say  now  what  I  have  to  say, 
although  briefly  and  rapidly.  As  a  member 
of  this  Senate  and  a  Canadian  anxious  to 
see  the  highest  results  reached  in  our  couu* 
try,  I  am  In  thorough  sympathy  with  that 
project  I  do  not  Intend  to  cast  any  refiec- 
Uon  on  tbose  who  <h<^d  a  different  view,  but 
I  should  be  sorry  If  in  future  years  any  of 
my  sons,  turning  up  the  debates  or  the 
votes  and  proceedings  of  to-day  should  see 
that  my  vote  was  recorded  against  that 
measure.  The  money  part  of  it  Is,  to  my 
mind,  quite  of  secondary  importance.  It 
may  be  built  for  the  amount  mentioned  by 
those  who  favour  the  scheme.  I  sliaH  be  snr* 
prised  if  It  can  be  kept  within  tbose  limits. 
The  cost  may  go  as  high  as  tbe  amount  men-* 
tioned  by  the  opponents  of  tbe  scheme. 

Uon.  Ur.  LANDRT— Mr.  Blair,  for  in- 
stance. 

Hon,  Mr.  KBKR— Tbe  estimate  of  Mr. 
Blair,  for  whose  judgment  I  have  profound 
respect,  but  If  It  reaches  the  maximum 
figure  mentioned  in  the  debate,  I  am  In 
favour  of  that  expenditure  to  build  the 
Transcontinental  Railway.  I  Just  want,  in 
these  few  remarks,  to  nuphaslse  this  fact ; 
I  have  tiiought  in  listening  to  the  debate 
here  and  elsewhere,  that  enough  was  not 
made  of  this  point,  that  that  road  Is  Intend- 
ed to  develop  tbe  northern  zone  of  this 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR— I  have  heard  a  good  deal 
of  talk  about  a  rival  scheme.   I  have  not. 
tliougTtt  It  necessary  to  form  an. opinion 
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about  that  rival  scheme,  however  good  or 
wise  it  may  be.  I  listened  attentivaly  to  it 
as  propounded  by  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion In  anotber  place,  but  after  all  It  would 
not  accomplish  tbe  purpose,  'becaiue  It  would 
be  a  raUway  composed  of  exUrUng  laUways 
la^ly,  and  ttat  Is  not  the  Idea  at  all.  My 
notion  of  this  railway  Is  to  send  It  back 
three,  four,  or,  If  the  territory  permit,  fiv« 
hundred  miles  north  of  any  exlstli^  railway. 
I  have  long  known  this  fact,  as  other  faon. 
gentlemen  have,  that  the  Dominion  of  Can- 
ada has  length;  I  have  long  thought  and  be* 
Ueved,  and  do  believe  to-day,  that  Canada 
has  breadth  as  well  as  length,  and  I  hope  to 
flee  that  road  bnUt,  In  order  that  the  known 
area  of  this  Dominion  may  be  duplicated. 
I  read  In  a  prominent  journal  In  the  city  of 
Toronto  on  my  way  down  here  a  great  ob- 
jection urged  against  that  road,  that  It  was 
to  be  five  hundred  miles  nortii  of  the  Cana- 
dian Padflc  Railway.  Now,  according  to  my 
mind,  that  was  the  beet  aignment  that  could 
be  used  in  favour  of  tiie  construction  of 
that  road.  When  that  road  Is  built  it  Is  in 
the  very  nature  of  things  that  It  will  throw 
out  its  Briarean  arms  and  gather  In  th? 
riches  from  the  north  and  the  south,  and 
not  only  carry  the  grain  from  Manitoba  and 
the  Northwest  to  the  sea-board,  but  carry 
freights  from  tbe  east  to  ttie  west ;  and  I 
look  forward  in  Ima^natlon  to  the  time 
when  that  road  shall  have  been  built  and  a 
line  of  ocean;  steamships  traverEflng  the 
ocean  in  connection  with  It,  when.  In  fact 
tbe  eartii  wlU  be  girdled  by  tbe  trade  and 
commerce  of  this  country  by  means  of  that 
new  road,  and  the  use  of  steam  which  wiU 
follow  as  a  matter  of  course.  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  so  much  stress  laid  upon  the  fact  that 
it  is  to  cost  so  much,  because  I  can  recollect, 
the  opposition  that  was  offered  on  that 
ground  to  tbe  construction  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.  Happily,  I  never  did  op- 
pose tbe  construction  of  that  railway,  but  I 
thought  it  was  costing  this  country  too 
much.  I  do  not  argue  that  auestion  now. 
All  I  say  is  that  it  is  worth  all  It  has  cost, 
becatwe  of  the  way  it  has  devtioped  this 
country  and  Increased  its  prosperity  ;  but  it 
is  only  fair  that  attention  should  be  called, 
when  the  present  government  are  censured 
for  undertaking  a  large  expenditure  tn 
connection  with  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Ballway,  to  tbe  fact  that  tbe  same  bon. 
Hod.  Mr.  KErRR  (Coburg). 


gentlemen— perhaps  some  of  them  are 
here,  though  I  have  no  one  in  my 
mind  In  particular— voted  for  that  very 
large  expenditure,  even  to  the  extent 
of  appropriating  enoui^  land  and  mon^  to 
bnlld  tbe  railway  and  thai  give  it  to  a  com- 
pany to  operate  it  I  am  in  favour  of  com- 
panies operating  railways,  because  I  .think 
governments  have  enough  other  matters  to 
attend  to  without  undertaking  tbe  manage- 
ment of  raMways.  We  have  not  yet  readied 
tliat  stage  In  our  civilization,  when  I  think 
it  would  be  safe  for  tbe  government  to  build 
and  operate  railroads.  \  am  only  sorry  that 
It  Is  necessary  for  the  government  to  build  a 
part  of  this  raUway.  They  propose,  as  I 
understand  it,  to  buUd  and  rent  It  to  tiie 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company,  and  to  fore- 
go the  Interest  on  the  cost  for  a  few  years. 
I  am  not  finding  fault  with  the  governm«it 
who  were  responsible  for  tbe  -Canadian  Pa- 
dflc Railway,  and  I  would  not  bav«  tlie  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  authorities  think  that  I 
am  anything  but  friendly  to  that  great  work. 
I  am  thoroughly  friendJy.  I  wish  it,  from  the 
bottom  of  my  heart,  a  reverent  and  hearty 
Cod-speed,  bnt  I  do  believe  that  with  the 
construction  of  this  road  where  it  is  pro- 
posed to  put  it,  seeing  our  Immense  resouroes 
and  our  vast  undeveloped,  rich  and  arable 
territory,  tliat  we  wonUt  be  culpable  and 
derelict  in  our  duty,  if  we  did  pot  use  all 
our  means  to  push  that  project  through.  I 
have  said  about  as  much  as  I  intend  to  say 
on  this  subject,  but  there  are  a  good  many  In 
doubt  as  to  that  sobeme.  Well,  It  is  not  to 
be  wondered  at.  It  Is  a  big  scheme.  I  like 
that  conservative  disposition— caution.  P&- 
haps  it  is  owing  to  my  early  Influences  that 
I  nm  BO  consM^atlve,  bnt  wiille  I  say  that,  I 
am  bound  to  add  that  according  to  the  way  I 
see  It,  both  liberals  tana  Conservatives' 
ought  to  make  common  cause  and  treat  this 
great  project  as  a  national  jQuestlon  and  not 
a  party  -question.  I  have  heard  it  said— I 
would  not  ilike  to  impute  It  to  any  man- 
that  some  objection  arises  from  tlie  fact  tbat 
it  Is  introduced  by  a  Liberal  goTemmest  and 
tbat,  forsooth,  a  Liberal  government  may 
get  some  benefit  from  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  hope  that  Is  not  the 
case,  bnt  whether  it  is  or  not  I  would  vote 
for  tbat  scheme  If  I  wers  the  sole  member 
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of  this  chamber  when  that  position  is  taken, 
mj  faith  In  It  l8  so  strong.  I  cannot  b^p  It 
Every  great  mterpriae  has  had  its  donbtlDg 
Tbomases.    I  dare  say  there  are  doubting 

Thomases  In  this  chamber.  They  are  not 
confined,  as  we  know  from  the  litstory  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  to  any  one 
political  party.  Doabtlng  Thomases  are  to 
b«  found  in  all  political  parties,  and  every 
project  has  to  meet  with  a  certain  amount 
of  that  doabt  When  Colnmbus  tamed  hU 
prow  towards  the  setting  sun  all  Bon^e 
jeered  at  him  and  said  he  was  a  madman, 
and  yet  he  unveiled  to  the  old  world  this 
new  world  In  which  millions  are  now  work- 
ing ont  their  social  regeneration.  I  am 
bound  to  acknowledge  there  were  doubting 
Thomases  when  the  Canadian  Padfle  Rail* 
way  iwojeet  was  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons of  wlUch  I  vas  a  humble  member  at 
the  time;  but  the  Canadian  Pacific  Hallway 
vas  pushed  through  In  spite  of  these  doubt- 
ing Thomases,  and  what  is  more,  my  faith 
iB  so  strong  that  I  verily  believe  this  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  scheme  will  be  pushed 
through  notwithstanding  the  non-support  or 
{^position  of  doubting  Thomases.  We  must 
have  that  railway.  Yon  ask  me  why  I  have 
SQCh  faith  in  that  project? 

Hon.  Mr.  LAMDBT— No,  we  never  asked 

that 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  will  tell  you  why,  if 
you  do  not  ask  It.  Because  I  have  faith 
In  Canada.  I  have  faith  In  her  instltutloaB. 
I  have  fattb  in  her  people,  and  I  believe  lAat 
lu  our  brightest  day-dream  we  have  not  yet 
teen  ov  imagined  the  grand  future  tiiat  is 
before  this  countiT.  I  look  back  for  some 
frounds  of  my  faith.  I  will  not  go  back 
farther  than  the  union  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Ctoada,  about  which  I  will  Just  read  a  line 
or  two.  I  think  It  was  in  1841  the  first 
great  step  was  taken  towards  consolidating 
Uiis  country.  On  ,that  occasion  the  Oover- 
Qor  Ooeral,  Lord  Sydenliam,  used  these 
WMds:— 

lobabltants  of  the  province  of  Caoada, — Hen- 
cetonmrt  may  yoa  be  united  In  aentiment,  as 
you  are  from  tbia  day  In  Dame.  A  part  of  the 
atigbty  empire  of  BngiaDd,  protected  by  her 
arms,  admitted  to  all  the  benefits  of  trade  aa 
ber  cltlzeoB,  your  freedom  guaranteed  by  her 
Um,  and  your  rlgtata  suf^rted  by  the  fcymciathy 
of  your  feHow-aubJecU  tber*,  Canada  ooloya  a 
poeMoD  uoearpaamd  by  any  country  in  the 
vorid.  It  U  the  first  viih  of  the  Queen  to  rule 


In  the  btarta  of  her  subjecta,  and  to  feel  that 
Cbey  are  contented  and  proaperoua  under  her 
mild  and  Just  sway.  In  your  hands  rests  now 
your  own  fate.  Hay  the  AJl-wlse  Dispoaer  of 
events  eo  ordain  your  acts  that  they  may  tend  to 
the  promotion  of  peace  and  bappitraes  among 
you,  and  may  He  pour  IMs  bleaaluff  upc«  that 
union  of  which  it  Is  my  pleaatnc  doty  this  day 
to  announce  to  you  the  completion. 

That  has  been  a  union  fraught  with  good, 
and  with  good  results  to  the  country,  and 
as  a  lad  at  the  time,  and  since,  I  have  al- 
irays  felt  that  that  was  one  of  the  bulwarks 
of  our  strength,  and  It  has  been  my  privilege 
as  well  as  my  duty  from  that  hour  to  the 
present  to  do  everything  In  my  power  to 
Intensify  and  weld  together  that  happy 
union  which  liOrd  Sydenham  proclaim- 
ed. Another  ground  for  my  hope  Is 
that  when  the  few  far-seeing  men,  men  who 
stood  upon  the  mountain  top  and  saw  the ' 
view,  proposed  a  federation  of  the  four 
provinces,  even  they  In  their  march  of 
progress,  met  with  doubting  Thomases 
yet  we  all  know  to-day  what  n  grand 
thing  confederation  has  proved.  In  speak- 
ing upon  one  of  these  occasions,  that  peer- 
less orator  Thos.  D'Arcy  McQee,  who  was 
an  advocate  of  that  measure,  spoke  to  the 
doubting  Thomases  as  follows  :— 

Now  what  needs  this  country— with  a  lake 
and  river  and  aeaw&nl  ajratetn  tjufllctent  to  ac- 
commodate all  ita  owQ  and  alt  Hs  aelgbbour's 
commerce — what  n«ede  such  a  country  for  its 
future  T  It  needs  a  population  sufflcieat  In  num- 
ber, In  spirit,  and  In  capa-ilty  to  become  its  maa- 
tera  :  and  this  population  need,  as  all  civilised 
men,  meed,  rellgloufl  aod  civil  liberty,  unity,  au- 
thority, free  Intercourse,  commerce,  security  and 

law  Anailyee  our  aggregate  population: 

we  have  more  Saxons  than  Alfred  had  when  bie 
founded  tbe  Slngllsli  realm  ;  we  have  more  Celts 
than  Brlen  bad  when  he  put  his  beel  od  the 
neck  of  Odin.  We  have  more  Xormane  than 
William  had  wlwn  he  marehelled  his  Invading 
boat  alons  the  strand  of  Fabalee.  We  speak 
tbe  speechea  of  fflMketpeare  and  Boeeuet.  We 
copy  the  constitution  which  Burk»  and  Somere 
and  fHdney  and  Thomas  More  lived,  or  died 
to  secure  or  save  I  see  in  tbe  not  re- 
mote distance  one  great  nationality  

We  have  it  to^y.  Tbe  article  con- 
tinues :— 

—bound  like  the  shield  of  Achilles  by  the  blue 
rim  of  ocean.  I  see  It  quartered  Into  many 
connminHlea.  each  disposing  of  lU  .'nternal  af- 
taira.  but  all  bound  together  by  free  Instltu- 
tiona,  tree  Intercourae  and  free  commerce.  I 
see  within  tbe  round  of  that  shield  tbe  peaks 
of  the  western  mountains  and  tbe  crests  of  tbe 
eastern  waves,  the  winding  Asslnlbotne.  the 
five-fold  lakes,  the  St.  Lawrence,  the  Ottawa, 
the  Saguenay,  and  the  Bay  of  Ulnas.  By  all 
these  flowing  waters  In  all  the  valleys  they 
fertilise.  In  all  the  cities  they  visit  In  their 
courses  I  see  a  generation  of  Industrious,  con- 
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tented,  moral  men,  men  free  In  name  and  In 
fact — ^men  capable  of  maintaining  In  peace  and 
In  war  a  constitution  worthy  of  such  a  coun- 
try. 

We  are  realizing  the  truth  of  that  to-day. 
and  before  resuming  my  seat  I  feel  more 
than  I  can  express  by  a  mere  forma]  ex- 
pression. I  am  3ure  that  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General,  when  he  returns  to  his 
home  In  England,  will  carry  away  a  mag- 
nificent opinion  of  Canada.  I  am  reminded 
that  be  will  be  in  the  position  of 
an  ambassador  whom  an  eastern  king, 
mentioned  in  ancient  story,  sent  to 
imperial  Rome  In  the  days  of  her  imperial 
splendour  to  report  to  his  royal  master, 
and  on  his  return  be  reported  that  he  bad 
visited  a  city  of  kings  where  every  man 
had  as  much  happiness  as  he  could  contain. 
His  Excellency  will  he  able  to  make  Just  as 
proud  to  report  to  our  royal  sovereign  and  he 
win  be  able  to  say  that  he  has  for  six  or 
seven  years  presided  over  the  destinies  of  a 
country,  a  part  of  the  British  empire,  where 
not  only  every  man  is  a  king,  but  every 
woman  is  a  queen.  And  as  an  adden- 
dum to  that  report,  His  Excellency  may  be 
pleased  to  say  that  during  the  time  of 
his  administration  he  had  the  benefit  and 
the  advantage  of  constitutional  advisers, 
statesmen  who  knew  the  seasons,  when  to 
take  occasion  by  the  hand  and  make  the 
bounds  of  freedom  wider  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  will  detain  the 
House  for  only  two  or  three  mmutes.  It 
is  not  with  the  view  of  discussing  the 
various  subjects  mentloDed  in  the  speech 
from  the  Throne.  This  has  been  done  by 
previous  speakers.  For  years  it  has  been 
my  painful  and  somewhat  ungrateful  duty 
to  call  your  attention  to  a  question  about 
which  the  present  government  is  particu- 
larly at  fault  I  know  very  well  it  would  be 
■useless  for  me  at  the  present  moment  to 
raise  a  debate  on  tue  Manitoba  school  ques- 
tion. The  governmoit  has  on  many  oc- 
casions, Inside  and  outside  of  parliament 
declared  their  absolute  unwillingness  to 
initiate  any  measure  with  a  view  to  reliev- 
ing the  minority  In  Manitoba  from  the 
severe  grievances  Tvhicb  have  been  declared 
to  be  theirs  by  the  proper  authority  In  the 
land.  Circumstances  being  so,  I  will  say 
again  that  my  Intention  is  not  to  raise  now 
a  debate  upon  tills  subject.  But  useless  as  It 
Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Coburg). 


may  seem  to  be  at  the  present  time  to  raise 
my  voice  again  with  regard  to  tliis  questioii. 
I  am  bound  to  put  on  record  my  yearly  pro- 
test against  the  violation  of  the  constitution^ 
and  against  the  spoliation  which  has  been 
practiced  at  our  expense  in  matters  of  edu- 
cation. The  law  is  with  us  ;  the  tribunals 
of  the  empire  and  of  Canada  are  with  us  ;^ 
Justice  is  with  as,  and  most  assuredly  it 
will  not  be  to  the  credit  of  Canada  fifty 
years  hence,  and  it  is  not  to-day  to  the 
credit  of  Canada,  that  an  important  and 
loyal  section  of  the  population  of  Canada 
have  been  so  long  deprived  of  their  most 
cherished  liberties.  However,  at  this  stage 
of  the  sesBlon,  I  merely  desire  to  enter  my 
protest  once  more  against  the  existing  cir- 
cumstances, so  that  public  opinion  may  not 
be  misled,  and  in  order  also  that  in  future 
years  no  one  might  be  inclined  to  ar^ae 
from  our  silence  that  the  question  is  no  more 
an  Issue  in  tbls  country.  It  Is  fully  alive 
yet,  and  we  are  stin  looking  for  redress. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thundaif,  MarOt  17,  1904. 

The  Speaker  took  the  chair  at  3  o'clock, 

p.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
AN  ADJOURNMENT. 
UOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB  moved  that  when 
the  Senate  adjourns  on  Thursday,  the  17tb 
instant,  or  on  Friday,  the  18th  instant,  should 
its  sittings  be  continued  on  that  day,  it 
do  stand  adjourned  until  Wednesday  tho 
13tb  April  next,  at  eight  o'clo<^  In  the  even- 
ing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  COMMITTEE  ON  SEI^ECTION. 

REPORT  ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLQMAN  moved  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  Selec- 
tion, as  follows : 
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The  Senate, 

Committee  Room  No.  2. 

Thursday,  Biarch  17,  ld04. 
The  Committee  of  Selection,  appointed  to 
nominate  the  Senators  to  lenre  on  the  several 
Standfos  Committees  for  the  present  Session, 
hare  the  honour  to  report  herewith  the  fol- 
lowing Ilsta  of  Senators  selected  by  them  to 
serre  on  each  of  the  said  Standing  Committees, 
namelr : — 

JOINT  COHlflTTEB  ON  THE  UBRART  OF 
PARLIABTENT. 

The  Honourable  the  Speaker,  and  the  Bon. 
Ibssrs.  Baker,  B61<iae,  Boueherrille,  de,  C.lf.6., 
Drummond,  Ferguson,  Forget,  Oodbout,  Qovan, 
C.M.G.,  Hlngston,  Sir  Wm.,  Kt.,  HcHugh,  Pelle- 
tier.  Sir  Alphonse,  K.C.H.O.,  Polrler.  Scott. 
Thtbaudeau  (Rigand),  Thlbaudeau  (do  la  Val- 
ll«re).  Wood,  Young.— 18. 

JOINT  COHUITTEE  ON  THE  PRINTING  OP 
PARLIAMENT. 

The  Hod.  Messrs.  Aiklna,  Bemler,  Carllns, 
8!r  John,  K.C.M.G..  Cloran.  Bowell,  Sir  Macken- 
lie.  K.C.H.G.,  CasgraiD  |de  Lanaudidre),  Churcb, 
Dever,  Dobson,  Domville.  Coffey.  Ellis,  Flset, 
Gibson,  LegTts.  Maedonald  (P.B.I.).  Mackay  (Ai- 
ms), MacKeen,  Hemer,  Reld,  Shehyn.  Temple- 
man,  Watson.— 24. 

COMMITTEE  OX  STANDING  ORDERS. 

Ta-i  Hon.  Meaars.  B61que,  Carling,  Sir  Johh, 
K.C.U.G.,  Church,  Maedonald  (P.E.I.),  Maido- 
nald  (Victoria),  McKay  (Trara),  Tossler,  Yeo, 
Young. — 9. 

COHMITTBSI  ON  BANKING  AND  OOMMBRCU. 

The  Hon.  Messrs.  Bowell,  Sir  Mackenzie,  K. 
C.M.Q.,  Casgraln  (Windsor),  Cox,  Drummond, 
Edwards.  Ferguson,  Forget,  Fulford,  Jones, 
Kerr  (Cobourg),  King,  Lougheed,  Maedonald 
(P.B.I.),  Maekay  (Alma),  Mackeen,  McDonald 
(Cape  Breton),  McGregor.  McMillan,  Mc- 
Sweeney,  Miller,  Mitchell.  Perley,  Shehyn,  Sul- 
Utsq.  Thlbaudeau  (Rlgaud),  Thlbaudeau  (de  la 
Valll«re).  Thompson,  Wark,  Wood,  Yeo.— SO. 

COMMITTEE  ON    RAILWAYS,  TELEGRAPHS 
AND  HARBOURS. 

The  Hon.  Messrs.  B^rd,  Baker,  Bdique,  Bol- 
dae.  Bowell,  Sir  Mackenzie.  K.C.M.O.,  Sir  John, 
K.C.H.G..  Caagraln  (de  Lanaudlfire),  Cox,  David. 
Dandurand,  Dever.  Domville,  Drummond,  BtliR. 
Pe^nson.  Fiset,  Frost,  Gibson,  Godbout,  Jones, 
JEerr  (Cobourg),  Kerr  (Toronto),  King,  Kirch- 
holler.  Landry,  Lougheed.  Lovitt,  Maedonald 
(Victoria).  Mackay  (Alma),  McDonald  (Cape 
Breton),  McHugh,  McKay  (Truro),  McLaren, 
McHlllan,  McMullen.  Miller,  Owens,  Pelletler, 
Sir  Alphonse,  K.C.M.G.,  Polrler,  Scott,  Temple- 
man,  Tessier,  Vldal,  Watson.  Young.— 46. 

(X>MMITTEE  ON  MISOBLLANEOUS  PRIVATE 
BILLS. 

The  Hon.  Messrs.  Baird,  Bouchervllle,  de,  C. 
U.Q,,  Caagraln  (Windsor),  Church,  Cloran,  Dan- 
dijrand,  Dever,  Dobson,  Domville,  Edwards,  Ful- 
ford, Godbout,  Hlngston,Str  Wm.,  Kt.,  Kerr  (To- 
nnkto),  Landry,  Legrls,  McGregor,  McHugh,  Mc- 
Sweeney,  Memer,  Montplaielr,  Reld,  Shehyn, 
Ainivan,  Thlbaudeau  (Rlgaud).- 


COMMITTEE  ON  INTERNAL  ECONOMY  AND 
CONTINGENT  ACCOUNTS. 

The  Hon.  Messrs.  Beraler,  Bolduc,  Caagraln 
(de  Lanaudlire),  Fiset,  Frost,  Gibson,  King, 
Landry,  Lovitt,  McDonald  (Cape  Breton),  Mc- 
Laren, McMullen,  Miller,  Montplalslr.  Owens, 
Pelletler,  Sir  Alphonse,  K.C.M.G.,  Perley,  Ro- 
bertson, Templeman,  Thompson,  Vldal,  Watson, 
Wilson,  Wood,  Teo.— 25. 

COMMITTEE  ON  DEBATES  AND  REPORTING. 

The  Hon.  Messrs.  Bfilque,  Coffey,  Bernler,  El- 
lis, Mitchell,  Polrler,  Robertson,  Tessier,  VidsL 
—9. 

COMMITTEE  ON  DIVORCE. 

The  Hon.  Messrs.  Baker,  Oowan,  C.M.O.,  Kerr 
(Cobourg),  Kirchholler,  Lougheed,  McHuUea. 
Templeman,  Wilson,  Wood.— 9. 

COMMITTEE  ON  RESTAURANT. 

The  Hon.  the  Speaker,  the  Hon.  Messrs.  Bol- 
duc, McKay  (Truro).  McMillan,  McSweeney, 
Miller.  Rohertson.— 7. 

Tour  Committee  beg  leave  to  ask  further  Ins- 
tructions as  to  the  Committee  on  Legislation 
referred  to  In  the  Order  of  the  Senate  made 
September  8,  U03,  adopting  a  report  of  the 
(Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bours presented  on  August  27,  19(^. 

He  said  :  I  think  that  it  Is  important 
that  this  re^rt  should  be  adopted  to-day, 
in  order  that  the  committees  should  meet 
to-morrow  mornlngr  to  appoint  the  chairmen 
and  organize  before  the  House  adjourns. 
I  think  there  will  be  no  objection  to  th:it 
course  being  taken  now.  The  attention  of 
the  House  might  be  directed  to  the  last 
clause  of  the  report,  which  some  hou.  gentle- 
men are  more  familiar  with  than  I  am.  It 
will  probably  provoke  some  discussion,  in 
order  to  finally  settle  this  point,  not  iieces- 
sarlly  to-day  but  it  may  be  taken  up  after 
the  adjournment.  The  committee  are  ask' 
Ing  for  further  instructions  as  to  the  ap 
polntment  of  a  committee  on  legislation, 
as  referred  to  In  the  report  of  the  Committer 
on  Railways,  recommending  that  such  o 
course  should  be  taken  ;  that  Is  that  a  com- 
mittee on  legislation  should  be  appointed.  It 
is  within  the  recollection  of  the  Rous? 
that  last  year  the  question  of  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Dominion  parliament  in  respect 
of  legislation  which  was  entirely  or  par- 
tially provlncinal  In  Its  character,  was  raised 
tn  this  House  In  the  Railway  Committee  of 
this  House  and  a  sub-committee  of  the  Rail- 
way Committee  was  appointed  to  consider 
that  question.  I  think  that  my  hon.  friend 
from  Montreal  was  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee, and  the  r^iort  recommended  the 
consideration  of  legislation  of.  the  character 
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referred  to,  that  Is,  le^latlon  of  a  provin- 
cial character  by  a  committee  on  legisla- 
tion. That  report  was  presented  and 
adopted  in  this  Hoose.  Tlie  derk  of  tbe 
striking  committee  tills  morning  called  our 
attention  to  it  and  some  bon.  members  In 
the  committee  took  the  gronnd  that  tbe 
action  In  this  House  had  not  been  altogether 
complete,  that  there  were  some  Informali- 
ties, and  the  Inatractions  were  that  we  were 
not  jnst  in  a  position  to  appoint  a  committee 
on  legldation.  The  matter  has  been  refer- 
red back  for  Instruction.  If  this  report  Is 
adopted  as  a  whole,  I  presume  this  iioint 
will  be  taken  op  again  and  determined  ^.t 
a  future  sitting  of  tbe  House. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEB-I  sbouid  like  to  un- 
derstand the  object  of  tbe  recommenda- 
tloi^  wltb  regard  to  the  committee  on  legis- 
lation. I  did  not  receive  much  con- 
Btderatlon  in  tbe  striking  committee,  and 
I  hardly  think  It  Is  a  recommenda- 
tion that  should  have  been  made  to  the 
House.  I  know  when  the  subject  was 
brought  up  in  tbe  striking  committee,  of 
naming  a  committee  on  legislation.  I  took 
occasion  to  say  that  I  tbongbt  such  a  com- 
mittee was  a  very  extraordinary  one.  and 
that  I  did  not  believe  a  precedent  could  be 
found  for  it  in  any  British  legislature  or  In 
any  legislature  whatever  with  parliamen- 
tary institutions  such  as  ours,  and  I  am 
still  of  that  opinion.  I  should  like  to  see 
some  precedent  tor  such  a  committee  con- 
nected with  a  leglslatlTe  body.  Wby.  every 
committee  of  parliament  neariy  is  a  com- 
mittee on  leglriation.  There  is  hardly  a 
committee  of  parliament  whose  work  may 
not  at  some  time  or  other  have  reference  to 
legislation,  and  most  of  them  are  chiefly  for 
tbe  purpose  of  Inttlatlng  and  regulating  leg- 
islation. I  can  undertand  that  a  large  muni- 
cipal or  railway  corporation  might  require  a 
committee  on  l^slation.  because  they  have 
not  legislative  powers  themselves,  and  may 
require  a  committee  to  Initiate  and  look 
after  legislation,  but  a  legislative  body  hav- 
ing a  committee  on  legislation  appears  to  be 
an  absurdity  in  terms.  I  was  not  present 
last  session  when  this  proposal  was  initiated 
in  tbe  railway  committee,  and  carried 
through,  I  think,  very  irregularly,  for  when 
an  Important  change  is  to  be  made  In  the 
Hon.  Mr.  TEHPLBHAN. 


rules  of  the  House,  rule  sixteen  prescribes 
the  method  by  which  it  sbouid  be  carried 
through.  That  rule  was  not  compiled  with  in 
this  Instance.  A  sub-committee  of  the 
Railway  Committee  made  a  report,  and 
that  r^Kirt  the  RaQway  ■  Committee  re- 
commended 'to  tbe  House  and  tbe  recom- 
mendation was  adopted,  and  on  these  two 
reports,  as  I  understand  it,  it  was  presumed 
this  committee  on  legislation,— bo  called, 
had  been  brought  Into  existence.  We  all 
know,  all  who  have  had  experience  In  the 
House  at  all  events,  that  no  change  can 
be  made  In  the  atandlng  orders  of  tbe 
House  unless  tbe  aenators  are  ^edally  som- 
moned  for  that  purpose.  When  I  found  tills 
extraordinary  report  on  the  minutes.  I 
was  somewhat  surprised.  A  much 
more  simple  means  can  be  adopted 
than  by  adding  anothw  standing  committee 
to  the  committees  of  the  House.  It  la  not 
desirable  to  have  more  committees  tban  tiw 
bnalneu  of  the  House  absolutely  demands, 
and  the  fewer  committees  we  am  get  along 
with  tbe  better.  When  I  saw  tills  report 
on  tbe  minutes,  last  session,  I  asked 
If  it  bad  gone  tbrougb.  and  in 
what  stage  It  was,  and  I  found  then 
that  It  had  been  simply  reported  from  the 
Railway  Committee  and  adopted  by  tbe 
House,  but  that  rule  16  had  not  been  com- 
piled with.  When  I  found  that  that  was 
the  case,  I  Intended  to  take  an  oppw- 
tunity  to  make  some  remarks  when  tbi 
subject  came  up,  and  told  one  of  the  clerks 
that  if  it  was  moved  further  to  1^  me  know, 
because  It  amounted  to  nothing  unless  It  was 
adopted  under  the  IGth  standing  order  of 
the  House,  which  provides  that  a  speclaQ 
meeting  of  the  Senate  must  be  summoned 
tor  any  addition  or  alteration  of  our  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Tbe.  bon.  gentieman 
from  Richmond  has  started  a  discussion 
somewhat  Irregularly  because  tiie  motion 
tor  the  adoption  of  the  report  was  carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  MIIiLBB^be  rule  says  :— 

16.  No  motion  for  making  any  order  of  tbe 
Senate  a  standing  order  can  be  adopted  unless 
the  senators  in  attandaoca  on  tbe  session  sbaU 
bare  been  previously  snmnooed  to  constter 
the  same. 

That  Important  procedure  was  not  attend- 
ed  to,  and  of  eourso  the  action  of  test  see> 
slon  drops  to  the  ground.   My  hon.  friend 

wilt  perhaps  proceed  to  carry  out  the  object 
be  has  In  view  this  session.  He  Is  perfectly 
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at  liberty  to  do  so,  and  I  have  no  donbt  tbat 
object,  in  which  I  sympathise  with  him  to 
a  large  extent,  may  be  accomplished  In  some 
other  way,  witboat  creating  an  additional 
committee. 

Hon.  Ur.  BEIQUE— I  have  not  had  oc- 
casion to  refer  this  session  ta  the  Journals 
of  the  Honse,  but  my  recollection  is  per^ 
fectly  distinct  to  the  effect  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  w«e  eapedally  snm- 
nkoned  to  make  it  a  permanent  rule,  and  a 
dlsciualon  took  place  on  the  anbject  last  bsb- 
■lOD.  I  am  perfectly  snre  it  was  made  a 
permanent  mle  of  this  honourable  House. 
The  senators  were  ^edally  summoned  for 
the  purpose.  Now  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Bichmond  has  taken  the  ground  that  this 
rale  Is  absnid  and  wlthoot  precedent  I 
coald  dte  precedent  for  It  For  Instajwe. 
in  flke  Quebec  l^lslatnre  ttiere  Is  a  com- 
mtttee  on  legislation,  and  I  tblnk  I  could 
cite  other  Instances.  It  is  merely  a  anestion 
of  name.  This  honourable  House  has  the 
same  power  to  deal  with  all  legislation,  a 
raUway  BUI,  a  bank  BUI  or  any  other  BlU. 
It  is  always  legislation  and  the  Honse  refers 
tbe  Bills,  to  special  committees  merely  for 
tiie  purpose  of  hSTing  tbe  prelimlnaiy  work 
done  by  a  committee  and  r^KOted  before 
tbe  House  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  In 
order  that  tbe  matter  may  be  considered 
with  more  thorough  information.  If  the 
bon.  member  will  read  tbe  report  of  the 
dlscnsslon  which  took*  place  last  session  on 
tbe  subject  he  will  see  that  tbe  rule  of  the 
House  was  amended  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
rldlng  for  a  committee  on  legislation.  It 
was  for  a  special  purpose,  to  deal  with  Bills 
whlcb  contain  a  declaration  that  tbe  work 
Is  to  be  a  work  for  the  general  advantage 
of  Canada,  and  the  committee  Is  Instructed 
to  inquire  specially  as  to  whether  the  de- 
claration made  is  within  tbe  spirit  of  the 
c<mBtltutIon. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Of  course  the  records 
will  apeak  for  themselves.  I  was  told  by 
tbe  clerk  that  the  senators  were  not  sum- 
moned. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  quite  recollect 
what  occurred  last  year.  Certainly  this  Is 
new  to  me.  I  should  think  that  the  last 
pamgraiA  of  the  report  Is  not  necessary 
lit  view  of  the  public  notice  we  now  give, 
'lue  public  notice  should  state  whether  ft 


was  intended  that  those  words  should  be 
inclnded,  so  that  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee Is  called  to  It   The  rule  provides  : 

When  the  •.ppUoaUoD  is  for  an  Act  ot  incorpo- 
ration th«  name  of  the  proposed  company  shall 
be  stated,  and  if  the  works  of  any  company  1d- 
oorporated  or  to  bs  incorporated  are  to  be  de- 
clared to  be  tor  the  general  advantace  ot  Can- 
ada, such  IntentioD  shall  be  speciflcally  men- 
tioned in  the  notice,  and  tbe  applicant  shall 
cause  a  otqjy  ot  such  -notloe  to  be  sent  in  a  r*c- 
Istered  letter  to  tbe  clerk  ot  tbe  munleipalltjr 
which  may  be  epeclally  affected  by  tbe  construc- 
tion or  operatltm  ot  such  works,  Ae. 

So  I  think  attention  having  been  called 
to  it,  that  it  Is  quite  unnecessary  we  should 
further  deal  with  it  I  therefore  move  that 
that  clause  be  dropped  from  the  r^>ort. 

Hon.  Mr.  BSIQUB— The  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  conld  not  dispense  with  a  permanent 
rule  in  that  way.  I  am  perfectly  willing. 
If  he  desires,  to  enter  into  tbe  discussion, 
but  tbe  reason  which  influenced  the  Senate 
last  session  in  making  this  a  permanent 
rale  of  the  House  still  remains. 

The  SPEAKER— I  may  say  there  is  no- 
thing bef(»e  the  House,  Inasmuch  as  I  de- 
clared the  report  adopted. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION OF  NEW  TORK  IN 
CANADA. 

MOTION. 

Notice  of  motion  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Dom- 
vllle  being  called  : 

Tbst  he  will  move  for  the  appointment  ot  a 
Select  Committee  of  Ave  to  Investigate  tbe  posi- 
tion ot  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Associa- 
tion ot  New  Tork  In  Canada,  with  power  to 
send  tor  papers,  persons,  telegrams  and  records, 
to  -employ  clerical  serriees,  and  with  leave  to 
report  from  time  to  time,  the  Committee  to  be 
composed  ot  tbe  honourable  messieurs  : — 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  would  request  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  let  thai  motion  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— I  would  prefer  to 
proceed  with  It  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  would  be  better  to 
let  It  stand  until  after  the  adjournment 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLEr— I  prefer  to  go  on 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  deals  with  one  ot 
the  lai^  insurance  companies  doing  busi- 
ness In  this  country,  and  it  Is  not  fair  to 
take  up  the  matter  now  without  giving  the 
company  an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— If  I  am  within 
my  rights  I  propose  to  go  on  with  my  mo- 
tloii  DOW.  It  deals  with  what  Is  claimed  to 
be  a  strong  corar>any,  and  I  should  be  only 
too  willing  to  obl^  the  taon.  Secretary  of 
State  In  anything  if  It  was  to  sink  the  oppo- 
sition or  hold  up  the  government,  but  this  Is 
a  matter  that  I  brought  up  in  the  Senate  last 
year.  It  was  too  late  in  the  session  to  do 
anything  then,  and  it  is  not  rigbt  that  this 
motion  should  stand  over  now.  It  Is  not 
right  that  we  should  trifle  with  the  widows 
and  orphans  who  are  Interested  In  twelve 
million  dollars  of  Insurance.  I  cannot  see 
why  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  should  ad- 
vocate the  rights  of  a  company  who  have 
been  so  prominently  before  the  public. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  advocatiuK 
their  rights,  but  the  taon.  gentleman  should 
know  that  no  progress  whatever  can  be 
mnde  with  his  Inquiry  to-day.  I  am  not 
blocking  It  In  the  slightest  d^ree  ;  no  pro- 
gress whatever  will  be  made  by  proceeding 
to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— As  the  representa- 
tive of  the  widows  and  orphans  in  Canada 
and  not  a  representative  of  a  United  States 
company.  I  want  this  to  go  on  without 
delay.  I  nm  anxious  to  deal  with  it,  I>e- 
cause  this  Is  a  serious  matter.  That  com- 
pany has  very  long  arms  it  is  said  :  they 
reach  out  everywhere,  and  I  shall  be  able  to 
show  before  I  am  through  with  this  Investi- 
gation that  they  have  strong  Influence  In 
Canada  which  bas  upheld  them  in  their 
wrong-dblng.  If  It  is  tiie  Judgment  of  the 
House,  that  this  motion  should  not  be  made 
to-day,  I  shall  very  much  regret  It.  As 
regards  the  names  of  the  members  who 
shall  form  the  committee,  that  Is  unim- 
portant to  me  ;  I  am  willing  to  accept  any 
gentlemen  the  House  may  choose. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  wish  to  interrupt  the  taon.  gentleman, 
but  In  a  matter  of  this  great  Importance 
afTectlng.  as  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
says  It  does,  a  very  Important  corporation, 
my  hon.  friend  will  accomplish  more  by 
accepting  the  suggestion  of  the  leader  of 
the  House.  Because  the  government,  to 
a  very  great  extent,  must  be  responsible 
for  the  status  of  this  company  in  Canada. 
Ttaey  have  to  make  thorough  and  full  in- 
vestigations and  while  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  that  a  matter  of  this 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- 


kind  should  receive  the  fullest  possible 
consideration,  I  tblnk  it  would  be  better 
if  he  would  accept  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State,  and  let  it  stand 
until  we'  meet  after  the  adjournment,  for 
the  reason  that  be  cannot  obtain  any  ad- 
vantage by  moving  this  resolution  till  we 
meet  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  willing  to 
accede  to  the  request,  but  I  want  to  say 
to  this  honouraDle  House  that  there  are 
more  persons  outside  of  It  than  there  are  In 
it.  There  are  many  looking  to  my  action.  I 
lau  not  fighting  for  .1  company  in  the 
United  States  ;  I  am  fighting  for  the  rights 
of  the  people,  and  I  have  In  my  hand  a 
copy  of  the  letter  which  I  wrote  to  the  de- 
partment here  four  months  ago,  and  wUcb 
they  did  not  ansver.  I  wrote  a  second  time 
and  a  third  time  and  no  reply  was  sent  to 
me  In  accordance  with  my  request  for  in- 
formation as  to  the  state  of  affnlm  con- 
nected with  this  company.  I  want  to  be 
in  a  iH>sition  so  that  I  can  fairly  write 
to  them,  and  ask  them  to  postpone  action, 
because  I  can  then  deiine  their  position 
and  have  their  rights  defined.  Out  of  de- 
ference to  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  leader  of  the  opposition, 
[  shall  be  pleased  to  allow  the  motion  to 
stnud  for  the  pi-esent. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand. 

SALARY    OF   THE   USHER   OF  THB 
BLACK  ROD. 

MOTIOK. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  wish  to  move, 
seconded  by  Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell, 
that  in  view  of  the  extended  adjournment 
that  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  be  authorized 
to  pay  Capt.  E.  B.  Chambers,  Usher  of  the 
Black  Rod,  a  salary  of  $1,800  per  annum. 
The  salary  is  fixed  by  the  appointment,  but 
the  pay  of  course  comes  out  of  the  Senate 
funds  and  unless  it  is  passed  the  salary- 
could  not  be  paid  until  after  ttae  adjourn- 
ment 

The  motion  was  agi-eed  to. 

A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEQE. 

Hon:  Sir  MACKENSZIE  BOWELL— It  is 
not  often  that  I  call  the  attention  of  this 

House  to  any  remarks  that  may  be  made 
by  public  speakers  in  reference  to  my- 
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self,  add  I  only  do  tt  now  for  fear  that 
■Uence  might  lead  others  to  the  codcIqsIod 
that  the  statements  made  by  Gapt.  Bead,  a 
member  of  the  Prince  Bdward  Island  legis- 
lature. In  a  speech  made  by  him  at  a  meet- 
ing during  the  8t  Peter's  dectlon  which 
has  jast  dosed,  were  tme.  It  appears  that 
In  that  province  Bome  action  has  been  taken 
against  two  of  the  members  of  the  local 
l^slature  for  a  violation  of  the  Independ- 
ence of  Parliament  Act.  That  is  a  matter 
of  which  I  know  nothing.  They  can  settle 
It  among  themselves.  But  It  1b  quite  evi- 
dent that  Capt  Read  has  a  very  vivid  Im- 
agination, and  might  possibly  have  been 
reading  Baron  Munchausen  when  he  made 
the  statement  which  I  am  about  to  read. 
He  referred  to  the  action  of  the  House  of 
Coomions  in  1S75  and  1876,  when  be  said 
that  more  than  forty  members  of  the  I>o- 
mlnlon  House,  of  Commons  had  been  charg- 
ed with  a  violation  of  the  Independence  of 
Parliament  Act,  Including  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell  and  the  great  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald. 
I  was  In  parliament  during  that  time  and 
during  the  periods  that  I  have  had  the 
honour  of  holding  a  seat  in  the  House  I  have 
never  hacl  a  charge  of  that  kind  made 
against  n^e.  I  think  it  is  just  ns  well  for 
the  inforination  of  the  iieople  of  Prince 
Edward  Island,  provided  always  they  re-ad 
what  is  stated  In  this  House,  to  give  that 
statement  a  flat  denial  and  an  uncompro- 
mising and  nnmltlgated  ^ntradlctlon,  both 
as  far  as  it  refers  to  niyself.and  also  to  the 
late  Sir  John  A.  Macdonald.  I  need  scarcely 
say  to  the  House,  because  they  are  all  ac- 
quainted with  what  was  done  in  1875  and 
1876,  that  so  far  as  the  late  Sir  John  Mac- 
donald and  myself  are  concerned  there  fs 
no  tmth  la  the  statement. 

The  Senate  adjomned. 


THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Frfdoy,  March  18,  190^. 

The  SPSAKEB  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

BUI  (A)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  James 
B.  Taylor.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr.  Cobourg). 


Bin  (B)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
James .  Macduff  Rogers.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr, 
Cobourg). 

The  Senate  adjourned  till  Wednesday  the 
18th  April,  at  eight  o'clock  In  the  evening. 


IHE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wedneaday,  April  13,  190^. 
The  SPBAKEB  took  the  ChaUr  at  Eight 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

CHRISTMAN  DIVORCE  BILL. 

PETITION  PRESBNTBD. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  presented  the 
application  of  Annie  Chrlstman  for  a  Bill  of 
divorce.  He  said  :  This  application  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Senate  on  the  Qrst  or  second 
day  after  the  session  opened.  On  reference  to 
all  the  newspapers  it  was  found  that  at  that 
time  the  notice  was  not  complete.  The  no- 
tice Is  now  complete,  and  it  seems  to  me  It  Is 
necessary  to  present  the  due  proofs  of  the 
notice  that  was  given.  The  fees  were  paid, 
and  the  receipt  and  certificate  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  House  have  been  read. 

The  application  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  presented  a 
petition  for  the  relief  of  Annie  Chrlstman. 

APPOINTMENT  OF  J.  B.  JACKSON. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  inquir- 
ed : 

Whether  a  man  tty  the  name  of  J.  B.  Jack- 
son, of  IngersoU,  Ontario,  has  been  appoloted 
to  aor  posltioa  ta  England  or  elsewhere,  by  the 
government  of  Canada,  or  any  member  of  said 
government  ? 

If  BO,  what  are  the  duties  assigned  to  him, 
and  what  salary  or  remuneration  is  be  to  re- 
ceive tor  the  pertormance  of  such  lenrlces  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— J.  B.  Jackson,  of  Inger- 
soU, Ont,  was  appointed  by  Order  In  Coun- 
cil of  date  October  31st  1903  (appointment 
to  date  from  1st  November,  1903)  commer- 
cial agent  to  Leeds  and  Hull,  England. 

His  duties  are  to  report  monthly,  or  more 
frequently.  If  necessary,  to  the  Department 
of  Trade  and  Commerce  apon  all  trade  mat- 
ters which  may  be  of  Interest  to  Canadian 
exporters,  and  to  use  his  best  endeavonr  to 
further  Canada's  market  in  the  dlstriet  to 
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which  be  Is  assigned.  These  reports  are 
published  we^ly  and  are  sent  to  anj  bnsl- 
ness  men  in  Canada  desiring  them, 

Mr.  Jackson's  salary  Is  f3,0U0  per  annum, 
and  office  and  contingent  expenses. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursdav,  AprU  if,  1904. 

The  SPBAKBR  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clocli. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (C)  An  Act  for  the  t«lief  of  Andrew 

William  Mann.--(Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobonrg.) 

Bill  (D)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Annie 
Cbristman.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Twonto.) 

KINO'S  SHILLING  LEGAL  TENDER 
BILL. 

FIRST  READmO. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  Introduced  BUI  (E) 
An  Act  to  make  the  King's  Shilling  Legal 
Tender.  He  said  : 

I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  say  very 
much  about  this  Bill.  I  will  briefly  state 
my  case.  In  the  province  of  New  Brunswick 
—and  I  suppose  it  is  the  same  In  the  other 
provinces— five  or  six  thousand  Immigrants 
are  landing  every  week,  and  the  first  thing 
they  wantj  when  they  get  on  shore. 
Is  to  buy  something.  They  tuve  English 
shillings  in  their  pockets  and  our  people 
win  not  accept  them  except  at  a  discount 
of  20  per  cent.  What  kind  of  impressions 
will  they  form  of  this  country  ?  They  are 
told  that  this  is  a  great  British  colony  with 
Imperial  Ideas  and  that  we  are  going  to 
make  a  ^at  nation ;  but  the  first  thing 
that  happens  when  they  land  here  Is  fbat 
tbey  are  charged  20  per  cent  discount  on 
their  silver  coin.  They  see  King  Edward's 
head  staring  them  in  the  face  and  yet  our 
people  will  not  take  his  money.  We  are 
living  under  the  flag  of  Imperialism  and 
Iroasting  of  what  we  are  going  to  do  to  fight 
for  the  empire  and  yet  we  will  not  take 
British  money.  We  should  compel  our  pee> 
pie  when  tiiey  sell  a  British  immlgtant  a 
glass  of  whisky,  or  perhaps,  If  it  Is  a  woman, 
a  glass  of  gin,  to  accept  tliehr  shilling  at 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


par.  I  desire  that  these  inunigrants  shall 
feel  that  they  are  at  borne  In  Canada,  am 
we  ane  part  of  the  BrttMi  emphre,  and  I 
want  SUng  Edward's  moaey  to  pass  at  its 
taoe  value. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND-I  wonder  if  tbia 
motion  is  In  <nder  ?  Have  we  ilke  right  to 
Initiate  audi  legislation  here  ?  Is  this  not 
a  money  BUI  which  ahonld  be  Initiated  in 
the  other  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— It  Is  a  money  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  moved  that  the 
BUI  be  read  the  second  time  28th  AprU 
next 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MUTTTAL  RESERVE  UFB  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  rose  to-^ 

Hove  for  the  appolotmeBt  of  a  select  com- 
mittee of  five  to  inveatiffate  tbe  poiltioa  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fuod  Life  AsHOciation  of  New 
TorlE  In  Canada,  with  power  to  send  for  papera, 
persons,  telegrams  and  reoords.  to  employ  olerl- 
crI  services,  and  with  leave  to  report  evidence 
from  ttma  to  time. 

He  said:  The  motion  is  one  which  I  am 
satisfied,  will  commend  itself  to  every 
memlMr  Of  this  House.  Hon.  gentle- 
men have  passed  through  the  early 
stages  of  being  interested  by  out- 
siders and  being  interested  in  otiier  ways, 
but  I  am  satiriled  from  my  own  small  ex- 
perience in  tbe  Senate  that  there  is  not  one 
of  them  who  is  not  desirous  of  doing  Justice 
to  the  pubUc  at  lai^e.  Last  year,  I  moved 
to  bring  up  this  question,  but  It  was  very 
late  In  the  session  and  1  was  asked  to  post- 
pone tbe  matter  until  this  session,  and  I 
consented.  I  have  no  desire  to  press  it  an* 
duly.  I  wanted  to  bury  Caesar,  not  to 
praise  him,  and  I  was  wUUng  that  the  mat- 
ter should  stand  over  until  tbls  year.  In 
the  meanwhile  I  secvred  all  the  information 
I  could  get  from  the  Finance  Department 
I  dare 'say  there  are  In  tills  House  some  hon. 
gentlemen  conversant  with  Insurance  who 
know  better,  perliapa,  tlian  I  do,  the  merits 
of  the  case  which  I  am  about  to  present 
I  charge  that  tbe  returns  of  tbls  company 
have  not  been  In  accordance  with  the  tacts. 
That  Is  a  grave  charge  ;  I  know  the  respon- 
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siblllty  I  take  in  making  it  It  is  a  strong 
company  having  plenty  of  means  to  at- 
tack tbose  who  Incxu*  Its  displeasure.  I 
knew  that  I  had  placed  myself  in  a  poaltUm 
to  be  attacked  by  the  whole  press  of  Can- 
ada, but  I  had  sach  nnbonnded  confldence 
in  the  members  of  this.  House  that  I  felt  I 
could  depend  upon  them  to  Investigate  the 
subject  and,  If  I  conM  make  out  my  case, 
that  they  would  do  Justice,  not  to  myself 
merely,  but  to  the  widows  and  orphans  of 
this  country,  whose  Interests  are  involved. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  whether  this 
company  Is  a  Canadian  or  a  foreign  com- 
pany ;  it  is  doing  bnriness  in  Canada  and 
the  law  of  the  Dominion  affords  it  every 
protection  and  should  also  protect  those 
who  are  Id  the  hands  of  the  company  and 
subject  to  whatever  policy  they  may  adopt 
I  have  a  good  many  papers  to  read ;  I  do 
not  want  to  trespass  on  the  patience  of  the 
House  unduly.  I  want  to  prove  first  of  all 
that  in  England  the  Conrt  of  Appeal  has 
decided  that  the  company  mast  make  resti- 
tution—must pay  back  to  the  Insured  prin- 
cipal and  interest  at  4  per  cent  and  at  the 
same  time  pay  all  charges.  It  may  be  ar- 
gued that  they  have  appealed  to  the  House 
of  Lords.  We  shall  see  what  the 
decision  is.  There  is  a  case  to  come 
before  the  Supreme  Court  on  the 
twenty-seventh  of  this  month.  If  the  court 
of  Appeal  can  glre  a  similar  decision  as  the 
Judgment  which  I  have  here  In  my  hands, 
then  there  certainly  must  be  some  grounds 
for  my  demand  that  parliament  shall  pro- 
ti-ct  the  policy-holders  in  this  company  who 
are  interested  to  the  extent  of  $12,000,000. 
After  making  these  few  remarks.  I  ppo- 
posc  to  ask  the  House  to  let  me  ndjonrn 
the  debate  until  I  procure  necessary  In- 
formation for  which '  I  am  moving  to-day 
to  prove  my  case.  My  chaises  are.  first  of 
all,  that  the  report  which  this  company  has 
rendered  to  the  government  is  not  correct 
I  find  from  the  return  of  the  superintendent 
of  insurance  for  last  year,  which  I  have  In 
my  band,  that  they  are  doing  business 
imder  license  and  liave  as  deport : 

TiM  Mutoal  Ressrvs  Lite  (fermerlr  the  Mn- 
tMl  Reserve  PanA  Lite  Aasoctatloo),  F.  B.  Har- 
veT,  chief  acent.  Torooto,  amount  of  deposit  wltb 
receiver  general,  par  value,  $265,067,  accepted 
vmloe,  |34S,922.  Deacnption  of  insurance  busl- 
■eas  for  wUeb  lloessed,  lUe.  on  the  assessment 
plan,  as  to  business  prior  t«  Aug.  11,  1899. 


Then  there  Is  a  note  at  the  end  of  this 
government  return  to  the  following  effect : 

Mutual  Reeerve  Life  Insurance  Company : 
In  the  case  of  this  company  the  notice  prescribed 
bj  section  42  A  of  the  Insurance  Act  as  amended 
tiaving  been  ftled  In  this  offlce,  the  date  named 
therein  being  Aug.  11,  1899,  tbe  insurance  busi- 
nesB  carried  on  by  the  said  company  is  subject 
to  and  regulated  by  tbe  provisions  of  said  sec- 
tion, provided  th«  oompaay  shall  not  assure 
any  annuity  or  endowment. 

I  shall  prove  to  tiie  House  ttiat  this  com- 
pany is  doing  bualness  in  Canada  and 
those  are  the  terms  on  which  they  are  doing 
It  In  my  complaint  I  say  that  their  state- 
ment Is  not  right.  An  eminent  counsel  in 
New  York,  Qeneral  Tracy,  ei-Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Navy,  says,  and  I  have  It  here 
over  his  own  rignature,  that  the  whole 
course  of  the  company  is  fraudulent ;  that 
they  have  committed  perjury  and  fraud  and 
are  Indictable  criminally.  That  la  a  pretty 
good  authority.  I  bold  in  my  band  his 
remonstrance.  He  says,  '  they  are  doing 
wrong,  and  should  be  prosecuted  criminal- 
ly.* He  says,  '  Mr.  Bumham,  the  president 
is  guilty  of  the  crime  of  larceny,  and  both 
Mr.  Morse  and  Mr.  Moss  and  Mr.  Bumham 
are  guilty  of  conspiracy  to  defraud  the  com- 
pany.' This  is  a  celebrated  case,  and  we 
should  have  the  facts  before  ns  so  that  we 
can  make  up  our  minds  without  prejudice. 
I  have  the  auditor's  report  where  he  re- 
signed saying,  '  I  cannot  stay  with  you.' 
The  treasurer  says,  '  You  are  taking  the 
company's  money  and  putting  it  into  the 
hands  of  Mr.  Moss  who  Is  to  make  no 
returns  except  In  his  own  time  and  way, 
and  he  can  do  what  he  llkea.'  He  is  taking 
the  money  of  poor  widows  and  orphans.  Thlk 
Is  a  cheap  company  and  the  policy-holders 
are  mostly  people  who  could  not  afford  to 
go  Into  other  more  expensive  companies, 
and  when  the  insured  die  what  happens  ? 
This  company  will  scale  them.  I  know  of  a 
case,  that  of  Mr.  Pigeon,  who  was  insured 
for  12,000.  When  be  died  they  offered  his 
widow  $400.  Finally  they  offered  $1,600  to 
close  It  up,  and  I  advised  her  to  take  It 
quickly,  or  she  would  get  nothing,  because 
Mr.  Cameron,  one  of  their  leading  men,  so 
advised  the  public  if  they*  wanted  to  gfet 
anything.  That  Is  sufficient  to  show  that 
tbe  management  in  New  York  are  taking 
our  mcmey  for  the  purposes  of  a  new  com- 
pany. The  law  says  that  the  money 
obtained   by  assessments  shall  be  used 
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only  for  paying  claims  ;  yet  they  run 
a  new  company  In  New  York  and 
appropriate  our  money  for  tUe  purposes 
of  that  company  and  what  satisfaction  can 
our  people  get  ?  I  can  understand  that 
there  are  legal  men  who  will  a^e  '  Yon  ran 
go  to  the  law  courts/  But  what  can  we  do 
in  our  courts  with  a  company  whose  head 
office  Is  in  the  United  States  ?  They  may 
say,  'Well  you  can  drive  them  out  of  Can- 
ada.'    They  want  nothing  better. 

It  Is  a  freeze  out  game  right  along.  I  shall 
produce  all  the  compromised  claims  here. 
I  have  volumes  of  them— enough  to  keep 
the  committee  engaged  for  months.  They 
will  show  that  from  start  to  finish  It  has 
been  a  case  of— I  won't  use  the  word  fraud, 
because  it  is  not  parliamentary,  but  I  will 
say  they  have  acted  unwisely,  and  they  in- 
jured every  one  connected  with  them  In  the 
past.  Where  are  they  to-day  ?  They  say 
they  are  a  new  company  doing  a  new  line 
of  business.  Who  owns  those  assets,  sup- 
posing their  returns  are  complete,  supposing 
they  are  correct,  supposing  there  Is  nothing 
wrong  with  them  ?  To  whom  does  that 
money  belong  ?  Does  it  belong  to  the  new 
men  coming  In  ?  Does  it  belong  to  Mr. 
Moss  who  has  $150,000  out  of  It  ?  Does  it 
belong  to  Mr.  Burnham,  who  has  the  con- 
tract which  he  succeeded  to  when  Mr.  Har- 
per died,  by  which  he  was  to  have  a  large 
amount  of  money  out  of  It  ?  What  was  that 
company  instituted  for  ?  Was  It  instituted 
to  make  salaries  out  of  it  for  these  men  ? 
I  am  going  to  ask  the  government  for  this 
information.  They  are  paying  out  millions 
of  dollars  to  manage  a  company  who  have 
paid  92,200,000  in  losses  last  year.  Is  that 
right  ?  Canada  must  take  Its  share  of  the 
responsibility.  The  Finance  Department 
has  licensed  them  to  do  business  It  Is  true. 
This  company  has  long  arms.  I  think  last 
year  they  spent  $70,000  for  State  inspections 
and  other  pui^oses.  What  •foe  ?  In 
various  states  of  the  union  the  company 
are  not  allowed  to  do  business.  They  are 
confined  to  a  very  few  states.  They  are 
not  allowed  to  conduct  operations  in  the 
state  of  Callforjiia.  There  Is  a  report  from 
the  Insurance  Department  at  San  Francisco, 
dated  Sth  April,  signed  E.  Marion  Wolle, 
which  says  : 

I  do  not  allow  them  to  do  business,     I  tiBva 
declined  to  Issue  license,  they  are  Buelng  to 
compel  me  to  grant  them  a  certificate. 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB. 


And  what  does  the  commissioner  of  Ken- 
tucky say  ?  He  says  : 

It  is  no  longer  wise  to  allow  the  compaay  to 
do  business  bere.  Their  dealings  were  such  u 
to  Impress  the  insurance  commlsstooer  tbat  it 
was  no  longer  wise  to  permit  tbem  to  do  busi- 
ness here. 

I  have  reports  also  from  the  states  where 
the  company  are  doing  bnslnesi^  and  also 
the  states  where  they  are  not  doing  busi- 
ness. There  are  In  Canada  a  large  numt>er 

of  people  from  whom  they  are  drawing  a 
large  amount  of  money  In  the  shape  of  pre- 
miums.    They  assess  the  policy-holders  as 
they  see  fit.   One  policy,  I  think,  had  five 
extra  assessments  In  a  year,  and  one  of 
the^e  assessments  was  50  per  cent,  and  they 
take  that  money  from  Canada  down  to  New 
York  and  vote  It  to  themselves,  and  we 
suckers  In  Canada— yes,  I  say  *  suckers  • 
because  that  Is  the  word — have  no  redress 
except  to  go  to  the  law  courts  and  what 
redress  have  we  there  ?  I  do  not  propose  to 
go  Into  details.    I  want  to  place  before  the 
House  sufficient,  merely  to  show  that  I  aoa 
uot  moving  to  persecute  this  company,  but 
am  acting  solely  in  the  interests  of  t&e 
people.   I  have  letters  from  a  number  of 
people,  and  many  members  In  this  House 
have  received  letters  showing  that  the  time 
has  arrived  when  parliament,  higher  than 
any  court  there  Is  In  Canada,  should  step 
in  and  say  what  shall  be  done  to  remedy 
this  grievance.    I  think  the  facts  I  have 
advanced  here  will  justify  the  committee 
being   formed.    In  order  to  substantiate 
what  I  hare  said  I  shall  bring  before  the 
committee  gentlemen  from  New  York  to 
prove  my  case,  and  I  shall  bring  men  who 
!  are  in  the  employ  of  the  company  who  will 
i  place  the  facts  before  the  committee.  The 
j  Hon.  Mr.  Vrooman  has  stated  *  Supposing 
I  the  inspector  came  round  and  ascertained 
'  the  state  of  affahrs,  what  would  he  say  ? 
1  The  figures  will  not  hold  watn  *.  I  have  a 
letter  showing  that  one  of  the  officials  was 
compelled  at  the  point  of  a  pistol  to  sign 
the  report.    He  was  their  agent  and  bad  to 
do  it.    I  will  ask  this  honourable  body  to 
give  me  a  small  committee  to  go  Into  the 
details.   A  large  committee  would  not  be  of 
any  use,  because  what  is  everybody's  busl- 
;  ness  is  nobody's  business,  but  I  think  If  we 
,  can  get  some  1^1  telent  In  the  committee  we 
'  can  put  a  recommendation  in  proper  shape 
'  80  that  this  honourable  body  can  take  action 
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on  It.  I  bave  to  obtain  some  papers  from 
the  government  wblcb  cannot  be  bad  to-day, 
and  If  it  Is  In  order  I  will  move  tbe  ad- 
joummient  of  this  debate. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

IMPORTS  OF  ALUMINUM. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  moved— 

That  ao  humble  address  be  presented  to  Hia 
Bnellencjr  the  Oovemor  General ;  praring  that 
His  Excellency  vill  cause  to  be  laid  btfore  the 
S«Date  a  return  showing : — 

Imporu  of  aluminum  In  pigs  or  Ingots  Into 
Canada. 

Alnmlnum  metal  manufactured  In  any  form. 
Oxide  ot  aluminum. 

Alumina. 

QuaDtlties  hy  weight — values. 

Countries  Imported  from,  and  ports  of  entry 
la  Canada,  and  what  countries  the  production 
ot 

Exports  of  aluminum  In  pigs  or  ingots. 
Aluminum  metal  manufactured  in  any  form. 
What  countries  exported  to,  and  ports  ot  ship- 
ment In  Canada. 
Quantities  by  weight— values. 
For  tbe  years  1901.  1902.  1903. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  ts  objection  to 
the  motion  going.  I  do  not  know  tbat  tbe 
informatton  Is  available. 

Hon.    Mr.  DOMVILLE— Whatever  tbe 

department  bns  tn  its  possession. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Whatever  we  have  will 
be  brongbt  down. 

Tbe  motion  was  i^n^ed  to. 

MUTUAL  RBSBRVE  LIFE  ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  moved  : 

That  an  bumble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Bxcellency  the  Governor  General  ;  praying  that 
Hia  Bxcellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  tbe 
Senate  a  return  showing,  for  the  years  1891  to 
1904,  both  inclusive.  In  detail,  drawn  oft  nnder 
■eperate  headings  :— 

1.  Income  in  Canada. 

2.  Expenditure  or  disbursements  In  Canada,  in 

detail. 

3.  Preminm  note  account  in  Canada,  In  detail. 

4.  Miscellaneous  lo  Canada,  In  detail. 

5.  Exhibit  of  policies  In  Canada.  In  detail. 

8.  Details  of  termination  in  Canada,  in  detail. 
7.  General  business  statement  for  years  1991 
to  1904,  both  inclusive. 
A.  Income,  In  detail. 

6.  Diabursements,  In  detail. 

C.  Ledger  assets.  In  detail. 

D.  Non-ledger  aasets,  in  detail. 

E.  Uabilltles.  In  detail. 
P.  Exhibits  of  policies. 

These  to  be  drawn  oft  under  different  headings 
tt  to  the  detail  of  each  statement,  and  additions 


to  be  made,  as  far  as  It  applies,  to  flgnres  tor 
tbe  years  named. 

Company— Mutual  Reserve  Ufe  Association, 
formerly  known  as  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fond 
Life  Association. 

Also,  for  the  last  return  made  by  this  com- 
pany to  the  Insurance  Department  at  Ottawa  In 
the  year  1904. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Eixcellency  the  Governor  General ;  nraying  that 
Hia  Bxcellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  tbe 
Senate  a  copy  of  all  correspondence  between 
the  Department  of  Insurance  at  Ottawa  and  any 
of  tbe  policy-holders  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association,  formerly  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association. 

Also,  between  this  company  and  tbe  Insurance 
Department  at  Ottawa,  and  any  other  correspon- 
dence relative  to  the  affairs  of  this  company. 

For  the  years  1901,  1902.  1903,  1904. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  Is  no  objection 
to  this  motion  going  but  there  is  very  volu- 
minous correspondence  and  my  learned 
friend  asks  for  four  years  of  it.  I  doubt  if 
we  will  be  able  to  get  this  return  witbin 
some  months. 'because  I  sent  down  to  tbe 
Finance  Department  and  Inquired  Mr. 
Flt^rald  about  both  tbrae  returns  and  be 
says  tbat  it  will  take  considerable  time  to 
prepare  them.  Tbe  details  asked  are  very 
voluminous  Indeed  and  there  must  be  a 
very  great  deal  of  material  tn  tbe  second 
one  tbat  can  be  of  no  earthly  use.  If  tbe 
bon.  gentleman  could  pick  out  what  he 
wants,  It  would  facilitate  matters,  becanae 
there  must  be  a  large  amount  of  correqion- 
dencft  that  realty  would  have  no  value  or 
bearing  on  tbe  object  be  has  in  view  ;  there- 
fore If  be  wants  to  obtain  the  return  witbin 
a  reasonable  time  I  think  tbat  he  had  better 
see  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and  let  him  know  what 
is  wanted  so  as  to  hasten  tbe  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  accept  the  sng* 
gestlon  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State.  No 
doubt  tbere  is  a  lot  I  do  not  need  and  I 
will  be  only  too  glad  to  go  down  and  pick 
out  what  I  want 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

PREFERENTIAL  TRADE  WITHIN  THE 
EMPIRE. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  wish  to  call  tbe 
attention  of  the  House  and  the  members  of 
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tbe  government  to  a  newspaper  report  of 
the  speech  delivered  in  London  on  the  eighth 
of  the  present  month  by  Mr.  Preaton,  immf- 
gratlon  commissioner  for  Canada  in  Great 
Britain.  In  reference  to  Uie  qbestkm  of 
preferential  tariff  within  the  empire  I  find 
that  In  the  Ottawa  'Free  Frees'  of  that 
date,  Air.  Preston  Is  reported  to  have  spoken 
as  follows  : 

Mr.  W.  T.  R.  Preston,  Caoadian  Immtg^atioa 
CommlBslooer,  wbo  was  also  present  at  the  ban- 
quet, said  ha  was  not  Mtlsfled  that  prefsrsatlal 
tariffs  to  the  colonies  and  empire  would  result 

In  Great  Britain  maintaining  her  commercial 
sapremacT'. 

John  Bull,  continued  Mr.  Preston,  was  not 
sentlmmtal  and  would  not  par  additional  price 
for  eotoolal  products  under  the  Inspiration  of 
patriotism  of  British  products. 

I  call  attention  to  these  observations  by 
an  official  of  tbe  government  of  Canada  for 
the  pQn>ose  of  eliciting  from  my  bon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  this  information, 
whether  Mr.  Preston  Is  speaking  with  the 
authority  of  the  government  of  Canada  in 
thus  assailing  the  foundation  of  the  cam- 
paign that  Mr.  Chamberlain  Is  prosecuting 
in  England  on  the  question  of  preferential 
treatment  of  the  colonies.  Mr.  Preston  ad- 
vises the  British  taxpayers  against  granting 
It  because,  he  tells  them,  very  wisely  as  be 
thinks,  that  It  Is  doubtful  whether  Eng- 
land's commercial  supremacy  can  be  main- 
tained If  this  preferential  treatment  Is  ac- 
corded to  the  colonies.  I  mast  say,  awaiting 
any  observation  my  hon.  friend  may  make 
on  the  conduct  of  this  government  ofBclal 
In  London,  that,  to  my  mind,  tt  seems  very 
strange  indeed  that  Mr.  Preston  should  take 
up  the  side  of  English  free  traders  or  the 
opponents  of  preference  In  the  way  in  which 
he  has  done.  I  think  It  is  very  improper  for 
him  to  do  so,  and  supporting  my  opinion  as 
to  the  impropriety  of  his  conduct  I  wlH  just 
read  a  few  obser^-ations  which  I  find  in  the 
same  paper,  the  Ottawa  *  Free  Press '  of 
to-day  dealing  with  some  remarlcs  that  Mr. 
Ames,  of  Montreal,  has  made  on  different 
public  occasions  In  England  when  discussing 
this  very  same  question.  As  Is  well  known. 
Mr.  Ames  is  taking  the  other  side  of  the 
question  and  Is  trying  to  persuade  the  Bri- 
tish public  that  it  Is  iu  their  Interest  to  give 
the  preference  to  tbe  colonies.   He  says  : 

It  Is  absolutely  impossible  tor  Canada  to  grant 
Great  Britain  any  further  preference  in  return 
to  a  free  market  for  her  grain  In  tbe  United 
Kingdom  while  a  tariff  is  raised  against  other 

Hon.  Mr.  FDHaUSON. 


nations.  Mr.  Ames,  of  course,  holds  no  mandate 
to  talk  in  this  fashion,  and  it  may  be  set  down 
to  some  constitutional  or  mental  detect  that  he 
is  unable  to  see  bow  unbecoming  It  Is  ot  blm 
to  Indulge  In  rhetorical  flights  of  such  a  char- 
acter while  he  la  in  a  measure  vouched  for  by 
ofllclals  of  the  Canadian  Immigration  Depart- 
ment In  London. 

That  Is  the  opinion  the  *  Free  Press  •  has 
of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Ames  in  taking  what, 
I  think  I  am  safe  in  saying  Is  the  uni- 
versal view  held  by  the  people  of  Can- 
ada with  regard  to  this'  question ;  but  I 
find  the  government  commissioner— and  I 
su[^se  that  he  Is  one  of  those  Touching  for 
Mr.  Ames*  character  and  position— that  is 
Mr.  Preston,  and  I  suppose  Mr.  Jackson 
also— these  very  high  functionaries  are 
responsible  for  Mr.  Ames'  bona  fides, 
and  that  they  are  the  persons  herein  re- 
ferred to  ;  but  that  one  of  them  has  takm 
the  other  view  and  is  wglng  in  England  a 
ground  which  I  think  will  be  held  to  be  al- 
together at  variance  with  the  general  <9ln- 
lon  of  the  people  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know  notblnsr  of  tbe 
correctness  of  the  observations  made  by  Mr. 
Preston  at  some  banquet,  and  I  do  not  think 
anybody  will  be  misled  into  assuming  that 
the  government  of  this  country  was  in  any 
degree  responsible  for  tbe  utterances  report- 
ed In  tbe  press— not  In  the  slightest  d^ree. 
It  is  a  subject  that,  no  doubt.  IndlTlduals 
have  their  opinions  upon,  and  my  hfHi.  friend 
now  refers  to  Mr.  Ames  as  a  champion 
going  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Preston.  Mr. 
Ames'  championship  amounts  to  this,  accord- 
ing to  the  last  report  I  saw,  that  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain's policy  was  not  going  to  Interfere 
with  the  fiscal  arrangements  In  Canada  ;  In 
other  words  that  they  ware  going  to  look 
after  the  manufactures  <rf  Canada  notwmi- 
standlng,  so  that  my  hon.  friend  will  see  how 
utterly  absurd  and  Inconsistent  It  Is  with 
one  breath  to  favour  British  preference  and 
in  another  breath  to  say  that  we  shall  not 
lower  our  tariff  so  far  as  Canadian  manu- 
factures are  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRQTTSON — But  I  thought  we 

had  given  a  preference. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  have.  I  am  not 
going  to  be  led  Into  a  dlscusi^n  of  this 
subject.  It  is  a  wide  one.  My  hon.  friend 
knows  the  kick  there  Is  from  tbe  manufac- 
turing industries  against  a  British  prefer- 
ence. Mr.  Ames  represents  that  preference. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


APRIL  14t 


Hon.  Sir  MAGKSNZIB  BOWBLL— I 
tiiink  my  hon.  Mend  pnts  too  wide  a  con- 
struction <m  ttie  ntterancea  of  Mr.  Amea. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  bare  read  bis  state- 
ment 

Hon.  Sir  B£AGKBNZIB  BOWBLL— I  bare 
DO  doubt  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has  read  It  or 
be  would  not  bare  referred  to  It,  bat  I 
tbiok  the  interpretation  put  upon  his  Ian- 
tniage  la  a  good  deal  broader  than  that  gen- 
tleman Intended  to  convey  ;  that  la  If  I  read 
bis  remarks  correctly.  Bnt  apart  from  that 
altogether,  BCr.  Ames  Is  tbere  as  a  prlrate 
iodtvldual,  and  Is  speaking  on  behalf  of 
blmself  and  what  be  beUeves  to  be  the 
opinion  of  many  of  tbe  people  in  Canada. 
The  other  gentleman  Is  a  gorernment  official 
and  bis  utterances  carry  with  them  a  certain 
weight  and  a  certain  responsibility  that  a 
private  individual,  no   matter  whether  he 
advocates  tbe  cause  of  tbe  mannfactorars 
or  tbe  extreme  free  traders,  cannot  possibly 
have.   That  la  the  object  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  bad  In  view,  namely,  to  ascertain 
whether  Mr.  Preston  was  speaking  on  be- 
half of  tbe  government  or  whether  he  had 
aaj  authority  to  make  such  a  statement 
That  I  take  It  would  be  tbe  object  of  the 
hoo.  gentleman  from  Bfarsbflaia,  and  not 
the  other  as  suggested  by  my  hon.  friend. 
1  do  not  propose  to  be  led  into  a  discnsdon 
of  this  question  at  the  present  moment,  but 
It  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  govern- 
ment has  already  given  a  preference,  and 
a  very  large  preference.     A  33i  per  cent 
difference   In   tbe   duties   on   an  article 
coming  from  tbe  mother  country  having 
the  bokeOt  at  the  preferential  tartir,  Is 
no  small   matter   when   compared  with 
the  foil  tariff  rate  upon  tbe  same  article 
coming  frbm  a  foreign  country,  and  Mr. 
&mes'  language  may  very  luroperly  be  con- 
strued into  meaning  that  be  tbot^ht  we 
had  gone  qnlte  far  enough  until  we  got  some- 
ttttog  In  return.    Hy  own  view  npon  that 
question  in  a  very  few  words  Is  that  If  we 
ever  expect  to  obtain  prefsfondal  trade  b»- 
twem  the  motfa»  country  and  the  colonies 
we  most  be  prepared  to  make  certain  con- 
oeasions,  perhaps  in  some  respects  ftnrtbw 
than  we  have  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Hsar.  hear. 

Hon.    Sir     MACKENZIE     ftOWBLL— I 
mlgbt  elaboraite  that  Idea  but  I  do  not  pro- 


pose to  do  so  now.  Every  one  knows  that 
ever  rince  I  have  been  in  public  life  I 
bare  been  a  very  strong  advocate  of  what 
Is  termed  a  protective  policy.  Whetiiflr 
right  or  wrong,  the  older  I  get  the  more  I 
am  convinced  of  the  correctness  of  that  po* 
Ucy  In  a  country  like  this ;  but  for  the 
sake  of  knitting  together  and  creating  a 
stronger  l>ond  l>etween  the  home  government 
and  ourselves  I  would  be  quite  pr^red  to 
go  a  certain  distance  forthw.  prorlded  It  did 
not  destroy  tbe  industrlea  of  Canada.  That 
is  a  problem,  however,  that  might  be  found 
scnnewhat  difficult  to  solve.  It  is  a  very 
serious  question,  and  tbe  more  It  Is  advo- 
cated and  considered,  the  more  it  wlli  be 
found  to  be  necessary  In  order  to  accom- 
plish tbe  object  to  which  I  have  referred 
and  which  tbe  great  mass  of  tbe  people 
of  this  country  desire.  I  should  not  have 
risen  on  this  occasion,  as  the  det>ate  Is 
a  little  out  of  order,  had  not  my  hon.  friend 
placed  a  rather  forced  construction  on  tbe 
language  uttered  by  Mr.  Ames. 

A  PROPOSED  ADJOUItNMBNT. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURANI>— I  notice  that 
the  Orders  of  ttie  Day  Indicate  no  work  be- 
fore us  now  and  hardly  any  work  for  to- 
morrow, Friday,  and  nothing  for  several 
days.  Tbe  suggestion  was  made  when  we 
last  adjourned  that  If  no  material  progress 
bad  been  made  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
we  should  not  allow  our  people  from 
the  far  east  or  far  west  to  congregate  here 
to  attend  a  sitting  at  which  we  would  ad- 
Jouni  for  another  period.  I  now  give  no- 
tice that  when  this  House  adjourns  to-mw- 
row  it  stend  adjourned  till  Tuesday  evening, 
the  3rd  May.  at  8  p.m. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-It  Is 
hot  usual  to  discuss  a  notice  of  motion,  but 
If  I  read  correctly  the  reports  of  the  pro- 
ceedings In  the  House  of  Commons,  a  large 
number  of  Bills  have  passed  there,  and  I 
Should  have  thought  In  all  probability  they 
would  be  In  the  hands  of  the  Speaker  of  this 
Honse  now.  I  hold  In  my  hands  no  less  than 
^euty-four  Bills  which  have  passed  the 
^hlrd  reading  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Bon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Those  Bills  only 
represent  three  or  four  days  work,  and  the 
sesaioo  wiU  last  till  the  middle  of  June. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— There  are 
eight  Bills  expected  up  to-day.  They  may  not 
come  this  evening,  but  they  wiU  be  here 
to-morrow,  I  do  not  see  why  the  hon.  gentle- 
man undertakes  to  control  the  business  of 
the  House.  It  ahoald  be  left  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  and  not  to  the  boo.  gentleman 
who  Is  continually  moving  adjournments.  It 
Is  open  to  him,  If  he  likes,  to  go  where  he 
pleases  at  any  time.  But  why  should  he 
try  to  control  the  whole  Senate  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAMD— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria  may  vote  as  he  did  on 
the  last  occasion,  and  he  may  put  a  notice 
on  the  paper  and  go  away  and  leave  the 
notice  standing  there  till  the  close  of  the 
session. 

H6n.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.O.)-  I  vrtll 
explain  that  at  some,  future  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  CHURCH— I  am  opposed  to  the 
adjournment  It  Is  not  proper  to  discuss 
it,  but  it  is  due  to  tbe  House  that  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  should  be  In  a  posi- 
tion to-morrow  to  let  na  know  what  work 
will  be  brought  before  us.  If  the  necessary 
work  has  been  done  in  tbe  Oommons  and  is 
ready  to  be  put  through  the  Senate,  why 
should  we  have  an  adjournment,  particular- 
ly as  we  have  just  met  after  a  very  long 
adjournment  ?  Let  us  do  the  work  before  us 
and  do  It  well,  and  If  nothing  more  is  sent 
UB  from  the  Commons  we  can  discuss  the 
question  of  a  short  adjournment 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottaioa,  Friday,  April  15,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (F)  An  Act  for  tbe  relief  of  Jennie 
Davidson  Moore.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobonrg.) 

Bill  (6)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  tile  Cedar 
Rapids  Manufacturing  and  Power  Com- 
pany.—(Hon.  Mr.  DomvUle.) 

Bill  (No.  9)  An  Act  to  amend  and  revive 
tbe  acts  respecting  the  St  Clair  and  Erie 
Ship  Canal  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Lougheed.). 
Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


BUI  (No.  11)  An  Act  respecting  the  British 
Columbia  Southern  Railway  ^mpany.— 
iHou.  Mr.  Lougheed.) 

BUI  (No.  12)  An  Act  respecting  the  Mon- 
treal, Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  Canal  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

Bill  (No.  18)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Ferguson.) 

BUI  (No.  14)  An  Act  respecting  the  Atlan- 
tic and  Nortbwest  BaUway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Baker.) 

BUl  (Xo.  IS)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa, 
Northern  and  Western  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Dandnrend.)' 

Bin  (No.  19)  An  Act  respecting  the  Atlan- 
tic, Quebec  and  Western  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Dandurand.) 

Bill  (No.  21)  Ad  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Poutlac  and  Interprovlnclal  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Edwards.) 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 
MOTION. 

The  order  of  tbe  day  being  called : 

That  when  the  Senate  adjourns  to-day,  the- 
l&th  instant,  it  do  stand  adjourned  until  Tues- 
day, the  8rd  day  of  May  next,  at  eight  o'clock 
In  the  evening. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  wish  to  amend 
this  motion  and  I  beg  to  move  that  for  ttae- 
remainder  of  the  session  when  the  Senate 
adjourns  on  Friday  It  do  stand  adjourned, 
tilt  the  Monday  evening  following  nt  8 
o'clock. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  am  not  opposed  to 
night  sittings  when  there  is  any  justification 
for  them  or  when  we  have  anything  to 
do,  but  I  am  opposed  to  night  sessions  as 
the  result  of  our  having  notiilng  *to  do.  I 
do  not  tlilnk  we  should  be  compelled  to 
come  here  at  night  when  there  Is  no  bnsl* 
ness  to  be  done.  If  ^e  hon.  gentleman 
would  make  the  adjournment  till  S  o'clock 
on  Tuesday  I  would  have  no  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Thl8  Is 
not  an  amendment ;  It  Is  a  new  motion  and 
cannot  be  pnt 

Hon.  Mr.  FBROUSON- There  is  only  the 
objection  that  we  from  a  distance  always 
offer  to  adjourning  over  Monday.  I  think 
that  we  should  devote  ourselves  to  tbe  work 
of  the  House  and  put  It  through  thoroughly 
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and  when  we  have  completed  onr  work  that 
Te  should  take  a  reasonably  long  adjourn* 
Eent  so  that  we  wll!  all  be  benefited.  We 
maj  find  onrselves  confronted  with  a  lot  of 
work  oil  some  Monday  when  we  meet 
aittl  will  not  be  able  to  do  it.  and  that 
will  prevent  a  long  adjournment  I  am 
sorry  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond 
objects  to  meeting  on  Monday  next  at  8 
o'clock.  I  would  not  see  that  serloas  objec- 
tion to  meeting  on  Xronday  at  8  o'clock  t>e- 
cause  we  could  advance  Bills  a  stjiRe  and 
push  tlie  work  along  Just  about  as  well  as 
if  we  bad  met  at  3  o'clock,  I  should  have 
oo  objection  to  Iiave  tbis  motion  apply  to  tba 
first  Xlonday  or  to  any  particular  Monday 
wlien  we  have  no  work  to  do.  But  I  object 
to  this  general  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  expression 
aatil  otherwise  ordered  should  satisfy  the 
bon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Thfi  question  Is  are 
we  here  for  onr  own  conTenlence  or  to  do 
the  public  work.  If  we  are  here  for  the 
convenience  of  senators  and  the  public  busi- 
ness is  subordinate  to  that,  then  we  can  ad- 
Jonm  if  we  like,  but  it  is  illegal  in  my  opin- 
ioii  and  highly  improper  to  adjourn  over 
oDe  whole  day.  We  are  letting  In  the  thin 
end  of  the  wedge  by  adjourning  till  Monday 
night.  We  would  later  on  perhaps  make  It 
Tuesday  night,  then  Wednesday  night  and 
finally  we  woold  be  adjourning  for  the  whole 
week.  I  do  not  know  about  Its  legality  but 
It  will  bave  a  monstrous  effect  outside. 
It  wilt  be  said  the  senators  are  studying 
their  own  convenience  and  that  the  public 
business  is  being  subordinated  to  our  own 
Ltimfort. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  suggest  that  the  mo- 
tion be  made  to  apply  only  to  Monday  next, 
as  there  is  nothing  for  Monday. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  have  no  objec- 
Uon  to  make  It  apply  to  Monday. 

Hod.  Mr.  UAGDONALD  (B.O.)-The  mo- 
tion 00  the  order  paper  Is  that  when  the 
Senate  adjourns  to-day  It  do  stand  adjourned 
till  the  third  day  of  May.  The  motion  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  not  an  amendment; 
it  is  entirely  a  new  motion,  and  therefore 
cannot  be  put  but  for  the  purposes  of 
this  dlHussion.  I  do  not  care  whether  It  is 
carried  or  not,  but,  as  I  suggested  yesterday. 


all  these  matters  should  be  taken  In  hand 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  who  leads  this 

House.  I  cannot  see  why  the  hon,  gentle- 
man from  DeLoflmier  continually  makes 
these  motions.  What  right  has  he  to  pre- 
sume on  the  good  nature  of  some  of  the 
hon.  gentlemen  In  this  House  to  carry 
these  adjournments  ?  Testerday  the  hon. 
gentleman,  when  giving  the  notice  of  mo- 
tion, threw  across  the  floor  of  the  House 
the  statement  that  I  bad  last  session  placed 
a  motiou  on  the  order  paper  and  had  gone 
away  without  moving  it.  I  did  so,  I  admit 
The  remarks  made  by  my  hon.  friend  on 
the  Transcontinental  Railway  Bill,  I  will 
not  refer  to  now  because  It  would  be  out  of 
order,  but  when  that  measure  comes  befmre 
us  I  shall  call  attention  to  the  language  used 
by  that  hon.  gentleman  towards  myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— At  pre- 
sent I  merely  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  what 
is  the  analogy  between  my  going  away  with- 
out moving  my  resolution  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman moving  the  adjournments  contin- 
ually. I  did  not  move  an  adjournment  I 
woVild  not  be  mean  enough  to  move  an  ad- 
journment to  pnt  a  few  dollars  In  my  own 
pocket.  I  have  never  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  moved  an  adjournment  yet  and  never 
vriU  move  an  adjournment  to  put  a  few 
dollars  in  my  pocket  The  old  members  of 
this  House  never  move  adjournments.  They 
have  too  much  respect  for  themselves ;  too 
much  respect  for  this  branch  of  parliament ; 
too  much  respect  for  the  members  of  this 
House  to  impose  on  their  good  nature  by 
doing  anything  of  that  kind  to  benefit  their 
own  pocket.  Did  the  hon.  gentleman  fol- 
low my  example  at  any  time  7  Did  he 
move  adjournments  without  some  personal 
cause  ?  He  knows  the  cause.  Every  mem- 
ber of  this  House  knows  why  he  moved  an 
adjournment— from  sordid  motives  nothing 
else — because  it  is  open  to  him  to  absent 
himself  whenever  he  likes  without  moving 
for  an  adjournment  of  the  House.  The- 
hon.  gentleman  is  acting  from  sordid  motives 
nothing  else. 

Hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  am  per- 
fectly In  order.  That  Is  the  object,  because 
any  member  of  this  House  can  go  to  his  busi- 
ness whenever  he  likes  without  requiring 
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an  adjonrnment  of  the  Senate,  if  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  could  give  valid  reasons  for  his 
motion,  I  am  snre  we  would  all  agree  with 
Mm.  If  he  could  say  he  had  some  personal 
matters  to  attend  to,  and  that  he  could  not 
afford  to  lose  a  day  we  would  all  help  him  as 
well  as  we  could.  If  he  were  to  say  that  lit- 
tle Napoleon  was  going  to  school  and  needed 
new  boots  or  a  coat,  or  that  Maria  required 
the  services  of  a  better  governess,  we  would 
sympathize  with  him,  but  it  Is  an  imposi- 
tion on  the  House  to  ask  for  an  adjourn- 
ment without  some  valid  reason  and  as  long 
as  I  am  a  member  of  the  Senate  I  shall  op- 
pose such  motions.  The  leader  of  the  House 
is  the  proper  member  to  say  when  an  ad- 
journment should  take  place.  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  propose  to  move  the 
motion  of  which  he  gave  notice,  I  shall  not 
detain  the  House.  I  came  prejwred  with 
ten  volumes  of  the  Debates  and  was  ready 
to  give  the  hon,  gentlemen  some  Informa- 
tion on  what  has  been  said  about  adjourn- 
ments In  the  Senate  at  dlfTerent  times,  but 
as  the  notice  on  the  paper  is  not  to  be  put, 
I  shall  not  Inflict  It  on  the  House  now.  If 
there  is  nothing  else  to  be  done  here  at 
present  but  to  hear  prayers  read.  It  may  be 
just  what  the  hon.  gentleman  from  DeLori- 
mler  needs.  They  would  elevate  his  views 
and  give  him  a  better  idea  as  to  his  duties 
to  the  public.  He  could  then  tell  the  Senate 
that  he  did  not  move  for  an  adjournment 
from  sordid  motives  but  solely  In  the  public 
Interest.  Tlie  nuu'ii(lin4Mit  proposed  Is  a  sub- 
sUiiitive  motion  and  I  shall  vote  against  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  CHURCH— Like  my  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria  I  am  opposed  to  adjourn- 
ments. If  we  are  called  ujion  to  vote  on 
the  motion  as  It  appears  on  the  notice  paper 
I  shall  vote  against  It.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  member  from  Victoria,  that  the  leader 
of  the  Senate  should  be  In  a  position  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House,  a  few  days  in  advance, 
what  we  may  expect  to  have  brought  be- 
fore us  for  our  consideration,  but  I  can  say 
this  much  in  defence  of  the  Secretary  of 
State.  'He  Is  often  chai^^  with  remissness, 
as  If  he  was  not  carrying  on  the  public  busi- 
ness of  this  country  effectually.  I^st  year 
when  one  of  these  adjournments  was  moved, 
the  Secretary  of  State  opposed  it  and  had 
the  support  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition, 
hut  In  defiance  of  their  expressed  wishes 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.) 


the  adjournment  was  carried  by  a  majorltar 

of  two. 

In  that  case  they  were  over-ruled.  We. 
have  heard  a  great  deal  about  reforming  tbe 
Senate.  When  I  was  appointed  to  tfala 
House  I  supposed  my  duty  was  to  come 
here  at  the  opening  of  parliament  and  re- 
main until  prorogation.  What  has  been  my 
experience  ?  I  come  here  at  the  opening, 
and  after  the  debate  on  the  address  and 
the  appointment  of  the  committees  there 
is  nothing  before  the  House.  No  Bills  of 
importance  are  introduced  here.  Then  there 
is  an  adjotumment  for  three  or  fonr  weeks. 
I  do  not  Impute  motives  to  anybody,  bnt 
actions  speak  louder  than  words.  Tbey 
show  what  the  man  means.  Many  members 
of  this  body  live  a  long  distance  from  Ot- 
tawa and  a  short  adjournment  Is  a  mockery 
to  them.  They  have  scarcely  time  to  get 
home  before  they  have  to  prepare  to  return 
to  the  capital.  The  Senate  was  Instituted 
In  1867.  The  gbvernment  of  that  day  was 
led  by  a  great  and  honoured  gentleman, 
Sh:  John  Macdonald.  a  man  who  wltti  all 
his  faults  did  a  good  deal  for  his  country. 
At  that  time  the  Senate  was  simply  a  I'eg- 
t&terlng  body,  to  register  the  decrees  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  When  the  Reform 
party  came  in,  a  large  majority  of  the  upper 
chamber  was  against  them,  and  It  was  use- 
less to  attempt  any  reform  then,  but  now 
the  government  have  a  working  majority  of 
their  friends  Id  tbe  Senate  and  I,  as  a 
Liberal,  and  a  supporter  of  this  government 
say  it  is  their  duty  to  provide  work  for  the 
Upper  House  early  In  the  session.  It  Is  their 
duty  to  propound  some  reform  in  this  re- 
gard. Many  of  the  membera  of  this  cham- 
ber are  still  In  the  prime  of  life  and  quite 
competent  to  deal  with  any  measures  of 
importance  which  may  be  brought  before 
them.  Since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a 
seat  in  the  Senate.  I  have  seen  many  such 
measures  dealt  with  in  this  chamber  in 
a  non-partisan  way.  I  see  no  reason  why 
we  should  not  continue  to  work  along  in  this 
way.  I  would  ask  tbe  Secretary  of  State 
to  consult  with  his  colleagues  and  see  If  the 
public  business  cannot  be  divided  more 
equally  between  the  two  chambers.  Last 
year  the  Railway  Bill  containing  three 
hundred  and  sixteen  clauses  came  up 
here  at  tbe  very  last  stage  of  the  session. 
We  laboured  wltb  that  BUI  conscientiously 
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and  made  a  good  many  amendments  to  It- 
all  I  believe  In  the  Interest  of  the  public- 
We  had  conferences  with  the  other  body  and 
the  measnre  was  finally  passed.  Did  that 
Bill  receive  the  full  dlscnsidon  In  this  House 
tbat  Its  ImptHTtanpe  mraited  ?  I  think  not ; 
tbsre  was  not  time  for  It.  Other  Impor- 
tant measures  came  up  near  the  end  of  the 
session.  Now,  while  the  main  re^nslblllty 
rests  with  the  members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  will  have  to  defend  their 
course  here  on  the  public  platform,  a  cer- 
tain measure  of  responsibility  rests  upon  us. 
In  reference  to  the  i]uestlon  of  adjourn- 
ment pure  and  simple,  when  I  go  to  Halifax, 
where  I  reside  at  present,  I  am  asked : 
'  What  good  are  you  senators  up  there  V 
What  are  you  ap[>olnted  for.*  What  can  I 
say  !  I  reply  tbat  unless  another  system  Is 
devised,  which  will  give  ns  a  fair  amount 
of  work  early  In  the  session,  we  have  to 
adjourn.  Tills  subject  comes  up  session 
after  session,  and  It  does  not  enhance  the 
dignity  of  the  Senate  or  Increase  its  prestige 
In  the  country.  Many  people  begin  to  be- 
lieve that  there  is  really  no  need  for  a 
second  dumber.  I  have  been  long  enough 
in  politics  in  Nova  Sgotla  and  in  the  Dom- 
inion to  know  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  a 
second  chamber  if  It  is  given  an  o[^>ortunity 
to  do  its  share  of  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  understand  the 
point  of  order  is  well  taken,  and  that  I 
cannot  present  the  motion  as  I  have  read  it 
to  tiie  House.  But  In  order  to  conform  to 
the  general  wish  expressed  by  my  hon. 
colleagues  I  shall  tteffin  de  novo  and  move 
the  motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice, 
allowing  a  colleague  to  move  an  amendment 
changing  the  date  of  adjournment  to  Mon- 
day or  Tuesday  next  as  the  House  may  de- 
I  therefore  move  my  motion.  I  de- 
sire to  say,  not  In  answer  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria,  but  to  my  hon.  col- 
leagues that  they  surely  do  not  expect  me 
to  answer  the  childish  talk  that  has  fallen 
from  the  lips  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 

British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQl'E  moved  in  amendment : 

TMt  when  this  House  adjourns  to-day  It  do 
aUiid  adjourned  until  Monday  next  at  8  o'clock 
P-m. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  rhie  to  a  question  of 
order.    I  would  oppose  any  motion  for  a 
Dlghf  8  sitting  when  there  Is  no  necessity 
6» 


for  it,  and  when  there  Is  no  urgency  of  pub- 
lic business.  It  is  simply  to  accommodate 
a  few  gentlemen  who  wish  to  go  to  tbelr 
homes  and  leave  the  majority  of  senatom 
here  to  do  nothing  and  then  oblige  them  to 
come  here  at  night  when  there  la  nothing 
to  be  done.  X  say  that  there  Is  not-sufficient 
notice  of  this  motion.  There  should  be  one 
intermediate  day's  notice. 

The  SPEAKER— I  speak  with  a  little 
hesitation  ;  but  the  rule  with  respect  to  no- 
tice Is  that  when  a  resolution  proposes  to 
initiate  n  subject  for  n  discussion,  an 
intermediate  day's  notice  is  required ;  but  It 
has  never  been  the  practice  to  require  au 
intermediate  day's  notice  with  respect  to 
the  ordinary  business  of  the  House,  and 
the  question  whether  the  House  shall  ad- 
journ till  Monday  at  3  o'clock  or  till  a  later 
day  is  not,  to  my  mind,  of  such  a  character  as 
to  require  an  Intermediate  day's  notice.  So 
that  with  i-espect  to  the  first  motion,  I  do 
not  think  the  point  of  order  is  well  taken. 
Then  the  flrst  motion  being  in  order,  the 
amendment  is  also  In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLBB— I  take  exception  to 
the  Speaker's  ruling.   I  do  not  say  tbat  I 

should  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon 'it, 
but  the  first  motion  la  one  which  I  have 
always  understood  would  require  a  clear 
day's  notice.  AVe  have  not  a  clear  day's 
notice,  because  notice  was  only  given 
yesterday,  and  it  should  have  been  given 
the  day  before  in  order  to  bring  It  with- 
in the  rules  of  the  House  to-day.  The 
matter  Is  not  of  sufficient  importance  for 
me  to  appeal  to  the  House  against  the  deci- 
sion of  the  chair.  On  the  contrary,  I  would 
rather  submit  to  an  injustice  than  ask 
the  ruling  of  the  House  against  the  chair. 
However,  I  am  strongly  of  the  opinion  that 
I  am  right,  and  if  the  first  motion  Is  not  In 
order,  the  amendment  cannot  be  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Speaker  to  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  DeLorl- 
mler  has  dropped  his  first  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  <B.C.)-  I  think 
this  is  trifling  with  the  House.    I  do  not 

see  how  the  motion  can  be  fairly  put. 

The  amendment  was  declared  carried. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


84 


SENATE 


MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION  POSTPONED. 

Tbe  order  of  the  da7  being  called  : 

That  he  will  move  for -the  appointment  ol  a 
select  committee  of  five  to  investigate  the  post- 
tioD  ot  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Assocla- 
tlOD  of  New  York  in  Canada,  with  power  to 
■end  for  papers,  persons,  telegrams  and  re- 
cords, to  employ  clerical  services,  and  with 
leave  to  report  from  time  to  time,  the  comnilt- 
tee  to  be  composed  of  the  honourable  messieurs. 
—(Hon.  Mr,  Domville,] 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  department  are  pre- 
paring a  BUI  to  Bubmit  to  parliament  mak- 
ing some  changes  In  tbe  insurance  law.  I 
suggest  that  my  hon.  friend  should  wait 
till  he  ItnowB  the  provisions  of  this  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  have  made  up 
my  mind  to  show  up  this  company  In  tbe 
Interests  of  tbe  public.  Tbe  government 
should  have  brought  in  that  Bill  long  ago  ; 

I  wrote  to  them  two  years  ago  about  it  I 
am  not  here  to  find  fault  with  the  govern- 
ment nor  with  the  department,  but  I  have 
been  pressing  this  matter  for  two  years.  A 
gentleman  from  New  York  has  been  around 
Ottawa  buttonboling  the  whole  place.  One 
would  think  we  were  bere  to  be  told  what 
to  do  and  not  to  act  for  ourselves  ;  but  as 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  desires  me  to 
postpone  tbe  motion  till  Tuesday,  I  shall 
do  so. 

The  order  of  tbe  day  was  allowed  to  stand 
till  Tuesday. 

NOTICES  OP  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  rule  governing 
notice  of  motion  la  very  clear  as  I  read  It 
It  states  that  one  Intermediate  day's  notice 
in  writing  must  be  given  of  all  motions 
deemed  special,  and  any  motion  Is  deemed 
special  which  Initiates  a  subject  of  discus- 
sion. Has  tbe  motion  on  which  His  Honour 
the  Speaker  ruled  not  initiated  discussion  ? 
In  fact  have  we  not  been  debating  it  for 
half  an  hour.  I  never  knew  of  a  contrary 
ruling  ia  my  parliamentary  experience. 
I  appeal  to  the  leader  of  .the  govern- 
ment of  this  House,  and  to  the  leader 
in  the  other  House,  where  they  are  fre- 
quently called  upon  and  are  more  par- 
tlculu  with  regard  to  usages  than  we 
are.  There  tbe  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment never  makes  a  motion  for  an  ad- 
Hon.  Mr.  HACDONALD  (B,C.) 


journment  without  giving  a  day's  notice. 
Tou  can  search  In  vain  for  a  case  where 
the  Prime  Minister  did  not  give  the  Inter- 
mediate day's  notice  In  moving  for  an  ad- 
journment. There  are  gentlemen  In  this 
House  who  have  been  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  they  will  know 
whether  I  am  right  or  not  In  this  House 
Sir  A.  Campbell  always  gave  an  interme- 
diate day's  notice  and  my  hon.  friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  always  gave  an  Inter- 
mediate day's  notice,  and  It  has  always 
been  with  the  permission  of  tbe  House  that 
a  shorter  notice  has  been  allowed.  I  can- 
not submit  to  the  ruling  of  tbe  chair,  al- 
though I  should  like  to  do  so.  I  shall  move 
against  tbe  ruling  of  the  chair.  I  am  anxious 
on  all  occasions  to  support  tbe  chair  because 
if  there  is  one  thing  more  than  another 
which  distinguishes^  British  legislative 
bodies  from  those  of  other  countries,  it  is 
the  respect  that  Is  paid  to  the  rulings  and 
decisions  of  tbe  chair.  Now  that  respect  Is 
not 'for  tbe  Individual  who  may  happen  to 
occupy  the  chair,  but  It  is  for  the  principle 
of  authority  which  he  represents  in  the 
chair,  which  is  so  necessary  to  the  main- 
tenance and  preservation  of  proper  deco- 
rum In  a  deliberative  assembly.  That  Is 
why  so  much  respect  Is  paid  to  the  rulings 
of  tbe  Speaker,  and  it  Is  one  of  the  reasons 
why  I  would  hesitate  a  long  while  before  I 
would  move  against  the  ruling  of  the  chair 
even  when  I  thought  it  was  wrong  ;  but 
here  I  think  it  is  clear  that  the  Speaker,  if 
be  follows  precedents,  will  tell  the  House 
that  his  ruling  is  not  according  to  parlia- 
mentary usage. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— We  have  had  a  rnliug 
from  tbe  chair  on  that  question  and  in  my 
estimation  It  was  a  proper  ruling.  Tbe  rules 
of  tbe  House  mention  the  word  '  motion '  but 
not  amendments  to  motions.  If  the  con- 
struction placed  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Richmond  was  the  right  one,  then  It  would 
be  virtually  impossible  to  make  any  amend- 
ments to  these  principal  motions  which  re- 
quire a  day's  notice.  It  Is  distinctly  clear 
that  an  amendment  can  be  moved  to  any 
motion  that  la  regularly  before  the  House. 
This  main  motion  Is  regularly  made  after 
due  notice  and  any  amendment  can  be  put 
to  It  otherwise  It  would  be  Impossible  to 
proceed,  because  no  amendment  could  be 
put   At  all  events  the  rules  of  our  House 
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speak  ot  main  motions  but  oot  at  all  of 
amendmeats.  Therefore  I  take  It  that  the 
ruiing  of  the  hon.  Speaker  Is  the  correct 
one.  and  the  only  ruling  that  is  compatible 
with  proceedings  in  this  House  or  any 
other  House. 

Hod.  Mr.  GIBSON~I  should  like  to  say 
ooe  word  with  regard  to  what  has  been  dia- 
ciuaed  for  tbe  last  half  honr,  and  that  Is 
simply  this ;  that  all  this  unnecessary  dis- 
cussion which  has  taken  place  would  be  ob- 
viated if  the  leader  of  the  Houae  would 
more  tbe  adjournments  from  time  to  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  have  settled 
this  question  long  ago.  There  Is  nothing  be- 
fore the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  am  perfectly  In 
order.  I  am  not  going  to  be  dictated  to  by 
my  hon.  friend  who  always  has  a  desire 
when  I  rise  to  make  a  point  of  order.  I 
tbiak  It  Is  much  better 'for  the  leader  of  tbe 
House  to  more  adjournments. 

PRIVATE  BILLS  IN  THE  SENATE. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Very  frequently  In  this 
House  hon.  members  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bills,  in  the  absence  of  other  hon. 
members  who  have  charge  of  them.  It 
would  be  much  more  convenient  that  the 
name  of  the  senator  who  has  charge  of  a 
Bill  should  afterwards  appear  on  the  order 
paper.  In  order  that  there  may  be  no  con- 
fusion, If  It  is  the  wish  of  the  House,  the 
officers  of  the  Senate  might  take  It  for 
granted  that  that  is  a  rule  of  the  House,  and 
act  accordingly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hope  that  that  rule 

will  be  observed  in  future.  I  know  a  number 
of  hon.  gentlemen  have  felt  aggrieved  when, 
on  account  of  their  being  nbsent  from  the 
ebamber  for  a  moment,  other  names  have 
been  substituted  fpr  theirs  on  the  order 
paper. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  — I 
moved  the  second  reading  of  Bills  to-day.  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Cal- 
ssry,  but  I  have  no  desire  at  all  that  my 
name  should  appear  on  the  order  paper ; 
and  for  that  reason  I  remarked  that  I  was 
making  the  motion  In  the  absence  of  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Calgary.  I  think  if  tbe  sug- 
Keadou  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Siilaniey  can  be  carried  out  consistently 


with  the  rules  of  the  House,  it  should  be 

done. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  should  ask  that 
the  same  course  should  be  taken  In  reference 
to  tue  motions  for  second  reading  which  I 

made  to-day  in  absence  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Bedford  (Hon.  Mr.  Baker), 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (A)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  James  B. 

Taylor.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

Bill  (B)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
James  McDuff  Rodger.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr, 
Cobourg.) 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday  *  April  18,  190^. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  the  C'liilr  at  Eight 
o'clock  p.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

HOUSING  OF  IMMIGRANTS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDON.VLD  (B.C.)  inquired  : 

What  provision  is  made  tor  Immigrants  arriv- 
ing In  Canada  from  Europe  during  the  loclement 
seasons  of  winter  and  early  spring — 

1.  As  to  housing  until  they  acquire  bouses  of 
their  own  ? 

2.  Aa  to  food  supply — for  how  long  a  time  is 

food  supplied  ? 

3.  Is  provision  made  for  placing  them  on  suit- 
able lands  ? 

4.  Is  there  an  inspection  of  Immigrants  in  Eu- 
rope before  embarking,  as  to  age,  health,  and 
the  possession  of  means  to  build  houses,  pur- 
chase farm  Implepients,  cattle  and  horses  ? 

B.  Oenerally,  what  steps  are  taken  to  pre- 
vent dangerous  exposure  and  a  scarcity  ot  food, 
and  to  assist  those  without  means  to  commence 
farming? 

He  said  :  In  asking  these  questions  I  do 
not  wish  to  invade  the  rights  of  other  hon. 
gentlemen  coming  from  the  Northwest,  but 

r  am  induced  to  a^k  the.se  questions  for 
reasons  well  known  to  the  government  and 
tbe  House,  as  there  are  thousands  of  immi- 
grants coming  to  our  shores,  many  of  them 
old  men,  women  and  children,  and  unless 
they  have  means  of  shelter  found  for  them 
they  will  be  In  a  rery  bad  position  indeed. 

Along  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  ail 
the  way  from  Medicine  Hat  to  Winnipeg, 
you  see  hundreds  of  men  and  women  at 
the  stations  not  knowing  what  to  do  or 
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where  to  go,  many  of  them  foreignere  who 
cannot  speak  our  language.  No  doubt  many 
of  these  people  have  some  money,  but 
others,  I  suppose,  have  very  little  If  any  at 
all,  and  at  this  time  of  the  year,  owing  to 
the  Inclemency  of  tiie  winter  and  the  ground 
being  covered  with  snow,  It  would  be  quite 
impossible  for  them  to  go  on  their  land. 
Even  after  they  get  on  their  land  it  will  be 
Almost  eighteen  months  before  they  can 
derive  any  benefit  or  sustenance  from  the 
BoU.  They  have  to  provide  good  shelter. 
They  have  to  get  Implements  and  they  have 
to  get  cattle  to  plough  their  land ;  and  it 
has  to  be  done  before  the  early  spring.  We 
do  not  know  of  course  what  instructions,  or 
what  advice  the  agents  In  Europe  give  to 
the  Immigrants  leaving  home,  but  If  they 
have  advised  them  to  leave  at  any  time, 
they  should  be  told  by  the  government  not 
to  do  so  because  it  Is  downright  cruelty  to 
get  immigrants  out  b&e  who  have  to  en- 
dare  months  and  months  of  cold  weather 
with  scanty  food  and  poor  shelter.  They 
should  be  advised  to  leave  for  Canada  not 
earlier  than  the  15tb  of  April.  I  think  hon. 
gentlemen  from  the  Northwest  will  admit 
that  that  would  be  early  enough  to  place 
immigrants  on  the  soil.  Steamship  com- 
panies will  take  immigrants  whenever  they 
want  to  come.  It  Is  a  business  matter  with 
them,  and  they  will  take  them  but  there 
should  be  some  means  of  restricting  steam- 
ship companies  from  Inringing  immigrants 
to  this  country  in  inclement  weather.  Why 
not  adopt  the  same  system  that  has  been 
adopted  with  regard  to  Chinese  immigra- 
tion—limit the  number  of  people  to  the 
tonnage  of  the  vessel.  Something  of  the 
kind  might  have  a  salutary  effect  and  it 
would  reduce  the  number  of  immigrants 
coming  out  so  early.  I  hope  the  government 
will  be  able  to  tell  me  that  care  Is  taken  of 
these  people  on  their  arrival. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  answer  to  the  hon. 
gentleman'9  question  I  am  advised  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  that  the  follow- 
ing are  proper  replies  to  be  given  to  fils 
questions  : — 

1.  Provision  Is  made  for  imiuigraiits  arriving 
in  Canada  from  Europe  during  the  Inclement 
seasons  of  winter  and  early  spring  by  the  main- 
tenance by  the  government  of  balls  and  shelter, 
properly  warmed,  and  with  sleeping,  cooking 
and  other  accommodations,  at  the  ports  of  land- 
ing and  at  the  cblel  distributing  centres  inland, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.) 


such  as  Winnipeg,  Reglna,  Calgary,  Sdmonton 
aod  various  snuUler  places  In  the  Northwest. 

2,  Immigrants  are  expected  to  furnish  their 
own  food,  but  tn  cases  of  necessity  the  depart- 
mental officers  get  authority  to  act  as  the  dr- 
eumitanees  may  require  in  each  case,  In  re- 
gard to  supplying  food. 

8.  Tes. 

4.  No. 

5.  As  above.  Employmeot  Is  (ouod  for  those 
deslrlnc  ft,  whereby  they  can  earn  the  means  to 
commence  farming. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.HIs  there 
any  inspection  of  the  immigrants  before  they 
embark  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  am 
glad  to  learn  that  the  government  take  care 
of  these  poor  people  on  their  arrival  In  fBls 
country. 

A  CORRECTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  House  rises 
I  should  like  to  make  a  correction  of  a  state- 
ment which  appeared  in  the  papers  of  Satur- 
day morning,  in  the  answer  given  by  me  in 
response  to  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay  (Hon.  Mr.  Dom- 
ville)  who  is  not  In  his  place  at  present 
I  requested  the  hon.  gentleman  to  post- 
pone his  motion  for  the  appointment 
of  a  committee,  as  the  department 
were  preparing  a  Bill  to  make  some 
changes  in  the  Insurance  law.  I  got  my  In- 
formation, not  from  the  department,  but 
from  some  parties  who  saw  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
on  the  subject,  and  from  the  Information 
furnished  them  I  thought  something  of  the 
kind  was  to  be  done.  I  was  not  authorized 
officially  to  make  the  announcement,  and  I 
desire  to  make  that  correction  In  case  any- 
body should  be  misled  by  what  I  said,  more 
particularly  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say. I  understood  that  parties  wbo  were 
interested  in  the  matter  were  here  and  bad 
submitted  a  BUI  and  that  it  had  been  ap- 
proved of,  and  I  naturally  supposed,  if  it 
was  approved  of.  It  would  be  Introduced. 
I  was  told  by  the  department  that  it  had  not 
been,  and  that  It  would  not  be  introduced, 
and  therefore  my  statement  was  not  author^ 
ized. 

A  QUESTION  OF  ORDER. 

The  SPEAKER— It  will  be  remembered 

by  hon.  gentlemen  that  on  Friday  afternoon 
I  gave  a  ruling  with  respect  to  a  motion 
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made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  DeLorl- 
mler.  My  condnalon  was  that  the  motion 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  was  In  order. 
Exception  was  taken  to  mj  ruling  by  the 
boo.  gentleman  from  Richmond ;  and  I 
ratber  got  tbe  impression  from  what  be 
nid  that  be  was  anxious  that  I  should 
kwk  hito  the  anthorlties.  so  that  I  might 
cwrect  my  mistake.  I  liave  since  look- 
ed taito  the  anthorltles  to  some  little  extent, 
and  if  It  be  the  pleaemre  of  the  House  I  shall 
state  briefly  tbe  result  of  my  inquiry.  The 
question  is  not  a  very  difficult  one;  but,  as 
a  rule,  questions  of  order  do  not  come  up 
rery  often  In  this  House,  and  perhaps  bon. 
gentlemen  do  not  study  our  rules  as  mucb 
as  tbe  members  of  the  other  House  study 
their  rules.  We  are  not  very  rtgorons  in 
tbe  enforcement  of  rules  here ;  bon. 
gentlemen  are  moderate  and  do  not  need  to 
be  controlled  by  rules.  Although  this 
question  Is  not  a  very  difficult  one,  it  may 
be  just  as  well  to  state  tbe  result  of  my  in- 
quiry. Tbe  rule  which  it  was  held  put  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  DeLo- 
rimier  <Hon.  Mr.  Dandurand)  out  of  order 
vas  rule  13  of  the  Senate  which  rends  as 
follows  : — 

On«  Intermediate  day's  oq^lce  in  wrlttns  must 
b«  given  of  all  motloDB  deemed  special ;  and 
lajr  motion  Is  deemed  special  which  Initiates  a 

nMect  of  discussion. 

Now  there  are  numbers  of  motions  con- 
nected with  the  business  of  the  House  which 
do  sometimes  lead  to  discussions,  but  these 
motions  do  not  Introduce  new  matter  to  the 
House.  What  my  understandings  of  this 
rule  has  always  been  is  that  a  motion  deem- 
ed special  was  something  which  brought  In 
a  new  subject  for  discussion,  and  I  did  not 
think  that  the  rule  applied  to  such  matters 
as  the  time  to  which  the  House  should 
stand  adjourned.  The  hon.  gentleman's 
opinion  was  different  and  he  referred  to 
tbe  practice  of  tbe  other  House  as  sustain- 
lag  bis  view.  In  that  House  the  rules  are 
more  rigorously  enforced  than  they  are 
here ;  but  even  If  we  were  governed  by 
jDst  the  same  rule  as  that  which  they  have 
in  the  House  of  Commons  his  reference 
to  the  House  of  CoiiimoDS  was  not  justified. 
Rale  31  of  the  other  House  Is  as  follows  :— 

Two  day's  notice  shall  be  given  of  a  motion 
for  leave  to  present  a  Bill,  resolution,  or  ad- 
dress, tor  the  appointment  of  any  committee  or 
[or  the  putting  ot  a  qnsstlon. 


But  the  rule  goes  on  : — 

But  this  rule  shall  not  apply  to  Bills  after 
their  Introduction  or  to  private  Bills  or  to  the 
times  ot  meeting  or  adjournment  of  th«  Hoi^. 

So  that  on  that  partlcnlar  point  the  hon. 
gentleman  Is  not  borne  out  by  the  rales  of 
the  other  House.  In  the  Honse  of  Com- 
mons, the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, from  DeLorlmler  (Hon.  Ur.  Dapdu- 
rand)  would  not  have  fall^  under  the  Slst 
rule  of  that  House,  nor  does  it  any  more 
fall  under  tbe  iSth  rule  of  this  House.  I 
think  we  can  find  Just  what  rule  the  motion 
made  by  the  hon.  gentl^an  from  Deljorl- 
mier  Is  governed  by.  Rule  3  of  our  House 
is  as  follows  i — 

The  time  tor  tbe  ordinary  meeting  ot  the 
Senate  Is  at  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  un- 
less some  other  time  shall  have  previously 
been  ordered. 

And  rule  7  says^-ajid  It  is  more  to  the 

point  :— 

When  tlie  Senate  adjourns  on  Friday,  unless 
otherwise  ordered.  It  stands  adjourned  until  the 
Monday  tollowiuK. 

So  that  the  motion  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  DeLorlmler  was  to  modify  and  sus- 
pend rules  3  and  7.  Now  we  have  a  rule 
of  our  House  which  deals  with  these  mo- 
tions, and  that  Is  rule  17  which  provides:— 

No  motion  to  suspend,  modify,  or  amend  any 
rule,  or  part  thereof  

Which  was  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  DeLorlmler. 

— shall  be  in  order  except  on  one  day's  notice 
in  writing  specifying  precisely  the  rule  pro- 
posed to  be  suspended,  modified  or  amended. 

So,  hon.  gentlemen,  tbe  little  study  which 
I  made  of  this  subject  has  served  to  con- 
firm me  In  the  opinion  which  I  expressed 

on  Friday. 

Hod.  Mr.  MILLER— I  very  much  regret 
that  I  am  not  able  to  follow  as  accurately  as 
[  desired  to  do  the  remarks  which  have 
been  made  by  His  Honour  the  Speaker,  and 
not  with  sufficient  accuracy  certainly  to  at- 
tempt on  tbe  spur  of  tbe  moment  to  reply. 
I  really  thought  under  tbe  circumstances 
liowever— and  I  think  it  would  be  no  more 
than  courtesy  to  me  that  tbe  Speaker  when 
he  intended  to  select  the  present  occasion, 
tbe  first  meeting  of  tbe  Senate,  to  give  bis 
decision,  should  have  given  some  notice  of 
it  In  order  that  I  might  be  prepared  to  sus- 
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tain  the  position  I  took  before  the  House  at 
our  last  meeting.   As  I  have  not  been  able 

to  follow  an  accurately  as  it  Is  necessary  for 
me  to  do  to  answer  opinions  such  as  those 
expressed  to  the  House,  there  is  only  one 
course  open  to  me.  which  I  will  certainly 
adopt,  and  It  is  this  If  the  same  motion 
is  made  again  In  the  Honse,  a  motion  similar 
to  the  one  made  by  the  bon.  gentTeman  from 
Iklontreal,  giving  but  one  day's  notice  for  an 
adjournment,  I  shall  then  raise  the  question 
In  the  House  formally  in  order  to  have  a 
decision  upon  It,  and  I  think  I  shall  be 
prepared  to  show  that  the  position  I  took  at 
the  last  meeting  of  the  House  Is  one  sus- 
tained by  the  practice  both  of  this  House 
and  of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  caught, 
however,  one  observation  made  by  the  hon. 
Speaker,  which  was  that  I  was  not  correct 
In  my  quotation  of  the  rule  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  quoted  -no  rule  of  the  House 
of  Commons  but  I  quoted  the  practice  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons— a  very  different  thing. 
(  referred  to  the  invariable  practice  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  under  the  rules  of  that 
ITouse,  of  giving  an  Intermediate  day's  no- 
tice in  all  cases  of  an  adjournment  of  that 
body,  and  I  think  I  should  be  prepared  to 
show.  If  that  is  disputed,  that  it  is  the  case, 
and  if  the  rule  is  not  as  strong  in  the  House 
of  Commons  with  regard  to  the  intermediate 
day's  notice  as  it  is  in  tlils  House,  I  think, 
that  notwithstanding  the  practice  has  al- 
ways been  to  give  an  Intermediate  day's  no- 
flee.  It  makes  my  position  even  stronger 
than  it  was,  as  I  did  not,  I  repeat,  quote 
f\ny  rule.  Under  the  circumstances  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  now,  but  I  give  no- 
tice in  order  that  bon.  gentlemen  may  be 
prepared  and  may  look  into  the  question  and 
may  consult  any  authorities  upon  It  if  they 
desire  to  do  so,  that  If  a  similar  motiou  Is 
at  any  time  made  of  an  adjournment  without 
an  Intermediate  dny's  notice  I  shall  raise 
the  question  and  have  it  decided  by  the 
House  and  the  House  must  tnke  the  respon- 
sibility of  altering  the  practice  on  this  im- 
portant matter.  That  Is  the  only  way  for 
me  to  do.  I  did  not  do  it  on  the  last  occa- 
sion for  several  reasons,  some  of  which  I  did 
not  state.  In  the  first  place  I  am  very  reluc- 
tant Indeed  to  move  against  a  decision  of 
the  chair.  I  think  we  are  all  tnttTi'sti.'d  in 
maintaining  the  principle  of  authority,  which 
is  represented  by  the  chair  as  much  as  pos- 
Hon.  Mr.  UlLLSR. 


sible.  And  during  the  long  period  I  have 
occupied  a  seat  in  this  House,  though  fre- 
quently urged  to  do  so.  I  have  never  once 
moved  against  the  ruling  of  the  chair,  and 
I  am  reluctant  to  do  it  now.  I  was  reluctant 
on  the  last  occasion  for  several  reasons.  I 
doubted  very  much  that  the  leader  of  the 
House  would  have  been  pr^ared  to  sustain 
the  chair.  It  would  have  been  an  unpleasant 
thing  for  him  to  be  compelled  to  vote 
agaiust  the  ruling,  and  I  doubt  very  much 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  to  his  right  (Sir  Al- 
phonse  Pelletier)  who  was  himself  at  one 
time  Speaker  of  the  House,  would  sustain 
it,  because  my  bon.  friend  had  given  a  deci- 
sion In  accord  with  the  view  taken  upon 
the  occasion  alluded  to  by  His  Honour  the 
Speaker,  but  even  apart  from  these  things 
I  should  sooner  submit  to  an  Injustice,  if 
it  was  not  a  serious  matter,  or  to  an  error 
In  the  ruling,  than  attempt  to  question  the 
authority  of  the  chair  which  is  so  Impor- 
tant. We  should  all  feel  disposed  to  treat 
it  with  proper  consideration  and  deference. 
As  I  remarked  the  other  day,  it  is  a  principle 
which  distinguished  British  legislative 
bodies  from  all  foreign  bodies— the  respect 
*hich  Is  invariably  paid  to  the  principle  of 
authority  represented  by  the  chair  In  both 
Houses  of  parliament,  and  It  is  one  of  the 
reasons  which  governed  me  throughout  a 
long  political  career,  where  I  was  not  able 
to  sustain  the  chair,  at  any  rate  not  at- 
tempting to  controvert  Its  decisions  when 
really  no  public  good  was  to  be  snbserred 
by  doing  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  think 
we  should  try  and  arrive  at  some  distinctive 
decision,  if  I  may  so  term  It,  as  to  what  the 
rule  really  means.  The'whole  difficulty  has 
arisen  In  the  past  In  reference  to  what  con- 
stitutes an  '  intervening  day.'  Though  not 
a  lawyer,  I  understand  that  in  the  courts  of 
law— my  hou.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
will  be  able  to  correct  me  if  I  am  wrong,  an 
intervening  day  means  a  whole  day  between 
(he  day  of  notice  and  the  day  upon  Tvblch 
you  are  to  take'  the  matter  into  consider- 
ation ;  that  Is  If  we  give  notice  In  court  to- 
day that  you  will  proceed  with  a  certain 
motion,  and  if  there  Is  to  be  an  intervening 
day  that  would  mean  the  day  after  the  no- 
tice was  given.  I  am  under  the  impression 
that  that  Is  the  Interpi'etation  given  by  the 
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Judges  to  the  words,  '  an  Intervening  day.' 
Now,  in  looliing  at  these  different  rules— 
and  I  do  not  take  this  position  for  the  pur- 
pose ot  comliatiDg  tbe  position  taken  by  the 
bOD.  Speaker,  but  rather  for  the  purpose  of 
dncidating  the  meaning  of  the  rales  by 
wbldi  we  are  governed— I  have  upon  many 
occasions  acted  upon  the  principle  sug- 
gested to  my  hon.  friend  to  tbe  left.  There 
have  been  some  rulings  of  the  Senate  in 
which  1  did  not  concur.  Perhaps  I  was 
wrong.  I  do  not  say  I  was  right,  but  I 
certainly  had  strong  conrlctions  that  the 
inllDg  of  tbe  chair  was  not  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  the  House,  but  on  the 
the  principle  laid  down  by  my  bon.  friend, 
of  having  very  great  respect  for  the  chair 
and  from  a  long  experience,  I  have  come  to 
tbe  conclusion  that  the  position  occupied  by 
ttie  presiding  officer  either  in  tbls  chamber 
or  the  House  of  Commons  should  be  re- 
spected to  the  fullest  possible  extent.  I 
And  that  rule  T,  to  which  the  bon.  Speaker 
baa  referred,  says : 

The  Senate  adjourns  on  Friday,  unless  other- 
wise ordered  it  stands  adjourned  until  the  Mon- 
iij  following. 

What  constitutes  '  otherwise  ordered  ? ' 
WoDid  It  be  a  motion  of  the  Senate  or 
would  it  be  a  motion  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  laid  down  by  the  Senate.  Rule  13  de- 
clares that  if  you  desire  to  amend  a  rule — 
and  that  would  be  virtually  amending  rule 
7— yon  must  give  a  day's  notice,  and  other 
proceedings  must  be  taken  In  order  to  "Jus- 
tify or  modify  that  rule.  I  know  the  prac- 
tice, as  the  lion.  Speaker  very  properly  says, 
has  been  otherwise.  Rule  13  distinctly  says 
that  one  intermediate  day's  notice  In 
writing  must  be  given  of  all  motions  deem- 
ed special.  Is  a  motion  to  adjourn  not  a 
special  motion  ?  One  senator  may  rise  and 
desire  an  adjournment  of  the  House  for  a 
Te^  or  a  month  or  two  or  three  days  as 
tbe  case  may  be.  Other  members  may  not 
have  had  any  intimation  of  what  was  to  b(? 
proposed,  and  tbey  may  be  decidedly  op- 
posed to  it  and  consequently  It  must  under 
those  circa m stances,  to  my  mind,  be  con- 
sidered special,  and  it  certainly,  being  spe- 
Initiates  a  subject  for  discussiou.  The 
fact  that  we  nearly  always  discuss  these 
Questions  when  a  motion  to  adjourn  Is  made, 
h  evidence  that  a  motion  to  adjourn  for  any 
length  of  time  will,  of  necessity,  create  a 


discu.ssion  on  the  part  of  members  who  may 
be  present,  some  of  whom  desire  the  ad- 
journment for  special  reasons  or  for  reasons 
which  they  think  Justify  them  in  making 
the  motion,  and  others  may  take  a  different 
view  altogetlier.  I  must  confess  that  I  had 
not  considered  these  rules  very  closely,  but 
in  looking  at  these  three  rules  of  the  House 
we  find  that  one  rule  provides  that  when 
we  adjourn  on  Friday  we  stand  ndjourned 
to  a  certain  date.  If  we  change  that  we 
change  tbe  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— It  is  a 
special  rule. 

Hon.  Sir  SIACKENZltJ  BOWELI^It  Is 
^  special  rule  laid  down,  and  there  are  sev- 
eral rules  which  provide  for  the  changing, 
altering  or  amending  those  rules.  No.  17 
provides  how  these  rules  may  be  changed. 
Then,  if  you  refer  to  the  13th  rule,  it  de- 
clares distinctly  and  positively  how  long  a 
time  shall  ellipse  between  the  giving  of  a 
notice  and  the  time  for  considering  it,  and 
if  we  can  arrive  at  any  positive  decision  as 
to  what  constitutes  an  intermediate  day,  then 
the  difficulty  is  removed  at  once  and  would 
prevent  the  differences  of  opinion  which 
have  occurred  in  the  past.  I  have  no 
doubt  differences  will  continue  to  occur 
until  some  authoritative  decision  is  made 
upon  this  question,  and  as  a  Senator  I . 
should  like  very  much  when  an  opinion  is 
given,  the  Speaker's  decision  should  be  put 
In  writing  and  form  part  of  fbe  record  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  House.  I  know  last 
year  that  I  made  a  special  request  that  that 
should  be  done.  Well  it  was  not  done.  I 
find  no  particular  fault  with  that,  but  I 
think  in  tlie  interest  of  tbe  proper  govern- 
ment of  tbe  House,  and  In  the  interests  ot 
the  Speaker  himself,  whoever  he  may  be, 
that  when  bis  views  are  given— I  take  it 
for  granted  tbey  are  given  after  due  and 
dellbemte  consideration— that  there  should 
be  no  objection  on  bis  part,  and  to  my  mind 
there  cannot  l)e  any  valid  objection  that  the 
ruling  should  be  placed  on  record  so  that  we 
may,  when  the  question  arises  in  the  future, 
if  it  should  arise,  refer  to  the  decision  and 
the  reasons  which  he  has  given.  I  am  quite 
satisfied  when  occasions  of  that  kind  would 
arise  that  the  Senate  as  a  whole  would  ac- 
quiesce at  once  unless  there  was  some  fla- 
grant abuse  of  the  rules,  and  that  I  take  It 
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for  granted  could  not  occnr  with  any  hon. 
gentleman  occapying  so  Important  a  posi- 
tion. I  can  only  repeat,  that  I  shoold  ni^e 
that  we  come  to  a  positive  decision  upon 
this  question  of  an  intermediate  day,  and 
from  what  I  have  learned  in  the  courts  of 
law  I  am  very  much  Inclined  to  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  that 
there  mast  be  a  fnll  day's  notice  In  order  to 
make  the  motion  legal  and  proper. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— I  rise  with  consider- 
able diffidence  to  express  my  opinion  on  this 
question,  especially  as  I  cannot  agree  witli 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  nor  with 

the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  not  a  special  motion  in  the 
sense  of  the  rule  which  has  been  read  by  the 
hon.  Speaker  of  the  House  and  for  that 
reason  no  Intermediate  day  Is  required,  and 
I  doubt  very  much  If  any  notice  is  required. 
When  the  House  rises  every  day  It  Is  the 
practice,  and  I  take  it,  it  has  been  the  re- 
gular practice  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  House.  Would  It  not  be  In  order  for 
any  hon.  gentleman  In  this  House  to  then 
move  In  amendment  that  the  House  Instead 
of  adjourning  till  the  following  day  to  stand 
adjourned  till  a  later  day.  And  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  best  proof  that  no  Intermediate 
day's  notice  Is  required  for  a  motion  of  that 
Idnd  is  that  it  is  always  open  in  the  House 
>of  Commons  as  well  as  In  this  House  for 
any  hon.  gentleman  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House,  It  Is  a  practice  that  is 
followed  for  allowing  hon.  gentlemen  to 
bring  up  and  discuss  questions  which  could 
not  be  discussed  otherwise.  In  the  House 
of  Commons  Is  there  any  notice  re- 
quired for  the  adjournment  of  the  House  ? 
Cannot  we  here  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  as  well  as  they  can 
in  the  Commons  ?  Then,  If  I  can  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  instead  of  moving 
that  the  House  adjourns  till  to-morrow  can- 
not I  move  that  the  House  adjourn  till  a 
later  date  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQCE— I  do  not  see  any  rule 
which  bears  on  one  question  more  than  on 
the  other — that  is  on  the  adjournment  of  the 
House  till  to-morrow  nor  on  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  to  a  subsequent  day.  I 
thiuk  that  the  only  rule  which  applied  to 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


this  question  is  this  rule  which  says  that 
when  the  Senate  adjourns  it  do  stand  ad* 
Joumed  till  the  following  day  at  3  o'clock, 
unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the  House  ;  and 

I  think  that  when  the  adjournment  Is  moT-, 
ed  at  the  end  of  the  sitting  that  it  is  open 
to  any  member  of  this  House  to  moTe  an 
amendment  that  the  adjournment  be  had  to 
a  future  day  if  it  is  deemed  advisable  and 
that  no  notice  would  be  required. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOEAN— With  reference  to 
the  question  raised,  I  have  simply  to  say 
that  this  Senate  has  been  in  existence  now 
for  the  past  87  years  and  if  it  takes  87  years 
to  decide  a  question  of  adjournment  I  will 
have  to  live  a  long  time  before  It  decides 
very  important  questions.  The  rule  for  me 
In  a  matter  of  this  kind  Is  very  simple.  It 
Is  a  matter  of  procedure  and  where  opinions 
are  divided  on  either  side  or  among  mem- 
bers on  either  side  I  am  prepared  to  leave 
myself  In  the  hands  of  the  Speaker  of  the 
House.  His  interpretation  of  the  rules  onsht 
to  be  accepted  when  there  is  a  dlTlaion  of 
opinion  among  the  members  of  the  House. 
Why  tight  this  out  on.  Friday  then  adjourn 
till  Monday  and  fight  It  out  again  perhaps 
to-morrow.  I  think  the  hon.  Speaker  ought 
to  be  supported  in  bis  decision  In  this 
chamber,  and  I  have  simply  to  say  fhat  as 
far  as  I  am  concerned  In  a  small  matter  of 
this  kind,  it  is  a  waste  of  time  to  be  dis- 
cussing here  for  an  hour  whether  we  should 
adjourn  or  should  not  adjourn,  or  whether 
we  have  a  right  to  adjourn  or  a  right  not 
to  adjourn.  When  the  Speaker  of  this 
House  has  giveu  his  decision  I  think  it  ought 
to  be  accepted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDVRAND— I  could  quite 
understand  that  if  the  rule  that  we  had  to 
abide  by  stated  that  there  would  be  an  in- 
tervening day,  that  that  would  settle  It.  I 
do  not  suppose  there  could  be  two  interpre- 
tations of  the  meaning  of  this  section,  but 
the  question  which  presents  perhaps  a  little 
more  difficulty  is,  that  one  day's  notice, 
which  the  hon.  the  Speaker  states,  is  the 
rule  which  should  apply  to  the  decision  of 
the  question  raised.  We  have  the  simple 
wonls.  '  a  day's  notice  shall  be  given.'  When 

II  member  of  this  House  gives  notice  at  three 
or  half  past  three,  that  he  will  move  the 
next  day  a  certain  motion,  twenty-four  hours 
must  lapse,  between  the  notice  of  motion 
and  the  motion  which  he  makes,  and  It  it 
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l8  not  a  special  matter,  which  Is  dealt  with 
noAer  another  section,  hare  we  not  there 
the  da^'s  notice  that  Is  meant  by  the  rale  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-The  word  'day' 
may  mean  a  sitting  of  the  House.  If  It 
means  twenty-fonr  hours  the  hon.  gentle- 
man 18  right,  but  I  belive  it  means  an  Inter- 
rentog  sitting. 

Hod.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— Then  If  we  had 
two  or  three  separate  sittings  of  the  House 
on  the  same  day,  we  could  move  It  within 
tvelre  boors,  If  the  Interpretation  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Kingston  prevailed. 
The  only  argument  I  would  bring  In  favour 
of  a  day  being  of  one  sitting  to  another,  is 
that  twenty-four  hours  would  elapse  and 
tiiat  the  Senate  would  have  received  twenty- 
four  hours'  notice  before  the  motion  Is  put. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^I  want 
to  take  the  opportunity  to  congratulate  my 
hon.  friend  (Hon.  Mr.  Clorao)  on  his  change 
of  opinion.  I  am  v^ry  glad  to  know  that  hp 
has  at  last  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Speaker's  decision  should  be  conclusive,  and 
oi^ht  not  for  a  moment  be  questioned. 
Last  session  my  hon.  friend  opposite  ob- 
jected to  a  ruling  of  the  Speaker,  and  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  annul  It.  My  hon. 
friend  (Hon.  Mr.  Cloran)  on  that  occasion 
held  a  very  different  view  from  that  which 
he  has  expressed  to-night. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  was  on  a  matter 
of  national  Importance. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  was 
a  matter  on  which  the  hon.  gentleman  dis- 
sented from  a  ruling  of  the  Speaker.  I 
had  the  same  respect  for  the  Speaker  then 
that  I  have  now,  and  consequently,  voted  to 
sustain  him.  My  hon.  friend  voted  against 
him,  and  now  he  reads  us  a  lecture  as  to  the 
propriety  of  olwying  the  ruling  of  the 
Speaker,  I  did  not  object  to  the  ruling ;  I 
only  stated  what  I  thought  the  rule  was. 
Let  us  define  what  an  intervening  day  Is. 
and  the  whole  question  is  settled. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— While  I  concur  in  the 
etatement  that  the  time  spent  In  discussing 
this  question  Is  wasted,  anl  does  us  no 
boDour  In  the  estimation  of  the  country,  I 
do  take  a  different  view  from  that  expressed 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond.  I 
am  quite  aware  that  it  is  a  very  presump- 
tuous tbUig  for  me  to  do  such  a  thing. 


Having  such  perfect  confidence  In  his  Judg- 
ment generally  I  could  almost  doubt  my 
own  Judgment,  but  I  do  not  think  It  re- 
quires a  lawyer  to  Interpret  the  rule.  My 
opinion  Is  that  It  ta  very  plain  and  simple, 
and  Interpreting  It  by  ordinary  reasoning  I 
come  to  a  dttferent  conclusion.  I  dissent 
from  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Belleville  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  as  to 
the  16th  rule.  He  thinks  that  this  altera- 
tion with  reference  to  the  adjournment 
would  be  an  Interference  with  the  rule  and 
that  it  would  require  a  formal  notice  giving 
intimation  of  a  desire  to  alter  a  rule  of  the 
House.  Now  this  proposed  alteration  Is  not 
altering  a  rule  of  the  Hoase.  The  reference 
here  to  the  rule  of  the  House  Is  making  a 
change  In  a  permanent  order.  This  would 
not  be  making  a  change  in  a  permanent 
order,  because  the  very  rule  which  pre- 
scribes it  says:  'Except  In  a  case  where 
the  House  has  ordered  otherwise.'  There  is 
n  provision  In  the  very  rule  Itself  for  an 
alteration  being  made  and  consequently 
it  would  not  require  a  notice  to  be 
given  making  the  formal  statement  that  it 
was  Intended  to  make  a  permanent  change  in 
u  standing  rule  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— What  about  a  day 

Intervening  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— That  is  another  matter 
altogether.  That  ip  the  way  I  dispose  of  the 
argument  which  Is  founded  on  that  16th 
rule.  Then,  with  reference  to  the  13th 
rule,  that  relates  to  motions  deemed 
special.  Who  is  to  pass  Judgment  whether 
n  motion  is  special  or  not  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACItENZIE  BOWELL-Read 
the  whole  of  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— It  Is  us  follows  : 

One  totermediate  day's  notice  in  writing  must 
be  gtven  of  all  motions  deemed  special  ;  and 
any  motion  deemed  special  which  initiates  a 
subject  of  discussion. 

This  House  has  been  thirty-seven  years  in 
existence,  and  I  suppose  every  session  it  has 
had  this  question  up  and  never  before  has 
it  been  the  subject  of  such  a  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEB— I  recollect  it  occurring 
several  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  raised  it  last  year, 
and  It  was  decided  against  me. 
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Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— You  cannot  find  any 
case  where  exception  was  taken,  and  any 
attempt  to  insist  on  the  ruie  being  en- 
forced. For  thirty-seven  years  such  notices 
have  been  given  without  objectfon  being 
talcen.  Who  Is  to  decide  whether  a  notice 
is  special  ?  Is  not  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
the  only  person  who  can  give  a  decision  ? 
He  is  the  person  in  whose  judgment  it  lies 
to  determine  whether  a  motion  of  this  na- 
ture is  special  or  not.  I  thinli  the  Spealter 
was  quite  right  in  exercising  bis  Judgment 
as  he  did,  and  if  I  had  been  In  his  place  I 
would  have  been  guided  as  he  was.  by 
what  the  House  has  been  doing  regularly  ali 
these  years,  and  consequently  I  should  have 
deemed  this  not  to  have  been  a  special  mo- 
tion. I  think  the  Speaker's  view  is  quite 
correct,  that  the  meaning  of  a  special  motion 
is  where  some  new  and  Important  subject 
Is  going  to  be  introduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— All  motions  are  sub- 
ject to  discussion, 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  think  the  Speflker 
was  quite  rigtit  in  deciding  tlmt  the  motion 
was  In  order,  nnd  the  amendment  was  In 
order,  and  consequently  that  the  whole  pro- 
cedure was  In  order,  and  I  doubt  if  any- 
thing can  be  done  to  niter  It  unless  a  special 
alterntfon  is  made  in  the  standing  rule  to 
My  very  distinctly  that  there  must  be  an 
intervening  day,  or  something  of  that  kind, 
iiut  we  liave  got  along  very  well  for  thirty 
seven  years  here,  without  finding  it  neces- 
sary to  alter  the  rules  and  we  may  safely 
go  on  in  the  same  way  for  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAX— I  think  a  motion 
is  special  when  it  is  a  departure  from  any- 
thing that  Is  ordinary.  This  motion  to  ad- 
journ over  until  Tuesday,  was  an  extraor- 
dinary one,  and  therefore  it  was  special. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEIl— Suppose  it  was  pro- 
iwsed  to  adjourn  for  a  month. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Now  as  to  the  In- 
terpretation of  'an  intervening  day'  being 
an  interval  of  twenty-four  hours  ;  supposing 
it  occurred  in  an  early  Iiour  of  a  sitting 
which  was  prolonged  until  nikliiight,  shall 
we  count  the  twenty-four  hours  from  the 
time  of  opening  tlie  session,  or  from  the 
hour  of  niidniglit  ?  It  must  be  an  interven- 
ing day  because  there  might  be  cases  where 
the  interval  would  not  be  twenty-four  hours. 
Hod.  Hr.  LANDRT. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX— I  look  upon  this 
as  an  exceedingly  imiiortant  question.  We 
should  understand  where  we  are.  I  was 
many  years  a  member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  in  answer  to  my  hon.  friend  from 
Montreal,  I  would  say  that  n  motion  that 
this  House  do  now  adjourn  always  means 
that  it  shall  adjourn  to  a  Qxed  hour  speci- 
fied by  tiie  rules  of  the  House.  We  have 
certain  cast  Iron  rules  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  I  presume  we  have  here.  You  can- 
not override  those  rules  without  taking  the 
steps  which  are  specified  in  the  rules.  If 
you  could,  on  a  resolution,  without  due  no- 
tice, move  that  this  House  adjourn  for  a 
week  or  a  month,  you  might  take  a  great 
many  members  of  the  House  at  a  serious 
disadvantage,  and  It  is  not  the  intention  of 
the  rule  that  any  member  should  be  per- 
mitted to  do  that.  If  it  is  desired  to  move 
an  adjournment  longer  than  the  rules  of  the 
House  make  provision  for,  then  It  is  certain- 
ly necessary  that  notice  should  be  given  un- 
less you  get  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House.  But  where  the  House  is  not  unani- 
mous and  an  amendment  Is  offered  to  the 
notice  to  adjourn,  then  you  override  a 
rule  of  the  House  and  in  order  to  do  that 
you  must  follow  the  procedure  provided  for 
in  the  rules,  and  you  cannot  do  It  by  a  mere 
nniendnient  to  a  motion. 

lion.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Supposing  the 
leader  made  a  motion  to  adjourn  to  the  fol- 
lowing day,  as  is  daily  done,  and  an  amend- 
ment was  offered  to  that  motion  to  adjourn 
to  a  different  date,  would  it  be  necessary 
to  give  notice  of  that  amendment? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX— In  that  case  no- 
tice is  given  of  the  intention  to  depart  from 
the  rule,  and  when  that  notice  has  been 
given,  you  can  take  advantage  of  it  to  move 
an  ameiidnient,  but  if  the  notice  of  the 
(n'iginnl  motion  has  not  been  given  you  can- 
not do  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  question  of  whe- 
ther notice  should  be  given  of  an  amend- 
ment to  such  a  motion  as  that  made  by  the 
lion,  gentleman  from  Del^orimler  was  de- 
cided in  a  very  able  decision  l)y  Speaker 
LjiLOste,  now  Chief  Justice  of  Quebec,  that 
such  a  notice  was  not  requisite,  that  an 
amendment  could  be  made  to  the  original 
motion  without  any  notice  whatever. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEEI>— The  question 
now  under  consideration  is  precisely  tbe 
one  that  my  hen.  friend  from  Richmond 
has  mentioned.  Then  I  say  If  It  can  be 
done  in  the  one  form  it  certainly  is 
only  ]<^lcal  and  reasonable  that  it  can  be 
done  In  the  other  without  notice.  For  In- 
stance it  would  be  idle  for  the  leader  of  the 
House  to  more  day  by  day  that  the  (Senate 
shall  adjourn  to  the  following  day  if  an 
amendment  cannot  be  made  to  that  motion  ? 
Consequently  it  must  be  the  logical  se- 
qnence,  in  my  judgment  at  any  rate,  entire- 
ly irrespective  of  those  rules,  that  if  the 
leader  of  the  House  can  move  the  adjourn- 
ment say  until  the  following  day  tlint 
it  would  be  perfectly  In  order  for  some  hon. 
members  to  move  lu  amendment  to  that 
motion  that  the  House  do  not  adjourn  to 
the  following  day,  but  adjourn  to  a  more 
distant  time.  Consequently,  it  dispenses,  lu 
my  judgment,  entirely  with'  the  necessity  of 
^viug  a  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDUY— I  desire  to  give  the 
House  the  benefit  of  a  quotation  from  Bouri- 
not  on  motions  for  adjoamment.    At  page 

445  Bourlnot  says  ; — 

When  any  questioo  l8  under  the  coDsldera- 
tion  of  either  House  a  motion  to  adjourn  Is 
tlways  in  order. 

The  rule  says  that  a  motion  to  adjourn 
shall  always  be  in  order,  but  a  second  mo- 
tion to  the  same  effect  shall  not  be  made 

until  some  intt>ruiedlate  proceeding  shall 
bare  been  bad.      On  that  point  Bourtnot 


A  motion  on  this  point  when  made  to  super- 
sede the  question  should  be  simplr  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn,  and  It  is  not  allowable 
to  move  an  adjournment  to  a'  future  day,  or  to 
propose  an  amendment  to  the  question  of 
tdjoamment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEBD— That  Is  a  differ- 
ent qaestlOD. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  am  answering  my 
bon.  friend's  observation  that  on  a  motion 
to  adjourn  an  amendment  may  be  made 
proposing  a  longer  adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr-  BEIQUE— No,  I  said  it  was  not 
dear  to  my  mind  that  the  motion  Instead  of 
b^g  merely  a  motion  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn,  Is  that  the  House  adjourns  to 
a  further  date. 


Hou.  'Mr.  LANDRY— There  Is  a  special 
rule  which  permits  the  moving  of  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  without  fixing  a 
date,  and  If  that  motion  is  carried  the 
House  adjourns  till  the  next  day,  but  here 
you  have  a  fixed  day  intervening  with  the 
regular  business  of  the  House,  because  if 
the  adjournment  takes  place  on  a  motion 
'  to  adjourn  It  stands  adjourned  till  the  fol- 
!  lowing  Monday  ;  but  if  you  fix  another 
date  I  think  we  should  have  an  intervening 
day's  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— To  my  mind  the  whole 
subject  is  in  a  nutshell.    The  question  la 
whether  a  motion  to  adjourn  is  a  special 
motion.    I  do  not  think  it  can  be  called  a 
>peclal  motion.    This  House  certainly  ex- 
orcises that  privilege  fifteen,  twenty  or 
thirty  times  during  a  single  session.  You 
cannot  call  thitt  a  special  motion  which  Is 
exercised  so  freely  by  the  House  and  Is  a 
motion  for  the  convenience  of  the  members 
of  the  House.    It  seems  to  me  it  would  be 
perfectly  Idle  to  tie  ourselves  up,  so  long  as 
this  House  has  a  day's  notice  that  a  motion 
would  be  brought  forward.    There  was  a 
notice  yesterday  that  a  motion  would  be 
I)!aced  on  the  order  paper  for  to-day.  It  Is 
'  not  a  subject  which  requires  any  gentleman 
I  to  give  a  serious  couslderatlon  to,  whe- 
I  ther  It  would  be  convenient  for  the  mem- 
'  hers  to  adjourn  at  that  particular  time,  aud 
I  it  seems  to  me  to  be  tieing  the  House  up 
'unduly  and  unnecessarily,  if  the  feeling  is 
I  that  If  the  House  on  Friday  should  adjourn 
I  until  Monday  evening,  a  day's  notice  of  a 
'  motion  of  that  kind  should  be  given  on  the 
I  preceding  Wednesday.    I  do  not  think  it  Is 
ever  done.    I  think  the  practice  has  been 
I  not  to  insist  on  the  Intermediate  day's  no- 
tice.   I  certainly  could  not  regard  a  notice 
of  adjournment  as  a  special  motion,  parti- 
cularly where  they  are  given  so  frequently 
as  they  are  in  this  <^amber. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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THE  SEHAT2. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  April  19, 1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PROHIBITION    OF    IMPORTATION  OF 
IMMORAL  LITERATURE. 

XNQUIRT. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID  Inquired  : — 

What  practical  meana  are  taken  by  the  cus- 
toms authorities  to  prevent  the  Introduction  In 
this  country  of  Indecent  and  Immoral  litera- 
ture, pictures  and  designs,  and  whether  the 
government  Intend  to  amend  the  law  on  this 
subject  ? 

He  said  :  The  reason  vrhy  I  make  this  re- 
quest ]s  that  I  think  we  should  protect  onr 
country  against  the  introduction  of  immoral 
and  Indecent  literature  and  pictures.  I  hare 
seen  in  certain  stores  in  Montreal,  books  and 
newspapers  and  pictures  which  I  do  not 
dare  to  describe.  I  would  be  ashamed  to 
give  Blmply  an  idea  of  what  I  have  seen  and 
read  in  Montreal  In  some  of  those  depots 
where  books  and  newspapers  are  sold,  and 
I  need  not  endeavour  to  show  that  such  Im- 
moral books  and  pictures  are  a  danger  to 
the  future  of  our  country.  I  need  not  try  to 
show  bow  they  attack  the  vitality  and 
strength  of  .a  nation,  a  young  nation  which 
has  a  great  future  In  store.  We  have  the 
right  to  hope  that  we  will  become  a  great 
nation,  but  we  need  to  conserve  all  onr 
strength  and  all  our  vitality.  1  think  the 
worst  enemy  of  a  young  nation  is  immoral- 
ity. If  the  announcement  should  be  made  that 
ft  foreign  enemy  threatened  to  Invade  our 
country,  there  would  be  a  decisive  move- 
ment throughout  Canada  to  go  to  the  frontier 
and  defend  our  border.  Well,  I  consider  that 
one  of  the  worst  and  most  dangerous 
enemlffls  of  this  country  Is  Immoral  litera- 
ture and  pictures,  and  I  wish  to  know  what 
means  the  government  is  taking  to  prevent 
the  Importation  of  such  books  and  pictures 
into  our  counti-y  ?  There  is  no  doubt  the 
munlclptil  authorities  are  specially  ch.trged 
with  protecting  society  against  that  evil, 
but  there  is  also  no  doubt  thnt  the  govern- 
ment of  a  country  Is  in  the  position,  and  it  Is 
its  duty  I  am  sure,  to  do  Its  share  In  that  good 
work,  becauae  no  foreign  llt«:ature  of  that 
nature  can  enter  Into  the  country  without 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


passing  through  the  customs,  and  I  want  to 
know  what  means  are  taken  by  the  customs 
authorities  to  seize  such  books  at  the  front- 
ier and  prevent  their  Importation  Into  this 

country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  rise  to  endorse 
the  sentiments  which  have  heea  expressed 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Montreal.  This 
question  deserves  the  very  serlons  and  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  government  of  this 
country.  If  there  Is  any  one  thing  more 
than  another  that  Is  a  staiiding  disgrace  to 
the  United  States,  our  close  neighbour.  It 
is  tbe  license  that  Is  given  there  for  the  sale 
of  obscene  literature  and  advertisements  of 
all  kinds.  It  is  highly  desirable  that  ttie  Do- 
minion should  be  protected  from  the  over- 
flow of  these  publications  from  the  neigh- 
Iwuring  country  and  the  consequent  demora- 
lization of  our  people.  I  earnestly  hope  that 
the  government  will  take  some  interest  In 
this  inquiry,  and,  if  necessary  they  will 
amend  the  law  to  prevent  the  overflowing 
of  pernicious  literature  and  pictures  into 
this  country  fi-om  tbe  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  warmly  sympathize 
in  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Montreal,  as  I  am  qnite 

sure  every  hon.  gentleman  In  this  chamber 
does  ;  hut  the  difficulty  in  Interpreting  the 
law  Is  to  find  n  standard.  All  persons  have 
not  tbe  snme  bigb  moral  standard  of  what 
is  proper,  right,  decent  and  pure.  The-  law 
has  been  made  sufficiently  strong  to  meet 
all  cases.  In  giving  an  answer  I  will  Just 
refer  to  tbe  law  which,  I  think,  was  amend- 
ed In  some  degree  last  session.  The  importa- 
tion of  the  following  articles  is  prohibited 
under  item  030  .of  the  customs  tariff  1S97, 
viz.: — 

Schedule  C— Prohibited  Goods. 

636.  '  Books,  printed  paper,  drawings,  paint- 
ings, prints,  photographs  or  representations  of 
any  kind  of  a  treasonable  or  seditious,  or  of  an 
immoral  or  Indecent  character.' 

Articles  covered  by  the  above  provisions 
!ire  subject  to  tbe  usual  examination  by  the 
customs  appraiser  at  the  port  of  entry,  and  If 
found  to  be  prohibited  are  liable  to  ^seizure 
by  any  officer  of  customs  and  they  may  be 
forfeited  or  otherwise  disposed  of. 

The  question  as  to  the  amendment  of  the 
law  on  this  subject  Is  under  consideration 
of  the  government. 
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It  Is  reiy  difficult  Indeed  to  Impress  the 
emplf^ees  of  a  large  department  at  erery 

port  of  the  conntry  as  to  wbat  should  come 
within  the  purview  of  tbe  language  in  the 
statute.  I  am  quite  sure  that  tbe  Minister 
of  Customs  Is  at  all  times  quite  willing, 
where  his  attention  is  called  to  It,  to  Im- 
press on  the  officers  that  they  have  failed 
In  their  duty  If  they  have  permitted  the  In- 
trodactlon  of  literature  and  pictures  that 
conld  be  classed  as  immoral,  impure  and  In- 
dec«nt  After  all,  it  rests  with  tbe  appraiser 
who  makes  the  examination.  It  is  often 
very  difficult,  where  you  have  such  a  vast 
number  of  people  to  deal  with,  to  Impress 
them  with  tbe  standard  we  ourselves  may 
bare.  I  am  quite  sore  that  the  Minister  of 
Customs,  will  be  quite  willing  to  assist  In 
anyway  within  his  power  in  minimizing  or 
prohibiting  altogether  the  importation  of  Im- 
moral literature  and  pictures  into  this  coun- 
try. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  know  the  law,  but 
bow  is  the  law  to  he  put  into  operation  ? 
Tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  speaks  of  tbe 

appraiser.  I  know  what  is  going  on  In  tbe 
great  centres,  especially  in  Montreal,  and  I 
ask  myself  would  It  not  be  practicable  to 
hare  a  proper  officer  in  each  of  the  large 
centres  who  would  be  the  Judge  whether  a 
book  or  a  picture  should  be  admitted  into 
the  country.  If  I  am  to  Judge  by  what  I 
have  seen  in  Montreal  I  hare  not  a  very 
blgh  opinion  of  the  appraisers  who  admit 
books,  newspapers  and  pictures  Into  this 
country  which  should  be  kept  out  of  it. 
Would  it  not  be  possible  to  employ  an  offi- 
cer capable  of  deciding  what  books  and 
pictures  should  be  admitted  through  tbe 
customs. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Of  course  It  is  impos- 
aiWe  at  the  head  office  here  to  discover  pub- 
lications that  ought  to  be  forfeited  and  not 
allowed  to  go  into  circulation.  The  proper 
course  for  those  who  want  to  protect  the 
pDblic  to  pursue  Is  to  complain  of  any  offi- 
dal  who  in  their  opinion  has  neglected  his 
doty.  Has  any  one  In  Montreal  written  to 
Mr.  Paterson  to  say  that  so  and  so,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  exclude  impure  literature,  has 
allowed  such  literature  to  pass  into  the  coun- 
try ?  To  make  general  charges  is  no  way 
to  deal  with  the  case.  You  must  bring  some 
Indlvidnal  case  to  tbe  notice  of  the  minister. 
Tbe  coarse  would  be  to  show  that 


some  officer  has  so  small  a  sense  of  what 
his  duty  is,  that  he  should  be  dismissed,  but 

you  cannot  deal  with  such  a  complaint  on 
a  general  allegation.  It  is  quite  impossible 
to  do  anything  unless  the  evidence  Is  pro- 
duced before  the  department  I  shall  call 
the  attention  of  Mr.  Paterson  to  my  hon. 
friend's  observations. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  would  be 
hard  for  the  purchaser  of  a  book  or  period- 
ical to  denounce  any  special  officer,  because 
the  purchaser  of  tbe  book  can  have  no  Idea 
at  what  port  of  entry  tbe  book  was  ad- 
mitted. I  agree  with  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  that  there  should  be  some  of  those 
exhibits  sent  to  Ottawa  to  show  that  some- 
body baa  been  remiss  In  his  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIftlER— We  have  a  law,  but 
practically  it  is  not  enforced.  We  cannot 
attach  too  much  Importance  to  the  question 
which  has  been  brought  up  to-day.  We 
have  here  petitions  for  tempirance  l^lsla- 
tion.  Ontario,  good  as  it  is.  Is  still  endeav- 
ouring to  become  more  sober.  We  have  had 
petitions  from  all  parts  of  tbe  Dominion  to 
prohibit  the  sale  of  cigarettes.  The  ose  of 
cigarettes  and  of  alcohol  may  be  evils,  but 
neither  liquor,  nor  especially  cigarettes  can 
have  as  evil  an  effect  on  national  character 
as  immoral  literature.  We  have  a  law  on 
our  statute-books  now,  but  there  Is  pract- 
ically no  application  of  it  WOhld  it  be 
possible  for  the  government  to  do  what  is 
done  in  other  countries,  establish  a  bureau 
of  censors,  not  only  for  literature  but  for 
theatricals  ?  I  am  not  strict  on  those  ques- 
tions, but  I  believe  that  the  youth  of  this 
country  ought  to  be  safe-guarded  In  every 
way  and  especially  on  questions  of  morallly. 
There  are  officers  In  the  laud  who  probably 
would  act  as  censors  without  remuneration. 
Would  it  not  be  possible  to  have  such  offi- 
cers In  the  different  provinces,  whose  duty 
it  would  be  to  send  to  the  department  any 
books  or  pictures  which,  in  their  Judgment, 
should  not  be  admitted  into  the  conntry  in 
order  that  they  might  be  examined  by  the 
department  7  If  the  department  should  de- 
cide that  the  publication  should  be  excluded, 
then  the  government  might  take  action  on  It 
I  unite  my  voice  with  that  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Montreal  In  urging  the  govern- 
ment to  look  into  this  question,  and,  If  pos- 
sible, to  take  some  action  in  the  matter  be- 
cause It  is  more  Important  to  exclude  such 
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publications  than  to  prohibit  cigarette  smok- 
ing or  even  the  sale  of  intoxicating  Uanors. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  rose  to  move  : 

For  the  appointment  of  a  solect  committee  ol 
Ave  to  Investigate  the  position  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  oI  New  York  in 
Canada,  wiih  power  to  send  for  papers,  per- 
sons, telegrams  and  records,  to  employ  clerical 
services,  and  «itb  leave  to  report  from  time  to 
time. 

He  said  :  The  government,  no  doubt,  bnvo 
looked  Into  tbis  matter  tborougbty,  and  I 
never  doubted  In  my  own  mind  that  they 
would  attempt  In  any  way  to  defend  flie 
company,  aud  I  am  pleased  to  see  tbat  tlie 
government  have  really  abandoned  them  to 
the  fate  tbey  deserve.  I  started  with  prov- 
ing that  the  company  was  doing  business  in 
Canada,  tbat  'tbey  were  licensed  by  the  gov- 
ernment and  had  made  certain  deposits  and 
that  they  bad  done  business  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent To  what  extent  I  am  not  able  to  show 
until  the  returns  that  I  asked  for  come 
down,  and  I  have  no  doubt  I  will  get  them 
very  shortly,  because  I  have  a  letter  from 
the  department  saying  they  will  prepare 
them.  I  will  start  by  reading  what  must,  I 
think,  to  all  legal  men  in  this  bouse,  be  a 
document  of  some  value.  I  want  to  show 
what  the  Supreme  Court  of  England  Says 
In  'Foster  vs.  The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association.'  I  need  not  give  the  date 
of  tbe  report  here.  It  Is  In  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature,  Court  of  Appeal,  be- 
fore the  Master  of  tbe  Rolls,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Rouier  and  Lord  Justice  Cozeus- 
Hardy,  I  will  not  weary  tbe  House  with 
rttidlng  uU  the  case,  but  will  simply  quote 
u  portion  with  the  decision  contained  In  the 
lt;st  few  lines. 

The  suit  was  brought  by  a  Mr.  Foster,  who 
claimed  there  had  been  misrepresentation  and 
deceit  on  the  part  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association,  in  their  dealioKs  with  blm, 
and  excessive  demands  for  premiums  not  war- 
ranted by  their  contract. 

Tbe  ptalntltt  brought  this  action,  claiming  a 
declaration  that  the  defendants  are  not  entitled 
to  make  any  mortuary  call  upon  him  exceeding 
the  maximum  rate  payable  according  to  bis  age 
at  the  date  of  entry.  And,  In  the  event  of  ^e 
court  holding  that  his  contention  on  this  point 
Is  not  correct,  the  plaintiff  claimed  to  have  the 
policy  set  aside  on  the  ground  of  mlsrepreaenta- 
tlon.  and  repayment,  with  interest,  of  all 
moneys  paid  under  the  policy.  The  defendants 
by  thefr  defence  asserted  that  the  assessments ' 
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I  made  on  the  new  footins  were  authorised  and 
I  denied  the  misrepresentailon  alleged.  The 
[  plaintiff  was  the  only  witness  called.  He  gave 
'  evidence  to  the  effect  we  have  stated  as  to  what 
passed  at  the  interview  with  Bridgman.  and  in 
the  oflice,  when  the  proposal  was  signed,  and 
th<'re  was  no  cross-examination  addressed  to 
this  part  of  his  evidence,  Mr.  Justice  Kekewlch 
held  in  favour  of  the  plaintiff  that  the  defend- 
ants were  not  entitled  to  make  any  mortuary 
call  upon  the  plaintiff  exceedinc  the  maximum 
rate  payable  at  the  date  of  entry.  That  being 
so,  the  case  for  the  alternative  relief  sought  by 
the  plaintiff  necessarily  failed,  and  tbe  action 
so  far  as  It  claimed  reclsslon  was  dismissed. 
Against  this  Judgment  both  parties  have  appeal- 
ed. During  the  course  of  the  argument  we  felt 
grave  doubt  whether  under  this  policy  the 
'  maximum  rate '  Is  llxed  once  and  for  all  by 
reference  to  the  age  at  entry,  or  whether  it 
increases  from  year  to  year  by  reference  to  the 
actual  age  at  the  date  of  assessment.  Upon  the 
whole,  wc  have  arrived  at  tbe  conclu^on  tbat 
the  latter  view  is  correct,  and  that  there  is  not 
aufUclent  in  tbe  policy,  which  In  effect  Incorpor- 
ates tbe  constitution,  to  deprive  the  directors 
as  against  the  plaintiff  of  the  power  which,  as 
already  staled  they  possess  under  the  constitu- 
tion. It  follows  that  the  Judgment  so  far  as  it 
deals  with  tbe  construction  of  the  policy-  must 
be  discharged.-  But  this  does  not  dispose  of 
the  case.  \\>  are  clearly  of  opinion  thnt  the 
documents  circulated  by  the  company  are  tricky 
and  misleading.  '  Life  Insurance  at  about  half 
the  usual  rates '  was,  to  say  the  least,  an 
inaccurate  statement.  Even  If  true  In  the 
first  Year,  it  would  not  be  true  in  subsequent 
years,  and  the  time  would  arrive  when  the  rate 
would  become  so  excessive  that  no  sane  man 
would  care  to  keep  the  policy  up.  The  policy 
granted  to  tbe  plaintiff  was  not  such  a  policy  as 
was  held  out  to  him.  It  Is  whollv  Inconsistent 
with  Bridgman's  letter,  which  was  supported 
by  the  acoompanying  documents.  It  differs 
essentially  from  the  representations  made  to 
the  plaintiff  before  and  at  the  time  when  the 
proposal  was  signed,  and  upon  which  he 
acted. 

Tbis  is  not  an  action  of  deceit  in  which  fraud 
on  the  part  of  the  company's  ngents  would  have 
to  be  alleRed  and  proved,  but  an  action  of  recia- 
sion,  in  which  such  fraud  need  not  be  alleged 
or  proved.  The  result  Is  that,  in  our  oplnloo, 
the  plaintiff  Is  entitled  to  a  Judgment  for  a 
reclslon  of  tbe  policy,  and  for  a  return  of  all 
moneys  paid  thereunder  with  Interest  at  four 
per  cent  from  the  dates  of  payment  respectively. 
The  defendants  must  pay  the  costs  of  the  action 
nnd  of  the  appeal. 

Now,  nobody  can  say  tbat  I  am  seeking 
to  injure  people  by  tbe  course  I  am  taking, 
and  I  will  show  the  House  that  all  Canada 
is  carefully  watching  this  affair.  I  received 
.1  great  many  letters  and  one  to-day  from 
a  lady — and  we  all  respect  the  ladles  highly 
— in  which  she  says  they  are  watching  the 
Senate  -with  tbe  greatest  anxiety  as  the 
only  tribunal  they  can  get  any  justice  from, 
because  they  cannot  get  it  as  tbe  law  stands 
In  the  courte  of  justice.  It  la  an  un- 
fortunate law.  I  do  not  suppose  when 
It  was  framed  tbat  it  was  ev^  antlc!i- 
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ptted  catM  of  tills  kli^  would  torn  up,  ana 
they  bare  but  one  remedy ;  they  have 
written  ipe  many  letters,  too  voluminoug  to 
read  to  this  House,  that  they  are  depending 
on  the  bon.  gentlemen  of  the  Senate  to  do 
Justice  to  the  widows  and  orphans.  With 
tbat  before  us  I  think  we  have  a  very 
serious  task,  sometblnff  to  which  we  will 
bare  to  give  a  great  deal  of  constderaflon 
before  we  get  through.  Having  shown  you 
wbat  the  deelslon  In  England  was,  I  wHI 
now  show  you  what  an  officer  of  their  own 
company  says  where  they  remonstrate  with 
the  president.  They  say  to  the  president : 
'Yon  are  dragging  this  company  into  the 
gutter,  defrauding  the  people.'  And  they 
pisced  their  case  before  Oen.  Tracey.  I  shall 
read  yon  what  be  says  preemtly.  but  be- 
fore they  had  gone  even  that  distance  they 
wrote  over  the  signature  of  their  vice 
president  a  gentleman  whom  most  of  yon 
in  this  House  know,  Mr.  Wells,  brother  of 
the  late  Speaker  of  the  legislature  in  Onta- 
rio, and  another  brother  a  minister  of  the 
Crown  fn  Britlsb  Columbia,  and  wbat  does 
he  say  to  the  people  ?  T7nder  date  September 
20,  1888,  he  says  : — 

To  the  president  of  the  i-ompany,  Mr.  Buroham. 

It  Is  perfectly  obirlouB  that  a  serious  crlals  Is 
Impending  in  the  affairs  oC  the  Mutual  Reserre 
AamlatioD,  and  I  deem  it  mj  duty  to  fully  and 
frankly  explain  my  position  to  you  and  tha 
public 

I  will  not  read  all  the  letter.  I  will  take 
a  portion  of  It.   The  letter  proceeds  : — 

Tofl  were  elected  president  in  1895.  The  busi- 
ness was  then  In  a  healthy  condition,  and  It 
Increased  steadily  from  year  to  year.  The  in- 
surance in  force  at  the  end  of  that  year  amount- 
«4  to  over  (308,000,1)00  and  the  new  business  of 
tbe  year  ran  approximately  |60,0!DO,000  ;  to-day 
the  Insurance  in  force  is  less  than  f200,000,000~ 

And  I  shall  be  able  when  we  get  the 
papers  from  the  government  to  show  ttiat 
the  boslness  Is  very  little  over  $100,000,000 
on  the  last  return. 

The  letter  proceeds : 

— uid  the  Dew  business  ot  the  current  year  will 
be  about  one-half  that  ot  last  year.  There  has 
also  been  a  serious  decrease  In  assets  and  aur* 
plus,  and  a  larse  increase  In  tho.itost  ot  maa- 

kgement. 

But  ominous  as  are  these  figures  and  ominous 
tlw  fact  that  while  everything  else  has  gone 
^o«n  the  cost  of  management  has  gone  up,  they 
sre  orershadowed  by  lapses  which  during  the 
last  eight  months  exceeded  $100,000,000.  For 
uis  disastrous  result  you  (Mr.  Moss  and  Mr. 
■Mrtdie)  are  personal^  responsible. 
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Mr.  Bldrldge  Is  an  officer  of  the  company, 
I  think  vice-president,  I  am  not  sure.  Mr. 
Moss  was  a  man  to  whom  they  gave  a  rov- 
ing commlsalon.  He  was  to  find  them  so 
much  business  and  he  was  to  have  all  the 
money  he  wanted,  and  In  fact  to  do  as  he 
liked.  Mr.  Moss  came  from  London  to  New 
York.  He  belongs  to  the  Hebrew  denomina- 
tion. He  was  made  the  metropolitan  agent 
and  I  am  sure  the  new  business  he  obtained 
as  the  metropolitan  agent  was  neither  profit- 
able nor  permanent,  but  be  made  It  profit- 
able to  himself,  and  when  the  metropolitan 
contract  was  cancelled  in  1897,  he  owed  the 
association  over  $29,000,  besides  large  sums 
due  by  him  to  bis  sub-agents  earned  by 
them,  for  which  they  are  making  demands 
on  the  association.  I  give  you  tbat  quota- 
tion to  show  where  Mr.  Moss  came  In.  The 
letter  proceeds:— 

Mr.  Moss  came  from  London  to  New  York  in 

1895,  and  he  was  shortly  afterward  our  metro- 
poIIUn  agent.  I  am  quite  sure  tbat  the  new 
business  which  he  obtained  as  metropolitan 
agent  was  neither  profl table  nor  permanent, 
but  he  made  it  very  profitable' tor  himself,  and 
when  his  metropolitan  contract  was  cancelled  In 
January,  1897,  be  owed  the  asBOclatlon  over 
129,000.  apart  from  large  sums  due  by  him  to 
hla  sub-agents  for  commissions  earned  by  them 
and  for  which  they  are  now  making  demands 
upon  the  association. 

In  June,  1896,  you  went  to  London  and  were 
informed,  probably  for  the  first  time,  that  Mr. 
Moss  had  left  that  city  for  New  Tork,  heavily 
in  debt  and  under  a  cloud,  and  tbat  amongst 
other  things  our  medical  director.  Dr.  Strode, 
had  lost  through  business  transactions  with 
him  several  thousand  pounds.  Whether  Mr. 
Moss  exposed  himself  to  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion I  express  no  opinion,  but  In  September, 

1896,  I  believe  that  a  legal  firm  In  New  York 
was  consulted  as  to  extradition  proceedings. 
I  have  this  Information  recently  from  your 
brother,  Mr.  George  Buroham,  who  probably 
gave  it  to  you  also.  All  this  you  kept  to  your- 
self and  you  proceeded  with  your  eyes  open  to 
cultivate  his  acquaintance. 

In  September,  1896,  you  returned  to  London 
from  the  continent,  and,  having  learned  that 
Mr.  Mosb'b  difllculttes  could  be  compromised, 
you  cabled  him  to  go  over,  and  shortly  after 
his  arrival  you  cabled  the  head  otQce  to  honour 
his  draft  for  £1.500,  ($7,260.)  Before  closing 
this  letter  I  will  detail  the  circumstances  un- 
der which  you  subsequently  managed  to  make 
Mr.  MosB  a  present  ot  this  $7,260  at  the  expense 
of  the  association. 

You  and  Mr.  Moss  arrived  together  In  New 
York  on  the  10th  ot  October,  1896,  and  early 
in  January  following,  as  a  result  ot  your  new 
and  intimate  relations,  you  devised  a  scheme, 
the  principal  features  of  which  were:  1.  That 
I  should  t>e  sent  to  London,  out  of  the  way. 

2.  That  Mr.  Moss  should  be  appointed  general 
manager  of  the  agency  department  In  my  place. 

3.  That  Mr.  Moss  sbould  have  a  contract  ex- 
tending over  the  United  States,  giving  falm  an 
ovarridlag  contmisBton  of  30  per  sent  upon  the 
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entire  United  States  business,  and  a  salary  of 
|100  per  week,  ($5,200  per  anaum),  and,  4,  that 
lie  should  receive  -weekly  payments  ot  $3,600 
ioT  the  purpose  of  making  advanceB  to  sub- 
agODtit.  Tb«  contract  also  provided  that  the 
weekly  payments  should  be  paid  to  Mr.  Moss 
personally,  and  remain  so  charged  until  they 
should  be  repaid  by  the  commissions  earned  by 
bim  and  his  aub-agenta,  which  together  amount- 
ed to  SB  per  cent-ot  the  flnt  year's  premluma. 
For  this  contract  Mr.  HosB  promised  yofu.  -» 
hustness  for  the  flrst  year  of  one  hundred  mil- 
lion dollars. 

Now  the  premluma  upon  ne-w  business  average 
about  $20  per  $1,000  of  Insurance.  Upon  one 
hundred  millions  of  business,  therefore.  Moss's 
cimmlsslon  at  20  per  cent  would  approximate 
$400,000.  Upon  this  basis  he  could  well  afford 
-to  pay  out  of  his  commissions  all  the  advances 
to  sub-agents,  say  $168,000,  and  still  have  a 
surplus  of  $242,000. 

I  have  said  that  the  Contract  provided  that 
Ur.  Moss  should  be  personally  charged  with  the 
-weekly  advatK^es  ot  $8,600,  which  tor  the  year 
would  amount  to  $182,000.  It  Is  true  that  the 
pfrsonal  liability  ot  Mr.  Moss  for  this  sum 
was  ot  no  value  per  se,  for  be  was  as  poor  as 
a  rat  from  a  London  dock  and  deeply  In  debt 
to  the  association  already.  But  It  was  a  check 
upon  a  careless  expenditure  of  the  trust  fund, 
and  the  provision  for  deducting  the  advances 
from  thr>  commissions  is  a  usual  condition  in 
such  cases,  and  }t  honestly  observed  would  have 
saved  the  association  from  serious  loss.  But 
within  a  few  weeks  after  the  execution  ot  this 
contract  you  deliberately  discharged  Mr.  Moss 
from  his  personal  liability  and  you  left  him 
absolutely  tree  to  make  ducks  and  drakes  of 
and  enormous  sum  of  money,  and  this  he  pro- 
ceeded to  do  In  characteristic  style,  for  at  the 
end  of  the  year  the  sub-agents  owed  the  aa- 
sociatioQ  $158,000,  and  Mr.  Moss  had  his  com- 
missions In  his  pocket.  In  proof  of  this  I  will 
say  that.  In  February,  1897,  Mr.  Coopef,  the 
bookkeeper,  as  I  am  Informed,  In  cha^  of 
Mr.  Moss's  account,  drew  up  and  presented  to 
you  for  approval  a  statement  charging,  Mr. 
Mor.e  with  the  weekly  payments  made  to  him 
during  the  preceding  months,  and  also  with 
the  sub-agents'  commissions,  (amounting  to 
about  66  per  cent,  which  had  been  retained  by 
tbem),  and  crediting  him  with  85  per  cent. 
This  statement  was  not  only  in  strict  con- 
formltv  with  the  contract,  but  it  was  made 
according  to  the,  personal  Instructions  given 
to  Mr.  Cooper  by  Mr.  Moss  himself,  who,  al 
that  time,  r^emed  to  be  satisfied  with  the  con- 
tract as  It  stood. 

It  did  not,  however,  suit  you,  and  accordingly, 
for  the  offence  of  doing  his  plain  and  simple 
duty,  you  placed  the  Moss  account  in  other 
liandE  and  you  transferred  Mr.  Cooper  to  an- 
otbor  position  where  he  would  have  no  oppor- 
tunity o{  repeating  the  offence  of  doing  his 
-duty.  Prom  that  time  to  the  termination  of 
the  contract  in  January,  1898,  the  weekly  pay- 
-m^uts  werr-  charged  to  Mr.  Moss  and  the  ad- 
vances to  sub-agents  were  credited  to  him 
-merely  upon  his  memoranda,  and  as  I  am  In- 
formed by  the  auditor,  without  a  single  voucher. 

This  unauthorized  variation  of  the  contract 
«ouid  only  have  one  result.  It  not  only  relieved 
Mr.  Moss  from  personal  liability,  but  it  per- 
mitted him  to  handle,  as  if  it  were  his  own, 
the  trust  fond  which  was  deposited  to  his  credit 
<nrerr  week  In  the  Chase  National  Bank,  and 
he  frequently  drew  ehequei  upon  It  tor  his  own 
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private  purposes.  In  fact,  the  handling  of  this 
fund  was  so  loose,  so  irregular,  and  so  un- 
hvslDr&sIlke,  that  the  auditor  remonstrated, 
and  this  Is  the  only  reply  which  he  received 
from  you  through  Mr.  Underbill,  your  con- 
fidCDlial  secretary:  'Mr.  Moss  Is  not  to  be  em- 
barrassed ty  having  his  account  checked  up. 
He  will  account  for  the  money  received  in  his 
own  war  and  in  bis  own  time.' 

One  cannot  conceive  a  company's  fundv  th 
the  e^xlent  of  $182,000  annually  being  placed  in 
a  bank  to  the  sole  credit  of  any  person,  no 
matter  h'>w  respectable,  with  Instructions  to 
the  auditor  not  to  require  vouchers  or  cheek 
his  account,  or  '  embarrass '  him  In  any  way. 
but  imagine  a  bank  manager  handing  the  com- 
binations of  his  safe  to  a  tramp  and  instructing 
his  watcbraan  not  to  '  embarrass '  him  or  be 
otherwise  too  particular. 

My  daughters!  But  the  revel  was  superb. 
Horses  and  carriages!  Diamonds  and  pearls! 
Opera  boxes  and  opera  omnibuses!  Spike  driv- 
ing In  Central  Park  and  all  the  pride  and  cir- 
cumstances of  extravagances. 

The  handling  of  this  enormous  fund  by  Mr, 
Moss  took  almost  every  form  of  irregularity. 
For  instance,  on  the  list  of  agents  appeared 
the  name  ot  one  Qeorge  Joseph,  to  whom  ad- 
vances had  been  made  by  Mr.  Moss  amounting 
to  $4,600.  There  was  no  contract  on  file  with 
Mr,  Joseph,  and  no  appllcatidns  for  insurance 
were  ever  received  from  him.  There  was,  in 
fact,  no  such  agent.  Ton  now  allege  that  the 
money  was  paid  to  Mr.  Joseph  for  the  purpose 
of  compromising  a  claim  by  Lieut.  Faxrow 
against  the  association  and  for  whom  Mr. 
Joseph  was  acting  as  attorney.  If  this  be 
true,  it  not  only  shows  the  vicious  working  of 
the  Moss  contract  and  Its  flexibility  tor*  Imr 
proper  purposes,  but  It  shows  on  your  own  ad- 
mission that  you,  the  president,  at  least  con- 
curred in  a  falsification  of  the  records. 

The  transfer  of  what  are  called  the  Stteen- 
year  policies  to  a  flve-year  plan  not  only 
cheated  the  mortuary  fund  of  about  $300,000, 
being  one  year's  premiums  on  about  $26,000,- 
000,  but  It  put  approximately  $60,000  Into  Mr. 
Moss's  pocket.  What  right  had  you  to  treat 
the  transfer  business  as  new  business  under 
Mr.  Moss's  contract,  and  practically  abstract 
this  large  amount  out  ot  the  mortuary  funds 
for  the  benefit  of  Mr.  Moss?  There  seems  to  be 
no  limit  to  his  rapacity  and  to  your  pliability. 

In  this  same  category  of  Irregularities  is  the 
Moss  loan  ot  £1,600  ($7,260),  to  which  I  have  al- 
ready alluded.  This  sum  appeared  on  the  books 
at  Mr.  Moss's  debit  for  several  months,  and  he 
frequently  assured  me  that  he  had  paid  It  back 
to  you,  and  he  claimed  that  the  account  should 
be  rectified  by  you  and  that  you  had  promised 
to  do  so.  But.  however,  that  may  be,  you  dis- 
posed of  the  matter  by  simply  ordering  the 
amount  to  be  charged  to  agency  expenses  'for 
special  services  In  agency  department,  outside 
of  and  apart  from  the  metropolitan  department 
in  the  last  half  of  1896.'  Tou  afterward  ex- 
plained to  me  that  the  services  you  referred  to 
were  rendered  in  London  in  September,  1896, 
and  being  Interrogated  by  me  as  to  the  char- 
acter of  the  services,  you  stated  that  be  had  In- 
troduced you  to  a  Mr,  Craig,  whom  he  repre- 
sented as  a  strong  Insurance  writer,  but  you 
admitted  that  nothing  came  ot  this  introduction. 
In  fact,  Mr.  Moss  was  only  a  few  days  In  Lon- 
don and  was  exclusively  occupied  with  his  ovm 
affairs.  Subseqaently,  however,  forgetting  your 
own  wrlfEen  order,  and  particularly  the  words 
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'outside  And  apart  from  the  metropolitan  de- 
partmeot,'  70a  chanced  yoar  base,  and  now  al- 
lege thai  the  payment  of  $7,260  was  a  bonus  for 
Mr.  Moss's  metropolitan  buBloess.  Inasmuch 
fts  Hr.  Hoss  received  under  his  metropolitan 
eoDtract  a  salary  of  |100  per  week  and  a  com- 
mission  of  75  per  cent,  or  10  pet  cent  In  excess 
of  that  allowed  to  any  other  agent,  and  that 
he  wss  In  debt  to  the  association  under  this 
contract  |29,000,  and  inasumoh  as  the  assocta- 
tlwt  U  still  paying  his  sub-agents  large  sums 
which  he  owed  them  for  commissions  earned 
by  tbem  at  that  time,  it  Is  somewhat  strange 
that  a  year  or  two  after  the  cancellation  Ot 
■  this  contract  It  should  occur  to  you  in  the  face 
of  yoor  written  order  to  Justify  this  credit  by 
calling  It  a  bonus  of  exactly  the  same  amount 
S3  his  London  draft  of  £1,600  turned  into  dol- 
lars and  cents. 

I  feel  a  difflculty,  moreover.  In  reconciling 
Mr.  Moss's  statement  to  me  with  your  state- 
ment to  me  and  with  your  present  statement, 
all  of  which  contradict  each  other. 

One  of  the  most  distinguished  lawyers  of 
New  York  calls  this  transaction  larceny. 

The  truth  Is,  Sir,  that  for  about  two  years 
Hr.  Hobs  was  the  real  president,  and  you  were 
only  a  piece  of  mechanism  In  his  hands.  To 
Butt  his  caprices  you  have  violated  rules,  re- 
gulations, and  by-laws.  By  way  of  Illustra- 
tion, I  will  remind  you  that  upon  one  occasion 
Mr.  Stevenson,  having  been  furnished  by  you 
and  the  executive  committee  with  certain  rules 
and  regulations  for  his  guidance,  and  having 
been  met  by  counter  Instructions  from  Hr. 
Hobs,  laid  the  case  before  you  as  to  which  he 
should  obey.  Tou  replied:  'Obey  Mr.  Moss's 
orilers  whet}ier  they  conflict  with  your  instruc- 
tions or  not.' 

In  April,  1898,  the  auditor,  Mr.  J.  3.  HofT- 
eeker,  wrote  you  the  following  letter: 

April  22,  1898. 

P.  A.  Burnham,  President: 

Dear  Sir, — I  cannot  conscientiously  make  the 
adjuitments  called  for  by  the  Inclosed  orders 
while  the  accounts  Involved  are  In  their  pre- 
sent condition.  If  such  protest  should  termin- 
ate my  connection  with  this  association  this 
letter  will  serve  as  my  resignation. 

1  have  lUways  endeavoured  to  follow  your 
esUy  instructions  to  me,  to  '  act  without  fear 
or  favour.'  and  In  this  Instance  feel  that  I  am 
bat  strictly  adhering  to  my  duty.   Tours  truly, 
(Signed)     J.  S.  HOFFBCKER, 

Auditor  of  Accounts. 

The  '  adjustment '  referred  to  arose  out  of  a 
tranBactlon  with  a  Mr.  Haleey,  one  of  Mr. 
HosB'a  BUb-agents  under  the  metropoUtaii  con- 
tract, who  It  appears  owed  the  association 
t8,00e  for  advances,  but  claimed  a  credit  of 
R.OM  for  conunisHions  earned  by  him,  received 
by  the  association  and  paid  to  Mr.  Moss.  7oa 
•Urected  the  auditor  to  credit  Mr.  Halsey  with 
am  and  charge  It  to  Hr.  Hoss,  and  Uia  audi- 
tor refused  to  do  so,  believing  It  to  be  a  fraud 
on  the  association.  Tou  reiterated  your  order, 
and  the  above  letter  vas  the  result,  and  In- 
stead ot  accepting  his  resignation  you  furnished 
Hr.  Halsey  with  an  unaudited  account  and  car- 
ried out  In  this  Irregular  way  your  purpose 
of  practically  making  Mr.  Moss  a  present  of 
(3,000. 

But  Ko  numerous  were  your  violations  of  the 
mas  and  regulations,  usually  for  Hr.  Moss's 
HMfit,  and  so  flagrant  were  your  dealings  with 
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him  that  the  auditor  could  stand  It  no  longer, 
and' In  July,  1898,  wrote  you  the  following  letter: 

F,  A.  Burnham,  Esq.,  President  : 

Dear  Sir,— I  hereby  tender  my  resignation,  to 
take  eftect  at  once. 

Our  Ideas  of  common,  honesty  and  integrity 
of  management,  which  pledge  us  to  the  mem- 
bers ot  this  association,  are  so  radically  differ- 
ent that,  possessed  as  I  am  with  the  personal 
and  positive  knowledge  of  aa  many  question- 
able transactions  which  have  been  approved 
by  you,  I  cannot  and  will  not  be  further  con- 
nected with  this  association  under  your  mAuage- 
ment.  Tours  truly, 

(Signed)  J.  S.  HOFPIBCKBR. 

Auditor  of  Accounts. 

I  am  informed  upon  the  best  authority  that 
no  regular  or  complete  account  was  ever  kept  In 
the  books,  as  Is  kept  with  other  agents,  show- 
In'g  the  commissions  earned  by  Mr.  Moss.  They 
were  paid  upon  his  memoranda  and  verbal  re- 
quisitions, and  so  your  mandate  to  Mr.  Ste- 
venson was  literally  carried  out,  viz.:  'Obey 
Mr.  Moss's  orders  whether  they  conflict  with 
your  instructions  or  not.' 

I  have  recently  seen  copies  of  three  cheques 
paid  In  this  way  and  which  are  a  mere  Indica- 
tion of  the  magnitude  of  these  Irregular  trans- 
actions. One,  dated  13th  Aprtl,  1897,  lor  $16,- 
000;  one  dated  13th  July,  1897,  for  flB^,  and 
one  dated  13th  October,  1897,  for  $20,000.  There 
were  other  similar  cheques  amounting  to  |32,- 
000,  aggregating  altogether  |82,000. 

I  am  Informed  that  if  Hr.  Uoss's  transac- 
tions with  the  association  were  honestly  ad- 
Justed  it  would  ha  found  that  (200,000  would 
not  cover'  his  indebtedness. 

In  writing  this  letter  I  am  performing  the 
most  disagreeable  task  that  I  have  ever  per- 
formed. I  have  a  mass  of  information  before 
me  from  which  I  have  selected  only  a  few  Items 
SB  to  which  Mr.  Moss  and  you  are  more  or 
less  connected.  But  there  are  other  very  seri- 
ous matters  which  apparently  eoneem  yourself 
alone. 

Up  to  the  date  of  Mr.  Harper's  death  he  had 
a  claim  upon  the  association  of  $60,000  per  an- 
num for  renewals  under  certain  contracts  made 
between  himself  and  the  association  In  its 
earlier  days,  and  by  his  last  will  he  released 
the  association  of  one-third  of  this  claim  up- 
on tho  condition  that  you  should  be  elected 
his  successor.  Tou  were  accordingly  elected, 
and  ot  course  the  claim  to  the  extent  «f  one- 
third,  or  $20,000.  per  annum  was  thereby  ex- 
tinguished. Ordinarily  an  extinguished  claim 
has  no  great  marketable  value,  but  you  turned 
this  one  Into  gold  by  merely  having  your  name 
placed  upon  the  pay-roll  for  the  required 
amount.  Tou,  therefore,  got  the  presidency 
for  which  the  legacy  waa  given,  and  you  got 
the  legacy,  also.  I  respectfully  suggest  that 
you  call  this  fund  a  secret  service  fund,  and 
persuade  Mr.  Moss  to  come  hack  and  take 
charge  of  it. 

This  pay-roll  must  be  a  remarkable  docu- 
ment, for  no  one  is  allowed  to  see  It  except 
the  paymaster  and  yourself.  On  the  IStb  ot 
July  last  I  wrote  you  as  follows; 

•  As  I  desire  In  my  ofllclat  capacity,  as  chair- 
man of  the  executive  committee,  to  Inspect  and 
verify  the  pay-roll  each  week,  kindly  Instruct 
Hr.  Butts  to  submit  it  to  me.  He  Informs  me 
that  his  Instructions  are  not  to  allow  any  one 
to  see  It  without  your  order.' 
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Althougli  Z  liave  been  a  director  tor  several 
rears  and  otaalrman  of  the  executive  commlttoe, 
I  am  dented  the  right  to  see  this  document.  I 
am  now  informed  that  It  Is  used  tor  all  sorts 
ot  Irregular  purposes,  and  that  under  cover' 
of  r^ular  salaries  large  payments  are  being 
made  constantly  which  have  not  been  properly 
authorized.  I  had  a  glimpse  ot  Its  working 
upon  one  occasion  when  you  and  Ur.  Eldrldge 
and  I  met  a  few  months  ago  to  discuss  a  per- 
centage reduction  of  our  salaries,  which  was 
carried  out.  [This  was  a  farce  reduction  of 
salaries,  as  it  only  lasted  three  weeks,  except 
In  the  cases  of  Mr.  Wells  and  Mr.  Stevenson, 
who  would  not  accept  the  Increase. — Ed.  In- 
terview.] I  supposed  at  the  time,  and  you 
hotb  led  me  to  believe,  that  Mr.  Eldrldge's 
salary  was  $200  par  week,  and  It  was  reduced 
on  that  basis,  but  afterward  I  learned  that  ha 
was  on  the  pay-roll  In  two  places  and  that 
the  reduction  only  affected  about  bait  ot  his 
salary. 

Amongst  others,  as  I  am  reliably  Informed, 
the  name  of  one  of  your  outside  directors  ap- 
pears on  the  roll  for  a  salary  of  $300  per  week, 
although  he  has  no  duties  to  perform  and  no 
work  to  do,  other  than  attend  the  weekly  meet- 
ings ot  the  board,  tor  which  he  receives  the 
usual  allowance.  The  purpose  for  which  this 
large  salary,  amounting  to  $15,000  per  annum. 
Is  paid,  has,  I  understand,  never  been  com- 
municated to  the  board  or  the  executive  com- 
mittee,  and  has  only  recently  been  divulged 
by  accident. 

I  do  not  know  whether  Mr.  Miller's  name 
is  on  the  pay-roll  or  not,  but  I  have  reason 
to  believe  that  he  has  been  'paid  a  salary  of 
$600  per  month  for  doing  absolutely  nothing. 

By  all  accounts  the  pay-roll  Is  an  amusing 
document,  but  It  is  unfair  to  the  rest  of  the 
directors  that  you  should  have  all  the  tun  to 
yourself. 

If  the  pay-roll  is  fair  and  square  it  ought 
to  be  open  for  inspection  by  the  chairman  ot 

the  executive  committee  at  all  events. 

Early  in  July,  1898,  with  the  unanimous  ap- 
proval of  the  board,  the  executive  committee 
mat  and  resolved  upon  a  general  reduction  la 
the  salaries,  my  own  salary  being  reduced  by 
one-third.  I  do  not  know  exactly  how  this 
plan  was  worked  out,  nor  whether  the  reduced 
scale  has  been  adhered  to,  and  not  having 
access  to  the  pay-rolls  do  I  know  whether 
there  were  other  Incidents  similar  to  that  which 
occurred  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Eldrldge,  to  which 
I  have  referred,  but  within  a  few  weeks  after 
the  reductions  were  made  the  executive  com- 
mittee proposed  against  my  protest  to  rein- 
state my  salary  to  the  extent  ot  $S0  per  week. 
I  then  deemed  It  expedient  to  put  my  protest 
upon  record,  and  wrote  you  the  following  letter: 

New  York.  July  18,  18»8. 
F.  A.  Burnham,  Esq.,  President. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Burnham  : 

Appreciating  the  action  of  the  executive  com- 
mittee In  increasing  my  remuneration  by  $60 
cor  week,  I  cannot.  In  view  of  the  present 
flr^anclal  condition  ot  the  association,  oonslst- 
eiitly  accept  of  this  increase. 

The  Jiity  of  the  management  is  now  plain. 
Every  cxpenditun-  should  be  carefully  weighed 
and  where  rractlcable  cut  down  with  a  view 
ot  creating  as  large  a  surplus  as  possible  from 
dues — Income,  and  adding  the  same  to  our  mor- 
turny  funds,  foi  the  payment  ot  death  losses. 

Tou  win,  therefore.  If  Instructions  have  been 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


given  to  t^e  paymaster  to  add  |60  per  veek  to 
my  salary,  please  countermand  the  same,  as  I 
cannot  under  any  circumstances  receive  It. 

I  desire  In  my  olSclal  capacity  as  chairman 
of  the  executive  committee  to  inspect  and  verify 
the  pay-roll  each  week,  kindly  Instruct  Mr. 
Butts  to  submit  It  to  me.  He  informs  ms  that 
his  Instructions  are  not  to  allow  any  one  to  see 
It  without  your  order. 

Tours  respectfully. 

J.  D.  WELI^, 
Chairman  Executive  Committee. 

During  my  absence  in  Irf>ndon,  In  July,  1897, 
to  April.  1898,  you  conceived  and  put  into  force 
a  plan  nearly  doubling  the  mortuary  assess- 
ments of  our  older  policy-holders.  It  was  re- 
ported in  London  that  this  was  done  for  the 
purpose  ot  driving  them  out  and  selling  the 
buafiicss  to  another  corporation,  hut  this  was 
such  a  monstrous  proposition  that  I  declined 
to  believe  it.  Apart  from  this.  It  was,  in  my 
judgment,  a  wanton,  cruel,  and  unnecessary 
procedure.  It  made  bitter  enemies  ot  our  policy- 
holders. It  utterly  demoralized  the  agency 
staff.  It  strangled  the  new  business,  and  It 
caused  an  avalanche  of  lapses. 

Shortly  after  my  return  I  Interrogated  you  as 
to  a  circular  which  at  the  time  ot  the  laat  re- 
apportionment of  rates  you  had  caused  to  be 
sent  to  the  fifteen- year  policy-holders,  and 
which  notified  them  that  their  rates  would  be 
further  Increased  each  year,  and  speelfled  their 
future  Increasing  rates  up  to  the  age  ot  eighty 
years.  I  characterized  this  circular  as  111-ad- 
vised  and  idiotic  from  a  business  point  of  view. 
Its  ceiialn  otTtK-t  would  be  and  has  been  to 
drive  out  the  healthy  and  keep  the  unhealthy 
policy-holders.  It  was  alarming,  unneoesaary, 
and,  I  believe,  unconstitutional.  It  was  a,  de- 
parture from  our  well-established  principles  as 
advocated  and  fought  for  by  our  late  president, 
E.  B.  Harper,  and  it  was  exactly  what  our 
enemies  wanted. 

I  stated  my  views  to  you  and  asked  tor  an. 
explanation,  and  you  replied:  '  We  had  an  ob- 
ject in  Issuing  that  circular.' 

I  did  not  then  understand  the  tuU  signlfleance 
of  your  reply,  but  I  do  now. 

Upon  the  cancellation  of  Mr,  Moss's  contract 
anc  making  of  a  new  contract  In  January,  1898, 
it  was  agreed  that  all  commissions  on  deferred 
or  unpaid  premiums  on  business  secured  under 
the  cancelled  contract  should  belong  to  the  as- 
sociation. Mr.  Vrooman,  in  his  letter  to  you  of 
June  25th,  puts  this  matter  clearly  and  forcibly, 
and  refers  to  a  menorandum  Indorsed  at  tbe 
time  upon  a  voucher  by  Mr.  Underhill,  whof  to 
all  cases  represented  you.  In  these  words  ;  'All 
credits  upon  1S97  bueiness  revert  to  the  associa- 
tion, and  we  assumed  the  agents'  accounts^' 
However,  In  February,  March,  April  and  Hay> 
1898,  Mr.  Moss  presented  claims  for  commis- 
sions on  business  secured  under  his  cancelled 
contract  of  1897,  the  premiums  on  which  be- 
came due  and  were  paid  to  the  association  In 
1898,  subsequent  to  such  cancellation,  and  you 
paid  him  $7,421.88'  In  cash,  although  you  assumed 
his  sub-agents'  accounts,  for  which  he  was 
personally  liable,  to  the  extent  of  $168,000,  and 
although  he  was  Indebted  to  the  association  on 
other  accounts  to  tbe  extent  of  at  least  $40,000. 
Was  this  larceny  or  hypnotism? 

I  do  not  charge  you  with  having  been  ICr. 
Moss's  partner  In  the  cash  matters  to  which  I 
have  referred,  but  you  are  probably  not  aware 
of  the  extent  to  which  public  opinion  Is  agmlnat 
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TOO  iipon  thlB  question,  nor  hoT  pronounced 
It  It  among  the  employees  of  the  association 
who  surround  yoa.  ThlB  Is  caused  partly  hy 
TOUT  extTMrdlnarr  Intimacy  vltta  Mr,  Mom. 
whom  you  cannot  even  respect,  partly  by  the 
sudden  display  of  extravagance  and  sagger  In 
which  you  both  Indulged,  but  mainly  because 
you  have  submitted  in  silence  tor  a  year  to  the 
most  persistent  and  speciflc  charges  ot  fraud 
that  I  ever  saw  in  a  newspaper.  This  news- 
paper boldly  defies  you  to  take  legal  proceed- 
ings, which  I  submit  is  your  duty  to  do  offlclally 
It  not  personally.  It  is  widely  distributed 
among  our  policy-holders,  not  only  dlroetly  by 
the  publishers,  but  by  the  agents  ot  rival  In- 
surance companies,  and  has  done  Incalculable 
injury  to  the  association.  Mr.  Harper  would 
not  have  delayed  criminal  proceedings  one 
single  hour. 

Under  your  Instructions  Mr.  Rldrldge  recently 
prepared  and  submitted  to  the  boari  for  adop- 
tion a  plan  tor  reducing  the  annual  expenditure 
by  $500,000,  and  It  Is  obvious  that  the  adoption  ot 
Mr.  Bldrldge'B  report,  by  the  Loard  ts  bn  oiflcial 
admission  that  no  increase  oi'  the  ansessment 
was  necessary.  It  this  reduction  is  possible  now 
It  was  always  possible. 

Had  you  adopted  the  plan  >>t  e  'lmnnicnl  man- 
agement, which  you  now  recommend,  even  two 
years  s^o  ;  had  you  not  by  vour  transfer  plan 
cheated  the  mortuary  fund  of  9300,000,  end  squan- 
dered at  least  much  more  upon  Mr.  Moss,  you 
would  have  saved  over  |l,0OO,i}00.  which  was 
more  than  enough,  saying  nothing  of  the  reserve 
fund,  to  meet  all  demands  without  rexcrting  to 
the  expedient  ot  Increasing  the  assessments. 

It  the  association  Is  to  be  saved  It  will  not  be 
under  your  administration.  Nothing  that  you 
can  do,  nothing  that  you  can  say  will  restore 
public  confidence.  No  one  will  believe  that  yon 
bave  submitted  to  the  humiliation,  that  I  have 
described  ;  that  you  have  deliberately  ignored 
tbe  rules  and  regulations  ot  the  association  ; 
that  you  have  permitted  with  open  eyes  tbe 
demoralization  ot  the  agency  department  ;  that 
you  have  compelled  thousands  ot  our  pollcy- 
bolders  to  abandon  their  policies,  and  that  you 
have  Insulted  tlte  name  and  memory  ot  your 
trlend  and  benefactor  all  tor  tbe  sake  ot  your 
friend  Mr.  Moss. 

Mr.  Moss  is  an  excellent  confidant  In  many 
respects,  but  be  lacks  one  Indispensable  quali- 
fication— he  cannot  keep  bis  mouth  shut. 

While  I  firmly  believe  In  the  solvency  of  the 
association  I  am  convinced  that  public  con- 
fidence can  only  be  restored  by  your  resignation 
and  by  the  election  in  your  stead  ot  a  man  with 
stainless  name  and  a  national  reputation.  I 
prefer  Oen.  James  because,  having  resigned  the 
first  vice-presidency,  his  acceptance  of  the  po- 
altioD  of  president  would  have  a  practical  sig- 
niflcance  and  do  more  to  restore  public  con- 
fidence than  the  election  of  any  other  man.  If 
under  his  administration  a  circular  were  Issued 
promising  reduced  expenses,  an  honest  organ- 
ization I  believe  that  confidence  would  be  re- 
stored, and  that  some  atonement  would  be  made 
for  the  maladministration  of  the  past  three 
years. 

Tou  have  doubtless  been  informed  that  crim- 
inal prooeedlngs  are  imminent  and  have  been 
temporarily  delayed.  Personally,  I  am  averse 
to  such  extreme  measures,  although  others  in- 
sist upon  them.  My  only  desire  Is  to  save  the 
aaaoclatios,  and  if  that  can  be  accomplished  by 
your  reslgaatlon  I  am,  so  tar  as  I  am  concerned, 
wlUinc  to  l«t  br-gones  be  by-gonea.   But,  tn- 


asmuch  as  I  regard  your  remaining  in  oSlce  to 
mean  the  dissolution  of  the  association  sooner 
or  later,  I  shall  do  my  duty  no  matter  what 
may  be  the  consequences. 

As  to  the  general  management,  you  have 
placed  yourself  In  the  hands  ot  an  able  but  un- 
successful actuary  ;  as  to  tbe  management  of 
deUUs  you  placed  yourself  In  the  hands  ot  a 
scheming  adventurer  ;  In  tact,  you  handicapped 
yourself  right  and  left.  You  assumed  toward 
almost  everybody  who  approached  you,  particu- 
larly the  agents,  an  arrogant  manner,  and  you 
often  personally  Insulted  them.  On  one  of  those 
occasions  you  declared  to  Mr.  Page  of  Balti- 
more, one  ot  our  oldest,  most  respectable,  in- 
telligent, and  successful  agents,  that  to  be  an 
agent  of  President  Harper's  time  was  detri- 
mental to  his  tuture  success,  and  thia  senti- 
ment, controlled  all  your  movements. 

You  and  Mr.  Moss  forced  severs!  ot  our  very 
best  agents  to  give  lip  their  contracts,  such 
men  as  Mr.,Page.  of  Baltimore,  Mr.  Roblson,  ot 
Omaha,  Mr.'  Easton,  of  Cincinnati,  Mr.  Ludwig, 
ot  Brie,  and  Mr.  Hay,  ot  Obarlestown,  and  I  have 
had  numerous  letters  trom  several  other  i^om- 
tnent  agents  who  tell  me  that  they  only  remain 
at  their  posts  because  they  feel  confident  that 
there  would  soon  be  a  change  in  the  manage- 
ment. On  tbe  other  hand,  many  ot  the  agents 
employed  by  Mr.  Moss,  partlcalarly  In  the 
transfer  business,  were  unscrupulous,  and 
most  of  the  transfers  were  obtained  by 
fraud  and  misrepresentation.  He  preferred 
agents  of  the  Zucker  type— Zueker,  the 
great  manutaoturer  ot  San  Francisco,  and 
the  controller  of  the  western  coast,  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Moss,  and  to  whom  he  gave  a 
salary  of  $200  per  week,  ($10,000  per  annum.) 
Mr.  Zucker  sent  in  no  business,  o<  course,  but 
It  was  not  until  Mr.  Cameron  went  to  San  Fran- 
cisco and  found  him  occupying  a  single  small 
room  In  a  back  street  and  engaged  In  making 
putt  balls  for  killlDg  moths  that  his  contract  was 
oancelled.  Nevertheless,  Mr.  Zucker,  although 
expensive,  was  harmless  and  preferable  to  many 
ot  Mr.  Moss's  agents. 

You  have  been  tried  and  found  wanting  ;  you 
have  disorganised  the  whole  agency  organiza- 
tion ;  you  have  squandered  our  resources  ;  you 
have  needlessly  and  cruelly  driven  out  thou- 
sands ot  the  older  members  and  terrified  tbe 
rest  ;  you  have  depleted  tbe  mortuary  fund  to 
the  extent  of  at  least  $300,000  in  one  trans- 
action, and  while  you  have  diminished  the  sur- 
plus, the  assets,  the  business  in  force,  and  the 
□ew  business,  fay  millions  of  dollars,  you  In- 
creased the  cost  of  management  last  year  by 
nearly  a  quarter  of  a  million  ;  you  have  made 
the  association  a  by-word  and  a  lauding  stock 
all  over  this  continent ;  you  have  had  enough  of 
It,  and  BO  have  the  policy-holders,  and  In  the 
name  ot  those  who  are  left  I  ask  you  to  resign. 
Tours  truly, 
(Signed)  J.  D.  WELU. 

Is  not  that  a  terrible  Indictment  from  one 
of  their  own  men  ?  They  submitted  this 
question  to  General  B.  F.  Tracy,  I  think  he 
was  secretary  of  the  United  States  Navy 
and  he  is  reco^lzed  to  be  one  of  tbe  great- 
est lawyers  In  America.  This  Is  what  be 
writes  to  tbe  auditor  :— 

My  Deas  Sir,— In  answer  to  the  first  question 
submitted  in  writing  by  you  to  me— namely,  Is 
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there  a  prima  facie  case  for  a  criminal  proseoa- 
tlOQ  against  Mr.  Burnbam  or  Mr.  Hoas  or  both 
of  them,  I  have  no  hesitation  In  ftayiiic  that, 
uprai  tin  fact*  mbmlttfld  ttFJOn  to  cia,  borh  Mr. 
Burnham  and  Hr.  Hosa  hare  committed  acts 
which  suhmit  them  to  criminal  prosecution. 

The  contract  in  is;'7,  n^fHrred  to,  must  under 
the  constitution  asd  by-laws  of  the  aaaoclation 
be  executed  by  tiw  eisoiitlTe  committee,  and 
eonld  not  be  made  by  the  president  alone.  Any 
secret  material  change  or  modification  of  that 
contract  after  its  executiua  by  toe  proper  offi- 
cers of  the  association,  as  made  by  the  eubiti- 
tution  of,  the  middle  Bbeet  of  that  contract 
would  amount  tb  the' crime  of  forgery  committed 
by  all  partlPs  participating  in  a  fraudulent  sub- 
stitution of  tho  sheet. 

Referring  to  the  bi>(|uest  of  E.  B.  Harper  to 
the  company  and  to  the  enbBeauent  reaolutloii 
by  the  board  plaetnK  thts  request  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  presldant.  '  To  be  UFed  by  I'lm  tn 
the  interpst  of  the  association,'  if  It  shall  ap- 
pear that  this  iaon-iy  li.is  bfcn  drawn  by  the 
president  and  appropriated  for  his  own  private 
use  he  is  guilty  of  tne  crime  of  larcony. 

Referring  to  the  draft  of  1,500  pounds  drawn 
in  favour  of  Moss's  account  and  the  subsequent 
direction  of  the  president  to  have  the  amount  of 
this  draft  credited  to  Moas  and  charged  to 
'  Agency  Expenses '  for  special  services  render- 
ed by  Mr.  Moas  during  the  last  half  of  1896.  and 
If  It  shall  appear  as  you  state  that  Moss  render- 
ed no  services  and  that  no  vouchers  were  ever 
presented  for  such  services,  and  that  this  was 
hat  a  fraudulent  device  to  transfer  to  Moss  the 
moneys  of  the  corporatloa  for  which  he  had 
rendered  no  services,  Mr.  Burnham  is  guilty  of 
the  crime  of  larceny  and  both  Burnham  and 
Moss  are  guilty  of  conspiracy  to  defraud  the 
company. 

Upon  the  facts  slated  by  you  there  is,  In  my 
judgment,  abundant  causo  to  petlUon  the  at- 
torney general  to  institute  a  suit  In  the  name  of 
the  people  for  the  removal  of  Burnham  on  the 
ground  of  official  misconduct,  from  office,  both 
as  trustee  and  as  president  of  the  association. 


Toura  very  truly, 


B.  F.  TRACT. 


Now  thnt  is  a  pretty  sweeping  oplnl<m  to 
give  and  publish  in  the  newspapers  far  and 
wide,  yet  we  In  Canada,  with  all  the  checks 
we  have  know  nothing  about  It  I  have  been 
four  7«irB  tcylng  to  prevent  this  company 
from  robbli^  the  people  In  Canada,  but  some- 
how  our  Lady  of  the  Snows  freezes  up  some- 
times.  Mr.  Cameron  of  Toronto  says  that 
If  anybody  wants  to  taiie  action  he  should 
do  ao  at  once  before  ;tll  the  assets  of  the 
company  are  ponp.  yiv.  Cameron  was  taken 
down  there  from  Toronto,  where  he  had 
been  under  secretary  of  the  tireasnry.  He 
was  taken  there  at  a  large  salary.  He 
writes  In  one  of  those  papers  to  the  com- 
pany that  if  the  men  that  are  interesled 
want  to  set  their  money  they  cannot  be  too 
(luick  in  sueing.  But  how  are  poor  widows 
and  orphans  to  successfully  sue  a  company 
like  that  ?  Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  has 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIUiE. 


saved  year  after  year,  hoping  at  his  death 
to  leave  something  for  his  widow  and  or- 
phans. What  position  are  snch  people  in 
to  sue  a'  company  ?  Our  law  courts  are  all 
right  and  loyal  men,  and  they  will  act 
as  long  as  you  have  money  to  ke^ 
a  law  suit  going,  but  no  longw. 
I  remember  a  case  In  Rothesay  where 
two  brothers  Mickey  and  Billy  Brad- 
ley quarrelled  and  resorted  to  litigation. 
When  the  trial  took  place  Mickey  turned  up 
but  Billy  did  not.  The  lawyers  bowed  to 
the  judge  and  to  one  another,  went  into  a 
room  and  came  back  and  said  the  case  was 
settled.  The  result  was  they  got  $300  from 
BUly.  To  raise  it  he  had  to  mortgage  his 
farm,  and  they  finally  got  the  whole  of 
Billy's  farm  from  Mickey.  There  was 
no  money,  to  go  on  with  the  suit, 
and  so  they  settled  the  case.  I  will 
give  you  the  statements  of  the  In* 
surance  Commissioner  of  the  United  States. 
He  was  asked  to  put  the  company  Into 
liquidation,  but  he  says  in  his  report,  I  can- 
not do  It  under  the  law ;  it  Is  not  a  stock 
company.  If  there  are  a  hundred  men  wfio 
are  wlHlng  to  assess  themselves  all  the  time, 
bow  can  you  prevent  them  doing  so  ?  So 
long  as  they  can  get  assessments  from  fBe 
people  we  are  not  able  to  put  them  into  in- 
solvency. I  wrote  to  the  various  commis- 
sioners in  the  United  States  asking  them 
what  they  had  to  say  about  it,  and  I  re- 
ceived this  from  the  Hon.  E.  H.  Hearth, 
insurance  commissioner  of  the  state  of  Min- 
nesota. He  says— and  this  will  meet  my 
case  : 

Of  the  regular  ordinary  assessment  class  of 
associations,  which  apparently  Is  now  undergo- 
ing a  life  and  death  struggle.  Is  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York  City. 
Its  sworn  statement  filed  with  this  department, 
covering  its  business  and  financial  affairs  as  of 
December  31,  1900,  shows  accumulated  and  un- 
paid death  claims  of  an  amount  exceeding 
800,000,  which  exceeds  by  more  than  one-halt  the 
total  amount  of  claims  paid  during  the  entire 
year  of  1900. 

While  they  were  assessing  all  those  un- 
fortunate people  under  the  plea  that  they  re- 
quired the  money,  they  were  leaving  those 
clahns  unpaid.  How  could  any  of  the 
insured  know  what  was  going  on  in  that 
office,  when  Mr.  Burnham  and  vice- 
president  Eldridge  do  not  know  what  is 
going  on  ?  There  is  nohody  to  tell  the  public 
that  the  company  are  not  paying  claims  as 
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tbey  mature,  but  they  scale  all  tbe  poHcIeg 
tber  can  by  representing  that  something 
was  wrong  witb  tbe  risk  and  they  have  a 
daase  In  tbelr  articles  of  association  whlcb 
says  that  they  are  not  bound  to  pay  any- 
body QDtil  sixty  days  after  they  bave  accept- 
ed proof  of  claim.  But  they  take  a  long 
time  to  accept  proof  of  claim.  They  put  up  a 
coDtentlon  that  a  man  was  not  a  good  risk, 
or  some  other  anch  contention,  until  claim' 
ants  are  glad  to  take  anything  tbey  can  get, 
and  they  scale  tbem  down  to  whatever  t&§y 
can  force  tbem  to  take  for  their  claim. 
Having  done  that  they  require  tbem  to  sign 
a  letter  saying  how  honourably  they  have 
been  treated  by  the  company,  and  this  letter 
Is  published.  Tbe  commissioner  contIniiee>- 

In  addition  to  tills  enormous  accuinulatloQ  of 
elalnu  there  were  manr  tbouaande  of  dollars  due 
for  accrued  and  unpaid  Indebtedness,  on  ac- 
count ot  expense,  ftc.  As  a  result  ot  this 
showlog.  and  numerous  uglr  rumours  concerning 
Its  management,  vhlch  had  persistently  come  to 
th«  attention  of  the  dnpartment,  I  deemed  It  my 
duty,  as  a  matter  of  safeguarding  the  tntereats 
of  the  present  and  prospective  Hlnnesota  policy- 
holders to  make  a  thorough  Investigation  of  its 
affairs  previous  to  Issuing  its  renewal  license 
and  the  ofBcera  of  the  association  were  accor- 
dingly advia?d  by  the  following  letter,  under 
date  ot  March  20,  1901 : 

Gentlemen , — In  checking  over  your  annual 
Etateneot  it  is  clear  to  be  seen  that  your  flnan- 
cJal  condition  is  anything  but  satisfactory.  A 
company  that  has  on  its  books  accrued  and  un- 
paid leases  in  tbe  sum  ot  nearly  $2.000,000— to 
be  exact,  $1.835.119— which  amount  Is  but  little 
less,  comparatively  speaking  than  Its  total 
available  cash  assets,  certainly  has  reason  to 
feel  very  doubtful  as  to  its  future.  In  addition 
'e  this  It  appears  that  there  is  due  for  salaries, 
rents,  and  other  Incidental  expense's  nearly  |61,- 
M9. 

I  am  frank  to  state  that  I  am  Inclined  to  be- 
■itate  very  much  about  granting  a  renewal 
license  to  your  company  for  tfae  transaction  of 

business  In  Minnesota  during  the  present  year. 
J'akirg  into  consideration  the  actual  financial 
Bhov<"?  as  a^t  forth  lu  your  sworn  statement, 
icgether  wiih  t^f  ^..-nerous  ugly  rumours  that 
^ave  ro-"e  to  this  department  as  to  the  exact 
status  of  your  financial  affairs.  It  seems  best 
In  order  that  the  Interests  of  the  policy-holders 
of  tbis  state  should  be  fully  protected  that  the 
KDewat  license  of  your  company  be  held  pend- 
fi>B  an  Investigation  which  I  have  under  con- 
filderatlon  of  your  company's  affairs.  I  shall 
endeavour  to  visit  the  ofllce  of  your  company 
Mme  time  durlns  tbe  month  of  April  for  the 
purpose  ot  entering  upon  the  proposed  Investi- 
gation. 

Toura  very  truly, 

ELMER  H.  DEARTH, 

Insurance  Commissioner. 

I  have  also  a  letter  In  my  band  written 
by  Lloyd  Wilkinson*  State  Insnrance  Com- 


missioner at  Baltimore,  wblcb  Is  as  fol- 
lows ; — 

Dear  Sir, — For  many  months  past  this  depart- 
ment has  been  receiving  numerous  complaints 
and  Inquiries  as  to  the  way  and  manner  o(  your 
conducting  business  and  as   to   tbe  flaaneial 

standing  of  your  company.  Some  of  these  com- 
plaints we  bave  thoroughly  Investigated,  and  the 
facts  either  admitted  on  your  part  or  proved  oa 
the  part  ot  the  complainants  show  such  a  state 
of  affairs  as  renders  it  absolutely  necessary,  if 
we  desire  to  protect  the  Interest  of  pollcv-holders 
Id  this  state,  that  I  should  notify  you  of  my  in- 
tention to  refuse  to  issue  a  license  to  your  com- 
pany to  do  business  in  this  state  for  the  next 
year,  unless  your  action  in  laying  liens  against 
the  old  policy-holders  shall  be  reversed.  Out 
of  tbe  numerous  complaints  made  against  your 
company  I  made  a  thorough  investigation  at  the 
Buckman  case. 


In  my  effort  to  learn  all  the  facts  that  could 
bear  upon  the  question  and  make  tbe  best  show- 
ing possible  for  the  company,  I  visited  you  in 
New  York,  talked  freely  with  your  counsel  in 
this  citv  and  sought  Information  In  all  direc- 
tions. The  report  of  the  New  York  department 
is  anything  but  a  compliment  to  the  company. 
From  the  beginning  to  the  end  It  Is  simply  a 
series  ot  criticism  upon  Its  management.  I  did 
not  order  an  examination  ot  the  company,  be- 
cause there  were  sufflclent  tacts  admitted  to  be 
true  to  Justify  ms  In  refusing  to  renew  your 
license. 

I  send  you  this  notice  In  ample  time  for  you 
to  take  any  legal  steps  that  you  may  deem  de- 
sirable. 

Very  truly  yours, 

LLOTD  WILKINSON, 
State  Insurance  Oommissloner. 

Here  is  a  paper  which  was  placed  In  my 
bands  this  morning,  sent  from  New  Tork. 
It  is  called  the  *  Life  Insurance  Independ- 
ent'   In  It  I  find  tbe  following. 

THE  MUTUAL  RESERVE  LI7B  INSURANOB 
COMPANY. 

Marshall,  Minn.,  Oct.  6.  U08. 
To  the  Editor,— I  have  a  prospect  who  carries 
a  $2,000  policy  in  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Life  of 
New  York.  He  Is  61  years  old  and  pays  about 
$60  a  year.  Would  you  consider  It  in  any  degree 
safe,  or  would  you  advise  blm  to  drop  it  at 
once  and  buy  regular  lite  insurance  ? 

 ^Dist.  Agt. 


We  are  In  constant  receipt  ot  such  Inquiries 
as  yours.  As  responding  by  mull  Is  becoming 
wearisome,  we  trust  that  the  following  answer 
may  serve  for  some  time  to  come  : 

Judging  from  the  premium  paid,  your  client 
probably  holds  one  of  the  old  assessnjent  poli- 
cies which  comprise  the  bulk  of  the  company's 
bustnesB.  If  so,  it  is  also  probable  that  there 
Is  a  reserve  lien  against  the  policy  tor  a  large 
amount,  and  that  a  turtber  lien  tor  extra  mor- 
tality will  be  asserted  after  his  death,  leaving 
the  beneficiary  but  a  fraction  of  the  face 
amount.  In  most  cases  such  policies  have  been 
settled  for  from  36  to  60  per  cent  ot.the  sum  to 
which  the  henefleiaries  supposed  themselves  en- 
titled. 
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If  rour  clleat  Is  sow  Insurable,  we  are  eoo- 
straioed  to  advise  him  to  seek  protectloa  In  a 
Bound  and  sata  company  without  del^.  If  he  la 
unable  to  aecure  Insurance  elsewhere,  he  must 
jadge  for  hlmseU  whether  It  Is  adTisahle  to  hold 
on  to  what  he  has  In  this  companr,  after  con- 
slderinc  the  following  faoU  : 

OP  DOUBTFUL  SOLVENCY. 

The  flnanclal  condition  of  the  company  is 
such  as  to  inspire  little  confidence  In  Its  sol- 
▼ency  or  permanence.  Its  last  aonual  statement 
(Rhode  Island  Insurance  Report,  1903,  page  112) 
shows  total  admitted  assets  ot  16,741,678.70,  with 
net  liabilities  of  $4,226,658.28,  leaving  a  possible 
margin  of  9646,020.42.  A  brief  glance  at  the 
character  of  some  of  those  assets  will  indicate 
the  precarious  and  doubtful  nature  of  that  sur- 
plus or  margin  of  $515,020. 

In  the  flrst  place,  the  claim  of  over  five  mil- 
lions of  gross  assets  Is  essentially  deceptive  in 
that  over  two  millions  of  this  sum  consists  of 
reserve  lien.  These  liens  represent  the  amount 
which  the  policies  against  which  they  are  charg- 
ed will  be  scaled  down  at  death.  They  are  not 
genuine  loans,  do  not  represent  a  dollar  of 
money  ever  held  by  the  company  or  recelTed  by 
the  policy-holder. 

These  liens,  however,  bear  Interest  at  6  per 
cent,  and  the  foregoing  assets  include  interest 
due  and  accrued  thereon  to  the  amount  of  $90,- 
835.  This  makes  almost  one  year's  Interest  on 
the  whole  amount,  and  means  that  much  of  it  Is 
past  due.  This  overdue  interest  is  largely  on 
policies  that  the  holders  have  determined  to 
abandon,  bnd  wilt  therefore  never  be  collected. 

The  book  value  company's  estimate  of  the 
real  estate  Included  In  the  assets  Is  put  at  $682,- 
448.04.  Ot  this  amount  $483,660.60  Is  the  com- 
pany's valuation  of  what  Is  known  as  the  '  Mu- 
tual Reserve  Building.'  The  company  does  not 
own  this  building  nor  the  ground  upon  which  It 
stands  nor  any  part  of  elthe^.  this  property  be- 
longing to  the  Wild  Estate  of  Boston,  Mass.  It 
has  simply  a  lease  of  the  building  (with  about  30 
years  yet  to  run)  upon  which  it  pays  a  rental  to 
the  owners  of  $60,000  a  year,  and  Is  held  also  for 
all  taxes,  repairs,  insurance,  Ac.  It  Is  expected 
to  recoup  itself  from  rents  by  sub-letting,  but  so 
far  there  has  been  a  deficit  In  nearly  every 
year.  It  Is  extremely  doubtful  whether  a  level- 
headed business  man  could  be  found  who  would 
be  willing  to  take  the  lease-hold  off  the  com- 
paby's  hands  as  a  gift.  If  he  were  obliged  at 
the  same  time  to  become  personally  responsible 
for  the  ground  rent,  taxes,  Ac.  This  Item  was 
disallowed  by  the  Massachusetts  Insurance  de- 
partment to  the  amount  ot  $250,000. 

Included  In  the  assets  also  Is  the  alleged 
'  market  value  of  real  estate  over  book  values, 
$69,382.38.'  As  over  70  per  cent  ot  the  alleged 
real  estate  consists  of  the  said  lease-hold,  and 
as  any  valuation  of  real  estate  Is  at  best  only 
an  estimate,  you  may  Judge  for  yourself  as  to 
the  probable  value  of  that  Item  of  $59,382.38. 

A  further  Item  ot  assets  consists  of  first  year's 
premium  notes,  $40,114.79.  Every  Insurance  man 
knows  that  first  year  premium  notes  are  not  on 
the  average  worth  60  cents  on  the  dollar,  and 
they  are  rarely  allowed  as  assets,  even  when  a 
corresponding  reserve  is  charged  against  them. 
As  the  Mutual  Reserve  Is  on  a  preliminary  term 
t>asls,  there  Is  no  reserve  in  the  first  year,  so 
that  this  Item  ot  $40,114.79  simply  represents 
the  unsecured  notes  ot  Tom.  Dick  and  Harry, 
generally  Irresponsible  and  who  are  pretty  sure 
to  become  dissatlsfled  with  their  contracts  be- 

Hon.  Hr.  DOHVILLE. 


fore  the  notes  come  due,  and  to  repudiate  tlmn 
accordingly. 

Included  in  the  list  of  assets  Is  the  sum  ot 
$882,594  '  uncollected  and  deferred-  premiums.' 
Tiila  Item  is  remarkbly  large  for  a  company  with 
a  total  premium  Income  of  only  $4,679,808.82,  and 
Indicates  that  a  large  part  of  these  '  uncollected' 
premiums  never  will  be  collected.  To  illustrate 
the  extraordinary  disproportion  of  this  Item, 
compare  it  with  other  companies.  Then  New 
York  Life  for  example,  with  a  premium  In- 
come more  than  14  times  that  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve,  had  only  5)  times  as  much  in  deferred 
and  uncollected  premiums.  The  New  England 
Mutual  had  a  total  premium  income  of  $4,662,- 
764,  or  practically  the  same  as  that  of  ths  Mu- 
tual Reserve,  while  its  deterred  and  uncoHeced 
premiums  were  only  $668,491.32,  a  difference  of 
$274,103.  In  addition  to  this  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve claims  '  net  premiums  In  transit  '  9137,- 
260,  an  item  *  of  extremely  doubtful  ch&ractsr 
and  not  found  in  the  report  ->t  any  otuor  com- 
pany so  tar  as  we  have  been  abl}  tc  ciiFcover. 
If  allowed  at  all.  It  should  hn  adde<l  lo  '  uncol- 
lected and  deterred  premiums,'  meklng  that 
Item  $969,864. 

Look  now  at  the  list  ot  assets  of  doubtful 
character  as  referred  to  abcve  : 

Interest  on  liens  $  90,836  00 

Valuation  of  leasehold   483,660  60 

Alleged  market  value  of  real  estate 

over  book  value   69,882  SS 

First  year  premium  notes   40,114.79 

Uncollected  and  deferred  premiums  ..  832,594  00 
Net  premiums  in  transit  137,260  00 

It  is  Impossible  to  escape  the  conviction  that 
a  considerable  part  of  each  ot  the  above  Items 
is  worthless,  and  that  an  honest  examination  of 
the.  company  would  throw  out  much  more  than 
enough  to  sweep  away  Its  supposed  surplus  of 
$616,020.42. 

DILATORY  SETTLEMENT  OP  DEATH  CLAIMS. 

It  cannot  be  denied  by  the  company  or  its 
friends  that  it  Is  extremely  given  to  delaying; 
and  resisting  payment  of  death  claims— far  more 
so  than  any  other  company  in  the  field.  This 
charge  we  make  without  tear  of  even  an  at- 
tempt at  refutation.  The  company's  last  an- 
nual statement  shows  total  unpaid  claims  of 
$1,088,147.67,  although  the  total  amount  paid  for 
losses  during  the  year  was  only  $2,878,068.88. 
And  It  must  not  he  overlooked  that  the  unpaid 
claims  do  not  include  the  face  amount  of  the 
policies,  as  in  the  case  of  other  companies,  but 
the  net  amount  after  deducting  liens.  To  Illus- 
trate :  A  policy  ot  $1,000  having  become  a  claim, 
with  liens  of  say  $360,  the  claim  will  be  listed 
as  an  unpaid  loss  of  only  $660  ;  yet  that  same 
claim  when  once  settled  will  be  entered  In 
'  losses  paid,'  tor  the  full  face  amount  of  $1,000. 
This  Is  another  respect  in  which  the  reserve  lien 
system  Is  a  consUnt  source  ot  deception  to  the 
public.  Unpaid  or  contested  claims  are  reported 
at  the  net  amount— the  face  of  the  policy  less 
Ifens.  Once  t^ie  claim  Is  settled  It  Is  reported 
at  Its  face  amount. ' 

RAPID  DECLINE  OF  THE  OOHPANT. 

Nothing  shows  more  clearly  the  dissatlshui- 
tlon  ot  those  Insured  in  the  company  and  their 
want  of  confidence  in  the  good  faith  ot  Its  man- 
agement, and  nothing  indicates  more  forcibly 
the  early  dissolution  of  the  organization  than 
its  rapid  loss  of  membership.  On  December  SI, 
1896,  the  cbmpany  had  Insnranoe  in  force  to  the 
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ummt  ot  tUS,9HMl.  Binca  that  date  aod  up 
to  Decflmber  U,  1903,  It  hai  written  $211,068,976 
more,  making  a  total  ot  |S36,096,037.  On  D«pnm- 
ber  SI,  IMS,  it  bad  In  toroe  $127,960,188,  Indicat- 
ing a  loss  in  six  rears  ot  1408,135,849.  In  othsi 
words,  it  has  lost  over  74  per  cent  of  the  busi- 
ness which  It  had  In  force  six  rears  ago  and 
what  it  has  ilnce  written.  The  followlns  table 
indicates  the  npld  disintegration  that  Is  taking 
plsee : 

Tear.        NevlDSurance  Insurance  Loss  from 


Dec.  31, 
U»7.. 
1899.. 
1M».. 
UM.. 
1901.. 
1902.. 


written. 
866,234,786 
82,027,390 
32,931,680 
56,880.616 
31,648,366 
33,846,240 


In  force,  prev't.  year. 
1801,667,101  818,468,960 


206,841,936 
173,714,683 
180,646.839 
166,368,627 
127,960,188 


96,726.166 
82,127,268 

26.'si7,6i3 
37,398,439 


In  1900,  as  per  abOTe  table,  there  was  an  ap- 
parent gain  of  nearlr  87,000,000  owing  to  the 
absorption  In  that  r«ar  of  the  deteriorated  risks 
of  the  defunct  Northwestern  Lite  Insurance 
Companr,  an  inaolvent  assessment  organisation 
of  Chicago.  The  business  thus  secured  was 
stated  bj  the  companr  at  the  time  to  be  about 
1*0,000,000,  hut  as  much  ot  it  lapsed  without 
paring  another  assessment,  the  net  amount  ac- 
quired was  lets  than  that,  the  whole  business 
written  during  the  rear  being  placed  at  $66,- 
880.CI6. 

TOUR  PLAIN  DUTY. 

Ut  me  aak  jou  now,  does  It  seem  to  rou  that 
rou  would  be  Justified  In  advising  anr  man  who 
li  Btruggltng  to  make  proTision  for  his  wife 
and  children  to  hazard  all  upon  a  companr  which 
gives  so  little  promise  ot  permanence,  whose 
present  soWencr  Is  a  matter  of  such  grave 
doabt,  whose  management  is  so  remiss  In  set* 
tllng  with  the  widows  and  orphans  of  deceased 
members  ?  Whr  should  a  trust  so  sacred  be 
pteced  in  such  hands  when  the  man  can  hare  his 
cBDlce  ot  a  number  of  old  well  established  com* 
nanies  concerning  whose  permanence  there  can- 
not be  the  shadow  ot  a  doubt  7 

UNDER  THE  OFFICIAL  BAN. 

No  man  can  afford  to  take  anr  chance  in 
placing  Interests  of  sach  vast  importance.  A 
lite  insara'Dce  companr  which  la  In  general  dls- 
teptite  with  Its  own  members,  and  which  Is  con- 
demned by  even  a  single  Insurance  department 
because  ot  its  financial  condition  or  its  failure 
to  keep  Calth  with  lU  poltcr-holders.  should 
Mt  he  trusted  for  a  moment.  State  insurance 
departments  are  prorerblallr  lenient  In  their 
treatment  of  concerns  of  doubtful  solrencr. 
Uanr  department  officials  are  merely  subaer- 
Tleot  politicians,  seme  have  little  latitude  un- 
der the  law  berond  requiring  the  filing  o(  an 
unnal  statement,  some  shirk  their  duty  under 
eloak  of  '  courtesr  '  to  the  home  department  of 
the  offending  companr,  and  some  alas!  are 
Mtoriouslr  corrupt.  Under  such  conditions,  the 
ntntal  of  a  single  state  to  license  a  companr 
on  account  of  Its  financial  condition  or  its 
tillore  to  keep  faith  with  pollcr-holders  should 
be  a  sulBclent  warning  to  any  bian  to  give  that 
company  a  wide  berth.  Of  some  legal  reserve 
o^anisations  in  the  United  States,  many  ot 
them  reorganised  assessment  companies  like 
the  Matnal  Reserve,  we  know  of  but  one  that 
has  bees  refused  a  license  In  anr  state  for 
reaeoBs  stated  above,  and  that  one  Is  the  Mu- 
tual Reserve.  Insolvent  and  illegal  aasess- 
■WBt  cbmpaniea  are  freqaently  uhdor  the  ban. 


but  onlr  one  legal  reserve  organisation  rests 
to-day  under  official  condemnation. 

The  Mutual  Reserve  Is  at  this  time  excluded 
for  cause  from  the  eight  states  of  Minnesota, 
California,  Colorado,  Tennessee,  Kentucky^  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont  and  Connecticut,  and  from 
the  district  ot  Columbia.  It  has  at  times  In 
the  recent  past,  for  reasons  affecting  its  finan- 
cial condition  or  the  iDtegrlty  and  good  faith 
of  Its  management — Its  failure  to  pay  death 
claims  In  accordance  with  contract,  Jbo. — ^been 
temporarily  excluded  from  such  states  as  Mary- 
land. Nebraska,  Wisconsin.  Iltlnols.  Indiana. 
Iowa  and  others.  Its  business  in  Kentucky  is 
to-day  In  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  and  in  Can- 
ada It  ts  to  be  called  upon  to  defend  Itself  in 
a  senatorial  InTOstlgatlon  against  the  charge  of 
having  made  false  returns  to  the  government. 

Is  not  the  presumption  clear  that  it  would  be 
unwise  tor  any  man  to  entrust  the  welfare  of 
wife  and  children  to  this  organisation,  when  he 
can  have  the  choice  of  so  many  that  are  above 
suspicion  and  beyond  reproach?  Is  It  not 
equallr  clear  that  you  and  I  shall  be  remiss  In 
our  duty  to  others  if  we  tail  to  warn  those 
looking  to  us  tor  advice,  not  to  place  their 
trust  In  such  an  institution  as  this? 

Tbrougta  the  courtesy  of  some  members 
of  this  House.  I  am  allowed  to  proceed 
with  this  motion  to-day.  I  was  anxious 
earlier  in  tbe  session  to  bare  placed  this 
matter  before  the  Hoase  in  order  that 
we  might  have  time  to  think  it  over  and 
that  nothing  unfair  might  be  done.  Out  of 
deference  to  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  I 
Htayed  my  hand  for  tbe  moment,  but  after 
his  declaration  yesterday  Hie  course  Is  clear. 
Tbe  goremment,  I  am  pleased  to  see,  have 
abandoned  the  company  because  bad  tbe 
government  been  able  to  satisfy  me,  I  should 
of  course  have  bowed  with  deference  to  the 
ministers  of  the  Crown  who  have  had  such 
large  experience  In  tbe  affairs  of  this  coun- 
try, and  I  should  have  considered  what  I 
would  do. 

Here  we  are  protectlbg  them,  and  there 
is  only  oue  term  applicable  to  the  assured ; 
tbey  are  a  parcel  of  suckers.   These  men 

are  getting  our  money  and  at  the  same  time 
they  are  In  the  hands  of  a  receiver  In  the 
state  of  Kentucky.  Here  is  what  the  Hon. 
.1.  Martin.  Q.C..  wrote:— 

Oeorge  T.  Eldrldge, 

Vice-president  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life 
Insurance  Company,  New  York. 
Dear  Sir.— Yours  of  the  17th  Inst,  to  hand. 
It  seems  to  me  that  in  connection  with  my 
policy  I  have  been  the  victim  of  a  deliberate 
swindle  on  your  part.  Your  last  letter  admits 
that  tbe  deduction  of  $1,508.90  which  you 
caused  to  be  made  In  the  face  value  of  my 
policy  as  of  the  23rd  January,  1901,  was  made 
In  pursuance  of  section  3,  article  7  of  your  by- 
laws, which  said  section  was  amended  at  the 
meeting  which  took  place  on  the  23rd  of  Janu- 
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arj,  1901.  When  I  received  notice  of  the  pro- 
posed amendtnent  1  wrote  joa  on  the  2l8t  of 
January.  1901.  and  I  received  your  reply  dated 
the  30th  of  January,  1901,  In  which  yon  state 
In  the  clearest  language  that  the  proposed 
ameadmeat  could  not  In  any  vay  effect  my 
policy.. 

The  company  wrWe  and  say  they  could 
not  affect  his  policy  tout  put  it  on  him  never- 
theless. The  letter  continues  : — 

I  then  received  a  letter  from  you  stating  that 
two  days  after  I  had  written  my  said  letter,  and 
seven  days  before  you  had  sent  me  said  reply, 
my  policy  vas  charged  up  with  said  sum  of 
I1.5M.90.  In  your  letter  received  to-day.  dated 
February  17th,  1903.  you  state  that  notice  was 
Bent  to  the  several  policy-holders  affected  by 
the  amount  of  the  existing  deficiency.  No  such 
notice  was  ever  sent  to  me. 

They  got  the  money  first  before  they  let 

blm  know  they  were  putting  It  on  blm.  The 

letter  continues  : — 

Since  receiving  your  letter  at  January  30th, 
1901,  I  have  continued  to  pay  the  by-monthly 
assessments  and  also  paid  three  additional  as- 
besBments  on  the  clear  and  distinct  understand- 
ing and  agreement  that  I  had  a  policy  good  for 
^0,000  In  case  of  my  death.  Tou  now  com& 
along  and  Inform  me  that  If  I  had  died  at  any 
time  subsequent  to  the  23rd  day  of  January, 
1901,  the  said  sum  of  $1,508.00  would  have  been 
deducted  from  my  said  policy. 

The  poor  people  do  not  know  what  these 
officials  in  New  York  will  do  to  them.  The 

letter  proceeds  : — 

If  you  can  give  me  any  plainer  Instance  of 
deliberate  fraud  and  of  obtaining  money  under 
false  pretense's  I  would  like  to  receive  It  from 
you. 

If  you  or  any  of  the  other  officers  of  this 
company  who  have  been  guilty  of  this  plain 
deception  upon  me,  will  come  into  Cana!da  I 
will  prosecute  you  under  our  criminal  laws,  for 
obtaining  money  under  false  pretenses,  and  you 
will  have  the  pleasure  of  putting  in  a  consider- 
able period  of  time  In  one  of  our  jails  or  peni- 
tentiary. 

If  you  had  sent  me  notice  of  the  proposed 
change  or  .if  In  answer  to  my  letter  of  the  2lBt 
of  January,  1901,  you  had  replied  that  the  mat- 
tbf~ would  be  taken  up  later,  and  that  I  wa* 
liable  to  be  charged  with  that  sum  or  some 
other  sum,  I  could  then  have  had  the  option 
of  continuing  my  payments,  but  you  deliber- 
ately kept  me  In  the  dark  and  In  fact  expressly 
lied  to  me  In  your  letter  of  January  SOtb,  1901, 
for  the  purpose,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  of  inducing 
me  to  continue  my  payments  to  your  company 
on  the  assumption  that  my  policy  was  Intact. 

I  may  say  that  I  took  this  Insurance  from 
Hr.  A.  R.  HcNlchol,  a  gentleman  In  whom  I 
have  always  had  the  greatest  of  confidence  as 
an  honourable  man.  I  am  sending  bim  to-day 
copies  of  your  letters  of  January  30th.  1901. 
December  22Dd,  1902,  February  17th,  1903,  and 
a  copy  of  this  letter. 

1  am  well  aware  that  the  statements  I  am 
making  In  this  letter  charging  you  with  de- 
liberate crime  are  actionable,  if  sot  true,  and 
in  fact  would  subject  me  to  a  charge  of  crim- 
inal libel.   I  should  be  vei?  much  pleased  in- 

Hon.  Hr.  DOMVILLB. 


deed  It  you  would  take  proceedings  of  that 
kind  against  me,  so  that  I  may  be  able  to  show 
to  the  public  at  large  and  more  Mipeclally  to 
your  deluded  policy-holders,  the  manner  In 
which  I  have  been  treated. 

What  kind  of  a  letter  was  tbat  for  a  com' 
pany  to  get  ?  There  is  a  letter  from  James 
R.  Yoang,  insurance  commissioner,  dated 

April  12,  190^  in  which  he  states : — 

This  company  Is  not  now  doing  business  In 
this  state.  They  left  the  sUte  June.  1st,  1899. 
They  were  not  ruled  out  of  the  state,  -  except 
that  they  were  no(  willing  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  our  law.  Since  tbat  time  they 
have  not  been  licensed  to  do  baslness  In  this 
state  and  have  done  no  business  legally;  but 
have  furnished  over  three-foarths  of  all  the 
suits  in  this  state  commenced  and  prosecuted 
against  insurance  companies  and  associaUons. 
Their  record  in  this  state  is  not  good. 

Then  a  letter  from  E.  Myron  Wolfe,  com- 
missioner. San  Francisco,  reads  as  follows  : 

The  Mutual  Reserve  XJfe  Insurance  Company 
applied  for  a  certificate  of  autborlty  as  a  legal 
reserve  company,  and  I  have  declined  to  issue 
same.  Suit  has  been  brought  by  them  against 
me,  praying  for  a  writ  of  mandate  to  be  issued 
to  compel  me  to  grant  them  a  certificate  at 
authority,  and  also  for  $60,000  damages.  This 
is  now  pending  In  the  court. 

^en  a  letter  from  the  state  of  Kentucky 

reads  as  follows  : — 

The  reason  of  the  non-Ilcense  of  this  com- 
pany Is  on  account  of  Its  existing  conditions 
at  the  time  of  Its  changing  from  an  assessment 
to  a  legal  reserve  life  insurance  company,  and 
Its  treatment  of  Its  policy-holders  In  Kentucky 
and  elsewhere  was  such  as  to  Impress  the  In- 
surance commissioner  of  this  state  with  th^* 
opinion  that  It  was  no  longer  wise  for  him  to 
permit  this  concern  to  do  business  here. 

In  reading  this  I  want  to  show  the  House 
that  the  statement  In  the  newspaper  Is  cor- 
rect It  is  not  all  balderdash.'  I  am  proving 
what  Is  In  the  newspaper  by  letters  received 
by  me  during  this  session  of  parliament 
from  Lincoln,  Nebraska.  Mr.  Pierce,  Insure 
ance  deputy  there  writes  : — 

Replying  to  your  letter,  will  state  that  this 
company  has  been  doing  business  in  this  state, 
but  at  the  present  time  license  ts  withheld  on 
account  of  a  protest  which  baa  been  filed  with 
this  department  against  the  company.  The  pro- 
test charges  that  the  company  has  not  dea1[t 
fairly  with  certain  of  its  members  in  regard 
to  their  assessment.  I  cannot  say  when  this 
protest  will  he  heud. 

Then  the  state  commissioner  of  Louisiana 

writes  ; — 

This  company  withdrew  after  controversy 
because  of  ruling  of  department  requiring  all 
patents  to  be  stamped  '  assessment  plan.' 

This  will  show  that  the  qnestira  I  am 
bringing  np  now  is  not  at  all  new.   It  is  a 
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matter  that  is  known  to  all  the  Insnrance 
r>e<^Ie  In  the  world.  Yet  we  In  Canada 
are  compelled  to  submit  to  tbe  treatment 
ve  are  receiTing,  and  we  can  get  no 
redress.  I  am  not  charging  the  gOT- 
emment  with  making  the  law.  I  am  not 
cba^jng  that  the  goremment  can  help  the 
law.  I  am  only  saying  the  law  exists  on 
tbe  statute-book  In  such  a  way  that  It  is 
hard  to  get  redress.  Now,  with  ail  these 
statements,  can  hon.  gentlemen  be  surprised 
at  my  taking  the  matter  up  ?  These  letters 
are  written  from  different  sections  of  the 
Dominion.  Can  hon.  gentlemen  be  surprised 
at  my  taking  up  the  ease  and  coming  to  this 
House  of  Peers,  as  it  Is  called,  the  head 
law  makers  of  the  country,  to  men  of  ex- 
perience who  are  here  to  Inquire  into  such 
matters  ?  Can  it  be  said  that  have  no 
case,  that  I  was  simply  trying  to  make  a 
peraonai  attack  on  these  people^  that  there 
was  nothing  In  it  ?  I  have  only  started  to 
place  before  hon.  gentlemen  enough  evid- 
eoce  to  Justify  the  course  I  am  taking  and 
I  bare  a  good  deal  more  to  bring  before  the 
House.  Having  Jusdfled  the  line  of  action 
I  have  taken  I  will  ask  the  HotTse  to  aH- 
jouTD  the  debate  until  the  government  brings 
down  tbe  information  I  have  asked  for,  and 
which  when  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
gentlemen  win  show  whether  what  I  have 
Slid  has  any  bearing  on  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— How  far  would 
the  deposit  which  the  company  has  made 
^th  the  government  go  in  paying  the  poli- 
cies issued  in  this  country  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— A  very  short  dis- 
tance, but  I  propose  to  suggest  to 
this  honourable  House  A  remedy  when  we 
set  down  to  that  I  think  I  will  be  able  to 
show  we  are  paying  ¥350,000  a  year  into  the 
bands  of  this  company.  I  am  speaking  in 
round  figures.  I  think  only  $200,000  or 
^50,000  went  to  New  York  last  year  to  fhe 
bead  office.  I  would  suggest  to  the  poor 
l^eeding  policy-holders  that  they  put  all 
the  assessments  in  a  bag  here,  and  not  send 
It  over  there  to  be  spent  in  diamonds  and 
brooches  and  such  things. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— I  no- 
ticed in  the  commencement  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's  statement  he  said  a  case  had  been 
tried  in  England  which  led  to  a  dectelOQ  by 
the  Judges  of  the  court  thwe  for  the  return 


of  all  the  premiums  and  four  per  cent.  He 
did  not  tell  us  tbe  cause  of  action.  We 
should  know  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  was  an  action 
for  breach  of  contract.  Foster  had  taken 
out  a  policy  under  certain  tenns.  and  there 
was  gross  mlsreprraentatlon  on  tbe  part 
of  the  company,  and  the  Court  of  Appeal 
80  ruled,  and  ordered  the  company  to  pay 
back  all  the  money  they  bad  received  with 
four  per  cent,  which  is  the  legal  rate  of  In- 
terest. I  will  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  until  we  get  the  return  I  have  asked 
for. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— We  should 
not  have  this  debate  going  on  from  day  to 

day. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  is  very  Im- 
portant. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  and  that 
Is  Just  the  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
allowed  to  stand  from  day  to  day.  State- 
ments have  been  made  which  ought  to  be 
answered. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  should  be  very 
willing  to  fix  Friday,  so  that  there  will  be 
time  to  obtain  tbe  return.  It  is  all  im- 
portant for  the  people  of  this  country.  There 
are  twelve  million  dollars  b^onglng  to 
widows  and  on>bans  at  stake. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  submit 
there  should  be  a  definite  adjoamment  till 
a  particular  day,  so  that  we  would  know 

when  the  matter  was  to  come  up  ;  other- 
wise the  motion  may  never  be  reached. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVZLLE— I  am  informed 
the  papers  will  be  brought  down  by  Friday. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— If  my  hon. 
friend  will  consent  to  its  standing  till  next 

week  I  would  have  no  objection.  Otherwise 
I  should  wish  to  say  something  on  tbe  mo- 
tion to  adjourn. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Then  I  will  fix  it 
for  Monday. 

The  SPEAKER— Then  It  is  understood 
that  the  debate  will  be  adjourned  till  Mon- 
day  next. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (F)  An  Act  to  lucorporate  the  Cedars 
Rapids  Manufacturing  and  Power  Company. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Domvllle.) 

BUI  (9)  An  Act  to  revive  and  amend  the 
Acts  respecting  the  St  Clair  and  Brie  Ship 
Canal  Company. — (9on.  Mr.  Lougbeed.) 

Bill  <11)  An  Act  respecting  the  British 
Columbia  Southern  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  Lougheed.*) 

Bill  OS)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Dan- 
durand.) 

Bill  (14)  An  Act  respecting  the  Atlantic 
and  Northwest  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Baker.) 

Bin  (loj  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa, 
Northern  and  Western  Railway  Company.— 
<Hon.  Mr.  Dandnrand.) 

The  Senate  adjonrned. 


TEE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesdajf,  April  SO,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
BILL  INTRODUCED. 

.  BUI  (G)  An  Act  for  the  reUef  of  Jennie 
Davison  Moore.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  Introduced  Bill 
(H)  An  Act  to  amend  tlie  Insurance  Act. 
He  said  :  In  moving  the  first  reading  of  this 
Kill,  perhaps  it  would  be  convenient  that  I 
should  say  a  word  or  two  by  way  of  ex- 
planation. Under  our  law,  as  It  stood  at 
the  time  of  the  General  Insurance  Act,  In- 
surance companies  were  authorized  to  or- 
ganize and  were  autliorized  to  do  business  on 
what  Is  known  as  the  assessment  plan,  the 
plan  about  which  we  heard  something  yes- 
terday. In  188.")  one  company,  doing  a  large 
The  SPEAKER. 


business  on  the  otuer  side  of  the  line,  took 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  and 

became  licensed  by  the  then  government  to 
do  business  on  the  assessment  plan.  This 
assessment  plan  is  after  the  fashion  of  the 
.Mutual  Insurance  business.  It  means  that 
assessments  are  to  be  made  In  proportion 
as  holders  of  policies  bold  policies  in  amount 
and  In  proportion  as  the  calls  are  payable 
In  respect  of  their  policies.  Premiums  are 
required  for  the  maintenance  of  them  and 
they  shall  contribute  such  sums  as  may  be 
necessary  to  provide  for  losses  arising 
through  the  death  of  members.  It  was  sup- 
posed that  by  determining  upon  a  certain 
liroportion  of  calls  that  these  sums  would 
cover  the  amount  of  the  death  losses  or 
would  approximate  It,  and  that  so  the 
amount  which  would  be  required,  and  which 
would  be  paid  according  to  the  systems  that 
were  adopted  by  all  the  companies  on  their 
obligations  in  respect  of  death  losses,  would 
be  made.  It  will  be  apparent  to  hon.  mem- 
bers that  the  efficiency  of  such  a  system 
wonid  be  dependent  entirely  upon  the  am- 
ount of  assessments  required  In  such  cases, 
and  If  the  amounts  which  were  required  to 
be  paid  were  not  sufficient,  new  assess- 
ments would  have  to  be  made.  Under  this 
l)Ian  the  company  which  was  referred  to  yes- 
terday in  another  debate,  to  which  I  do  not 
Intend  to  refer,  but  which  I  mention  now 
for  the  sake  of  convenience  to  Impress  li 
on  the  members'  minds,  made  application 
and  became  licensed  to  carry  on  business  on 
the  assessment  plan.  In  their  ease  It  ap- 
pears that  their  expectation  was  that  by 
doing  a  large  volume  of  business,  the  per- 
centage of  cost  and  the  percentage  of  losses 
would  be  less  in  pi'oportlon  than  they  would 
be  In  the  case  of  a  small  business,  and  so 
with  a  determinatlou  to  push  the  company 
they  succeeded  In  building  up  a  very  large 
business.  So  long  as  that  business  was  in- 
creasing and  growing  It  was  not  apparent 
that  the  estimates  and  plans  on  wbicb  they 
were  working  were  fallacious.  It  was  as- 
sumed, In  otber  words,  that  as  the  business 
srew  and  assumed  sufficient  proportions  the 
interest  upon  the  Investments  and  the  small 
margin  there  might  be  and  the  reduction 
of  the  proportion  of  cost— these  things  com- 
bined would  enable  the  company  to  cUarge 
less  premiums  than  under  the  ordinary  sys- 
tem of  life  insurance  which  It  Is  well  knowii 
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to  everybody  would  be  required.  Now,  act- 
ing on  that,  tbey  established  this  business, 
which  grew  to  very  large  proportions,  some 
$3W).000,0U0  was  stated  yesterday  to  be  the 
amoant  of  business  they  had  at  one  time 
obtained.  That  continued  until,  unfortun- 
fttely,  differences  arose  in  the  manngement 
These  became  accentuated  so  that  one  side 
of  the  management,  if  you  may  use  that 
eipresslon,  was  so  antagonistic  that  the 
other  had  to  give  way.  One  of  the  gentle- 
men whose  names  were  mentioned  yester- 
day was  vicei>resident  of  this  particular 
company  and  a  director.  When  the  election 
came  on  he  was  dropped  and  ceased  to  be 
either  a  director  or  vice-president  As 
might  naturally  be  expected,  differences 
srose,  and  when  those  differences  became 
public,  the  business  of  the  company  no 
longer  increased.  There  was  a  stop,  so  to 
^ak,  In  the  growth  of  the  volume  of  busi- 
ness, and  it  became  apparent,  as  the  busi- 
ness dropped,  as  specialists  in  life  insur- 
ance bad  anticipated,  that  the  system  was 
not  going  to  work  without  increased  assess- 
mentB.  Large  assessments  would  have 
been  called  for  but  for  one  reason  or  another 
they  were  not  made.  JJltlmately  assess- 
ments were  called  for,  and  these  were  so 
lai^  in  excess  of  what  was  antlciiuted 
that  there  was  a  great  outcry  about  it,  and 
so  the  business  fell  from  $360,000,000  down 
to  the  figures  which  have  been  mentioned. 
I  statu  this  for  the  purpose  of  illustrating 
what  is  sought  to  be  accomplished  by  this 
Bill.  Under  the  provisions  of  the  insurance 
law,  as  1  say,  the  assessment  plan  was  re- 
cognlred.  Then  In  189D  an  amendment  was 
made  In  the  law,  at  the  request  of  the 
very  company  that  was  spoken  of  yester- 
day, to  proTlde  that  such  a  company  as  that 
—but  it  was  not  special— could  enter  into 
what  might  be  called  the  old  line  insurance 
business,  and  that  it  coukl,  by  serving  a 
notice,  start  that  new  business,  which  was 
the  old  legitimate  line  business  of  life  In- 
nraace,  with  fixed  premiums  of  a  standard 
ailed  for.  and  required  by  the  Act  In  cases 
(Mf  companies  Incorporated  and  licensed  by 
the  goremment  of  Canada  to' do  business 
in  that  way.  Then  Inasmuch  as  under  the 
{irevions  business  that  had  been  done  by 
the  company,  reserves  or  sums  representing 
Kserre  funds  bad  t»een  deposited  with  the 
Soremment  in  amendment  to  the  general 


law  it  was  provided  that  in  cnse  a  company 
would  elect  to  go  Into  the  general  business, 
the  deposits  which  had  been  made  with  the 
government  forming  a  reserve  In  respect  to 
the  assessment  plan,  should  be  kept  separate 
and  distinct  from  those  which  were  paid  in 
necessarily  under  the  provisions  of  the  law 
with  ref«-ence  to  what  I  may  call  the  level 
premium  rate.  So  that  in  that  way,  under 
that  provision.  In  the  case  of  such  a  com- 
pany as  I  am  speaking  of  there  would  be 
two  separate  funds  In  the  hands  of  the  gov- 
ernment; one  applicable  to  and  kept  separate 
for  and  in  respect  of  the  assessment  plan, 
and  another  kept  separate  and  distinct  for 
those  that  were  In  on  the  level  premium 
plan— practically  two  companies  carrying  on 
business  in  that  way  so  far  as  the  deposits 
were  concerned,  but  one  company  in  its 
management. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— Does  that  mean  that 
a. deposit  was  made? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  Under 
tiiat  plan  the  company  has  carried  on  in 
this  country  the  level  premium  system,  has 
made  its  deposit  in  the  regular  way  with 
the  government  and  left  Its  deposit  made 
under  the  assessment  plan  with  the  govern- 
ment. Under  these  circumstances  the  com- 
pany having  determined  to  abandon  the 
assessment  plan,  the  inevitable  followed, 
which  was  that  people  who  were  Insured 
dropi>ed  paying  their  assessments,  and  In- 
sured in  other  companies  or  insured  on  the 
other  plan,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
assessment  business  fell  down  so  that  It 
represents,  as  was  stated  yesterday,  some- 
where in  the  neighbourhood  of  ^.000,000  on 
the  .issessment  plan. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— In  Canada? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  and  a 
much  larger  sum  in  the  United  States,  al- 
though the  great  bulk  of  the  business  has 
been  transferred  to  the  other  plan.  Then  the 
tjuestlon  arose,  as  will  be  apparent  to  any- 
body. If  that  was  so,  this  being  the  residuum, 
so  to  speak,  of  the  Insurance  business,  the 
people  who  were  remaining,  the  lives  re- 
maining, being  less  valuable  from  an  in- 
surance point  of  view,  and  more  valuable  as 
regards  the  parties  themselves,  because  their 
life  was  more  uncertain,  probably  could  not 
get  Insurance  in  other  companies,  and  so 
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paid  their  asseaamenta,  and  these  snnu 
have  been  represented  by  deposits  which 
have  been  made  and  which  amount  to  some 
$228,000.  But  that  business  ot  course  la 
of  a  different  character  from  the  new  life 
insurance  business.  It  is  a  residuum  of  the 
business  on  that  plan.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, what  is  to  be  done?  Because 
as  these  lives  In  the  natural  course  would 
fall  in,  the  residuum  of  fnnds  would  be 
resorted  to  in  the  ordinary  course  of  busi- 
ness and  tbe  louger  lives  of  the  insured 
would  have  no  provision— the  funds  would 
be  absorbed  and  there  would  be  no  pro- 
vision made  In  the  shape  of  a  reserve  for 
them,  so  that  tbe  man  who  died  soon  in  that 
case,  might  be  the  lucky  one,  as  far  as  his 
taeira  were  concerned.  It  Is  the  result,  bow- 
ever,  of  a  principle  adopted,  not  by  the  com- 
pany alone,  but  by  dilterent  assessmeut 
companies,  of  trying  to  do  business  below 
cost. 

Some  people  seem  to  think  that  insurance 
business  Is  different  from  everything  else, 
that  It  can  be  done  below  cost,  so  as  a  re- 
sult of  that  this  large  business  grew  up, 
encouraged  by  tbe  Idea  I  spoke  of  before, 
encouraged  by  apparent  success,  and  as 
long  as  the  business  was  growing  It  looked 
as  if  It  could  be  done  at  a  prodt,  but  tbe 
moment  depression  came  it  became  apparent 
you  could  not  do  insurance  ^business  below 
cost  at  all.  The  Idea  was  that  of  the  old 
lady  who  reixresented  she  was  selling  every- 
thing she  bad  in  her  establishment  below 
cost,  and  when  asked 'about  it,  she  said 
yes,  sbe  made  money,  and  when  requested 
to  explain  bow,  she  said  '  Thank  God  I 
sells  a  great  deal;'  although  she  was  selling 
below  cost,  by  selling  a  great  deal  she 
fancied  she  was  making  money.  That  was 
the  delusion  under  which  many  people  in- 
sured In  these  assessment  companies  In  tbe 
way  I  speak  of.  One  other  thing  I  wish 
to  say  and  that  is  that  only  one  company 
bad  availed  Itself  of  the  provisions  of  the 
law  of  1809  ;  that  Is  of  giving  notice  of  clos- 
ing, so  to  speak,  the  assessment  plan  as  to 
new  business,  and  going  into  tbe  new  in- 
surance on  tbe  level  premium  plan. 

Hon.  Mr.'  POIRIBR— Wblch  company  is 
that? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— That  Is  the 
company  referred  to  yesterday,  the  Mutual 
Hon.  Mr.  KBRiR  (Toronto). 


Reserve.  That  company,  however,  has  gmie 
Into  the  level  premium  business,  and  is  do- 
ing considerable  Insurance  in  Canada,  and 
a  very  large  business  in  the  United  States. 
Under  the  circumstances  tbe  question  that 
is  before  us  is,  what  is  to  be  done  with  re- 
ference to  tbe  ^policies  that  still  remalnr-the 
$8,000,000  of  insurance  still  remaining  on 
tbe  assessmeut  plan?  It  will  be  apparent 
that  if  tbe  company  Is  to  continue  this  on  Its 
present  system  that  tbere  will  require  to  be 
assessments  made  from  time  to  time  amount, 
log  to  very  large  sums  in  order  to  provide 
for  the  residuum  of  business  and  tbe  risks 
that  are  atteuding  upon  It;  whereas  on  the 
otber  hand  it  might  be  that- by  making 
some  change  in  the  system  and  converting 
it  from  an  assessment  plan  into  a  level  pre- 
mium business  each  one  would  bear  his  own 
share  and  contribute  towards  the  amount  of 
premium  which  ought  to  be  payable  in  re- 
spect to  the  benefit  which  he  would  get.  That 
benefit  might  be  less  than  it  was  on  Its 
face  supposed  to  t>e,  but  really  be  more  than 
ever  could  be  paii,  because  tbe  assessments 
would  so  crowd  people  out  that  the  busi- 
ness would  absolutely  come  to  an  end  In 
that  way  and  los^  to  every  one  would  be 
Involved. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Have 
they  abandoned  the  assessment  system  in 
the  United  States  as  well  as  In  Canada? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  their 
business  very  largely  bas  been  converted 
into  tbe  level  premium  business,  as  I  am 
instructed.  In  this  case  tbe  $8,000,000  of 
Insurance  whicb  Is  remaining  In  Canada  is 
tbe  only  part  of  tbe  business  which  is  en- 
titled to  resort  to  or  get  the  benefit  of  tbe 
reserves  In  tbe  hands  of  the  govemnaent 
It  Is  the  continuing  policy-holders  who  are 
entitled  to  resort  to  that  under  any  cir- 
cumstances. Now,  what  Is  proposed  as  a 
means  of  dealing  with  this  matter  equit- 
ably and  fairly  is  to  convert  all  the  present 
assessment  business  into  a  level  premium 
business  on  some  equitable  plan  that  will  not 
bear  too  hardly  on  those  who  are  in  it,  and 
at  the  same  time  will  at  a  minimum  of  cost 
give  them  the  largest  amount  of  insurance 
possibly  available.  With  tbat  object  In 
view  It  is  proposed  that  tbe  law  shall  be 
amended,  so  as  to  provide  that  In  the  case 
of  such  a  company— and  tbere  is  only  one 
company  I  may  say  at  once,  but  tbe  law 
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beine  a  general  law,  must  be  amended  In 
a  general  way— the  holders  of  policies  on 

tbe  reserve  plan  shall  have  the  option  of 
coming  in  and  taking  a  policy  for  an  amount 
proportioned  to  either  one  plan  or  the  other. 
The  two  plans  which  are  suggested  and 
tbe  two  options  which  are  open  to  every 
policy-bolder,  are.  iflrst,  that  the  policy- 
holder shall  be  entitled  to  a  level  premium 
plan  policy  for  as  large  an  amount  as  tbe 
average  amount  of  assessment  which  he 
has  paid  over  the  course  of  time  his  policy 
has  been  rnnning  would  now  purchase  for 
him  on  the  level  premium  plan  based  on  a 
table  approved  of  by  the  government 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^Would 
that  system  be  based  upon  tala  age  at  the 
time  of  his  Insurance? 

Hon.  Mr.  KEEE  (Toronto)-Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDL'KAXD— Not  hig  present 
age,  but  his  age  at  the  time  of  entering  tbe 
insurance  company? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— What  it  would 
now  purchase  for  him,  giving  him  credit  In 
tbe  respect  of  the  reserve  which  is  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  government  for  him  for 
bis  due  share  of  wbat  that  would  be  as 
ascertained  bj  actuarial  tables,  deducting 
only  such  a  proportion  as  would  be  the 
minimum  cost  of  carrying  the  business  in 
respect  of  that 

Hod.  Mr.  McMILLAN— It  does  not  mean 
a  paid-up  policy? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR .  (Toronto)— It  does  not 
mean  a  paid-up  policy.  In  orier  to  illustrate 
wbat  I  mean;  If  a  man  went  In  on  tbe  plan 
by  which  he  agreed  to  pay  assessments  and 
bad  paid  on  an  average  one  hundred  dollars 
a  year  on  assessments,  be  got  a  certain 
jwlicy  for  that  amount  He  ought  really 
to  liave  paid  in  $li!>0,  say  half  as  much  more 
as  he  did  pay  on  the  level  premium .  plan. 
Therefore,  It  was  supposed  be  was  carry- 
lag  hnsiness  on  so  much  reduced  rate.  Now 
tbis  would  give  him  Just  the  proportion  of 
a  policy  Instead  of  gi^-ing  him  one  for  the 
iwllcy  he  supposed  he  was  buying ; 
he  would  get  a  policy  assured  on 
tbe  level  premium  basis  for  the  re- 
duced amount  and  he  would  be  entitled 
to  get  in  the  ahape  of  a  bonus  In  addition 
added  to  his  policy  rach  a  sum  as  bis  pro- 


portion of  tbe  present  d^Knlt  In  the  hands 
of  tbe  government  would  give  him.  He 
would  get  therefore,  the  full  benefit  of  all 
that  he  has  contributed  towards  that  de- 
posit and  something  more,  and  he  would  get 
the  full  benefit  In  the  shape  of  a  level  pre- 
mium policy  for  all  tbe  premiums  which 
be  had  on  the  average  paid.  That  la  one  of 
the  options.  The  other  option  is  that  lie 
should  be  entitled  to  keep  his  policy  exactly 
as  it  Is.  Instead  of  reducing  the  amount  of 
the  policy  which  he  would  get  he  would 
be  entitled  to  keep  his  policy  exactly  as  It  Is, 
and  he  should  get  credit  for  all  the  pre- 
miums which  he  has  paid  in  the  past  In  the 
shape  of  assessments,  and  that,  as  to  tbe 
margin  of  dlfterence  between  that  which  he 
has  actually  paid  In  the  tarrn  of  assessments 
and  what  he  ought  to  have  paid  on  the  level 
premium  plan,  he  should  get  credit  for  It  and 
It  should  stand  as  n  lien  against  his  policy 
payable  by  hlin  when  the  policy  would 
mature— In  that  way  deducted.  Of  course 
it  la  a  charge  on  the  policy,  but  It  still  gives 
him  the  benefit  of  keeping  up  the  amount  of 
Insurance  which  he  wanted  to  effect  and 
carry  In  the  first  place,  and  he  would  re- 
quire to  pay  no  more  premium  lu  respect  to 
tlie  past  but  It  would  be  a  charge— what 
he  ought  to  have  paid  and  has  not  paid 
would  be  a  charge  on  his  i)ollcy. 

Hon.  Sir  M.\CKEXZIE  BOWELL— And 
would  Interest  be  payable  on  that? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  at  a  low 
rate,  and  so  In  the  future  as  to  premiums, 
he  would  not  be  required  to  increase  tbe 
premiums  beyond  wbat  he  has  been  paying, 
but  he  would  be  entitled  to  give  credit  in  the 
same  way.  The  optlou  would  be  also  given 
to  bira  of  paying  up  the  premiums,  If  he 
did  not  waut  to  take  the  new  policy;  he 
would  have  the  option  to  do  it,  although  It 
would  not  be  compulsory  either  as  to  ar- 
rears in  respect  of  the  past  or  In  respect  to 
payments  In  the  future.  80  that  In  this  way 
he  has  two  options;  one  of  getting  a  level 
premium  policy,  a  policy  upon  a  sound  basis, 
representing  all  the  premiums  that  he  has 
paid  in  tbe  past  aud  having  no  charge  or 
obligation  against  his  policy  at  all  and  only 
bound  to  pay  In  the  future  what  he  would 
have  paid  if  he  had  insured  on  the  level 
premium  principle  at  the  time  he  effected 
the  Insurance.    I'he  other  plan  Is  one  by 
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which  he  Is  entitled,  if  be  chooses,  rather 
than  do  that  and  some  prefer  It  no  doubt 
for  other  reasons— he  can  maintain  the 
policy  at  the  full  amount  that  It  was,  get 
credit  for  what  be  ought  to  have  paid  and 
not  be  bound  to  pay  it  until  the  policy 
matures.  So  that  In  that  way  he  would  get 
the  full  benefit.  In  both  case*  he  would 
be  entitled  to  get  the  full  benefit  of  his  pro- 
portionate share  of  the  deposit  in  the  hands 
of  the  government,  all  of  which  wonld  have 
to  be  worked  oat  on  actuarial  plans  and  on 
plana  which  would  be  approved  of  by  the 
superintendent  of  Insurance. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is 
there  any  provl^on  to  meet  the  case  of  an 
insurer  who  baa  failed  to  malie  the  pay- 
ments on  account  of  the  high  assessments 
which  bad  been  imposed  and  he  did  not  feel 
able  to  carry  them  on  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  Is  Impos- 
sible to  do  that  by  any  plan  yet  suggested. 
It  has  been  thought  of  and  considered  but 
no  plan  can  be  worked  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Could  we  not  get  it 
in  the  paid-up  policy  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— How  could  he 
get  In  the  paid-up  policy  something  be  has 
never  earned  ?  He  has  gone  into  a  bad 
speculation  and  the  money  is  gone. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— He  could  ue  re- 
Instated  by  paying  up  the  arrears. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— No  doubt  that 
conld  be  done.  There  are  practically  the  three 
choices.  While  I  have  placed  them  under 
two  groups  there  are  really  three  choices, 
the  choice  of  taking  a  policy  for  the  amount 
representetl  by  the  premiums  he  has  oc- 
tuHlly  pnid  :  there  Is  the  choice  of  maintain- 
ing his  policy  at  the  same  rate  as  It  stood 
when  he  made  his  application,  and  continu- 
ing a  debtor  to  the  company,  only  charged 
with  the  assessments  which  he  ought  to 
have  paid,  which  have  not  been  made 
against  it  and  the  third  by  paying  up  what 
those  assessments  would  amount  to  and  get- 
ting the  insurance  stipulated  for  on  a  sound 
and  safe  basis. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  think 
the  proposition  a  very  good  one.    I  had  In 
mind  a  case  of  this  kind  :  a  gentleman  may 
have  en  Insurance  for  $10,000.   He  had  paid 
Htm.  Mr.  KSnUR  (Torooto). 


some  three  thousand  cash  to  the  company, 
and  he  found  the  assessments  afterwards 
were  so  high  that  his  means  would  not  just- 
ify bis  continuing  it.  I  think  some  provi- 
sion, whether  the  hon.'  gentleman  has  made 
it  or  not,  might  be  made  to  meet  a  case  of 
that  kind,  either  by  giving  t^e  assured  S 
paid-up  policy  equal  to  the  amount  he  had 
paid,  payable  at  his  death,  or  any  other 
time,  or  allowing  it  to  continue  on  by  mak- 
ing the  payments. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— One  statement 
will  show  how  impossible  and  faljadons  such 
a  thing  would  be,  and  that  is  this:  There  wore 
$300,00(^000  of  insurance  in  this  company, 
and  all  have  been  di-opped  but  $80,000,000. 
In  Canada  there  were  $20,(»0,000  of  Insur- 
ance and  $14,000,000,  had  been  dropped.  It 
is  Impossible  to  make  $80,000,000  carry 
twenty,  and  therefore  it  Is  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  same  Uilng  occurs  in  every  In- 
surance company.  There  are  many  people 
who  Insure  on  the  ordinary  level  premium 
plan,  pay  their  premiums  for  a  long  num- 
ber of  years  to  tide  them  over  some  particu- 
lar event,  or  intending  to  cari-y  it  on.  A 
change  of  circumstances  or  other  things  in- 
tervene which  prevent  them  or  do  not  re- 
quire theju  to  continue  the  Insurance  and 
they  drop  it,  and  they  drop  every  benefit 
there  Is  arising  from  It.  It  must  be  borne 
In  mind  that  this  residuum  of  Insurance  Is 
of  a  character  that  cannot  be  disturbed  In 
any  other  way  than. some  such  plan  as  thts, 
and  It  Is  this  insurance  which  is  entitled  to 
the  benefit  of  the  whole  of  the  deposit  in  the 
hands  of  the  government,  If  tiiey  have  con- 
tinued and  met  their  assessments.  So  that 
It  Is  their  money  we  are  dealing  with,  and 
the  only  plan  la  to  reserve  to  them  their 
position  to  enable  them  to  get  something 
and  to  know  exactly  what  it  is  that  they 
are  getting.  Of  course,  if  such  a  plnn  as 
has  been  suggested  could  be  adopted.  It 
would  be  a  very  good  thing  and  woultf'eA- 
abte  the  company  to  revive  all  their  old 
policies.  It  must  be  borne  In  mind  that  with 
reference  to  all  the  policies  which  have  Been 
dropped  by  the  parties  who  hold  them,  be- 
cause they  do  not  pay  their  premluib,  that 
assessments  were  made  and  were  tinder- 
stood  to  be  made  year  by  year  to  meet  death 
losses,  and  these  death  losses  having  been 
paid,  all  their  premloms  hare  gone  to  pay 
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past  losses  and  they  have  really  no  money 
or  no  interest.  Their  Interest  has  ceased  in 
the  case  of  those  who  have  dropped  their 
policies  Id  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR— Bat  tliey  remain  in- 
mred  as  long  as  they  pay  tb^  preminms. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  they  get 
the  benefit  of  It  daring  that  time  certainly.  I 
do  not  intend  in  anyway  to  intervene  in  the 
discussion  or  detiate  which  was  commenced 
and  which  Is  yet  unfinished,  but  It  Is  only 
fair  to  say,  as  I  am  dealing  with  the  amend- 
ment of  an  Act,  and  which  Act  Is  one  which 
will  apply  only  to  that  company,  that  some- 
thing ahoald  be  said  with  reference  to  its 
rielit  to  come  here  and  ask  for  legislatioi} 
Bt  yottr  hands,  or  asli  that  the  law  should 
be  so  amended  as  to  enable  them  to  deal 
Justly  by  the  policies  which  are  outstanding 
issued  by  that  company  ;  and  with  that  view 
it  is  that  I  wanted  to  say  a  word  or  Vwo  by 
iray  of  reassuring  the  bon.  members  of  this 
Honse.  It  Is  true,  as  I  have  pointed  out 
before,  that  the  trouble  In  this  company 
arose  through  dlfTerences  In  the  manage- 
ment. It  Is  true  some  of  those  interested  In 
that  company  at  the  time  ceased  to  be  con- 
nected with  the  company  or  to  have  a  voice 
In  its  control,  and  these  differences  havihg 
artaen.  the  whole  matter  has  been  the  sub- 
ject "of  very  large  inquiry.  As  I  have  point- 
ed oat  to  yon,  the  company  carried  on  a 
my  extensive  business,  not  In  every  state 
of  the  union,  but  in  most  of  the  states  of  the 
onion,  in  Great  Britain  and  in  other  coun- 
tries as  well  as  in  Canada.  The  charges 
which  were  made  has  been  the  subject  of 
laqnlry.  They  were  referred  to  the  insur- 
»nce  department  They  were  inquired  Into 
by  the  Insurance  department  of  the  state  of 
New  York  under  the  direction  of  the  attor- 
Qej-  genern]  and  the  Insnrance  commission- 
er, and  after  a  full  investigation  of  the  mat- 
ter there  they  were  dealt  with  in  a  very 
ihort  way  by  the  Attorney  .General  of  the 
state  in  whose  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— Might  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order  ?  Yesterday  afternoon  this 
debate  was  adjourned  to  accommodate  my 
bon.  friend  who  is  going  away  to  New  York 
or  somewhere  else.  To-day,  without  any 
notice,  without  even  extending  to  me  the 
courtesj:  of  telling  me  what  he  was  going 
to  do,  be  brings  in  a  Bill  and  places  his  side 
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of  the  story  before  the  House  before  my 
side  of  the  story  has  been  heard  by  bon. 
gentlemen  of  this  chamber.  I  ask  the  House 
If  it  la  in  order  that  I  should  be  shut  out  of 
the  d^te  and  that  my  hon.  friend  should 
place  the  other  dde  of  the  question  bef<Hre 
hon.  membra-s  befwe  I  have  completed 
mine  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  might  be 
permitted  to  say  that  I  have  no  idea  at  all 
of  Intervening  in  that  debate.  When  It 
comes  on  It  wHI  have  to  be  spoken  to.  t 

was  In  perfect  good  fnltb  in  making  the 
statement  that  I  was  Intending  to  leave  this 
afternoon.  If  my  personal  afTalrs  are  of  any 
concern  at  all :  but  the  fire  in  Toronto  Kas 
changed  the  plane  of  those  who  were  going 
to  meet  me  there  and  I  am  awaiting  a  tele- 
gram to  know  what  to  do.  I  have  no  dMhre 
to  do  anything  Improper  in  the  matter,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  I  am  doing  so  in  Intro- 
ducing a  Bill  to  amend  the  law  generally. 
I  mny  add  further,  that  this  Bill  has  been 
submitted  to  the  superintendent  of  Insur- 
ance, and  the  whole  principle  of  the  Bill  has 
his  entire  approval.  It  has  been  the  subject 
of  consideration  with  me  and  I  took  the 
trouble  before  I  introduced  the  Bill  to  go 
and  see  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Did  the  bon.  gen- 
tlemon  say  he  had  no  idea  yesterday  of 
bringing  In  the  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  did  not  say 
that. 

Hon.  Mr.  l>OMVII.fLE— What  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  say? 

Hon.  Mr.  KKRR  (Toronto)— I  said  that 
before  I  Introduced  this  Bill  I  took  the 
trouble  to  see  the  superintendent  of  lns\ir- 
ance  personally,  and  ascertained  that  the 
principle  of  this  measure  met  with  bis  en- 
tire approval. 

Hon.  Mr.  IK»IVILLE— I  am  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  on  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Inasmuch  as 
this  is  dealing  with  a  particular  case,  with- 
out discussing  the  merits  of  the  question 
under  discussion  in  any  way,  I  was  simply 
going  to  rend  a  short  paragraph  from  the 
report— 

I  Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIL.LE— I  ask  that  the 
*  point  of  order  be  decided.   Have  I  right  to 
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raise  the  point  of  order  and  be  beard,  or  has 
tbe  bou.  gentleiuan  from  Toronto  a  rigbt 
to  OTwMe  me  tm  he  is  now  doing? 

Hon.  Mr.  KSOUt  (Toronto)— I  was  under 
the  impressloa  that  we  were  both  anxious 
to  do  the  best  ve  could  for  the  policy- 
holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  are  not  in  the 
unke  boat*  As  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
Kotbesay  had  not  tbe  courtesy  to  tell  me 
wimt  ho  w.is  ii'-ing  to  do,  I  will  return  him 
his  letter  in  reference  to  the  matter  of  the 
.Mticiial  Reserve,  so  that  they  shall  not  say 
I  kept  it  in  mj  jpossesslon,  or  tiiat  it  was 
stolen.  I  ank  tbe  hon.  gentleman  why  he 
bad  not  the  courtesy  to  tell  me  what  he  pro- 
posed doing,  aiKl  why  he  should  have  taken 
jidvantage  of  iiie  iu  this  way  by  Introduc- 
inc  !i  Rill  when  the  House  has  notlieard  my 
stiMv.  iiiul  cutting  me  off  in  that  wayV  I 
say  that  be  is  acting  for  that  company 
here. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  the  bon.  Sen- 
ator from  Toronto  is  qnite  within  his  right 
He  is  introdnclng  a  Bill  In  tbe  chamber  and 
Is  glrlng  a.tt  explanation  of  the  rarloua 
datues.  Tbe  hon.  gentlemen  will  have 
ample  opportunity,  not  only  to  discuss  this 
Bill,  but  to  put  himself  right  in  reference 
to  iiiiy  traiisiui ions  be  may  have  bad  with 
tbe  Louipany,  or  any  transactions  they  may 
bare  haA  with  htm. 

Hiiii,  Sif  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  I 
uudertitoud  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say, tbe  point  of  order  raised  by  him  Is  not 
as  tbe  Hon,  8eer«tary  of  State  understands 
it  The  hon.  gentleman  who  introduced  tbe 
Bill  is  quite  correct,  and  I  think  it  Is  a  very 
l»ropt>r  courf!e  to  pursue  to  explain  the  ob- 
ject of  ilic  r.ill  and  Its  provisions  in  iutro- 
duciug  it.  Hut  the  objection  of  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman from  Rothesay  was  that  tbe  hon. 
Senatoi'  from  Toronto  was  about  entering 
Into  a  disCQSslon  in  reply  to  tbe  remarks 
made  by  the  hon,  gentleman  from  Rotbe- 
aay  yesterday,  and  that  that  would  be  open- 
ing up  the  dt'lcite  on  the  motion  which  he 
made  for  a  <  oinniittee.  That  Is  the  point, 
and  not  that  lie  objected  to  the  e.\pIanation 
of  the  lion,  gentleman  as  to  tbe  provisions 
of  bis  Bill.  It -was  simply  that  be  should 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  In  reply,  either 
ffireetly  or  Indirectly,  to  tbe  debate  which 
Hon.  Mr.  DOICVILLB. 


took  place  yesterday.  That  is  my  interpreta- 
tion of  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  Is  exactly  the 
objection  I  take. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  have  no 
idea  whatever  of  entering  Into  tbe  merits 
or  demerits  of  tbe  motion  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  is  asking  to  Inquire  Into  the 
affairs  of  tbls  company.  But.  inasmuch  as 
I  felt  it  my  duty  to  be  candid  to  the  House 
that  my  explanation  of  this  Bill  would  apply, 
so  far  as  I  knew,  to  that  company  and  that 
company  alone,  although  it  is  in  tbe  form 
of  an  amendmeut  to  the  general  law,  I 
tuoufpbt  it  was  fair  and  rigbt  that  I  should 
state  something  here  In  view  of  tbe  in- 
quiries which  have  been  made  on  both  sides 
of  me  with  reference  to  the  company.  I 
wish  to  show  how  it  stood  In  tbe  eyes  of 
those  states  where  tbe  company  hare 
changed  from  one  plan  to  the  other.  That 
was  all  that  was  In  my  mind.  If  there 
is  an  Idea  Oiat  I  am  transgressing  the  rulei 
I  would  rather  abandon  tbe  statement  than 
proceed;  but  because  It  happens  to  be  in- 
cident to  something  which  will  come  from 
That  motion  hereafter,  I  do  not  think  I 
should  be  debarred  from  stating  somethlnir 
pertinent  to  the  present  question.  As  to  the 
memorandum  banded  me,  I  never  saw  tbe 
memo,  before.  I  think  It  Is  from  Mr. 
McMurchy,  who  is  acting  for  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Company,  and  it  seems  to  have 
been  written  yesterday.  It  states  '  Mr. 
Domville  was  reading  from  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Wells  which  never  was  delivered.' 
That  is  all  that  Is  In  It.  I  am  prepared  to 
bow  to  the  decision  of  the  clialr  If  I  am 
out  of  order;  If  not,  I  simply  wish  to  say  I 
have  in  my  hands  a  eertlfled  copy  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— May  I  have  the 

ruling  of  tbe  Speaker? 

The  SPEAKER— If  my  ruling  is  asked 
for,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Tor- 
onto is  within  his  right.  He  Is  simply 
making  what  be  considers  a  necessary  ex< 
planation  at  tbe  first  reading  of  a  Bill.  As 
a  general  thing  such  explanations  are  not 
made  at  the  Orst  reading.  The  second  read- 
ing is  the  time  when  a  long  explanation 
ta&es  place,  but  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  Is  out  of  order. 
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Hob.  Mr.  KERB  (Torcmto)— All  I  was  go- 
ing to  tronble  the  Hoase  with  was  to  read  a 
report  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the 
state  of  New  York,  made  in  1869,  on  an  In- 
quiry Into  charges  preferred  against  this 
company.  He  refers  to  the  report  of  the 
superintendent  of  Insurance  regarding  bis 
visitation  aad  Inspection  of  Insurance  com- 
panies:— 

Under  date  of  Hay  Slst,  In  glvlug  to  the  po- 
Ucy-hoJdera  of  the  aseoclatloa  the  result  of  the 
examination  of  Its  condition  an  J  affairs  then 
JuBt  completed,  in  the  closing  paragraph  of  my 
report,  I  stated,  '  The  result  of  the  examlna- 
tloos  shows  that  the  association  is  solvent.'  A 
study  of  the  accompanying  report  of  the  chief 
ez&ntiDer  compels  me  now  to  malce  the  same 
statement. 

The  result  of  your  examination  demonstrat- 
ing tlie  solvency  of  the  corporation,  makes  the 
qnestion  ot  determining  whether  or  not  the 
corporation  has  oHended  agalpst  any  of  the 
other  provisions  of  the  statute  a  most  Impor- 
tfnt  and  delicate  one.  I  *ai  conceive  of  no 
graver  injury  that  could  be  done  by  the  At- 
loniey  General  to  the  mem.bers  of  a  solvent 
corporation  than  that  which  would  result  from 
an  action  brought  by  the  Attorney  General 
BRSinst  au3h  corporallon,  unless  It  was  per- 
fectly manifest  that  the  Dublic  interests  In- 
volved could  be  protected  in  no  other  manner. 

Then  the  state  of  Nebraska— ~ 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRT— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  now  dfacus- 
sing  the  merits  of  a  company  In  the  United 
States  which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
BUI  before  the  House.  He  has  explained 
his  Bill.  If  there  are  any  other  paragraphs 
In  the  Bill  which  he  desires  1»  explain,  he 
is  at  liberty  to  do  so,  but  be  is  now  discus- 
sing a  question  which  has  nothing  to  do  wkh 
the  Bill  and  does  not  explain  any  of  its 
pAragrapbs.  I  ask  for  the  ruling  of  the 
chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBR  (Toronto) — I  do  not  wish 

to  introduce  anything  Into  tiiis  debate  that 
can  possibly  be  regarded  ae  an  Interference 
with  the  order  of  discussion  as  we  ought  to 
carry  It  on,  and  although  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  objection,  I  shall  refrain  from  say- 
ing anything  further  on  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  POUIIEB— 1  think  we  are  alter- 
ing the  usage  of  this  House  In  discnsslng 

the  Bill  on  tlie  first  reading. 

The  SPEAK£lt-In  view  of  the  question 
lalsed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stada- 
cona  (Hon.  Mr.  Landry),  the  hon.  member 
from  Toronto  has  decided  not  to  proceed  any 
8i 


further  with  the  discussion.  He  simply 
asks  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  first  time. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  the  second  time  on  Tuesday 
next 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— I  desire  to  say  a 
word  on  the  subject 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  will 
have  an  t^portunlty  on  the  second  reading. 
There  la  no  question  before  the  House  to  be 
discussed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— X  think  we  should 
be  permitted  to  reply  to  the  statements 
which  bare  been  made.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  taken  the  opportunity  of  presenting 
certain  statements  to  the  House  on  tiie  in- 
troduction of  this  Bin,  and  It  is  but  right 
that  some  of  those  statements  should  be 
answered  here  aad  now.  He  bas  said  that 
these  people  found  that  the  law  of  Canada 
was  In  such  condition  that  they  were  at 
liberty  to  come  and  do  business  in  tiie 
Dominion.  Now  that  U  not  an  accurate 
sta'tem«it  They  came  to  Canada  and  ask- 
ed that  the  Insurance  law  of  this  country 
should  be  altered  to  enable  them  to  come 
and  do  business  here,  and  they  were  op- 
posed on  that  occasion  by  every  old  line 
company  In  Canada.  Their  application  was 
fought  In  committee  most  bitterly  and  de- 
terminedly, tbe  old  line  companies  claiming 
that  the  charges  made  onder  the  asseesmrat 
system  then  proposed  to  be  Introduced  were 
not  sufficient  to  carry  on  tbe  business  latdy, 
and  the  history  of  this  company  bas  proved 
that  the  arguments  used  by  the  old  line  com- 
panies were  well  founded.  This  company 
came  first  In  1884,  and  its  application  was 
refused.  It  came  back  In  1885  and  the  mat- 
ter was  fought  out  on  the  floors  of  the  com- 
mittee. After  a  very  determined  fight,  the 
committee  came  to  tbe  conclusion  they  did 
— and  I  am  sorry  they  did,  because  tbe  con- 
dition of  the  things  in  Canada  shows  that 
It  was  a  mistake  to  amend  the  insurance 
law,  and  enable  the  company  to  do  business 
in  Canada.  They  amended  tbe  law  because 
they  thought  the  old  line  companies  had 
united  to  keep  this  company  out  of  Canada. 
They  thought  tbe  old  line  companies  believed 
they  had  such  a  good  thing  that  they  did  not 
want  this  company  to  come  In  and  meet  the 
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«r  that  wen  anxkKis  to  be :  friend  tbat  ve  cannot  debate  a  BUI  that  Is 
mt  lower  TSten  Tbeae  vore  uw  •  intrudnced  with  certain  explanatorr  R- 
eoodidoilB  miller  which  tbli  company  was  marbs:  but  the  first  reading  of  this  BUI 
■Uowed  to  come  Into  Canada.  |  has  taken  place,  and  we  hare  now  before  na 

Hon.  Mr.  roIRIEIt-I  rise  to  a  point  of'  »  «^  ^^e  dale  for  the  second  read- 

Ofte.   IB  my  bumble  opinion,  at  the  intnv  |  '"^  y'^^'"         ^ame  question  arose, 

dMUoa  of  a  Bin  tbe  vtmm  that  can  take  1       ^  wonder  If  at  this  state  we  cannot  enter 

^aee  la  the  way  of  diaewlon  Is  to  give  an  ,        «  discussion  of  the  lueriis  of  the  BUI. 

explanation  of  Its  prowVkim.  I  am  donot- 

fnl  whether  ev^n  that  mnch  can  be  per- 

iiiitteiL  but,  certainly,  no  discnssion  can  De 

entered  into  at  tbe  first  reading  of  a  Bill. 

yet  my  bon.  friend  is  diacnssing  It  instead 

of  waiting  until  the  second  reading.  With 

tbe  permlaaion  of  tbe  aHonse  I  shall  read 

fton  tbe  new  edition  of  Bonrinot  a  reference 

to  rbf  subject  : 

loir >luct ion  of  Bills.— i'.  ia  the  rfgbt  ot 
cnrr  aeDator  to  bring  in  a  BUI.  louBSdiately 
■ftar  the  BlU  Is  prcs>Dtpd  It  i*  read  a  first 
time  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX-The  hon.  gentle- 
man in  introducing  the  Bill  was  perfectly 
ri^ht  in  mating  his  explanation,  and  ap  to 
the  time  the  Bill  was  read  the  first  time  it 
was  oi>eii  to  any  memt'er  to  take  part  In 
the  discus.«iou.  I  took  great  pains  to  look 
up  the  references  last  year  ;  and  I  found  in- 
stances where  long  discussions  had  taken 
place  on  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill,  and  in- 
^ances  where  a  Bill  had  been  defeated  on 
the  first  reading.  Such  cases  are  not 
numerous,  but  they  are  to  l>e  found.  It 
would  have  b*^n  quite  ci>mpetent  for  the 
hon.  gfiitleinau  from  Wellington  to  have 
risen  at  that  stage  and  siKtken.  but  a  Bilf 
having  been  read  the  first  time,  the  motion 
before  net  is  a  formal  one  and  Is  not  open 


In  lh<?  House  of  CorijUi.-iiS  they  do  not  dis- 
cuss Bills  at  the  first  ■■  •!  ni;.  but  they  can 
discuss  the  natorp  '.i  .1  Bill  in  the  two 
days'  notice  they  havt-  10  give  for  the 
liitzDdnctloa  of  a  BUL  At  that  stage 
Ibex  Ao^  eomethnes,  alQioaib  seldom,  dis-  j  for  discussion. 
eOfli  the  nature  of  a  Bill  to  be  proposed.  ■ 

but  i^Ie  the  BDI  Is  being  read  tbe  first '    Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI^L— I  have 
dme  it  is  very  seldom  :f  -ver  discussed.  In  '  not  the  last  edition  of  Bonriuot  in  my  band, 
ibi.-i  House  no  second'-r       required  at  iDe   but  he  lays  down  the  principle  that  I  in- 
IntToductioD  of  a  Bill,    it  is  not  a  regular  I  dicatetl  a  few  moments  ago.   He  says: 
motion  :  it  is  a  matter  of  right.    The  Intro-  1        ,^  ^^^^j  introduction  of  a  Bill  on  the 

dnctlon  of  tbe  Bill  does  not  InToIre  a  dis- '  motion  for  leave,  to  explain  clearlr  and 
clualon ;  It  is  immediately  ordered  to  t>e  succinctir  its  main  provisioDs. 

prtoted.  and  prepared  for  tbe  second  read- 1  ^hnt  Is  just  what  my  hon.  friend  did.  and 
las.  Therefore,  I  beUen  that  a  Bill  should  ,,p  ^.^^  perfectlV  within  his  right  If  he  had 
not  be  even  explained  at  tbe  first  reading.  I 
I  wriainly  take  tbe  stand  tliat  It  may  not 


be  discussed  at  length  as  it  is  )>elng  discussed 
now  I  shall  read  furilur  from  Bourinot — 
this  has  reference  to  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mona : — 


not  gone  beyond  it.    Bourinot  continues: 
Dui  It  is  not  the  Dractlcc  to  debata  it. 


Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— On  the  motion  to 

present  the  Bill,  bnt  not  when  the  Bill  Is 

presented  Itself.    That  refers  to  the  House 

mien  anr  Bill  is  preseDted       a  member  ia  1  nf  Commons, 
pursuance  of  an  order  of  the  Hou.=5?.  or  shall 


be  hroustit  from  the  Peii, 
this  Bill  be  roa'l  ihp  [ 
cided  without  amendmeQi 

Wben  the  Bill  la  preaentei] 
able  or  amendable. 

The  general  debate  on  tbr  llill  takes  place  at 
th^  second  rcadlni?.  thr;  jirim'-d  Bill  being  then 
In  the  hands  of  all  ibe  mcmberf. 

I  therefore  bold  that  tbe  Bill  cannot  be 

flianiPsiiH]  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAM>L;itAM»- I  do  not  intend 
to  dlacnaa  now  the  contention  of  my  hon. 
Hon.  Mr.  UtOtUlAXS. 


-I  will 


o  ^ahali""/ de'-  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 

ilebate.  I  read  it  again: 

II  la  not  debat-  | 

It  Is  usual  on  the  Introduction  of  a  Bill  on 
the  motion  tor  leave — 


Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI.L— I  ei- 
|)laiiu-tl  that  it  applied  to  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons, but  otherwise  it  is  precisely  the  prac- 
tice of  this  House. 
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—to  explaio  clearly  and  Huccloctlr  iti  matn 
mxiTitloiis.  but  It  is  not  the  practice  to  debato 
It  »t  length. 

Bat  as  mj  txou.  friend  says  I  have  known 
iBitancea  in  the  Honse  of  Commons  where 
Billg  have  not  oviy  been  dtKussed  on  the 
first  reading,  but  defeated.  I  have  seen  the 

six  months  hoist  moved,  and  the  BUI  de- 
feated at  the  first  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLSN— I  have  no  desire 
to  farther  discuss  the  principles  of  this  Bill 
or  aoTthins  connected  with  it  until  the 
second  reading,  but  In  view  of  the  state- 
ments made  by  the  bon.  gentleman  who 
Introduced  the  Bill,  I  thought  it  was  hnrdly 
right  to  allow  them  to  go  unanswered  or  nn- 
diallenged.  Therefore,  on  the  motion  to  fix 
tiie  second  reading  of  the  Bill  I  took  the 
opportunity  of  saying  what  I  liave  said  I 
shall  reserve  anything  further  I  bare  to.^ay 
nntll  the  second  reading  of  the  Bili, 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  FUEL  QUEISTION  IX  CANADA. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN  moved  . 

That  an  bumble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Sxcsllencr  the  OoTernor  General ;  praying,  that 
Hfa  ExcellencT  will  cause  to  be  laid  1>ofor«  the 
Senate  a  return  of  copies  of  geological  or  other 
reports  Id  the  bands  of  the  government,  bearing 
opon  the  Question  of  coal  or  other  fuel  supply 
In  the  provinces  ot  Quelwc,  Ontario  or  Uanl- 
toha,  with  tbe  view  of  devising  rome  moasare 
Df  relief  from  our  present  position,  that  of  ab- 
Mltte  depend  sncd  on  our  Amarlnin  neighbours 
for  onr  daily  supply  of  fuel. 

He  said:  I  have  considered  it  my  duty 
to  bring  before  this  House  a  question  of 
Tery  great  Importance.  Those  who  reside 
in  Ontario  and  Quebec  have  during  the  last 
two  years  realized  tbe  great  Inconvenience 
TPe  are  suffering  owing  to  the  scarcity  of 
fnei.  For  many  years,  from  the  settlement 
of  our  country  down  to  a  few  years  ago,  our 
forests  supplied  ample  fuel  for  our  people. 
But  the  forests  have  been  cleared  away  for 
tbe  purpose  of  bringing  the  soil  under  cul- 
tivation, and  for  other  reasons,  and  within 
tiic  last  two  or  three  years  our  people  have 
awnliened  to  the  fact  that  in  depleting  the 
forests  they  have  deprived  themselves  very 
largely  of  a  source  from  which  they  could 
draw  supplies  of  fuel,  and  It  has  become 
absolutely  necessary  that  the  government 
and  tbe  people  of  Canada  should  seriously 


consider  the  whole  situation.  In  tbe  pro- 
vince of  Ontario  we  are  almost  entirely 
dependent  upon  tbe  coal  laines  of  the  United 
States,  and  as  a  result  of  tbe  unfortunate 
strikes  and  combinations  of  the  last  few 
years  the  price  of  fuel,  It  Is  one  of  the  t:reat 
necessities  of  life,  has  been  Increasing 
from  year  to  yeui*.  until  In  some  cases  hi 
my  own  knowledge  the  people  of  Toronto, 
and  some  places  west  have  been  called  upon 
to  pay  as  high  as  $20  {)&  ton  for  coal.  We 
all  remember  the  unfortunate  strike  In  the 
United  States  that  brought  about  that  con- 
dition. Such  strikes  may  again  take  place. 
Is  there  any  possibility  of  making  provision 
to  protect  the  people  of  this  country  frori 
the  extortions  to  which  they  are  subject 
from  these  strikes  and  combinations.  We 
know  that  the  eastern  provinces  of  Canada, 
Nova  Scotia.  New  Brunswick  and  Prince 
Edward  Island  are  supplied  from  the  gi-etit 
coal  mines  of  Nova  Scotta.  These  mines 
have  been  largely  developed  and  their  out- 
put I3  increasing  every  year.  They  will 
undoubtedly  furnish  a  fairly  all-roond  yenrly 
supply  as  far  west  as  Quebec  and  Montn'sil. 
but  I  do  not  know  that  the  coal  of  Xovn 
Scotia  comes  any  further  west  than  Mon- 
treal. From  that  point  to,  you  may  say, 
Winnipeg,  the  whole  district  has  to  be  sup- 
plied with  coal  for  all  purposes  from  the 
United  States.  Now,  under  those  circum- 
stances the  question  of  providing  something 
to  take  the  place  of  Imported  coal  is  ex- 
ceedingly an  important  one.  There  has  beu.i 
very  considerable  investigation  in  Ontario 
and  Quebec  to  ascertain  if  there  are  any 
coal  deposits  in  those  provinces  that  could 
be  utilized.  I  understand  lignite  has  been 
found  in  the  neighbourhood  of  James'  Bay. 
I  do  not  know  anything  as  to  the  quality  of 
it,  but  a  thorough  and  exhaustive  Investiga- 
tion of  these  mines  should  be  made  to  as- 
certain whether  lignite  is  suitable  for  fuel^ 
or  not.  I  earnestly  hope  that  the  constructluu 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  through  tbe 
country  north  of  us  may  develop  some  coal 
beds.  It  Is  unfortunate  that  we  are  in  such 
a  position  that  we  are  at  any  time  liable  to 
suiter  extortion  from  combinations  In  tbe 
United  States  In  the  future  as  we  have  been 
In  the  past  Now  there  are  four  ways  in 
which  we  can  provide  ourselves  with  the 
supply  of  fuel.  In  Ontario.  Quebec  and  Mani- 
toba, especially  in  Ontario.    We  could  re- 
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forest  a  sectioD  of  our  conntry,  but 

tbat  Is  a  slow  process,  and  It  would  be  years 
before  reMef  eoald  be  obtained  In  tbat  way. 
We  cotild  seenre  yerj  cheap  transportation 
rates  for  coal  from  Nova  Scotia  to  Ontario 
points.  We  can  contiaue  to  be  dependent, 
as  we  are  now.  upon  mines  in  the  "United 
States  for  our  supplies  of  fuel.  But  there 
Is  a  fourth  source;  we  have  extensive  peat 
beds  ia  Quebec  and  Ontaiio  from  which  ad- 
mlimble  fuel  could  be  i^roduced  if  the  govern- 
ment were  to  offer  some  encoaragement  to 
the  industry.  Attempts  have  been  made  in 
Hiitario  and  Qnelii>c  to  produce  peat,  but  so 
f  ;i  1-  w  it  lion  t  1 1I  ncli  success.  In  European 
countries  peat  is  largely  produced  even 
where  coal  mines  exist  If  it  can  be  done  In 
Qermw.  Bweflen,  Sussia  and  other  coun- 
trles.  why  can  It  not  be  done  In  Ontario  and 
Quebec,  if  the  government  will  furnish  a 
little  encouragement  to  the  industry  in  its 
infancy.  The  use  of  fuel  in  this  country  is 
increasing  steadily.  Last  year  Canada  con- 
smned  5,220,000  t<.nw  of  coal  mined  in  Can- 
ada, 17,500  tons  of  anthracite  produced  in 
the  'Northw:est ;  imported  bitnminouB  coal 
2.516,203  tons  and  anthracite  1,933,263  tons, 
and  of  coke  608,763  tons,  making  In  all  10,- 
301.;m-'5  tons.  ()ut  of  tbat  we  exported  1,888,- 
50S  tons,  whitli  left  a  net  consumption  of 
coai  in  Canada  of  S.413.405  tons.  At  $3  a 
ton  It  amounted  to  $25,240,265.  The  esti- 
mated oonsumptlon  pf  wood  in  Canada  dur- 
ing the  same  year  was  8,846,000  cords, 
which  at  $1.7S  per  cord,  represents  a  value 
of  ?14.r4'^,.7_'S,  or  in  all  coal  and  wood  used 
In  Canada  in  one  year  amounted  to  $39,788,- 

74a 

Hon.  Mr.  PBEOTOSON— How  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  arrive  at  his  estimate  of  the 
quantity  of  wood  nsed  for  fuel  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— It  Is  an  estimate 
>tased  on  Information  gathwed  from  sources 
whicli  we  believe  to  be  the  most  reliable 
that  fould  be  found.  The  value  of  fuel  Im- 
porte<I  from  the  I'nlted  States  amounted  to 
about  $20,000,000  for  the  coal  and  the  cart- 
age of  It  Into  the  country.  It  Is  very  unfor- 
tunate thwt  In  the  settlement  of  the  dlffl- 
cnll7  between  Britain  and  the  United  States 
at  the  close  of  the  war  for  Independence 
when  the  boundaries  were  fixed  that  the 
wliole  country  fnun  the  Ohio  to  the  Mlssls- 
Bippi  which  should  properly  have  belonged  to 
Hod.  Mr.  McMULUBN. 


Canada  and  which  to-day  any  commissioner 
who  would  give  It  reasonable  consideration 
would  admit  should  be  a  part  of  Canada 
wa»  by  the  action  of  the  British  commis- 
sioner given  away  because  he  knew  no  bet- 
ter.  I  have  no  doubt  it  was  done  throng 
sheer  ignorance,  but  the  result  of  It  Is  that 
Ontario  is  left  without  any  coal  lands.  Had 
we  fortunately  retained  that  portion  which 
should  belong  to  us,  there  is  ample  coal 
there  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  all  the 
wants  of  the  province  and  of  the  Dominion 
for  hundreds  of  years,  but  we  were  deprived 
of  It  by  that  unfortunate  decision.  Now, 
then,  to  d«il  with  the  question  of  peat,  there 
has  be«i  an  estimate  made  as  to  the  posdble 
amount  of  peat  that  might  be  manufftctur 
ed  in  this  country.   In  Nova  Scotia,  Prince 
Edward  Island  and  Cape  Breton  there  is 
supposed  to  be  400,000,000  tons  that  could 
be  produced.     In  Newfoundland  there  is 
also  the  same  amount,  400,000,000  tons.  Ca 
Quebec,  it  Is  supposed  that  there  ta  material 
enough  to  produce  500,000,000  tons.  w 
New  Brunswick  there  U  supposed  to  be  ma- 
terial enough  to  produce  800,000,000  tons. 
In  Ontario,  the  peat  beds  are  estimated  *> 
contain  2,000,000,000  tons  peat  that  could  be 
turned  into  fuel.   There  is  supposed  to  be 
the  same  quantity  In  Manitoba,  and  In  Brit- 
ish Columbia  there  are  200,000.000  tons. 
That  is  altogether  500.000,000,000  tons  of 
peat  which  could  be  produced  If  the  material 
was  utilised,  and  the  question  Is  why  should 
It  not  be  utilised  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MAC1K)NALD  (B.C.)— What  U 
the  cost  of  producing' It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— I  do  not  know. 
It  is  supposed  that  it  could  he  produced  for 
$2.50  or  $3  a  ton. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Two  dollars. 

Hon.  Sir.  McMULLBN— I  have  not  been 
In  communication  with  any  gentlemen  lu 
the  business,  but  I  understand  that  Is  tiie 
estimate  of  the  cost  That  would  be  alto- 
gether about  13,500,000,000  tons  of  peat  for 
which  we  have  the  material  that  could  be 
produced  If  there  was  only  some  «iconrage- 
ment  given  to  estabUsh  factories.  I  think 
wie  ought  to  do  It-  If  this  business  could 
he  put  in  a  shape  that  It  could  make  mon^ 
and  produce  the  fuel  that  is  required,  1 
think  it  would  be  an  admirably  good  pur- 
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pose  to  wbich  to  torn  the  surplus  revenue 
of  tbls  Dominion,  if  tbe  government  could 
do  It,  and  In  that  way  provide  for  the  relief, 
to  at  least  a  limited  extent,  of  the  consu- 
mers  in  the  province  from  Trhtch  1  come, 
Instead  of  leaving  them  tn  tbe  unfortunate 
condition  Id  which  they  are  to-day.  relying 
absolutely  and  entirely  upon  tbe  ibluers  of 
tbe  United  States.  That  peat  could  be  turn- 
ed to  admirable  use  for  houBe  fuel.  When 
properly  made,  you  could  get  no  .better  fuel 
for  domestic  purposes.  It  is  also  admirable 
fuel  for  the  factory,  where  it  is  well  and 
properly  made.  It  could  be  used  Id  large 
quantities  as  <xke  for  the  smelters,  for 
which  purpose  it  is  well  adapted.  I  said 
before  that  (Germany  produced  large 
amounts  of  peat.  I  repeat  again  that  the 
year  before  last  she  produced  2,000,000  tons. 
Rassla,  Norway,  Sweden,  Denmark  and 
Holland  consume  a  very  large  amount  of 
peat.  They  are  all  manufacturers  and  pro- 
ducers of  peat.  It  Is  also  largely  used  in 
Ireland.  Why  not  In  Canada.  Nine  com- 
panies Id' Ontario  bare  struggled  heroically 
In  an  effort  to  produce  peat  fuel  for  the 
public.  One  at  Beaverton  operates  on  a 
small  scale.  One  at  Newington,  under  a 
process  similar  to  that  used  In  tiermany, 
r^resented  by  Dr.  Spencer  of  Ottawa,  bids 
to  be  a  success  If  capital  Is  forthcoming. 
Capitalists  are  afraid  of  Investment  owing 
to  past  failures  ;  hence  the  need  of  govern- 
ment aid  for  a  period  of  years  under  the 
direction  of  a  peat  commissioner. 

Capital  is  needed,  and  if  assistance  were 
given  by  the  governmeut — and  I  think  it 
should  be  given— possibly  this  business 
m^bt  be  put  in  proper  shape.  To  glTe  hon. 
gentlemen  an  Idea  of  the  enormous  con- 
snmptiou  of  coal  In  tbls  country,  I  will  give 
tbe  House  tbe  figures  from  the  public  record 
■of  what  we  have  been  doing.  In  1808  we 
imported  $3,510,000  of  dutiable  coal  and 
16,500,000  of  free  coal.  In  1889  we  import- 
ed $3,647,369  of  dutiable  coal,  and  $7,000,000 
worth  of  free  coal.  In  1800  we  Imported 
H500.O0O  of  dutiable  coal,  and  $7,250,000 
of  free  coal.  In  1901  we  imported  $9,446,- 
«T4  worth  of  dutiable  coal,  and  $8,500,000 
worth  of  free  coal.  In  1902,  we  imported 
16^000  worth  of  dutiable  coal  and  $7,800,- 
000  of  tree  coal.  This  shows  tbat  our  de- 
pendence upon  tbe  coal  mines,  of  the  United 
States  is  growing  Intensely.   In  these  five 


years  we  hare  increased  our  coal  importa- 
tion from  the  United  States  over  $4,000,000  ; 
tbat  was  the  increase  last  year  as  compared 
with  five  years  ago.  So  tbat  bon.  gentlemen 
will  easily  see  that  this  is  an  exceedingly 
Important  question.  The  demand  upon 
the  United  States  to  supply  the  wants  of 
our  people  is  increasing  enormously,  and  If 
any  method  could  be  adopted  whereby  part 
ai  least  of  thot  demand  could  be  made  u^ 
by  using  peat  for  fuel  In  houses,  factories  or 
smelters  it  would  be  a  very  great  advantage. 
It  would  give  employment  to  a  great  man; 
of  our  people.  It  would  also  give  us  some 
little  feeling  of  Independence  tbat  when  the 
cold  winters  come  upon  us  we  had  some- 
thing that  we  might  fall  back  upon.  If  coal 
should  be  made  a  contraband  of  war  what 
would  be  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
Ontario  ?  Where  are  they  going  to  get 
their  fuel  supply  from  ?  We  might  be  frosen 
to  death  before  we  could  get  a  supply  from 
Nova  Scotia  or  before  we  could  get  a  supply 
from  British  Columbia  and  very  serous  dis- 
aster might  overtake  us.  During  tbe  last 
winter  from  my  own  personal  knowledge  I 
know  that  some  people  In  a  town  of  Ontario 
were  forced  to  chop>  down  their  shade  trees 
and  turn  them  into  fuel  Id  order  to  supply 
the  immediate  needs  tor  the  moment  until 
they  could  get  But>plies  of  wood  or  coal. 
That  was  the  condition  of  things  during  tiie 
t>tormy  portion  of  last  winter.  I  think  this 
Is  a  subject  worthy  of  some  serious  con- 
sideration, and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  some- 
thing will  be  done  at  once.  Of  course  the 
United  States  has  an  unlimited  supply  of 
coal.  I  wish  we  had  some  of  it.  England 
iias  an  enormous  supply.  Coal  d^slts  are 
mined  in  Bngland  to  a  depth  of  four  thou- 
sand feet  Within  that  depth  there  is  sup- 
posed to  be  an  enormous  quantity  of  coal. 
In  1871  there  was  a  commiseion  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  investigating  the  re- 
sources of  England  In  the  matter  of  coal. 
That  commission,  after  sitting  for  a  very 
long  time,  after  gathering  information  from 
all  sources  from  which  they  could  obtain 
it,  brought  In  a  r^ort  that  all  England  had 
yet  unmined  within  4,000  feet  of  the  sur- 
face sufficient  coal  to  do  her  for  something 
like  1,117  years.  Her  consumption  of  coal 
at  that  time  was  4ibout  125,000,000  tons. 
That  was  in  1871.  Last  year  England's 
mining  coal   was   217,000,000  tons.  Of 
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ttftt'tlw  oq^ortMl  ^iBfMt  26.000,000  tons  and 
ttMfl  ^  xefft  tawself ;  but  her  mining  has 
aaermmtiis  incrpnseu  so  that  she  is  draw- 
ing very  seriously  upon  her  resources.  Now 
the  United  Statt's  uTt-  the  largest  miners  of 
coal  in  the  world.  Tlie  last  year  for  which 
we  can  obtiiiii  returns,  they  mined  295,000,- 

000  tons  of  coaL  Ensland  mined  217,000,000. 
There  so  oOmt  ooos^  In  tbe  world  that 
pTOdncea  anyUilaff  like  these  enormous 
gtrantltles  of  coal,  and  tbe  demand  i^on  tbe 
cuni  mines  of  course  in  the  United  States  is 
niijidly  iiicrensing.    1  have  here  a  statement 

01  all  tbe  suites  in  which  coal  is  mined. 
The  following  table  shows  tbe  amount 
mined  in  each  of  the  states. 

Toss. 

Marriud. .   4,350,954 

Ohio  22,000,000 

Missouri   4,200,000 

Calif  orala   172,000 

Utah   1,641,436 

Colorado   7,522,923 

Washington   2,690,789 

Tennesaee   4,300,000 

Virginia   3,600.000 

Iowa   6,000,000 

IliiDOiB   30,000,000 

ladlaD  TerritoiY  j  ,.  2,735,365 

Mlchiean   1,241,241 

Arkansas   2,126,730 

Oregon   750,000 

New  Mexico   1,500,000 

Weat  Virginia   26,500,000 

Kansas   5,230,433 

Wyoming   4,760,000 

Alabama   10,327,713 

Kentucky   6,421,266 

Oeorgta   376,000 

Texas   700,000 

North  Dakota   200,000 

Iniiiana   6,918,226 

Jloiitana   1.500,000 

Pennsylvania   96.643,904 

In  aU  296,124,798 

The  coal  produced  in  48  counties  in  British 
Isles  was  as  follows:— 

Tods. 

Inland   168,604,069 

Wales   34,303,240 

Scotland   23,162,099 

Ireland   108.767 

The  total  coal  n^ned  In  British  isles.  1001. 
was  227,X7&,240.  The  anthracite  coal  pro- 
duced tn  Nora  Scotia  In  1891  was  50.905,- 
961  tons. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.    Mr.   MtAfUDLEN— Perhaps   it  is 

5.000.000. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  that  anthracite 
Hon.  Ut.  HcWTLLBN. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— No,  it  Is  soft  coaL 
I  fancy  my  hon.  friend  la  right  and  It  must 
be  5,000,000  Instead  of  59,000,000.  The 
average  wages  for  coal  miners  in  the  United 
States  is  ¥2.50  for  a  day  of  eight  hours. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.C.)-Is  that 
Cor  the  day  or  by  the  ton?  ' 

Hod.  Mr.  McMULLBN— For  a  day  of  eight 
hours  they  receive  $2.56,  that  Is  the  ayerge 
wage  paid  in  the  United  States  to  miners 
per  day.  Of  course  It  is  a  very  dan^rous 
occupation.  There  Is  no  doubt  about  that 
III  England  over  1,000  men  lose  their  lives 
every  year  In  coal  mining.  Under  the  com- 
bination tliat  I  have  already  referred  to 
that  exists  in  tbe  United  States,  we  do  not 
know  what  price  we  may  be  called  upon  to 
[lay  for  coal.  In  tbe  first  place,  the  mine- 
owners,  tbe  mine  operatora  and  the  rail- 
ways hare  formed  combinations.  They  are 
all  partners  in  the  output  of  coal.  When- 
ever coal  goes  up,  the  miner  gets  a  certain 
percentage  of  tbe  price  and  tbe  mine  owners 
get  a  percentage  also.  The  result  Is  that 
that  combination  has  been  formed  tn  order 
to  operate  In  the  Interest  one  of  the  other 
and  take  advantage  of  that  combination  to 
Increase  the  price  to  the  consumer  of  coal. 
Xow,  in  tbe  face  of  tbat  combination  on  the 
otlier  side,  in  the  face  of  the  conditions  that 
we  in  Ontario  have  to  meet,  I  say  it  is  no 
wonder  tbat  tbe  people  are  beginning  to 
realize  that  the  condition  that  we  now  oc- 
cupy with  r^rd  to  fuel  is  an  exceedingly 
undesirable  one,  and  if  any  method  can  be 
devised  to  heip  tbe  people  out  of  that  con- 
dition, it  is  tlie  duty  of  the  government  to 
advance  In  tbat  direction,  and  If  the  pro- 
duction of  pent  can  be  encouraged,  so  thot 
It  can  be  used  as  a  fuel  it  would  be  a  most 
desirable  thing.  I  am  not  prepared  to  chal- 
lenge the  reports  that  have  been  brought 
down  by  geolt^lsts  with  regard  to  wbat  Is 
to  be  found  witbia  the  limits  of  our  own 
country,  but  it  does  appear  tbat  we  have  not 
n  supply  of  coal  witbin  a  reasonable  dis- 
tance of  the  surface,  so  far  as  our  Investiga- 
tions have  gone.  If  that  is  the  case,  and  If 
we  can  us^  our  peat  beds  In  the  way  that  It 
is  proposed  to  use  them.  I  think  It  would 
be  a  most  desirable  thing  to  encourage  that 
industry  and  I  think  the  government  would 
do  well  to  look  Into  the  whole  question.'  I 
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Qoderstand  there  are  at  present  In  Germany 
two  men  from  Canada  investigating  the  pro- 
cesses in  uae  for  the  manufacture  of  peat  In 
tiiat  country,  where  it  Is  produced  very 
largely,  and  into  the  machinery  and  methods 
tbey  adapt  I  hope  that  on  their  return/ they 
Dity  be  able  to  devise  a  scheme  or  line  of 
action  that  may  result  in  making  the  pro- 
duction of  peat  in  Canada  a  success.  I  con- 
sidered this  question  so  important  that  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  bring  it  before  tlrts 
Hoase,  and  I  hope  that  my  effort  will  not  be 
altogether  in  vain.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  asked  me  where  I  got 
my  figures  from.  If  he  will  look  he  will  find 
those  figures  are  given  in  the  return. 

Hon.  Mr.  CHL'UCH— I  have  no  objection 
to  the  motion  proposed  by  the  hon.  Senator 
from  Wellington,  but  I  think  It  ought  to  go 
a  Itttie  further.  If  some  criticisms  of  his 
q»eech  are  not  made,  he  wonid  inadvertently 
be  mlsstatins  the  facts  as  regards  the  coal 
production  of  the  Dominion.  Nobody  read- 
ing the  first  part  of  the  hon.  gentleman's 
Q>eecb  would  suppose  that  the  maritime  pro- 
vUices,  Nova  Scotia,  New  Btunswick  and 
Prince  Edward  Island  were  not  dependent  on 
t&e  United  States  toe  the  supply  of  any  por- 
tion of  the  coat  consumed  In  those  provinces. 
Hie  fact  Is  that  we  have  no  bard  coal  In 
those  provinces  at  all.  A  few  years  ago  1 
believe  our  friends  in  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick  thought  there  was  some  antbra* 
dte  coal  there,  and  they  spent  considerable 
money  in  testing  it  in  the  county  of  AlUert, 
bat  the  article  found  there,  while  not  of  a 
very  bituminous  nature,  I  believe  not  a 
ttlr  qnali^  of  bard  coal.  The  people  of 
the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  and  the  peo- 
ple of  New  Brunswick  and  Pi^nce  Edward 
Island  were  subjected  to  as  much  Incon- 
venleuce,  owing  to  the  unfortunate  strike  in 
the  United  States,  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
has  referred,  as  the  people  of  Ontario.  If  it 
coets  less  to  transport  bard  coal  from  the 
state  of  Pennsylvania  ta  Ontario  than  It  does 
to  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  and 
Prince  Edward  toland,  then  we  were  greater 
sufferers  than  they  were,  because  we  have 
no  bard  coal  there.  The  only  kind  of  coal 
produced  in  Nova  Scotia  is  the  bituminous 
coal,  and  consequently  we  have  th'e  saiqe 
reason  to  be  anxious  to  ascertain  whether 

we  can  produce  peat  or  whether  we  can  find 


anthracite  coal  in  these  provinces  as  the 
people  of  the  province  of  Ontario  have.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  objection  if  the  gov- 
emuient  see  tit  that  the  hon.  gentleman's 
request  may  be  granted,  but  it  should  go 
further  and  apply  to  the  whole  Dominion. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  very  much  mis- 
taken about  the  coal  products  of  Nova  Scotia 
because  I  think  it  is  in  the  neightMurhood  of 
G.000.000  tons  of  bituminous  coal,  and  for  a 
small  province  like  ours  I  think  that  is  doing 
very  well.  The  product  ot  bituminous  coal 
from  Nova  Scotia  has  quadrupled  In  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  If  It  goes  on  in- 
ereiislng  In  that  ratio  for  the  next  fifteen  or 
twenty  years  we  will  produce  perhaps  about 
L;r>,0()i».<«  0  tons  of  bituminous  coal.  In  the 
matter  of  consumption  of  coal,  I  doubt  very 
much  if  there  are  figures  In  the  returns 
showing  the  consumption  of  bituminous  coal 
in  Nova  Scotia.  We  buy  no  coal  except  the 
hard  coal.  Coal  mining  la  a  great  industry 
with  us,  next  to  the  great  fishery  industry, 
nnd  the  coal  indoetry  is  rapidly  approaching 
in  importance  that  of  the  fisheries.  In  a 
few  years  more  it  may  even  exceed  that.  It 
is  a  gi-eat  IMessIng  to  us.  because  under  the 
system  the  British  North  America  Act  the 
local  authorities  of  Nova  Scotia  have  a  right 
to  handle  the  coal,  and  by  putting  a  royalty 
on  it  we  are  able  to  Implement  the  revenue 
and  carry  on  public  works  in  Nova  Scotia 
without  direct  taxation.  I  am  In  sympathy 
wltli  and  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleuian  ns  far  as  it  goes,  but  I  think  it 
should  KO  fin-ther.  He  says  that  we  send 
our  coal  up  ns  far  as  Montreal.  That  I  be- 
lieve is  correct.  A  good  deal  of  Nora  Scotia 
coal  does  go  to  Montreal,  and  I  am  happy 
also  to  state  here  that  a  certain  quantity  of 
bituminous  coal  from  Nova  Scotia  goes  to 
the  eastern  portion  of  the  United  States  in 
spite  of  the  duty.  I  hope  that  the  United 
'.states  will  yet  get  tired  of  building  hlph 
tarin;  walls  against  a  free  and  Independent 
people.  The  time  might  come  when  that 
duty  should  be  lowered,  and  I  hope  the  time 
may  soon  arrive  when  the  relations  between 
the  two  notions  will  be  such  that  these  tariff 
walls  may  be  removed.  I  do  not  advocate 
It  now.  I  do  not  believe  In  one-sided  re- 
ciprocity. If  we  are  to  have  reciprocity  with 
our  neighbours,  we  must  have  it  on  fair  and 
square  principles  and  not  on  a  Jug-bandied 
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principle.  Id  the  abstract  1  am  a  free 
tradw,  but  X  recognize  that  In  this  country 
we  must  have  a  rereDue  tariff  pallcy.  That 
was  the  policy  of  Xova  Scotia  before  con- 
fwlei-jitioii.  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  would 
lie  justified  in  sayinjr  it  Is  the  policy  of  the 
Dominion  now.  But  we  are  not  argiilng 
that  point  at  present.  I  think  It  would  be  a 
Mt^t  thins  II  we  could  discover  anthracite 
cool  in  tills  Dominion.  From  the  fact  that 
we  bare  never  fflscorered  It,  we  are  depend- 
ent on  the  United  States  for  our  supply,  but 
all  luiris  of  l>(>niinion  are  dependent 
alike  when  cii-L-uiiisliiiiL'ea  arise  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  from  Wellington  has  alluded.  1 
think  that  In  making  surveys  and  looking 
into  the  matter  of  peat  it  might  be  well  also 
to  eadeaTour  to  find  out  wbethw  we  bave 
any  anthracite  coal.  It  does  appear  to  me 
that  If  hi  Pennsylvania,  which  does  not  lie 
Bo  far  s(i:itli  of  Ont.iiio.  conditions  are  ex- 
istiuf;  there  to  prodih  i!  it  which  conditions 
are  not  to  bo  found  in  Ontario,  I  believe  that 
the  nation?  have  the  complement  of  each 
other,  i3x  natneal  products  and  under  a  fair 
lyvtom  of  trade  they  eun  assist  each  other 
In  the  matter  of  natural  products  for  the 
benefit  of  tliese  roniit  ries.  I  have  made 
these  i-e]iiarks  io  onliT  that  there  might 
not  lie  ;!  lais^ipinThiMi-iion  in  regard  to  the 
maritime  provinces  and  their  supply  of 
coal. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOriJHKED— I  do  not  deshre 
to  into  a  discu.s.sion  as  to  the  coal  re- 
sonrees  of  Canada,  except  to  say  that  very 
serious  misapprehensions  might  exist  In  the 
public  mind  should  the  statements  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Wellington  and  the  re- 
marics  of  my  hon.  frlena  from  Nova  Scotia 
go  forth  to  the  country  entirely  unexplained. 
To  hear  my  hon.  friend  from  Wellington 
deal  with  the  siil>Je<t  of  the  coal  measures 
of  Canada,  one  would  fancy  that  such  a 
mineral  as  coal  was  not  to  be  found  In  the 
Dominion.  When  my  hon.  friend  talks  of 
aerelophig  the  peat  fields  of  Nova  Scotia 
and  BrlUdi  Golnmbla,  I  fancy  he  would  not 
Int^ttonsUy  overlook  the  peat  fields  of  the 
Northwest  Territories;.  One  is  reminded 
seriously  of  the  old  adage  about  carrying 
coals  to  Newf-astlc.  I'o  talk  of  developing 
the  peat  beds  of  Nova  Scotia  leaves  an  Im- 
pression on  the  public  mind  that  there  Is 
no  coal  in  that  province  whereas,  on  the 
contmy>  some  of  the  finest  fields  on  the 

Hob.  Mr.  CHURCH. 


continent  are  to  be  found  In  Nova  Scotia. 
The  same  remark  applies  to  Vanconver 

Island  in  British  Columbia,  That  pro- 
vince Is  a  very  large  exporter  of  the 
very  best  quality  of  coal.  The  Bri- 
ish  admiralty,  as  well  as  consumers  along 
the  Pacific  coast  of  the  United  States  draw 
very  largely  from  the  coal  fields  of  Brittsb 
Columbia  and  no  finer  coal  fields  are  to  be 
found  on  the  continent  X  doobt  If  yon  wiii 
find  in  North  America  a  larger  area  of  coal 
than  exists  in  the  Northwest  Terntofies. 
Commencing  at  the  Saskatchewan  rivCT, 
where  the  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Hallway  crosses  it  as  the  eastern  boundary 
of  the  coal  areas  and  going  as  far  south  at 
the  international  boundary  line,  150  miles 
south  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway ; 
travelling  north  to  the  main  Saskatchewan 
river,  which  wlU  be  within  the  immediate 
vicinity  of  the  Canadian  Northern  Railway 
and  extending  to  the  traundary  of  the 
Rocky  Mountains,  a  distance  of  nearly 
400  miles,  I  venture  to  say  that  you  would 
scarcely  travel  any  fifty  miles  of  that  very 
large  area  wdthout  finding  excellent  coal. 
We  have  very  large  coal  mines  in  operafion 
not  only  within  the  area  to  which  I  have 
alluded,  but  south  and  west  of  that,  In 
what  I  may  term,  the  southeasterly  comer 
of  British  Columbia.  We  of  the  Northwest 
Territories  have  the  coal  mines  of  l#eth- 
bridge,  which  have  a  very  large  output, 
shipping  coal  all  through  the  territories  and 
as  far  east  as  Manitoba^  reaching  the 
Winnipeg  market,  and  competing  with 
United  States  coal.  That  Is  bituminous  coal 
and  of  a  first-class  character.  Then  at  the 
Crow's  Nest  Pass  the  mines  supply  coke  to 
the  great  smelters  of  Montana,  a  class  of 
coke  that  is  not  equalled  by  anything  pro- 
duced in  the  United  States.  It  is  claimed 
that  the  output  of  the  Crow's  Nest  coal 
companies  is  wi'thin  the  vidnl^  of  2,UUU 
tone  a  day.  We  have  then  a  very  large  and 
Impoitant  French  company  develt^lng  coal 
fields  at  Blairmore  and  at  Frank—in  that 
particular  part  of  the  southwestern  comer 
of  the  Northwest  Territories.  The  company 
is  largely  composed  of  French  capitalists 
and  these  mines  will,  I  have  no  doubt,  In 
the  near  future,  have  an  output  quite  as 
large  as  the  Crow's  Nest  Company.  We 
then  find  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  de- 
veloping qpon  a  very  large  scale  the  hard 
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coal  mines  at  Banff.  M7  bon.  friend 
from  Nova  Scotia  expresses  his  regret  that 
we  hare  no  hard  coal  in  Canada.  I  would 
not  be  safe  Id  saying  that  we  have  some  of 
the  largest  hard  coal  deposits  on  the  con- 
dnent.  but  I  can  assure  the  hon.  gentlemaD 
that  there  ^re  bard  coal  depoalts  'within  the 
district  of  Alberta  of  such  an  extent  as 
n-onld  really  startle  him.  They  are  not 
being  developed  to  any  extent.  The  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  has  lately  invested 
considerable  capital  In  exploratory  work 
with  very  satisfactory  results.  The  deve- 
lopment of  coal  mining  In  the  territories, 
and  in  British  Columbia,  particularly  the 
eastern  part  of  British  Columbia,  is  yet  in 
its  Infancy,  and  we  are  relying  to  a  very 
large  extent  upon  foreign  capital  and  enter- 
prise for  its  development.  The  trouble 
with  the  people  of  Canada  is  that  they  have 
no  faith  in  their  own  resources  and  very 
frequently  prefer  to  invest  their  money  in 
tonAga  coautries  rather  than  in  the  conntry 
13  which  they  belong  and  in  wlUch  they  have 
made  their  money.  We  find  for  instance 
the  coa]  resources  of  British  Columbia  and 
ttie  territories  very  Ifirgely  being  developed 
by  foreign  capital.  We  have  that  large 
French  company  to  which  I  have  alluded 
having  their  head  otUce  In  lillle,  i^'rance- 
Ibey  have  spent  a  large  amount  of  money 
la  develf^dng  the  Frank  coal  mines.  We 
have  a  large  United  States  company  working 
coal  mines  at  Canmore  and  Anthracite.  The 
Crow's  Nest  is  very  largely  a  Canadian  com- 
pany. We  have  coal  resources  within  the 
DoDiinioo  which  as  I  say,  if  fully  developed, 
would  doubtless,  at  an  early  day,  If  trans- 
portation facilities  be  provided,  be  equal  to 
the  demands  of  the  people  of  Canada.  I 
mention  these  facta  so  tliat  people  will  not 
nm  away  with  the  idea  that  Canada  is  des- 
titote  of  coal  resources. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— 1  wish  to  say 
a  word  with  reference  to  peat  fuel  and  the 
Tork  dcme  to  produce  a  merchantable  tar- 
tide.  I  know  personally  that  for  the  last 
fifteen  or  twenty  years  considerable  amoOnts 
of  money  have  been  spent  towards  perfect- 
ing a  pressing  machine  for  producing  peat 
fuel,  and  the  results  up  to  very  recently 
have  been  anything  but  sattstactory.  1 
have  a  friend  wiio  baa  invested  thousands 
and  thousands  of  dollars  for  years  in  this 
way.   Worbs  have  been  going  on  not  very 


far  from  the  residence  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Bedford  (Hon.  Mr.  Baker),  In  Fam- 
ham,  towards  perfecting  a  machine  to  press 
peat  in  such  a  way  as  to  be  able  to  produce 
it  and  put  it  on  the  market  at  a  reasonable 
price.  I  bear  that  lately  bis  efforts  have 
been  crowned  with  success.  I  do  not  think 
there  will  be  any  need  for  bonusing  t&e  in- 
dustry once  tbe  proper  machine  has  been 
found.  We  all  know  that  peat  is  abundant 
in  Canada.  Lately  a  Swedish  machine  has 
been  put  on  the  market  and  its  operation  haS' 
been  attended  with  satisfactory  results.  I 
am  told  by  a  gentleman  who  has  formed  a 
company  and  intends  to  operate  in  tbe  near 
future,  that  the  Canadian  machine,  which 
has  recently  been  invented,  is  much  superior 
to  anything  which  exists  to-day  in  Europe, 
iind  they  hope  very  soon  to  put  on  the  mai^ 
Uet  peat  which  will  be  welcome  by  all.  The- 
question  is  at  what  price  can  it  be  sold.  I 
suppose,  like  all  other  articles.  It  will  find 
its  own  level.  The  figure  mentioned  to  me 
was  about  three  dollars.  I  thought  that 
was  a  little  high,  but  when  tbe  Industry  is 
fairly  started,  very  likely  it  will  be  sold  at 
a  lower  price. 

Hon.  Mr.  FE/BGUSON— I  do  not  rise  for 
the  purpose  of  discussing  the  main  subject 
of  my  hon.  friend's  motion,  but  incidentally 
it  brings  up  another  subject,  and  that  Is  the 
value  of  peat  moss  for  litter  and  as  a  fer- 
tilizer. Tbe  late  Mr.  Edward  Jack,  of  New 
Brunswick,  made  some  very  extensive  in- 
vestigations and  experiments,  and  tbe  result 
was  to  settle  the  fact  that  in  the  province- 
of  New  Brunswick,  at  all  events,  and  pro- 
bably also  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  and 
possibly  in  all  our  other  provinces,  there  1* 
a  very  great  value  indeed  in  our  peat  bogs, 
not  merely  for  the  supply  of  fuel,  but  also 
for  litter  and  fertilizers.  Mr.  Jack's  reports 
on  tbis  subject  have  appeared  in  some  publi- 
cations In  tbe  B^artment  of  Agriculture 
within  tbe  last  half*  dozen  years,  and  in- 
them  it  is  stated  that  mmples  of  New 
Brunswick  peat  were  sent  to  Germany  for 
the  purpose  of  analysis  and  comparison  with 
the  valuable  peat  moss  of  that  country,  which- 
formed  a  very  Important  article  of  com- 
merce, and  the  New  Brunswick  moss  wa» 
found  to  be  even  more  valuaMe  than  the 
best  to  be  obtained  In  Germany.  When 
thoroughly  dried,  as  the  German  moss  was, 
It  was  found  that  the  New  Brunswick  mo&<i- 
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vaa  capable  ^  Mtaittlnr  tlilrty  times  Its 
own  weight  of  water.    The  advantage  of 

that  sort  of  littor  in  stal)loK  and  BUch  places 
foi-  llie  imrposo  of  takiug  vip  moisture  is 
very  ;;i'i-,-it  imiood.  In  the  city  of  Chris- 
tiania,  In  Norway,  peat  moss  Is  used  for  tlie 
porpose  of  abtotbtam  tte  eontentg  of  water 
okNMCe  tar  tk«  whaSe  tUb^.  it  Mr.  Jack  is 
ilgM  the  rendt  of  his  inveatigatlons- 
and  BCr.  Macfarlane,  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Department,  fully  and  completely  sustains 
Ills  view — tliero  is  a  very  Ki'eat  value  in  our 
peat  bogs  in  another  direction  altt^etber, 
and  that  is  for  fertilizers  and  absorbenta.  It 
is  found  that  this  peat  moss,  when  used  as 
ism&t,  iM  capable  of  abmbbig  the  liquid 
asmmtt  atablea  and  meb  places  and  being 
(wnverted  into  a  very  veiliiable  fertilizer. 
With  regard  to  the  nse  of  peat  for  fuel,  I 
confess  I  know  veiy  little  about  It  I  do  not 
doubt  that  in  Uie  ^'n■at  rcutral  part  of  our 
country,  where  there  are  no  coal  mines,  and 
where  the  foreata  have  been  depleted,  it  may 
b^  and  perhaps  ooi^t  to  be,  that  the  peat 
ifikonM  be  developed  and  turned  to.  ac- 
flonnt  Cor  the  production  of  fu^.  That  is 
not  at  all  likely  to  occur  in  the  eastern  pro- 
vinces. whiTo  the  coal  beds  of  Nova  Scotia 
furnisli  siirli  an  amplf  supply  of  fuel  nor  are 
thf  peiit  beds  likely  to  be  utilized  In  the 
west,  which  is  well  supplied  with  coal,  but 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  extensive  peat 
deposits  lu  Ontario  and  Qu^ec,  In  the  ab- 
sence of  coal,  ndi^t  prore  of  great  value  If 
dev«I<^^  and  mj  hon.  friend  from  Welling- 
ton tM  entitled  to  credit  for  having 
brought  tills  subject  before  the  House.  In  a 
climate  such  as  ours  the  fuel  supply  Is  one 
of  the  most  important  that  can  be  brought 
before  the  public. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUSt-I  agiae  with  the  hon. 
memljpr  from  Marshfield  lu  Saying  that  the 
hon.  yeiitleman  friiiu  WeKtngtou  is  to  be 
complimenled  for  having'  brought  to  the 
attention  of  this  honourable  House,  a  ques- 
tion of  such  ifl^rtance.  1  am  sure  we 
a»  all  la  aocotd  with  the  iffort  be  is  mak- 
lax  to  have  this  Question  properly  studied, 
bat  I  would  suggest  the  advlsabiiity  of 
ieavlug  out  of  the  motion  these  concluding 
wVtrds  ;— 

That  ot  absolute  dependence  on  our  Ameri- 
ef«  iH^igKbgfin  tar  .our  dally  supply  fuel. 

Mmu  JUK.  UeMVhLaii-^b»  BUggeatlon  of 
Mgr  fcok  XMtnd  Is  a  good  one,  and  1  am 

Hod.  Ur.  FBRGU80K. 


quite  willing  to  leave  out  those  words 
which  he  has  quoted. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  happened  to  be  a 
party  to  some  experiments  which  were 
made  comparing  peat  fuel  with  hard  coal. 
The  experiment  was  made  In  yuebec,  in 
the  presence  of  the  different  professors  of 
Laval  University.  Some  six  or  sevea 
pounds  of  hard  coal  were  put  into  one  of 
those  tortoise  stoves,  very  narrow  and 
high,  and  a  kettle  containing  about  four 
Inches  of  water  was  placed  upon  top  of  the 
stove.  The  necessary  wood  and  a  small 
qnanuiy  of  soft  coal  were  used  to  produce 
immediate  combustion.  It  took  thirty-one 
minutes  to  bring  the  water  to  the  boiling 
point,  and  the  boiling  lasted  fifteen  minutes 
dud  it  took  fifteen  minutes  more  before  all 
the  coal  ^as  consumed.  The  next  day, 
when  the  stove  was  quite  cold  the  peat  was 
tested.  The  same  quantity  was  put  in  the 
stove,  and  In  fourteen  minutes  after  It 
was  ignited  the  water  began  to  boll.  It 
continued  boiling  for  thirty-one  minutes  and 
the  whole  of  the  fuel  was  consumed  lu  ten 
minutes  afterwards,  making  the  duration 
of  the  fire  fifty-five  minutes,  as  compared 
with  sixty-one  minutes  with  the  hard  coal. 
With  peat  the  bolUug  point  was  reached 
much  sooner  than  with  the  coal,  and  It  con- 
tinued to  boil  a  great  deal  longer,  thirty- 
one  minutes,  compared  with  fifteen  minuter. 
I  may  say  that  when  the  peat  was  burning 
It  was  necessary  to  turn  the  key  and  close 
the  damper  of  the  stove  and  to  open  the 
windows.  The  experiments  were  made  in 
the  fall,  and  the  heat  In  the  room  waa  so 
great  that  it  was  necessary  to  open  the 
windows  while  the  peat  was  burning  ;  no- 
thing of  the  kind  occurred  when  the  anth- 
racite coal  was  tested.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  for  locomotives  peat  would  furnish  an 
excellent  fuel.  It  would  generate  steam 
quicker  in  this  climate,  and  the  railway 
companies  would  gain  largely  in  maintain- 
ing the  speed  of  their  trains.  They  would 
not  be  delayed  by  frost,  as  sometimes  hap- 
pens with  coal.  There  remains  always  the 
economic  question— -the  cost  of  producing 
the  fuel.  When  the  experiments  to  which 
I  refer  were  made,  we  were  told  that  the 
peat  fuel  was  produced  at  two  dollars  per 
ton.  In  fact  the  fuel  that  was  used  on  that 
occasion  cost  11.70  or  ?1.75,  but  the  estl- 
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mate  of  tbe  cost  was  92,  ana  It  was  tliougbt 
tbey  coaid  sell  It  at  one  dollar  per  ton  less 
than  bard  coal.  At  tbat  rate  they  esti- 
mated tbe  goTCTDment  woald  save  abont  one 

million  dollars  a  year  In  expense  of  running 
tbe  goreroment  railways  as  they  use  about 
one  million  tons  a  year.  I  mention  these 
facts  in  order  tbat  tbe  government  may  be 
lodnced  to  try  experiments  wltb  tboae  two 
faels,  to  ascertain  wbedier  peat  fuel  would 
be  suitable  for  ose  on  tbe  government  rail- 
ways, and  If  found  to  be  hs  good  as  It  Is 
claimed  for  it,  to  foster  the  Industry  and 
ttius  save  a  great  deal  of  money  to  tbe 
country, 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— While  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Wellington  has  given  us  a  great 
deal  of  valuable  information,  and  made  an 
excellent  suggestion,  be  stopped  short  of 
one  suggestion  which  be  ought  to  have 
made  to  tbe  government,  and  that  Is  tu 
take  the  duty  off  soft  coal.  I  live  In  n 
province  where  very  little  coal  Is  mined, 
and  we  are  obliged  to  pay  a  higher  price 
for  the  soft  coal  we  use.  for  tbe  ben^t 
of  tbe  miners  of  Nova  Scotia,  and  we  do 
not  Ifke  it.  I  believe  the  people  of  New 
Brunswick  are  In  favour  of  removing  the 
doty  on  soft  coal.  We  would  then  pay  less 
tn  our  coal,  and  with  the  duty  ott,  Ongllsh 
ccal  conld  be  brought  In,  and  It  surprises 
me  tbat  the  people  of  tbe  province  of  Que- 
bec do  not  see  tbat  English  coal  could  be 
landed  at  Montreal  more  cheaply  than  Nova 
Scotia  coal.  I  hope  tbe  government,  when 
it  takes  this  matter  into  consideration,  will 
also  bear  in  mind  that  there  are  provinces 
Ir  the  Dominion  which  do  not  produce  a 
great  deal  of  coal,  and  it  is  unfair  to  ta.^ 
ttiera  for  tbe  benefit  of  the  coal  mines  of 
otber  provinces.  I  will  take  another  op- 
portunity to  show  the  injustice  of  taxln? 
ns  tor  tbe  benefit  of  the  flour  producers  of 
the  west.  When  we  have  to  pay  a  duty 
on  our  fuel  and  on  our  flour  It  Is  a  pretty 
iiard  case. 

Tbe  motion  was  amended  by  striking  oat 

the  words — 

That  of  absolute  dependence  on  our  Ameri- 
ras  net^boura  for  our  daily  supply  of  fuel. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  hon.  gentleman 
bas  Introduced  a  very  Important  subject  and 
elldted  an  interesting  debate.   It  baa  taken 


l.erbaps  a  wider  range  than  he  contemplat- 
etl,  but  next  to  our  food  supply  our  fuel 
supply  Is  the  most  Important  subject.  For 
Kix  months  of  tbe  year  we  all  require  n 
^eat  deal  of  extra  heat,  and  I  doubt  If  any 
flix  million  people  in  any  other  country  re- 
Qulre  and  use  as  mncfa  fuel  as  tbe  people 
<>f  Canada  and  naturally  the  subject  Is  n 
very  Important  one  In  this  country.  Tlte 
object  which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  apparent- 
ly bad  in  view  was  to  prompt  the  govern- 
ment to  stimulate  tbe  production  of  peat 
i\v  granting  a  bounty.  I  doubt  whether 
my  friends  from  the  Pacific  slope  or  the  At- 
lantic const  would  see  tbe  propriety  of  that 
In  British  Columbia  and  In  Nova  Scotia, 
tlie  provincial  governments  get  a  pretty 
large  revenue  from  tbe  royalties  they  exact 
from  the  producers  of  coal,  and  It  would 
seem  rnther  Ineensistent  that  we  should 
give  n  bounty  to  a  rival  industry.  It  seems 
rnther  unfair  tbat  we  should  pay  a  bounty 
t"  parties  producing  peat  fuel  when  the  coal 
miners  In  tbe  east,  and  Uie  west  of  the 
Dominion  are  paying  a  royalty  on  the  coal 
they  mine.  However,  that  Is  merely  an 
Incident  which  occurred  to  my  mind 
during  the  debate  and  whifh  would 
iiatumlly  evoke  a  good  deal  of  opposition 
fi'om  that  cause.  The  discussion,  however, 
has  brought  out  a  great  many  Interesting 
points,  and  I  aball  be  glad  to  call  tbe  atten- 
tion of  my  colleagues  to  tbe  subject  to  as- 
certain what  can  be  done.  In  t^e  mean- 
time there  is  no  objection  to  the  order  go- 
ing. I  presume  when  the  hon.  gentleman 
prepared  his  motion,  he  had  in  view  the 
ilmitiition  of  his  last  words  to  Ontario,  Que- 
bec and  Manitoba,  but  It  Is  made  to  apply 
to  the  whole  Dominion.  So  far  as  the  three 
provinces  I  have  mentioned  are  concerned — 
and  they  embrace  over  tiiree-fourtbs  of  the 
population  of  Canada — tiiere  is  no  doubt  be 
Is  right  In  hie  assertion,  that  they  are  de- 
pendent on  the  United  States  for  that  most 
important  article  fuel,  and  year  by  year 
they  are  becoming  more  dependent  on  tbe 
United  States.  Although  the  motion  as 
prepared  applies  generally,  no  doubt  he  Das 
In  his  mind,  the  serious  effect  it  had  on  the 
people  of  Ontario,  Quebec  and  Manitoba. 
HS  they  are  the  principal  sufferers  in  Coti- 
sequence  of  there  being  absolutely  no  coal 
mined  in  those  sections  of  tbe  Dominion. 
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Hod.  Mr.  IfcUULLBN— I  should  like  to 
«dd  one  woril  to  wbat  tbe  Hon.  Secretary 
of  State  has  said.  He  has  suggested  that  a 
bounty  on  pent  fuel  might  be  looked  upoD 
as  boiiuain^  an  iniiusliy  in  competition  with 
the  coal  industry.  The  soft  coal  of  Nova 
Scotia  does  not  come  any  further  west  thah 
Montreal,  the  soft  coal  of  British  Columbia 
does  nqt  come  any  further  east  than 
Winnipeg,  and  there  it  la  sold  at  a 
high  irrice.  I  wM  In  Wlnnip^  the  other 
day  and  was  told  tiiat  hard  coal  sells  In 
that  city  at  something  like  $11.50  per  ton. 
Under  tliose  conditions  a  bounty  on  peat 
to  foster  industry  will  not  bring  it  in  com- 
petition with  any  coal  mined  In  Canada.  If 
the  coal  of  Nova  Scotia  was  supplying  the 
section  of  country  between  Montreal  and 
Wlnnlp^  then  there  might  be  some  ground 
for  (^Seeekw,  bnt  it  is  United  States  coal 
that  BUK^w  the  Canadian  people  who  live 
west  of  Montreal  and  east  of  Winnipeg.  1 
do  not  niili  the  government  to  subsidize  peat 
that  would  come  in  competition  with  Cana- 
dian coal.  Imt  fVfiy  uwr  onght  to  be  glad  if 
We  can  produce  fuel  which  will  keep  the 
mouey  in  our  own  country  which  now  goes 
abroad  to  purchase  fuel  In  the  United  States, 
in  replj  t»  mj  hon.  frigid  ^m  Calgary,  i 
wimld  say  tltat  I  had  no  Intention  to  belittle 
the  resources  of  onr  coal  areas  In  Canada. 
1  was  not  discussing  that  question  ;  my  re- 
marks were  as  to  the  advisability  of  fosier- 
Ing  the  production  of  some  kind  of  fuel  that 
would  sui>i)ly  the  people's  wants  instead  ot 
the  coal  which  we  now  have  to  Import  from 
United  States  In  the  centre  of  the  Dominion. 

X  am  i^tad  and  I  entlcely  endorse  what 
my  hon.  friend  b$a  said.  We  have  a  rlgut 
to  feel  proud  of  tbe  enormous  coal  area  in 
Canada  Itut  niifortiimiti'ly  they  are  at  the 
extrcnic  past  or  wost.  In  the  centre  of  our 
country  we  have  no  dii)OsitH  of  that  kind  at 
all,  and  we  are  just  left  to  depend  on  what 
ite  can  get  from  the  United  States,  or  pay 
the  Miormotis  chances  for  freight  which 
aseoBsarily  must  be  paid  If  we  obtain  onr 
BQpI>ly  irom   tiriash   (.;ommDia  or  Mova 

flcotta.  We  all  wish  ihe  coal  miners  of 
Nova  Scotia  every  success.  The  country 
has  c^itrlbnted  very  largely  to  their  success. 
When  T  had  the  pleasure  of  sitting  in  the 
Commons.  I  heard  the  answer  made  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways  that  we  were  carry- 
ing €oal  oTsr  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  for 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


three>tenths  of  a  cent  per  ton  per  mile  Ih 
order  to  enable  tlw  Nova  Scotia  coal  miners 
to  deliver  their  coal  in  Quebec  and  Hon- 
tieal.  We  were  not  receiving  In  that  charge 
sufficient  to  pay  for  the  running  of  the  cars. 
The  lowest  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
charges  is  seven-tenths  of  a  cent  to  seven  and 
one-half  of  a  cent  per  mile.  We  were'then 
carrying  it  for  three-tenths  of  a  cent  per 
mtl^  which  would  not  be  ruiming  expenses. 
Iti  addition  to  ttaat  the  people  in  Ontario, 
who  suffer  under  the  conditions  Z  have  mei- 
tioned  tuis  afternoon  and  who  have  been 
suffering  from  that  condition  for  tbe  last 
two  years,  have  peaceably  submitted  to  a 
duty  of  40  cents  a  ton  in  addition  to  tbe 
high  price  for  the  coal  they  send  us  from 
the  United  States.  We  would  be  glad  to 
get  rid  of  the  duty  on  coal.  We  wonld  be 
rejoiced  if  the  government  would  do  that 
ard  we  regret  that  when  the  United  States 
jiovernment  took  the  duty  off  coal  that  our 
government  did  not  respond  and  take  tbe 
duty  off  coal  also.  They  did  not  see  fit  to 
do  It,  and  I  suppose  they  considered  theli 
own  interests  in  the  course  they  adopted. 
I  have  no  desire  to  belittle  our  coal  resources, 
but  I  wish  we  would  bring  our  Dominion 
closer  together,  so  that  we  could  get  a  supply 
from  the  east  or  west  in  place  of  carrying 
II.  twelve  or  fifteen  hundred  miles. 

The  motion  agreed  to. 

REPRINTING     OF  GBOGRAPHICAL 
MAPS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN,  inquired  : 

Whether  it  is  the  Inteiition  ol  the  goveromeot 
to  have  reprinted  the  geographical  maps  of  th« 
couDtles  ntilch  have  boon  r<!disLrtbut4il  by  Act 
of  parliament  of  last  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  subject  has  never 
been  considered  by  the  government.  It  has 
not  been  discussed.  I  presume  when  the 
necessity  arlsu  for  it,  something  will  have 
to  be  done  in  ttaat  direction. 

Hou.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 
a  very  good  suggestion,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  might  bring  it  under  the  atten* 
tion  of  tbe  department  There  Is  a  book 
containing  the  geographical  maps  of  each 
of  the  constituencies  and  It  would  be  well 
If  it  could  be  produced  In  an  amended  form. 
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BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (16)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Frmeb 
River  Boom  Company,  I^imfted.— (Hon.  Mr. 

McMnllen.) 

Bill  (17)  An  Act  to  confer  on  tbe  Com- 
missioner of  Patents  certain  powers  for  tbe 
lell^  of  Obas.  Algernon  Parsons.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Gltwon). 

BUI  (20)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cas- 
capedia  Manufacturing  and  Trading  Com- 
pany.—(Hon.  Mr.  Olbson.) 

BUI  (23)  An  Act  respecting  the  Colling- 
wood  General  and  Marine  Hospital.— (Hon. 
Hr.  Kerr,  Coboaiv.) 

SECOND  R&ADIN(}S. 

Bill  (12)  An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal. 
Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  C<anal  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Edwards.) 

Bill  (19)  Xn  Act  respectinK  the  Atlantic. 
Quebec  and  Western  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Dandnrand.) 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEKATE. 

.  -Ottawa.  Tkuradav,  AprH  tl,  1904. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  rontiue  proceedings. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (9)  An  Act  to  reTlre  and  amend  tbe 
Acts  reqtecting  the  St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship 
Canal  {Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Lougheed.) 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  privilege.  I  have  had  a  docnment 
placed  in  my  hands  but  I  am  not  a  legal 
man  and  know  nothing  of  tbe  Intricacies  of 
law.  However,  it  Is  called  by  some  a  brief. 
1  propose  to  do  as  Is  usually  done  in  public 
or  private  life  when  any  lost  or  stolen  arti- 
cle is  fonnd,  to  put  In  tbe  papers  a  notice 
*l>*t  anybody  making  application  can  have 
the  brief  by  proving  property.  But  tbe  pri- 


vilege which  causes  me  to  rise  Is  that  this 
document  announces  what  the  Senate  is 
going  to  do.  It  aays  a  Bill  has  t>een  drafted 
and  will  be  Introduced  into  tbe  Senate  at 
once,  and  that  it  will  be  sent  to  a  committee 
with  my  motion,  in  the  interests  of  the 
company.  Well.'  I  do  not  object  to  that  If 
they  carry  it  In  tbe  House ;  but  what  I  do 
object  to  is  that  this  petition  says  *  Re 
Senator  Domville's  motion  for  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  affairs  of  the  Mutual  Reserve.' 
It  says  that  my  action  is  due  to  a  desire  to 
levy  blackmail.  That  la  the  queston  I 
bring  up  I  shall  later  have  to  deal  with  it 
These  papers  are  a  defence  of  the  company 
and  I  have  no  right  to  retain  them.  I 
propose  to  lay  these  papers  on  tbe  table  oS 
tbe  House  that  they  may  be  reclaimed  by 
tbe  owner.  I  nray  be  asked  where  I  get 
these  papers  from.  They  were  banded  to  me 
some  one  who  found  them  on  the  floor  of 
the  House,  and  thought  they  were  my 
papers  and  they  wei-e  brought  straight  to 
me. 

NOTICES  OF  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  gave  notice  of  motion 

for  Tuesday  next : — 

That  every  motion  for  an  adjournment  of  the 
Senate  Inconsistent  with  rules  three  and  seven 
of  the  standing  orders  of  this  House,  sball, 
under  rule  thirteen,  be  deemed  special  and 
require  one  intermediate  day's  notice  of  such 
motion. 

He  said  :    With  the  permlsrion  of  the 

House  I  would  like  to  offer  a  few  remarks 
in  explanation  of  this  motion.  When  a 
question  of  fldjournment  was  before  the 
House  tbe  other  day  I  raised  the  point  of 
order  that  under  rule  thirteen  there  should 
hnve  been  an  Intermediate  day's  notice  of 
tbe  motion.  That  point  of  order  was  decided 
adversely  to  me  by  the  chair,  and  I  did  not 
think  proper  at  the  time — ^In  fact  I  was  not 
prepared,  having  no  books  with  me — to  con- 
trovert the  ruling  of  the  chair.  I  said  I 
would,  whenever  another  opportunity  pre- 
sented Itself,  bring  the  question  up  for  the 
formal  consideration  and  decision  of  the 
Senate.  There  is  no  more  important  ntfe 
among  our  standing  orders  than  rule  thir- 
teen, and  the  House  should  decide  one  way 
or  tbe  other  with  regard  to  it,  so  that  there 
should  be  no  further  doubt  on  tbe  subject. 
I    intended    to    move,    should    such  an- 
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-ottier  motion  be,saade,  by  raising  tbe  point 
of  order,  and  then  have  It  decided  by  the 
House:  but  on  fuiisideration  I  found  two  rea- 
Bniis  why  I  should  oot  take  that  course.  Tne 
first  roason  uns  that  If  I  attempted  to  con- 
trovert tbe  ded^on  of  tbe  Speaker  upon  a 
pending  motion  to  •djoum,  I  wonld  not  get 
a  dedsicHi  pan  mud  simple  upon  my  point 
of  orOar,  b«e«iiM  it  might  happen  that  some 
SenUeman  who  desired  an  adjonmment 
wcnid  support  the  Speaker's  decision  with- 
out giving  it  the  careful  consideration  It 
ouglit  to  receive.  Id  the  second  place  i 
think  it  would  be  a  more  delicate  way  of 
getting  the  decision  of  the  House  on  tEls 
rule  lij'  not  raising  it  formally  on  a  decision 
ot  the  Speaker.  I  thought  it  would  be  a 
moie  fttenfly  wasr  round  of  doing  it. 
Xbere  In  mQitaig  nnfrlendly  In  a  desire 
to  get «  aettsfactory  and  certain  decision  on 
a  point  of  such  importance  to  the  House, 
and  there  can  be  nothing  of  a  party  charact- 
er in  it.  We  are  all,  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  desirous  that  our  proceedings  should 
be  governed  by  rules,  and  that  those  rules 
should  be  pco!perly  construed.  The  Import- 
anoB  of  tbe  qneatton  Is  this  :  If  the  Speaker's 
rtiUng  Is  correct  tfa«%  Is  no  rule  among  our 
standing  orders  to  prevent  any  member— 
:i9  was  stated  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  tiahilieiT.v.  aiul  I  perfectly  agree  with 
that  portion  of  his  remarks — from  rising 
here  at  any  moment  in  a  thin  House,  per- 
haps with  a  bare  quorum  present,  and  mov- 
ing that  the  House  adjourn  for  a  day,  a 
week,  or  a  miratfa. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCO'!'T~It  would  be  clearly 
eontiary  to  the  well  established  practice. 

Hon.  Mr.  UILLBB— There  Is  no  well  ra- 

tablished  practice  here  ;  we  want  well  un- 
derstood rules.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
ventured  to  use  the  term  'well  established 
practice."  I  will  make  one  or  two  remarks 
on  that.  Last  session,  frequent  motions  of 
this  kind  were  made.  Supposing  tbey  had  not 
to  give  the  Intermediate  day's  notice,  the 
paiat  of  order  was  not  raised,  and  no  one 
objected,  and  tiierefore  the  question  could 
not  be  considered  decided.  If  any  one 
h'&d  raised  a  point  of  order  and  a 
decision  by  ilic  i  ioase  had  been  rendered 
and  a  practice  established,  that  would 
be  different.  Supposing  the  universal  prac- 
tice had  been  to  make  such  a  motion  with- 
oat  nrifee  at  all,  tbat  would  not  eitahuih 

Hon.  Mr.  IflLLER. 


a  rule.  So  far  as  I  can  And,  there  la  no 
rule  among  our  standing  orders  that  would 

prevent  a  member  from  moving  without 
notice  that  the  House  adjourn  for  a  week, 
a  fortnight,  or  a  month.  Rule  seventeen, 
quoted  by  bis  hon.  the  Speaker,  does  not  Id 
my  opinion  at  all  refer,  to  such  a  motion, 
and  if  it  does  not  there  la  no  rale.  Now,  my 
object  Is  to  get  a  discussion  and  decision  ij 
tbe  House  on  this  Important  qnestlon.  I 
wish  hon.  gentlemen  would  take  the  trouble 
Ui  look  into  the  point,  because  It  is  very  Im- 
portant, and  I  want  to  get  tbe  deo:slOD  ot 
the  House  in  the  most  agreeable  manner  to 
all  concerned,  and  without  personal  or  party 
irritation,  or  inconvenience  to  gentlemSD 
who  on  a  pending  motion  for  adjoamment 
would  be  IlkeHy  to  oppose  me  on  the  point 
of  order. 

THE  APPOINTMBNT  OF  J.  B.  JACKSON. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BQWELL  moved: 

Tbat  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  Oenera]  praring 
that  His  Excelleticy  will  cause  to  be  laid  upon 
tbe  table  of  the  Senate  copies  of  all  corres- 
pondence and  recommendations  which  led  to 
the  appointment  of  J.  B.  Jackson  to  tho  posi- 
tion of  commercial  agent  to  Lieeds  and  Hull 
England,  at  a  salary  of  three  thousand  dollars 
per  annum,  and  office  and  contingent  expenses. 

He  said  :  It  is  needless  for  me  to  aa'y  that 
when  the  announcement  was  made -in  the 
newspapers  that  a  gentleman  by  the  name 
of  Jackson  bad  been  appointed  commercial 
agent  to  represent  Canada  In  England,  It 
was  received  with  a  very  great  deal  of  sur- 
prise by  those  who  have  paid  any  attentloD 
to  the  political  <^Bnicter  of  this  gentlemen 
and  bis  actions  at  the  different  elections 
which  have  taken  place  in  the  province  of 
Ontario.  I  made  up  my  mind  then,  arter 
reading  an  explanation  that  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works,  the 
Hon.  James  Sutherland,  at  a  by-election 
which  was  held  in  the  county  of  Oxford, 
that  I  would  endeavour  to  ascertain  when 
the  House  met  the  facts  in  connection  witb 
the  appointment,  and  for  that  reason  i 
placed  upon  the  notice  paper  the  following 
inquiry  : — 

Whether  a  man  by  the  name  of  J.  B.  Jack- 
son, of  Ingersoll,  Ontario,  has  been  appointed 
to  any  position  in  England  or  elsewhere,  by 
the  government  of  Canada,  or  any  member  of 
■aid  government? 
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If  so,  what  are  the  duties  assigned  to  him, 
and  what  salary  or  remuneration  Is  he  to  re- 
ceive for  the  performance  of  such  services? 

That  inquiry  stood  upon  the  motion  paper 
for  ii  number  of  dajs,  and  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  brought  down  his  answer  in 
writing,  so  that  there  might  be  no  mistalte 
irbaterer  as  to  the  language  which  he  used 
in  ex|i)a]ning  the  appointment.  The  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  in  answer  to  my  inquiry 
said  I— 

J.  B.  Jackson,  of  Ingersoll.  Ontario,  was  ap- 
pointed by  Order  in  Council  of  date  October 
3l9t.  1903  (appointment  to  date  from  1st  No- 
vember, 1903)  commercial  agent  to  Leeds  and 

Hull.  England. 

His  duties  are  to  report  monthly,  or  more 
frequently,  if  necessary,  to  the  Department 
ot  Trade  and  Commerce  upon  all  trade  mat- 
ters which  may  be  of  Interest  to  Canadian 
exporters,  and  to  use  his  best  endeavour  to 
further  Canada's  market  la  the  district  to 
wMcb  he  is  assigned.  These  reports  are 
published  weekly  and  are  sent  to  any  bust- 
ness  men  in  Canada  desiring  them. 

Mr.  Jackson's  salary  is  $3.0W)  per  annum, 
and  office  and  contingent  expenses. 

The  explanation  given  of  the  appointment 
by  the  hon.  Minister  of  Public  Works  is 
in  direct  contradiction  to  that  given  in  the 
answer  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  the 
other  day.  During  a  by-elei-tion  in  the  west 
the  question  was  asked  Mr.  Sutherland  whe- 
ther Jackson  had  been  appointed  to  any  po- 
Bition.  Mr.  Sutherland  the  Minister  of  Pub- 
lie  Works  Kave  the  following  answer  : — 

I  have  heard  since  I  came  home  

Hon.  gentlemen  will  understand  that  that 
Is  the  hon.  gentleman's  home  and  constitu- 
ency.  He  said  : 

I  have  heard  since  I  came  home  something 
In  reference  to  acts  ot  Mr.  Jackson  that  were 
Dot  creditable  to  him,  but  his  appointment 
*as  a  departmental  matter  under  the  minister, 
Sir  tuctiard  Cartwrlght.  and  I  have  no  doubt 
flut  he  had  no  Idea  there  vas  anything 
WTons. 

tpon  reading  this  explanation  I  exclaimed 
'Innocent,  simple  Jim.* 

When  be  Is  called  to  account  at  a  public 
meeting  for  the  ai^olntment  of  a  man  wb'A 
had  committed  acts  which  should  land  him 
In  the  penitentiary,  (as  I  think  I  will  be  able 
to  prove  before  I  conclude,  by  the  evidence 
which  was  given  In  the  trial  of  the  contested 
election  which  was  then  going  on),  we  find 
tile  Minister  of  Public  Works  telling  the 
people  that  he  had  beard  since  be  came 
home  that  certain  acts  had  been  committed 
by  Jackson  which  were  not  creditable  to 
him.  thereby  inferring  that  be  had  not  rend 
It 


the  report  of  the  election  trial,  for  if  be  had 
he  could  not  truthfully  have  made  that 
statement.  And  then  he  says,  throwing  the 
responsibility  upon  one  of  his  colleagues, 
that  the  appointment  was  a  departmental 
one,  and  that  Jackson  had  been  appointed 
by  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght.  The  hon.  Swre- 
tary  of  State,  on  the  contrary,  tells  this 
House  that  Jackson  was  solemnly  appoint- 
ed by  Order  in  Council  in  November  of  last 
year,  and  that  the  duties  that  be  had  to  per- 
form were  fully  detailed  in  that  Order  In 
Council,  and  that  he  was  to  have  a  salary  of 
$3,000  a  year.  I  must  leave  the  question 
with  these  two  ministers  of  the  same  cabi- 
net, to  explain  to  the  public  and  to  the 
House  If  they  can,  how  It  Is  that  one  min- 
ister could  deliberately  tell  a  public  audi- 
ence that  it  was  a  departmental  appoint- 
ment ;  that  he  knew  nothing  whatever  of 
the  wrongs  which  had  been  committed  and 
the  attitude  biken  by  Mr.  Jackson  at  the 
election,  when  the  fact  was  that  he  as  a 
member  of  the  executive  council,  must  have 
known  that  an  Order  in  Council  had  been 
passed  appointing  this  man  to  the  position 
of  commercial  agent  at  a  salary  of  $3,000 
per  annum.  Who  Is  this  Mr.  Jeckson  ?  l^et 
us  look  at  bis  history,  as  most  public  men 
do  if  they  wish  to  keep  abreast  of  events  as 
they  are  transpiring.  I  find  that  at  the  gen- 
eral election,  when  the  Minister  of  Trade 
and  Commerce,  the  Hon.  Sir  Klchard  Cart- 
wright,  was  about  seeking  election  in  Ox- 
ford, that  there  was  a  gentleman  living  in 
Toronto  by  the  name  of  Janes,  who  was 
also  a  candidate,  and  it  was  a  doubtful 
question  at  that  time  as  to  whether  Mr. 
Janes  would  not.  being  a  leading  Liberal, 
secure  the  nomination  at  the  convention 
which  was  to  be  held  to  select  a  candidate. 
At  that  time  the  premier,  .Sir  Wilfrid  Lan- 
rler,  wrote  to  this  same  Mr,  Jackson  in 
favour  of  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght,  using  the 
expression  that  he  hoped  everything  would 
be  done  to  secure  the  nomination  for  Sir 
Richard  Cartwrlght,  who  had,  to  use  hrs 
own  language,  done  so  much  for  the  wel- 
fare of  Canada.  We  can  understand  the 
premier  of  the  country  sending  a  letter  of 
that  kind  to  one  of  the  manipulators  of  the 
party  In  any  constituency.  I  do  not  pre- 
tend to  say,  nor  even  to  insinuate,  because 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  it,  that  Sir  Wilfrid 
Lnurler  bad  any  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
character  of  this  man,   and  consequently 
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might  look  upon  It  as  an  ordinary  event  in 
the  conduct  of  parliamentary  elections,  using 
the  influence  which  he  would  necessarily 
possess  In  writing  to  one  of  bis  friends  ask- 
ing him  to  do  what  he  could  to  secure  the 
nomination  for  a  colleague.  Then,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  there  was  another  gentleman 
who  has  been  'well  provided  for  of  late. 
That  is  a  Mr.  Preston,  of  whom  I  have  no 
doubt  many  hon.  gentlemen  have  heard.  He 
also  wrote  a  letter  to  this  same  Mr.  Jackson 
urging  liim  to  secure  the  nomination  of  Sir 
Richard  Cartwrigbt  at  the  convention,  and 
one  reason  which  be  gave  was  that  ur. 
Janes  must  not  be  selected  because  he  is 
unworthy.  On  what  account  ?  Because  he 
had  refused  to  subscribe  to  the  election 
fund.  That  is  tiie  language  of  Mr.  Preston 
— and  that  when  he,  Janes,  was  asked  for 
money  he  said  he  had  no  money  for  party 
purposes.  I  need  scarcely  tell  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  are  listening  to  me  the  result 
of  these  two  letters,  first  the  inttuence  of  the 
premier  and  the  letter  of  the  author  oi 
*  Hug  the  machine  *,  telling  him  that  Str. 
Janes  was  not  a  suitable  candidate  for  the 
party  because  he  had  refused  to  subscribe 
and  because  he  had  the  audacity  to  tell  him 
that  he  had  no  money  for  party  purposes. 
Well  it  has  been  stated — (I  am  not  saying 
it  upon  my  own  authority)— that  Mr.  Jane^ 
has  been  looking  very  anxiously  towards  a 
seat  In  this  House,  and  it  was  generally  un- 
derstood that  that  was  to  be  bis  reward  for 
getting  out  of  the  way.  My  hon.  friend  sit- 
ting before  me  sujlling  (Hod.  Mr.  Kerr)  got 
the  inside  track  itud  hjis  the  position,  and 
.liines  was  left  out  in  the  cold,  and  it  may 
po^ii^ibiy  lie  because  he  did  not  subscribe 
to  the  party  fund  that  he  did  not  get  the 
appointment.  It  is  not  necessary  for  me 
to  describe  who  Mr.  Preston  ^8,  as  every 
one  who  has  followed  his  career  politically, 
knows  verj-  well  what  his  antecedents  have 
been.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  so. 
but  it  was  generally  Intimated  that  In  order 
to  get  him  out  of  this  country  to  prevent 
Iiis  being  put  in  the  witness  box,  he 
received  a  very  lucrative  position,  from  this 
ffovernmeut.  fn  England,  where  he  now 
IS,  So  mucii  Ij.v  way  of  introduction. 
Now  who  is  This  Mr.  Jackson,  and  what 
position  does  he  hold  in  the  estimation 
of  the  people  of  Ontario  ?  I  refer 
to  that  portion  of  the  people  who  have  the 
Hon.  Sir  SCACKENZTB  BOWBLL. 


I  slightest  regard  for  political  morality.  I 
I  do  not  pretend  to  say  that  all  the  crimes  ot 
j  impropriety  at  elections  have  been  commft- 
]  ted  by  one  particular  party.  I  bellere  there 
has  been  altogether  too  much  of  it.  It  has 
arrived  at  that  stage  in  which  political 
morality  is  completely  demoralized;  people 
have  forgotten  to  even  consider  what  It  Is, 
or  what  principle  should  guide  them  In  tiie 
conduct  of  elections,  and  when  we  know 
that  men  of  this  character  are  appointed  to 
the  important  positions  to  which  I  have  call- 
ed the  attention  of  the  Senate,  and  when 
we  know  also  that  Mr.  Preston,  who  was 
the  prime  mover  in  all  the  machine  opera- 
tions that  took  place  In  Ontario,  was  reward- 
ed by  the  government,  how  could  you  ex- 
pect the  electors  of  the  country  to  have  any 
regard  for  what,  I  repeat,  is  political  mor- 
ality. At  the  trial  to  contest  the  validity  and 
correctness  of  the  election  of  Mr.  Suther- 
land, in  North  Oxford,  this  same  Mr.  Jack- 
son was  one  of  the  witnesses.  I  shall  read 
a  little  of  the  evidence  that  I  may  sustain 
the  position  which  I  hare  taken  In  reference 
to  this  gentleman.  The  evidence  reads  as 
follows: 

Clias.  Parker,  ot  Woodstock  was  put  in  the 
box  and  he  declared  that  be  bad  been  ap- 
proached by  George  Fomier,  the  Liberal 
trusty  man,  who  had  been  employed  to  '  bust ' 
the  election.  Incidentally  Fornier  was  the 
hero  of  a  police  court  record. 

The  Toronto  '  Globe '  of  the  17th  re- 
ports him  as  follows: 

Chas.  Parker,  of  Woodstock  swore  Fornier 
had  approached  him  and  asked  him  to  say  he 
had  rpcelved  money  from  Joseph  Clark  for  his 
vote  Fornier  promised  him  be  would  receive 
ten  dollars  it  be  did  so,  and  said  he  would  cor- 
roborate bis  statement.  He,  Parker,  had  re- 
ceived five  dollars  from  Jackson. 

That  is  the  gentleman  who  has  been 
appointed  to  this  important  position.  The 

witness  continues: 

He  received  the  money  by  mall,  and  pro- 
duced the  envelope.  He  had  also  received 
ave  dollars  direct  from  Jackson.  He,  Parker, 
presumed  this  was  paid  him  to  get  him  to 
awear  to  thts.  Fomier  had  told  bim  there  was 
$100  to  divide  between  Parker,  Fornier  and 
Keeler  if  they  gave  the  evidence. 

The  *  Mall  *  reports  him  as  follows: 

The  witness  understood  it  was  to  be  for 
this  false  story.  There  was  nothing  else  for 
which  he  could  get  It.  .  .  .  He  had  been 
in  J.  B.  Jackson's  law  office  when  a  man  named 
Sutherland  or  Sullivan  had  told  him  that  If 
he  would  stick  to  his  story  he  would  give  him 
two  ten-dollar  bills  in  an  envelope. 
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Of  course  It  was  not  Sutherland,  but  Sul- 
livan, the  famous  Cap.  Sullivan,  of  whom 
most  of  you  who  have  kept  track  of  these 
elecHoD  trials  and  election  villany— I  think 
tbat  is  not  too  strong  an  expression  to  use 
-it  was  Cap.  Sullivan  and  not  Sutherland, 
have  heard  altboagli  the  wltneas  was  not 
rare  whether  his  name  was  SulliTan  or 
Sotberland. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  that  the  same 
Cap.  Sullivan  who  figured  in  the  Gamey 
charges 7 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes 
the  same,  and  be  has  been  one  of  the  trust- 
ed organizers  of  t^e  Ontario  government  for 
years  past. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — What  Is  the 
date  of  the  paper  the  hon.  gentleman  is  read- 
ing from  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
□ot  know  the  date.  I  am  reading  extracts 
from  the  evidence  given  at  that  trial. 

Boa.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  trial  to  un- 
seat Donald  Sutherland. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  was 
tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Street  and  Mr. 
.lostice  Britton.  The  petition  was  to  unseat 
Donald  Sutherland  who  was  elected  in 
Oxford. 

Hon.  Jfr.  KERB  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman gave  the  date  the  17th. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Per- 
haps I  did  ;  if  so,  I  must  have  read  it.  Mr. 
Blake  conducting  the  case  for  the  defence 
pot  the  question  '  was  that  true  ?  Were 
fou  paid  this  five  dollars  ? '  He  said  '  no.* 
Then  he  ie  asked  : 

And  was  Fornier  present  when  that  money 
waa  paid?  A.  There  was  no  money  paid  by 
Jackwn. 

Wlut  money  did  you  receive  up  to  tbat 
time!  A.  |6.76  from  Pick  (a  Liberal  worker) 
and  iwo  ta-blll«  from  Jackson  end  fivo  more 
trom  him  a  (ew  alglits  ago.  wbich  he  sent  me  by 
Fomler. 

Then  the  next  man  put  in  the  box  was  a 
man  named  Cihambers,  who*  I  very  much 
regret  to  say,  was  the  former  Conservative 
candidate  in  the  same  constituency  on  be- 
half of  the  Conservative  party  at  the  local 
elections,  bnt  who  sold  himself  to  Jackson 
■nd  the  others  for  the  consideration  which 
I  will  read  to  you.  Another  portion  of  the 
report  from  the  '  Globe '  of  October  17,  reads 
as  follows  :— 
9i 


Mr.  JaekBoa  -was  uoder  examination  by  Ur. 

Blake  as  follows: — 

He  (Jackson)  had  also  paid  Edward  Cham- 
bers for  getting  evidence.  Chambers  was  a 
machine  agent,  and  was  paid  $376  last  Mon- 
day morning.  Hr.  Chambers  was  the  Con- 
servative nominee  In  the  laet  election.  He 
wanted  $1,500. 

Did  he  ever  ask  for  more?  A.  I  rather 
think  he  asked  for  $2,000.  ^ 

Didn't  he  ask  for  |6,000T  A.  Fire  thousand 
dollars  may  have  been  mentioned;  I  am  not 
certain. 

How  much  did  you  promise  to  give  him? 
A.  I  gave  him  $376  and  promised  him  |375  If 
he  gave  evidence  to  substantiate  eight  charge* 
he  gave  me. 

He  got  $376,  and  was  to  have  $375  more 
provided  he  supplied  sufficient  evidence  ta 
substantiate  the  charges  which  he  had 
made.  It  will  be  seen  tbat  he  admitted  he 
had  paid  him  money  but  denied  tbat  be  had 
promised  him  a  sovenmient  position  if  he 
upset  the  election.    Jackson  then  said  : 

Several  government  positions  bad  been  in  his 
mind  for  years.  It  was  perfectly  natural  tor 
him,  Jackson,  to  aay: 

I  want  the  House  to  pay  particular  atten- 

Hon  to  this. 

To  say  that  he  told  Chambers  it  did  not 
matter  to  him  whether  the  evidence  was  true 
or  false,  ao  long  as  it  upset  the  election. 

This  is  tlie  man  that  the  government  have 
taken  to  their  bosom  and  appointed  to  an 
important  position  in  England  at  $3,000  per 
year,  to  look  after  our  commercial  Intereets 
in  tbat  country.  It  was  generally  under- 
stood at  that  time  that  Mr.  Jackson,  l>eing 
a  lawyer,  was  looking  for  a  Judgeship,  but 
after  his  trial  and  his  acknowledging  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  no  consequence  to  him  whe- 
ther the  evidence  in  court  was  true  or  false, 
so  long  as  it  accomplished  the  object  of 
unseating  Mr.  Sutherland.  Then  In  the  re- 
port in  the  '  Globe  '  

Hon.    Mr.    KERR  (Toronto) — Of  what 

year  1 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  must  know  when  that  trial 
took  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— The  'Globe'  of 
October  18.  3902. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 

rending  from  the  '  Globe's '  report  of  the 
evidence.  I  have  taken  the  reports  in  the 
'  Globe '  and  the  '  Mail  *,  when  they  are  deal- 
ing with  the  same  points,  In  order  that  the 
House  and  the  country  may  understand  tbat 
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the  reports  are  not  from  one  party  alone.  I 
might  say,  however,  that  In  one  or  two  In- 
stances the  *  Globe '  has  not  put  the  points 
as  clearly  nod  polntetlly  as  the  '  Mai) '  did, 
but  it  has  given  it  not  only  sufficient  promi- 
mence,  but  wltb  sufficient  clearness,  to  stamp 
this  map  Jackson,  as  one  who  certainly 
should  not  be  recognized  or  countenanced 
by  any  government.  I  will  read  again  from 
tlie  report  of  the  '  Globe  *: 

In  the  croBS-examlDatlon  by  Mr.  Blake  the 
witness,  Mr.  Avery,  said  Jackson  told  him  to 
swear  be  got  nothing  for  signing  the  declara- 
tlon.  Mr.  Jackson  said  to  bim  that  If  he  was 
asked  it  he  made  the  declaration  he  should 
say  he  did.  If  he  was  asked  it  he  received  any 
money  for  making  the  declaration  be  should 
say  he  did  not. 

There  was  not  only  subornation  of  per- 
jury, but  suggesting  to  this  witness  that  be 
should  deny  baring  received  money  when 
he  had  received  It,  and  tbat  be  should  maEe 
the  denial  under  oatb.  Mr.  Blalce,  In  com- 
menting upon  this  evidence,  used  tbe  fol- 
lowing language : 

In  all  my  experience  I  have  never  itnown 
such  a  decided  attempt  to  pervert  and  obstruct 
Justice.  .  .  These  men  have  been  paid  to 
make  declarations,  and  then  told  tbat  tbey 
must  swear  to  them  in  court  to  protect  them- 
selves. When  we  see  one  criminal  after  an- 
other brought  into  court  with  fabricated  evi- 
dence, are  we  not  Justified  in  assuming  that 
some  of  this  1600  was  used  for  that  purpose? 

That  is  the  ?600  which  bad  been  paid,  re- 
ferred to  in  another  part  of  the  evidence. 
Amongst  a  number  of  witnesses  brought 
into  court  were  men  who  had  been  either 
In  jail,  in  penitentiary,  or  convicted  of  some 
crime  or  other,  ranging  from  tbe  negro  down 
to  the  lowest  •pot-bouse  frequenter  that 
could  be  found  in  tbe  city.  All  that  trans- 
pired In  tbe  cross-examination,  and  Is  shown 
to  be  the  fact.  The  Liberal  senior  counsel, 
Mr.  G.  il.  Watson.  Q.C.  protested  against 
Mr.  ninke's  language.  Of  course  Mr.  Blake 
wa.s  putting  It  as  strongly  as  he  could  in 
defence  of  bis  <Hlent.  He  w^as  pointing  out 
to  tbe  court.  In  the  strong  language  which 
those  who  know  him  understand  he  is  cap- 
able of  using  as  well  as  nny  man  nt  the 
bar,  if  not  better,  the  conduct  of  Jackson. 
The  '  Globe '  report  says  that  his  language 
was  so  pointed  tbat: 

The  Liberal  senior  counsel,  Mr.  G.  H.  Wat- 
son. K.C.,  protests  against  Mr.  Blake's  langu- 
age, and  suggested  that  it  was  due  to  chagrin 
over  bis  change  of  political  allegiance. 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 


I  micht  say  to  those  who  have  kept  abreast 
of  tbe  times  that  Mr.  Samuel  Blake,  known 
to  be  a  life-long  Liberal,  has  taken  b  stand 
against  tbe  Ross  government  on  account 
of  their  acta,  and  particularly  on  account  of 
the  election  frauds  wfalcb  bave  been  exposed 
in  the  courts  of  Ontario.  *  Mr.  Blake  pun- 
gently  reiterated.'  says  the  report  '  pointing 
to  Mr.  Jackson,  one  of  tbe  reasons  of  it 
(that  is  what  is  termed  the  change  of  politi- 
cal (pinion)  '  is  tbat  there  are  sncb  men  as 
be  in  ttie  Liberal  party.*  In  rei^y  to  tbe 
objection  taken  by  Mr.  Watson,  and  tbe 
language  used  by  Mr.  Blake  tbe  judge  gave 
tue  following  opinion: 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Watson's  protest,  Mr.  Justice 
Street  pronounced  one  of  the  most  severe  re- 
bukes upon  the  methods  adopted  by  Mr.  Jack- 
son in  conducting  this  case  that  haTe  ever 
been  recorded  in  Canadian  legal  aonalB.  His 
Lordship  spoke  as  follows: 

Ills  report  Is  given  by  the  *  Mall  '  ver- 
batim: 

I  do  not  agree  with  you  at  all.  I  mast  call 
attentloQ  to  tbe  Improper,  reprehensible  means 
which  have  been  proved  bere  to  have  t>eeii 
devoted  to  an  absolutely  improper  purpose. 
We  cannot  ;  it  is  Impossible  to  follow  ramifl- 
catlons  of  such  extent.  I  feel  that  in  this  case 
I  cannot  get  out  of  my  mind,  certainty  the 
possibility  of  tbe  course  of  Justice  baviDg  been 
affected  by  this  expenditure  of  money.  I  con- 
sider counsel  In  a  case  of  this  kind  is  cer- 
tainly Justified  in  referring  to  tbat  fact.  Here 
is  a  man  of  the  lowest  possible  character  

Hon.  Mr.  FEIlGUSOX~Wbo  said  tbat? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIJ^ustice 

Street. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN — Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  am 
not  surprised  that  the  hon.  minister  without 
portfolio  XHon.  iMr.i  Teropleman)  laugbs. 
When  tbe  government  of  which  be  Is  a 
member  are  responsible  for  appointing  sudi 
n  character  as  Jackson  to  an  Important 
ofBce<  I  am  not  surprised  that  be  should  try 
to  turn  the  subject  Into  ridicule.  It  Is  what 
I  would  exjiect  from  hon.  gentlemen  who 
would  make  sucb  an  appointment. 

Hon.  Mr.  KKHR  (Cobourg)— It  is  only  due 

to  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  tbe  langu- 
age used  by  tbe  judge  was  not  applied  to 
Jackson,  but  to  a  person  who  bad  given 
evidence  there.  I  think  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
misunderstands  the  report 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
hon.  gentleman  can  put  what  interpretation 
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he  likes  upon  it.  However,  mucb  tbe  hoit 
sentlemuu  may  be  disposed  to  defend  the 

government  for  appointing  Jackson,  one 
tbing  in  certain.  Jackson  admitted  under 
oath  that  be  had  told  these  parties,  it  mat- 
tered not  whether  they  told  tbe  truth  or 
not  so  long  as  the  object  for  which  they 
were  imid  was  nccompllshed.  I  will  read 
the  reinarlis  of  the  Judge  again: 

I  consider  counsel  io  a  case  of  this  kind  la 
certainly  Justified  in  reterring  to  that  fact. 
Here  Is  a  man  of  the  lowest  possible  character 
—Mr.  Jackson,  of  Ingersoll,  has  associated 
Willi  men  of  the  lowest  possible  character. 
It  is  evident  he  must  have  desired  to  have 
been  made  to  procure  the  proving  of  chaises 
in  this  petition.  There  Is  no  doubt  of  it.  I 
have  seen  nothing  like  it  In  my  experlenoc 
before.    How  Is  it  possible  for  me  to  trust  it? 

I  do  not  propose  to  pursue  this  matter 
further  than  to  make  one  or  two  more 
quotations  from  the  'Globe'  in  its 
luciil  moments.  I  suppose  it  must  have  been 
on  a  Monday,  because  we  find  that  the 
'Glohe's*  editorial  articles  on  Mondays  dis- 
play some  little  comimnctlons  of  conscience 
In  dp.ilinR  with  matters  which  it  defends. 
Tbe  •  (Jlobe  '.  on  the  21st  of  November.  1903, 
u-ies  this  l]ingu:i}:e.  and  it  is  language  I 
think  that  would  be  a|)|troved  of  by  every 
honest  man  in  the  country: 

Tbe  Liberal  Journals  that  disapprove  of  any 
such  use  of  patronage  as  would  seem  to  re- 
ward discreditable  election  workers  and  at- 
tempt the  flrat  resort  to  tactics  such  as  would 
compromise  the  good  name  of  the  Liberal 
party  In  any  constituency  gtve  the  government 
the  best  evidence  of  the  truest  and  most  nse- 
fal  trtendship. 

I  approve  of  that  language  as  made  ap- 
plicable to  both  parties.  When  tbe  govern- 
ment rewards  scoundrels  of  this  character 
it  is  the  duty  of  their  supporters  to  call  at- 
tention to  it  and  show  their  disapprobation 
of  it.  If  there  was  more  of  that  done  In 
the  country  we  would  have  less  of  such 
rascality.  The  '  Ulobe '  In  commenting  on 
this  evidence,  quotes  the  following  langu- 
age editorially: 

Mr.  Jackson,  of  Ingersoll,  has  associated  with 
men  ot  the  lowest  possible  character.  It  Is 
evident  he  must  have  desired  eTtdeoce  to  have 
been  made  to  procure  the  proving  of  charges 
in  this  petition.  There  Is  no  doubt  ot  it.  I 
have  seen  nothing  like  It  la  court  in  my  ex- 
perience b^ore. 

That  Is  tbe  language  used  by  the  Judge 
in  his  reply  to  Mr.  Watson's  objection.  Fur- 
ther on  in  the  same  article  tbe  '  Globe ' 
quotes  from  Its  own  reports: 


Mr.  Jackson,  solicitor  for  tbe  petitioners, 
admitted  that  he  had  paid  Mr.  Chambers,  Con- 
servative nominee  In  the  last  election,  $375, 
and  had  promised  him  J375  more  If  six  out  of 
eight  charges,  of  which  particulars  were  fur- 
nished by  Chambers,  were  proven. 

Xow,  without  pursuing  this  evidence  any 
further  I  asfe  any  honest  man,  I  care  not  to 
which  party  he  may  belong,  what  he  thinks 
of  the  appointing  of  a  man  of  this  character 
to  so  important  a  position  as  that  which  has 
been  given  to  Jackson  in  England  ?  This 
is  but  a  title  of  what  might  be  proved 
against  this  man  In  connection  with  the  or- 
ganization of  the  party  In  tbe  west,  In  asso- 
ciation witAi  others  who  organized  the  party. 
It  bas  been  the  practice  In  the  past — and  I 
think  I  am  saying  nothing  but  what  is  quite 
correct— that  in  many  trials  In  which  the 
;;rosso3t  bribery  had  been  committed  and 
which  could  be  proved,  the  important  wit- 
nesses were  sent  out  of  the  country.  I 
could  occupy  your  time  tot  an  hour  giving 
the  names  of  parties  wbo  have  'been  sent  out 
of  the  country  under  the  pay  of  tbe  party 
to  prevent  them  being  examined  as  wit- 
nesses. The  premier  of  Ontario  and  his 
colleagues  down  to  those  who  have  operated 
tbe  machine  have  been  parties  to  transac- 
tions of  that  kind.  We  all  know  of  the  case 
of  Bole— bis  name  is  not  spelled  like  mine— 
a  man  of  the  kidney  which  my  hon.  friend 
from  Toronto,  Judging  t>y  his  remarks  and 
actions,  would  admire.  It  is  known  that  Bole 
who  manipulated  ballot  boxes  in  tbe  west 
and  committed  acts  for  which,  if  properly 
punished,  he  should  be  in  the  penitentiary, 
left  the  country,  and  could  not  be  found,  and ' 
when  be  was  discovered  he  was  found  to  be 
in  the  pay  of  a  life  insurance  company  of 
which  tbe  premier  of  Ontario  Is  the  presid- 
ent Now,  I  can  understand  the  explanation 
given  by  Mr.  Ross— and  I  have  stated  priv- 
ately in  conversation  with  those  who  have 
discussed  this  question— that  as  president  of 
that  company,  Mr.  Ross  may  have  known 
nothing  whatever  of  the  appointment  of 
Bole  to  a  position  under  tbe  company,  or 
his  continuing  to  hold  it  in  the  association. 
I  can  understand  that  he  truthfully  denied 
that  he  had  any  knowledge  of  Mr.  Bole 
being  employed  In  that  eompauy  ;  but  Mr. 
Bole  came  back,  and  the  '  Globe '  with  Its 
usual  tactics  taunted  the  Conservatives,  for 
not  having  arrested  him  and  put  him  on 
trial,  knowing  at  the  same  time  that  tli» 


Digitized  by 


Google 


134 


SENATE 


time  had  elapsed  wittiln  wbich  he  could  be 
arrested  for  any  action  taken  in  connection 
with  lliat  contest.  Notwithstanding  that 
fact  having  been  discussed  at  the  time,  Bole 
Is  still  in  the  employment  of  that  company 
In  Trinidad,  and  the  premier,  as  president  of 
the  company,  cannot  give  the  same  excuse 
that  he  gave  before.  Summing  up  the  whole 
thing  we  have  Prestou,  the  machinist  of  the 
party  sent  to  England  as  government  emi- 
gration agent,  for  whfcb  position  he  re- 
ceives a  good  round  salary.  We  have  .now 
Jackson  who  has  committed  the  acts  I  have 
mentioned,  and  has  admitted  his  guilt  in 
connection  with  that  election,  also  rewarded 
by  the  government  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  the  tlilnklng  portion  of  the  Liberal 
party  condemn  tiiis  action  of  the  govern- 
ment Just  as  strongly  as  I  have  done.  I 
know  in  private  conversation  with  some  of 
them  they  have  told  me  that  there  is  no 
justification  for  it,  and  It  Is  for  the  coun- 
try to  pronounce  a  verdict  upon  the  con- 
duct of  the  government  for  acting  as  they 
have  done  In  connection  with  these  election 
frauds.  I  regretted  very  much  when  I  saw 
that  the  Minister  of  Justice  had  pardoned 
Bruneau,  the  man  who  committed  so  many 
frauds,  including  perjury,  in  connection  with 
elections  in  Montreal.  The  reason  given  for 
that  rei)rieve  is  laughable.  They  got  a 
doctor's  report  that  it  wfls  necessary  that 
Bruneau  should  walk  about  in  the  fresh  air 
in  order  to  recover  his  health.  Is  that  a 
sufficient  reason  for  releasing  a  man  con- 
victed of  political  crimes,  such  as  Bruneau 
bad  committed  in  Montreal  ?  I  hesitate  not 
to  condemn  it  iu  the  strongest  possible  way, 
and  I  rejoice  to  know  that  the  judges  In  the 
city  of  Toronto  have  sent  to  Jail  for  one 
and  two  years  returning  officers  and  poli 
clerks  who  manipulated  the  ballots  and  com- 
mitted election  frauds  at  the  municipal 
elections  in  that  city.  It  is  true  some  of 
them  belonged  to  the  Conservative  party, 
but  it  is  time  that  this  country  should  put 
down  such  frauds  with  a  strong  hand  by 
whomsoever  committed  if  we  ever  expect 
to  have  honest  elections  in  Canada.  Here  is 
another  instance  in  which  the  Liberal  au- 
thorities favoured  a  political  friend.  Mc- 
Gulre,  the  Liberal  who  committed  the  fraud 
at  these  same  elections  was  spirited  oflf  to 
the  United  States  and  be  Is  there  to-day. 
His  bonds  have  been  estreated  and  I  am 
Hod.  Sir  MAITKB.N'ZIB  BOWELL. 


quite  satisfied  ISiat  if  the  Judge  who  con- 
demned those  who  were  convicted  of  fraud 
can  by  any  means  insist  upon  the  payment 
of  the  amount  tor  wni<^  the  bonOs-maD 
became  ball  he  will  do  it  He  has  displayed 
in  these  trials — and  I  say  It  to  bis  credit— 
a  spirit  which  will  tend  to  clear  the  at- 
mosphere in  the  future  and  which  wilt 
cause  pe<^le  to  hesitate  before  committing 
frauds  to  secure  the  election  of  friends  of 
their  party.  I  express  no  hope  in  the  mat- 
ter, because  I  have  very  little  confidence  in 
what  the  government  wilJ  do  ae  far  as  their 
party  ends  are  concerned,  but  In  justice  to 
themselves  and  to  the  people  of  this  country' 
such  frauds  should  be  punished  ;  they  c«- 
tainly  should  not  be  rewarded  as  tbey  have 
been  In  the  cases  to  which  I  have  referred, 
and  which  I  fepr  very  much  will  be  repeat- 
ed unless  the  people  utter  a  strong  condem- 
nation of  the  practice.  I  itrust  if  there  is  any 
such  correspondence  and  recommendatlonfl 
as  my  motion  calls  for  that  we  ^hall  have 
them  in  orjer  that  we  may  know  who  the 
parties  are  who  took  the  responsibility  of 
mak,tng  the  recommendation.  We  know 
now  who  appointed  him  ;  let  us  know  who 
the  parties  are  who  recommended  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEKK  (Toronto)— I  should  like 
to  say  a  word  or  two  with  reference  to  this 
matter,  because  I  think  it  U  only  fair  to 
those  who  are  not  here  and  not  in  the  coun- 
try that  a  word  or  two  should  be  said  lest 
any  wrong  conclusion  should  be  arrived  at 
with  reference  to  them,  although  they  are 
not  the  subjects  probably  of  the  inquiry  here 
or  the  motion  here.  The  hon.  member  who 
submitted  this  matter,  based  the  imputa- 
tions that  he  has  made  against  Mr.  Jackson 
upon  the  proceedings  "t  the  trial,  and  iu 
particular  read  statements  and  comments 
that  were  made  in  the  press  with  reference 
to  the  action  of  Mr.  Jackson  in  procuring 
evidence  through  one  Chambers  for  use  at 
that  trial.  The  petition,  let  It  be  under- 
stood, was  a  petition  in  a  local  provincial 
election  case.  The  Conservative  candidate 
had  been  elected.  Chambers  had  been  a 
nominee  at  the  convention  for  the  candidat- 
ure, and  had  been  a  Conservative  candidate 
in  that  constituency  when  the  ease  came  ou 
for  trial.  Particulars  had  been  delivered 
as  to  parties  bribed.  Names  of  witnesses 
were  given  and  a  number  of  persons  were 
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nnmed  as  having  been  bribed  by  the  Con- 
Bcrvatlve  party.   The  result  of  the  election  | 
trial  was  that  bribery  was  proven  to  such  an  i 
extent  as  to  affect  the  election  and  to  un-  ; 
seat  the  Conservative  candidate.  ■ 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^What  | 
does  the'hon.  gentleman  say?  ^ 

Hon.  :Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)--The  result  was  ^ 
a  new  election. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI,L— No. 
there  was  no  new  election.  Mr.  Sutherland 
was  not  unseated.  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  K^R  (Toronto)— Yes,  a  new 

election. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO\VEI>L— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  Kl:<itil  (Toronto)— The  result  was 
tbat  in  procuring  the  evidence  for  use  at 
that  trial  Mr.  Jackson  having  named  a 

numljer  of  persons  as  being  bribed,  sub- 
pcenaed  Mr.  Chambers,  the  Conservative 
nominee  and  candidate  that  I  have  referred 
to  twfore,  as  a  witness  to  give  evidence,  and 
when  be  served  him  with  a  subpoena^  Cham- 
bers stated  to  him— and  that  is  what  the 
eridence  is— that  he  could  furnish  sufficient 
evidence  to  unseat  the  candidate.  I  will  read 
it  so  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  about 
what  that  WAS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  do 
not  deny  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Chambers 
was  the  Conser^'ative  nominee  in  the  last 
dection.  He  (Jackson)  saw  Chambers  In 
Woodstock  last  we^,  having  gone  to  sub- 
pcena  him.  Chambers  said  he  knew  a  suffi- 
cient amount  of  evidence  to  unseat  Mr. 
Satberland. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— What  is  the  hon. 

geiitlem«n  reading  from? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  report  of 
the  evidence  at  the  trial. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEKiiUSON— Who  Is  the  wit- 
ness? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Jackson. 
'C'tiambers,  when  he  was  Bubpcenaed  by 
Jackson,  told  htm  that  he  knew  a  suffi- 
cient amount  of  evidence  to  unseat  Mr. 
Sutherland,  and  said  he  did  not  want  to  be 
called  himself,  but  be  would  like  to  know 
what  Mr.  Jackson  would  say  about  getting 
that  evidence,  on  the  understanding  that 
he  (Chambers)  would  not  be  called  to  give 


evidence  at  all,  and  be  nsketl  for  ^l^VK).* 
Now  we  all  know  perfectly  well— those 
who  are  familiar  with  election  trials— 
the  great  trouble  and  difficulty  there  is 
in  proving  the  payment  of  the  bribe, 
and  how  the  man  who  has  received  the 
money  will  very  frequently  deny  it,  and 
deny  it  until  you  can  confront  him 
with  the  evidence  of  the  man  who  bribed 
him.  Unfortunately  it  is  the  case.  In  one 
case  where  a  Conservative  candidate  was 
unseated,  thirty  witnesses  in  succession 
denied  tbat  they  had  received  the  brit>e,  and 
after  one  man  was  proved  to  have  been 
bribed,  the  man  who  had  paid  the  money 
went  into  the  box  and  testified  that  the 
whole  thirty  bad  been  bribed.  That  is  an 
Illustration. 

Hon.  Sh-  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^What 

case  was  tbat? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  Prescott 
election  case,  when  George  Hamilton  was 
unseated. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGL'SON— How  many  years 
ago? 

Hon.  5Ir.  KERR  (Toronto)— A  great  many 
years  ajjo.  It  Is  an  old  practice  in  the  Con- 
sotvatlve  Ciiuij),  and  I  am  sorry  to  say,  it 
ai)pears  to  have  been  brought  down  to  date. 
When  this  proposal  was  made  by  Mr.  Cham- 
bers, the  Conservative  nominee,  to  Mr.  Jack- 
son,  the  result  was  that  a  negotiation  was 
entered  into  between  them  with  the  view  on 
Chambers  part  of  getting  some  money  out 
of  the  matter,  and  at  the  same  time  giv- 
ing away  his  party  for  the  consideration  he 
was  to  get,  and  giving  the  names  of  per- 
sons who  could  prove  bribery  without  his 
being  put  in  the  box,  and  i^thout  its  being 
known  that  he  was  the  one  that  had  given 
information.  Hiat  being  so,  the  result  was 
that  the  judge  found  afterwards  that  a  sum 
of  $37.")  had  been  paid  and  a  further  sum  of 
$37'i  was  to  be  paid.  That  was  not  to  be 
paid  to  Chambers  for  giving  his  testimony. 
It  was  not  subornation  of  perjury.  It  was 
to  be  paid  for  information  which  would 
enable  Jackson  to  call  the  witnesses  who 
were  to  depose  to  the  act. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  not  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Pardon  me, 
that  is  exactly  what  the  evidence  was.  AiM 
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let  me  say,  if  the  bon.  gentleman  woald  pro- 
cure a  copy  of  the  evidence  taken  tn  short- 
hand at  the  trial,  he  would  find  the  evid- 
ence did  not  at  all  warrant  the  quotations 
'  from  the  newspapers  as  the  remarks  of  tlie 
judge.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  the  Judge  did 
not  disapprove  of  these  acts.  I  do  not  mean 
to  say  the  Judge  did  not  think  that  as  a  mat- 
ter of  professional  ethics  it  was  probably 
beyond  the  boarder  line,  but  'diere  was  no 
-imputation  made  what  ever  that  Jacksoo 
had  ■  committed  anything  in  the  shape  of  a 
crime  which,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  said  a 
few  momenta  ago,  would  place  him  within 
the  pale  of  the  penitentiary.  What  was 
done  was  that  Chambers  had  stipulated  that 
for  a  given  sum  he  would  furnish  the  names 
of  parties  who  would  prove  the  bribery 
sufficiently  to  unseat  the  election  without 
Chnmliers  being  called  as  a  witness  and 
ejcpDsed  as  the  person  who  was  giving  the 
Information.  That  is  exactly  what  the  point 
was.  Hon.  gentleman  know  what  the  ditii- 
culties  are  In  proving  bribery.  You  have 
all  had  experience  more  or  less  In  observing 
these  cases.  If  not-  being  further  concerned 
in  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Not 
personally. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Not  person- 
ally, of  course,  but  we  have  all  had  the  op- 
portunity of  seeing  It,  and  the  question  is 
whether  all  that  was  proven — and  that  is 
what  was  proven— and  the  payment  of  $875 
under  those  circumstances  warrants  the 
statement  that  Mr.  Jackson  was  unfit  for 
any  position  In  the  employ  of  the  govern- 
ment. 

Hon,  Mr.  MILLER — Wliat  about  tue 
statement  that  It  did  not  matter  whether 
tilt'  evidence  to  be  paid  for  was  true  or 
false  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KKKR  (Toronto)— Jackson  de- 
nied that  he  said  It  made  no  difference  whe- 
ther the  evidence  was  true  or  not. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 

reported  that  he  admitted  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- No,  he  denied 
that.  It  was  simply  the  same  thing  as  the 
employment  of  Chambers  who,  coming  from 
the  opponent's  camp,  was  In  a  position  to 
know  how  the  moneys  had  been  used  cor- 
ruptly In  that  county  for  the  purpose  of  car- 
Hot.  Mr.  KCRR  (Toronto). 


rylng  the  election,  and  It  was  employiag 
him  as  the  agent  to  give  the  names;  times 

and  particulars  when  the  bribery  had  in  fact 
been  committed.  It  is  perfectly  plain  that 
was  not  an  offence  against  any  law.  The 
question  would  be  whether  that  could  have 
been  accomplished  In  another  way.  I'er- 
haps  It  could.  Those  who  are  familiar  with 
the  circumstanteg  of  election  trials  woaid 
know  how  difficult  It  has  been  aometlmes  to 
get  that  done  the  other  way  when  It  baa 
been  tried.  Under  these  circumstances  It 
seems  to  me  that  the  language  which  was 
used  by  the  bon.  gentleman  in  ^waking  to 
this  motion,  in  which  he  declared  that  Mr. 
jacKson  In  consequence  of  what  he  nad 
done  and  was  proven  to  nave  done  uao 
proven  himself  to  be  unfit  for  any  kind  of 
position  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDpNALD  (B.<J.)— Did  he 
not  pay  money  to  Chambers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— He  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDON'ALD  (B.C.)— That  is 
enough  to  condemn  bim. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Paid  for  ser 

vices. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— tor 
being  a  ti'altor. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEUR  (Toronto)— For  telling 
what  these  people  had  done,  for  showing 
liow  much  money  had  been  ^ent  corruptly 
by  the  Tory  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDO.XALD  (B.C.)— It  was 
bribery  on  Jackson's  part. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Chambers 
telling  on  his  ovm  party.  He  did  not  want 
to  go  into  the  box  and  state  it  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDO^TALD  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  cannot  wnitewash  Jackson. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)--Can  the  bon. 
gentleman  whitewash  Chambers  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He  l8 

just  as  bad  as  the  other  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— That  was  the 
kind  of  man  employed  by  the  ConservatlTe 
party  In  that  election.  He  spent  the  money, 
or  knew  of  its  distribution.  He  was  giving 
the  thing  away,  and  giving  his  services  Id 
that  respect  I  am  not  saying  that  I  would 
have  done  it,  or  I  am  not  saying  the  bon. 
gentleman  would  have  done  It. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C)— I  am  not 
justifyinjr  the  Conservative.  Both  are 
equally  guilty. 

■  Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — In  reference 
to  the  statement  as  to  what  Jackson  did  In 
the  payment  of  that  money  for  the  Informa- 
tion which  enaljled  the  other  side  to  prove 
the  corroption  practiced  by  the  opposite 
party  in  that  particular  electiftn,  I  leave  it 
to  the  House  to  say  whether  that  was  such 
condact  as  disentitled  Jackson  to  an  appolnt- 
meot.  I  am  sorry  the  names  of  other  parties 
have  been  dragged  into  this  discussion.  Of 
coufse  Mr.  Preston's  name  hag  been  used, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  seems  to  IvUdw  n 
great  deal  more  than  anybody  else  of  the  ex- 
tent to  which  Preston  had  figured  in  con- 
nection with  the  liberal  par^  in  elections. 
He  knows  more  than  I  do  with  reference  to 
That  he  has  done,  but  Mr.  Preston  is  not 
here.  He  is  doing  a  great  service  for 
Canada.  He  is  the  most  efficient  immigra- 
tion agent  Canada  has  ever  sent  to  England, 
and  has  produced  greater  results. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— He  is  making 
speeches  against  preferential  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— He  may  or  he 
may  not  be  making  speeches.  That  is  a 
matter  of  judgment  as  to  whether  he  Is 
t^ht  or  not  That  Is  a  question  on  which 
he  is  entitled  to  hare  his  own  opinion  aa 
well  as  anybody  else,  but  be  is  producing 
greater  results  than  had  been  produced  by 
any  representative  or  agent  sent  over  be- 
fore him.  and  I  think  it  Is  a  pity  this  reflec- 
tion on  his  characteV  should  be  dragged  into 
a  discussion  of  this  kind,  which  has  no 
Mereoce  to  him  as  to  his  acts. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  have 
one  word  to  aay  In  reply  to  what  the  hon. 
Sentleman  read.  He  said  the  Conservative 
candidate  was  unseated.  In  that  he  Is  In 
wror.  He  was  not  unseated.  Neither  was 
there  another  election.  The  only  point  upon 
which  the  judges  differed  at  all  in  that  ease 
was  as  to  a  dollar  which  Mr.  Sutherland  had 
PsId  to  a  hostler,  who  had  taken  care  of  his 
horse.  That  is  the  only  thing  that  was 
liroved  against  Mr.  Sutherland,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Street  did  not  consider  it  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  unseat  him,  and  send 
him  back  to  his  constituency.  The  hon. 
gentleman's  memory  In  that  respect  is  In 


error,  and  If  he  will  permit  me  to  say  it— 
and  I  say  it  very  respectfully — It  is  equafly 
at  fault  in  reference  to  the  other  points  to 
which  he  has  called  the  attention  of  the 
Hpuse.  The  '  tu  quoque  '  argument  does 
not  meet  this  case  at  all.  I  stated  in  my  re- 
marks that  I  deprecated  this  kind  of  thing 
as  much  as  any  one  could,  and  I  agreed  that 
the  necessity  that  existed  In  the  country  at 
.the  present  moment  was  that  both  parties 
should  set  their  faces  against  it.  Now,  he 
is  detendlng  it,  and  1  questton  wdetner 
thei-e  is  another  senator  In  the  House  who 
would  justify  the  actions  of  Mr.  Jackson  In 
this  matter,  as  well  as  in  other  matters.  I 
am  not  going  to  refer  to  the  remarks  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  in  reference 
to  what  has  taken  place  in  the  party  to 
which  I  belong.  One  thing  Is  certain,  and 
that  is  that  Mr.  Chambers  was  disreputable 
enough  to  enter  Into  an  alliance  with  this 
respectable  Mr.  Jackson,  who  has  had  a 
certificate  of  character  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken,  to  sell  himself. 
He  appears  to  know  more  about  the  matter 
than  anybody  else.  1  do  not  arrogate  to  my- 
self such  a  knowledge,  but  I  do  claim  to  be 
a  tolerably  close  student  of  political  events 
as  they  occur,  reading  the  newspapers  pro 
and  con,  and  having  a  tolerably  good 
memory,  I  am  glad  to  say  that  I  remember 
the  principal  incidents  connected  with  all  of 
these  trials.  The  hon.  gentleman  has 
by  a  piece  of-^I  was  going  to  say  for- 
ensic eloquence — no,  forensic  sophistry — I 
do  not  want  it  to  be  understood  dlsres^iect- 
fully,  but  I  can  think  of  no  other  word  to 
convey  my  meaning,  In  reference  to  Jack- 
son—taken precious  good  care  not  to  refer 
to  the  admission  which  Jackson  made  un- 
der oath,  and  which  I  am  quoting  now  from 
the  'Globe.'  His  morality  was  of  such  a 
character  that  he  said  '  I  considered  it  na- 
tural to  say  that  I  told  Chambers  it  did  not 
matter  whether  the  evidence  was  true  or 
false,  so  long  as  It  upset  the  ejection.'  There 
is  the  statement  of  the  man  himself,  HIa 
ideas  of  right  and  wrong,  and  his  Ideas  of 
the  course  that  he  thought  he  was  justified 
In  taking  in  order  to  uiisejit  Mr.  Sutherland, 
was  that  he  cai-ed  not  whether  the  evidence 
was  true  or  false,  so  long  as  It  accomplished 
the  object. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Instigation  to  subor- 
nation. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It  was 
an  Instigation  of  subornfltlon  to  perjury.  He 
says  :  *  ITore,  is  your  money.  You  will  have 
So  much  if  you  accomplish  such  an  object' 
What  was  tbe  object  ?  To  prove  six  of  tiie 
eight  charges  which  Chambers  said  he  could 
bifing  fMTwrd.  So  long  as  he  could  unseat 
the  man  he  did  not  care  whether  the  sworn 
evidence  was  true  or  not.  That  is  the  ehar- 
a(;ter  of  tBe  man  the  hon.  gentleman  de- 
feuds.  ;iiul  whom  the  government  have  re- 
warded for  his  endeavours  to  purchase  men 
to  swear  to  lies. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Did  Jaclison  admit 
having  made  that  statement  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
'tHobe '  so  reports  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  care  what 
the  '  Gilobe '  reports.  Did  Jackson  admit  in 
his  evidence  that  be  made  that  sUtement 

to  Cbniubers  ? 

Hon.  .^ir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes. 

Hon.  ilr.  CLORAN— 1  understood  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  he  denied  it. 

Hon.  Sh:  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes, 
he  did  sa;  ijiat  he  denied  it 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — He  made  a  denial  In 
court. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He  did 
no]  dtny  It  In  court.    He  denied  it  after- 

^  ai-ds. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— The  govern- 
ment have  no  objection  to  the  motion  of  my 
boil,  friend,  and  if  there  are  any  papers  in 
connf'ctioii  with  this  matter  they  will  be 
brought  down.  Fortunately  for  me,  or  un- 
fortutrately,  as  the  case  may  be,  I  come  from 
a  province  where  these  things  do  not  occur, 
either  on  the  Conservative  or  Liberal  side. 
We  have  a  very  pure  election  out  in  British 
Columbia,  and  I  think  our  good  friends  from 
the  eaj^t  nil  both  sides  of  politics  might  take 
p.Ttiorn  from  the  manner  in  which  the  west- 
ii  u  districts  conduct  elections.  Personally 
I  know  nothing  about  these  matters,  or  I 
should  be  very  happy  to  say  something  on  the 
question  raised  by  my  bon.  friend.  He  had 
no  doubt  only  one  object  In  view,  which  was 
not  to  tret  papers,  but  to  make  a  political 
pui'titian  speech  in  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Oh,  oh. 
Hon.  Mr.  MILLER. 


Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— No  question 
about  it  We!I,  he  has  achieved  the  object 
he  had  in  view.  If  there  are  any  papers,  as 
I  said  before,  there  will  be  no  ohjecttoo 
whatever  to  their  production. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 1 
think  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  ri^t 
to  impute  motives  to  anybody. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  am  Impothig 
no  motive  whatever,  I  am  stating  my  bon. 
friend's  object  I  have  said  noUiing  about 
motive. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  have 
no  objection  to  that  but  I  object  to  the  hon* 
gentleman  judging  others  by  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  do  not  think 
that  taunt  is  justlflable  at  all.  However, 
there  Is  no  objection  to  bringing  down  the 
papers.  I  cannot  discuss  this  matter.  I 
must  say  frankly  I  do  not  understand  the 
subject.  However,  if  there  are  any  papers 
they  will  be  presented  to  the  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottowa,  Friday,  April  23,  mi. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

.MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSOCIATION 
POLICIES. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  inquired  of  the 
government : 

What  amount  of  assessmeut  policies  ol  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Life  Association  exist  in  Can- 
ada at  present,  and  how  mauy  policies  of  the 
old  line  buainesa  now  being  adopted  are  In 
force,  and  for  what  amount  ;  also,  what  funa" 
are  held  by  the  novernment  for  each  system  of 
insurance  in  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  inquiry  is  as  follows  :  Of 
the  assessment  business  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  now  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insurance  Company, 
Issued  prior  to  lltb  August  1899,  t^ere  was 
outstanding  at  the  31st  December,  1903, 
policies  to  the  number  of  4,028,  and  to  the 
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amount  of  |7.929,700  ;  ami  of  the  business 
Issued  since  the  said  lltb  August,  1899,  upou 
the  Jegal  reserFe  basis,  there  was  then  out- 
stfloding  566  poHciea,  to  the  amount  of 
$1,412,S20.  Of  the  amount  now  on  deposit 
with  the  Receiver  General  there  Is  applicable 
to  the  assessment  policy-holders  of  the  date 
prior  to  lltH  Au^st,  1889,  $238,460  par 
value,  the  present  accepted  value  being 
?218,938 ;  and  to  liolders  of  legal  reeerve 
policies  $41,607  par  value  (including  the 
amount  now  in  Hie  hands  of  the  company's 
trustees),  the  capital .  value  whereof  is 
$38.98^ 

IXSUKAXCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB  inquired  of  the 
government : 

It  a  draft  of  an  luBuraoce  Bill  to  amend  the 
present  Act  has  been  submUtcd  to  the  Insur- 
ance Department  ?  If  so,  when,  and  by  whom  ? 
U  the  Insurance  Department  prepared  any  such 
BUI.  and  it  80,  at  vhose  BuggeatlOD,  and  at 
what  date,  and  in  whose  bands  it  was  placed  In 
after  having  been  so  prepared  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  draft  of  a  proposed 
Bill  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  department  on  the  13th  April, 
19M,  and  an  amended  draft  on  the  20th 
April,  1901,  both  by  Mr.  Angus  MacMarchy. 

The  Insurance  department  has  not  pre- 
pared any  Bill  on  the  subject. 

INSURANCE  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  to  lay  on  the 
taMe  of  the  House  a  return  to  an  address 
dated  October,  1903,  for  a  statement  show- 
ing the  amount  of  premiums  of  insurance 
against  fire  which  have  been  paid  each  year 
la  the  city  of  Montreal  during  tiie  last  ten 
years,  np  to  the  1st  July  last,  and  also  show- 
ily the  amounts  paid  each  year  at  Mont- 
real during  the  same  period  by  Insur- 
ance companies  to  holders  of  policies. 
The  companies  are  not  bound  to  furnish  this 
information,  and  in  a  cifcular  letter  they 
d«cliae  to  furnish  it,  except  in  the  cases  of 
the  Anglo-American  Fire  Insurance  Com- 
pany, the  Connecticut  Fire  Insurance  Com- 
pany, the  Law  Union  and  Grown  Insurance 
Cotopany,  and  the  London  Fire  Insurance 
Company.  These  are  the  only  companies 
who  bare  made  any  returns. 


THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (11)  An  Act  respecting  the  British 
Columbia   Southern   Railway  Company. — 

(Hon.  Mr.  Lougheed.) 

Bill  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Dan- 

durand.) 

Bill  (14t  Au  Act  respecting  the  Atlantic 
and  Northwest  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 

Mr.  Baker.) 

Bill  (15)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa, 
Northern  and  Western  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  Daudurand.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (lU)  An  Act  resttecting  the  French 
River  Boom  Company,  Limited. — (Hon.  Mr. 

McMuIlen.)  • 

ItiU  (17)  An  Act  to  confer  on  the  Com- 
missioner of  Patents  certain  powers  for  the 
relief  of  the  Honourable  Chartes  Algernon 
Parsons. — (Bon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Hill. (20)  An  .A,ct  to  Incorporate  the  Cas- 
cal)edia  Manufacturing  and  Trading  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

mil  (li.t)  An  Act  respecting  the  CollinK- 
wood  General  and  Marine  Hospital.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

Kill  (21)  An  .\ct  to  incorporate  the  Pon- 
tine and  Interprovincial  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Edwards.) 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill    (lU)    An    Act    to    incorporate  the. 
Campbellford,  Lake  Ontario  and  Western 
;  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Go- 
I  bourg.)  ^ 

j  Bill  (IS)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
I  and   Northwestern   Railway   Company  of 

Canada. — (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

j  Hill  (2.")  An  .Vc-t  to  incorporate ,  the 
,  Whitehorse  and  Alsek  Railway  Com- 
i  pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

Hill  (H3>  An  Act  respecting  the  Vancou- 
ver, Victoria  and  Eastern  Railway  and 
.Navigation  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Temple- 
man.) 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday,  April  23,  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Obair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION. 

Tbe  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

For  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Comnaittee 
of  fire  to  investigate  the  position  of  the  Uutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York  in 
Canada,  with  power  to  seod  for  papers,  per- 
sons, telegrams  and  records,  to  emptor  clerical 
services,  and  with  leave  to  report  from  time  to 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  said  :  In  speaking 
to  this  motion,  which  was  adjourned  a  short 
time  ago,  I  am  taking  the  position  that 
I  have  proved  certain  things  with  reference 
to  the  company's  business  here  and  else- 
where, and  various  other  matters  In  con- 
nection therewith,  I  w01  read  some  letters 
from  those  asking  us  to  do  them  justice.  I 
wUl  only  read  a  few,  because  if  one,  or  two, 
or  three  hold  good,  we  may  infer  that  all 
the  letters  which  have  been  sent  to  me  are 
based  on  good  grounds  and  we  may  fairly 
assume  that  we  are  not  asked  to  deal  simply 
with  an  Individual  case.  The  first  lettw  I 
read  Is  from  Archibald  Alcom  of  Blackvllle, 
N.  B. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  Intend  to  move  for  his  committee 
to-day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  think  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUR  AND— Because  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  'Toronto  asked  me  to 
suggest  that  if  the  hon.  member  was  not 
to  move  for  his  committee  he  should  ad- 
journ his  remarks  until  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  Is  present.  I  simply  make  the 
suggestion  as  requested. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE~I  shall  be  only  too 
glad  to  meet  the  views  of  my  hou.  friend, 
but  I  will  put  In  to-day  a  few  of  tbe  letters 
whidi  will  serve  to  guide  the  hon.  gentle- 
man and  others,  so  that  they  will  have  be- 
fore them  material  which  they  might  not 
gather  from  my  imperfect  handling  of  the 
subject.    With  a  copy  of  the  '  Debates '  be- 


fore them,  they  will  be  able  to  judge  of  the 
case  In  better  shape.  In  a  short  time  I  sb«U 
ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to  adjourn  the 
debate  till  to-morrow  untVl  sncb  time  as  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  may  be  present  Mr.  S\- 
com  writes  as  follows: 

1  am  giad  to  see  by  the  reports  of  the  House 
that  you  have  taken  up  the  case  of  the  Matiul 
Reserve  AssociatiOD  of  New  York,  U.S.,  and 
which  I  sincerely  bope  yo|i  will  be  able  to  prove 
to  tbe  satisfaction  of  both  Houses  of  parlia^nent 
and  to  the  country  at  large  that  they  are  a 
complete  set  of  swindlers.  I  am  one  of  these 
victims  which  have  been  duped.  Paid  into  their 
society  for  fifteen  years,  complied  with  every 
condition  of  the  contract,  and  yet  notwithstand- 
ing all  that  was  deliberately  told,  there  was 
nothing  coming  to  my  policy. 

Another  case  of  a  poor  widow  woman  which 
lives  near  by  here  which  Insured  about  the 
same  time  that  I  did  was  served  exactly  tlie 
same  way.  Now  If  there  is  anything  that  I  can 
do  to  assist  you  In  having  these  swindlers  put 
out  of  the  business  or  make  them  pa?  up,  I  will 
be  only  too  glad  to  do  H.  t  have  8-  lot  at 
these  correspondence  and  I  also  have  my  policy 
If  any  of  them  Is  any  benefit  they  sft-e  simply  at 
your  disposal,  also  the  widow  woman  that  I  have 
already  referred  to  Is  prepared  to  give  over  all 
her  papers  also  her  testimony  if  needed  it  any 
Qvldencn  from  me  is  needed,  could  I  not  give  It 
before  a  justice  of  the  peace.  I  am  sorry  that 
at  this  time  of  the  year  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  get  away  or  I  would  only  he  to  willing  to 
come  to  Ottawa  or  any  place  to  give  evidenn 
against  them.  Hoplng-that  you  will  leave  no 
stone  unturned  to  mete  out  to  them  the  punish- 
ment they  80  justly  deserve. 

The  next  letter  I  come  to  is  from  John 

M.  Kerr.  Toronto.  ■  I  do  not  think  It  is 
from  ode  of  our  colleagues  here,  whose  name 
I  believe  Is  J.  K.  Kerr  This  letter  Is  dated 
18th  April  and  is  as  follows: 

I  take  this  meanj  of  thanking  you,  for  your 
action  in  calling  the  attention  of  the  Senate  of 
Canada,  to  the  doings  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Lite  Association  of  New  York,  towards  tbeir 
Canadian  policy-holders.  In  1891,  by  the  per- 
suasive convasser,  I  was  induced  to  insure  for 
{1,000.  I  was  led  to  believe  that  the  annual  pre- 
mium would  not  exceed  S26  or  S27  and  that 
the  Dominion  government  held  securities  for 
the  protection  of  Canadian  policy-holders,  I  paid 
this  amount  for  eig'ht  years.  The  ninth  year  the 
assessment  was  doubled  on  me,  and  on  the  tenth 
year  I  was  notified  that  the  assessment  would 
remain  at  this  double  amount  for  the  ensuing 
ten  yeara.  I  am  a  house  painter,  about  four 
years  ago  I  had  a  fall  receiving  a  componud 
fracture  at  my  left  ankle,  this  and  my  advanc- 
ing years  have  weakened  my  earning  capacity, 
making  it  a  hard  struggle  for  rae  to  meet  this 
increased  expense. 

Should  you  be  the  means  of  our  government 
compellinE  this  company  to  act  fair  and  honest 
by  their  Canadian  policy-holders,  you  will  de- 
serve the  everlasting  gratitude  of  many. 

The  next  letter  which  I  shall  read  is  from 
Mary  ^f.  Gasserby,  of  Tottenham,  Ont.  She 

says: 
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Hod.  Sir, — In  last  weeks'  parliamentary  re- 
port I  DOtlce  yoa  are  taking  aome  Interest  In 
the  management  ot  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Lite 
Association  of  New  York. 

Some  twelve  years  ago  I  took  a  $3,000  policy 
la  the  Provincial  Provident  Insurance  Company 
of  St.  Tbomas,  which  afterwards  amalgamated 
wKh  the  Mutual  Reserve. 

Mr  payment  for  some  time  after  amalgama- 
tion were  about  S40  per  annum.  About  two 
years  ago  the  payments  were  suddenly  Increas- 
ed to  about  1100  annually,  which  I  consider  very 
exorbitant  and  not  according  to  my  original 
contract. 

She  goes  on  to  aay  she  is  ttaankfnl  to 
tbe  Senate  tbat  they  are  looking  after  this 
matter.  The  next  Is  from  F.  M.  Hall,  of 
Barrie,  Ont,  who  sajs: 

I  am  glad  there  is  a  man  in  tbe  government 
willing  to  Interest  himself  In  behalf  ot  the 
widows  and  orphans  who  are  being  called  upon 
to  suffer  a  cruel  Imposition  at  the  bands  of 
the  scoundrels  composing  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Inanrance  Company  and  under  the  cognizance  of 
our  own  government.  You,  of  course,  appreciate 
the  situation.  In  the  case  of  a  widow  who  was 
expecting  to  get  the  amount  of  the  face  ot  the 
policy  and  then  to  be  preferred  less  than  tbe 
half  of  It,  and  In  the  case  like  our  own  when 
onr  father  liad  paid  more  premiums  than  the 
face  of  tbe  policy.  I  understand  that  this  com- 
pany was  allowed  by  tbe  government  to  take 
t  lien  on  the  policies,  but  these  liens  were 
drawn  in  such  a  way  tbat  It  would  take  a  devar 
Iswyer  to  Interpret  tbem,  so  tbat  it  does  not 
teem  to  me  that  a  Supreme  Court  would  hold 
these  liens  valid,  as  it  can  be  proven  that  the 
parties  signing  were  misled.  Then  again  the 
lien  bears  interest  to  the  company,  which  is 
■Imply  absurd,  as  if  a  policy-bolder  lived  long 
enough,  the  interests  would  eat  up  the 
whole  policy,  and  in  fact  the  policy-holder 
besides  not  tiaying  anything  coming  to  himself 
or  his  beneflciarles,  would  t>e  debiting  himself 
to  the  company  besides  losing  all  of  the  tbou- 
sandB  ot  dollars  be  had  already  paid  In.  Now  X 
am  no  lawyer  or  scholar,  but  am  sure  that  un- 
less the  laws  of  this  country  are  founded  on 
sbsnrdltiea.  there  must  be  redress  for  the  great 
BiuDber  of  widows  who  happened  to  be  bene- 
Ociaries  on  tbe  policies  of  this  company.  Is 
cot  the  government  responsible  for  the  proper 
conducting  ot  such  Institutions  ?  If  not  there 
are  a  great  number  of  misled  people  carrying 
tunraDce.  Now,  in  regard  to  these  liens  If 
(hey  were  drawn  with  tbe  Intention  of  defraud- 
ing surely  In  the  case  of  Insurance  the  law  can- 
not sanction  or  allow  it  as  It  would  necessarily 
be  s  national  contention  and  demand  that  the 
sovemment  shall  not  allow  such  a  crime  to  be 
perpetrated  on  tbe  most  defenceless  of  Its 
charges.  I  was  overjoyed  to  know  that  you  had 
taken  up  the  attack  and  that  you  Intend  to 
follow  it  up.  I  hope  you  will  if  it  Is  tor.prln- 
clple  alone,  and  If  there  Is  any  chance  for  us 
We  are  anxious  to  hear.  There  are  some,  my 
mother  tor  one  who  are  trying  to  get  a  satis- 
factory settlement  and  are  in  a  great  quandry 
whether  to  accept  their  miserable  offer,  not 
knowing  where  to  look  for  tbe  proper  advice. 
Any  ordinary  lawyer  advises  her  to  take  what 
they  offer,  but  your  advice  on  the  matter  should 
be  the  most  valuable. 

The  next  Is  from  H.  J.  Gibson,  of  Elmlra. 

It  Is  a  long  letter,  very  mncb  to  tbe  same 


ofTect,  that  be  belonged  to  tbe  Provincial 
Provident  Institution  which  was  taken  over 
by  the  Mutual  Reserve  who  got  their 
money,  $100,000  then  on  deposit,  and  treated 
their  policy-holders  in  the  same  way  with 
regard  to  what  they  would  give  them.  The 
next  one  is  from  James  JohnstoD,  of  Mlld- 
may,  Ont.,  dated  April  15tb.  He  makes  the 
same  complaint  very  much,  but  he  goes 
on  to  say,  talking  of  one  policy  referred  to 
made  by  the  Provincial  Provident  Com- 
pany of  St.  Thomas,  Ont.,  which  was  ab- 
sorbed by  the  Mutual  Reserve: 

I  The  Insured  at  first  paid  a  total  of  $24.40  per 
I  annum  on  an  insurance  of  Sl.OOO,  and  now  be  has 
to  pay  a  total  of  $49.90  per  annum.  As  there  is 
no  value  In  these  policies  if  any  default  is  mads 
in  payment  of  assessment,  the  parties  here  are 
anxious  to  know  If  they  are  being  honestly 
dealt  with  by  tbe  company,  in  being  asked  to 
pay  such  assessments.  And  they  fear  that  they 
may  not  have  yet  reached  their  maximum  as- 
sessment. 

The  next  Is  from  S.  Alfred  Jones,  of  Tor- 
onto. He  says: 

Hundreds  of  people  in  this  province  are 
watching   with   Interest   your   splendid  fight 

against  The  Mutual  Reserve  concern.  I  know  of 
no  Instance  which  calls  more  loudly  for  legis- 
lative interference,  then  the  one  which  you  have 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  People 
in  Ontario  are  watching  your  movement  with 
intense  Interest. 


The  next  Is  from  F.  Warren,  Toronto. 
He  says: 

As  a  policy-bolder  in  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Life 
Assoclatioa,  I  am  pleased  to  see  you  are  asking 
for  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  position  of 
that  company.  .  I  have  held  a  policy  in  that 
company  for  over  ten  years  and  when  I  took 
out  the  policy  I  was  lead  to  believe  tbat  tbe  pre- 
mium would  not  exceed  the  then  stated  amount, 
but  at  the  expiration  of  the  ten  years  I  am  now 
asked  to  double  my  former  premium.  I  agreed 
to  do  so  provided  I  got  a  statement  from  the 
company  that  my  risk  up  to  that  time  held  good 
which  they  refused  to  give  me,  but  stated  they 
believed  It  was. 

Tbe  next  is  from  Wm.  Wilkinson: 

Dear  Sir, — I  am  pleased  to  see  you  are  deal- 
ing with  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Company.  I  in- 
sured in  this  company  in  May,  1903,  on  the  10- 
year  distribution  plan — paying  $6.78  bl-moothly 
— and  extra  calls.  In  May,  1903,  the  notice  came 
for  $10.46.  As  the  policy  stated  that  the  re- 
serve or  emergency  fund  was  to  be  apportioned 
annually  after  ten  years,  and  In  case  of  the 
death  ot  the  member  the  sum  bo  apportioned 
shall  be  paid  In  addition  to  the  face  of  the 
policy  I  wrote  to  the  head  office  inquiring  what 
tbe  amount  was,  also  asking  the  number  of 
members  in  Canada  in  1903  as  compared  with 
1902.  To  none  of  those  questions  did  I  receive 
answers  in  the  least  degree  satisfactory. 

In  addition  to  the  Increased  rate  came  extra 
assessments,  so  tbat  finding  that  no  explana- 
tions were  forthcoming,  and  that  there  was  no 
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certainty  as  to  the  amount  I  might  be  called 
upon  to  pay  I  ceased  paying. 

Tou  have,  no  doubt,  aeea  policies  like  mloe. 
Thvr  plainly  read  that  after  the  expiration  of 
ten  years  the  share  of  the  contributions  of 
lapses  may  be  used  toward  the  payment  of 
does,  &c.  There  is  not  the  least  indication  that 
the  rates  will  he  increased.  The  agent  ucder- 
fftoott  It.  H  I  dtdi  that  these  profits  would  pb  to 
( the  reduction  of  the  premiums. 

Tba  company  is  oertalnly  In  a  moribund  con- 
dition. The  public  has  lost  faith  In  It.  and  as  Z 
Uld-ln  a  communloatloD  to  the  Inspector  of  In- 
mriau»,  Ifr.  Fltsgtr^d.  the  government  ought 
to  eloM  them  up. 

I  do  hope  that  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
whose  piiardians  the  members  of  parliament  are, 
you  will  succeed  in  stopping  this  company  from 
doing  business  in  Canada. 

I  call  attention  here  to  the  fact  that  these 
people  were  led  to  brieve  that  they  were 
only  to  pay  so  mnch  and  at  the  end  of  so 
many  years  they  were  to  get  a  dividend, 

find  I  hopp  to  ho  nble  to  show  that  some  of 
tliem  did  got  dividends  while  others  were 
being  assessed  in  oxtraordinary  manner 
such  as  I  have  been  reading  about  No. 
10  is  from  J.  Geeson,  of  Tottenham,  who 
complains  In  the  same  way.  Mr,  PuUen,  of 
Halifax,  makes  the  very  same  statement. 
Mr.  Swam,  of  Toronto,  writes  in  a  similar 
strain  and  asks  for  relief  and  protection  for 
Canadian  policy-holders.    He  says: 

It  is  certainly  a  crying  shame  that  insurance 
companies  are  allowed  to  swindle  the 
people  the  way  they  have,  been  doing.  This 
( onii-any  for  instance  has  been  s(|U<:('zlng  out 
liulii  y-liolilers  for  years  by  raising  the  rates, 
numbers  of  cases  to  my  own  knowledge  who 
could  111  afford  to  lose  their  insurance  after 
paying  their  premiums  for  ten  or  fifteen  years. 
There  la  surely  something  radically  wrong  with 
Canadian  legislation  when  such  barefaced 
swindlers  with  such  contemptible  audacity  are 
allowed  to  do  business  in  Canada  apparently 
protected  by  the  lews  of  the  land. 

Mr.  Hnerhes  of  Orangevllle,  Ont.,  writes 
and  says  ; 

My  mother  died  last  year.  She  held  a  policy 
in  the  Munial  Reserve  for  two  thousand  dollars. 
Th.^v  j.  wi'il  me  down  to  ?600.  It  Is  a  dirty  com- 
pany, I  wish  you  luck. 

His  motaier  died  and  all  they  would  give 
him  on  a  policy  of  $2,000  was  $500.  I  have 
a  letter  from  Mr.  ( "lias.  Jones,  of  Moncton, 
and  I  sboiiUl  like  to  hand  this  letter  to  my 
hon.  friend  from  I^Ioneton,  but  I  must  keep 
the  papers  together.  Cbas.  Jones,  a  well 
known  man  in  Moncton,  says: 

My  call  about  the  first  of  the  vear  was  $27. 
an  addition  of  $16.00  which  I  paid.  I  now  have 
another  call  for  :(i  with  a  lar^e  ton-year 
dlTldend  of  $2.18  clearly  not  deducted  from  the 
anwont  at  eall  which  l  herewith  inclose  for 
four  laspeotlon.  I  have  written  Mr.  W.  H. 
Ban.  Mr.  DOMVU.LE. 


White  but  he  advises  me  he  cannot  give  any 
I  explanation  on  the  matter.  I  then  asked  him  to 
I  refer  my  letter  to  headquarters  and  from  there 
I  have  received  nothing  since.  They  claim  If 
amount  Is  not  paid  my  Insurance  Is  forfeited 
and  all  I  have  paid  in  is  lost  amounting  In  all 
nearly  one  thousand  dollars.  I  r.sked  them  if 
my  policy  had  any  cash  value  to  which  question 
I  can  gain  no  information;  therefore.  Sir,  I  tnut 
you  may  be  successful  In  probing  it  to  the  bot* 
torn. 

What  he  complains  of  here  is  that  they 
took  his  policy  and  agreed,  after  ten  years, 
tliat  he  was  to  pay  no  more,  and  tliey  were 
to  give  him  a  dividend,  but  when  the 
dividend  came  due  he  did  not  get  tc  Here 
is  the  slip  and  I  should  like  to  have  it  ap- 
pear in  the  '  Debates  *,  although  it  is  not 
worth  while  to  read  it  at  all.  This  call  la 
headed  '  Xew  York.  April  1. 1904.'  When  they 
are  pleading  their  Innbillty  to  pay  the  policy- 
holders, they  are  arguing  that  they  have  to 
assess  them,  and  even  if  they  assess  them 
until  nothing  Is  left,  it  is  within  tiielr  right 
iiiid  they  must  submit  to  It  at  the  same 
time  they  are  paying  dividends  to  some. 
They  bought  a  pig  In  a  poke  and  it  is  their 
lookout  and  not  the  company's.  On  April 
1,  1894,  signed  Chas.  W.  Camp,  Secretary, 
this  notice  reads  as  follows  ; 

Ten  Tears  Distribution  Deposit  Plan. 
Premium  call,  133- 
I       Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insurance  Company. 
Frederick  A.  Burnham,  President. 
Mutual  Reserve  Building,  305,  307,  309  Broad- 
way, New  York. 

New  Tork,  April  1.  1904. 

Charles  Jones,  157207 

Moncton,  N.B. 

Amount  of  call   ..  ^20  66 

Less  dividend   ..  ..     2  18 


Net  amount  payable  |18  38 

Paying  one  class  of  people  dividends  while 
they  are  telling  others  that  they  have  noth- 
ing to  pay  at  all,  and  that  they  must  be  as- 
sessed. It  appears  there  are  half  a  dozen 
different  classes  in  this  company,  not  by 
law,  because  we  hare  their  charter  here  and 
we  have  the  law  of  Canada,  but  they  arro- 
gate for  themselves  that  they  have  full  con- 
trol and  charge  of  the  company  and  the 
power  to  say  what  they  will  do  to  one  and 
what  they  will  do  to  the  other.  Some  hon. 
gentleman  In  the  House  stated  that  they 
were  pleading  in  forma  pauperis  and  should 
be  given  relief,  but  while  they  were 
In  forma  pauperis  they  were  paying  Jones 
a  dividend.   Why  tdiould  he  get  a  dividend 
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unless  we  all  got  a  dlTidend?  Are  we  to  be 
assessed  to  pay  divMettds  to  some  persons 
and  others  get  none  ?  I  tiiink  that  is  one 
of  tlie  most  important  pieces  ot  paper  I  have 
here  as  wiil  be  seen  later  on.  Now  we  have 
another  letter  from  Chas.  W.  Oamp,  Secre- 
tiiiT.  dated  New  YtH-k,  April  1,  1904— that 
wii!;  a  happy  day  to  date  it — and  addressed 
to  Hr.  Jones.   It  reads  as  follows : — 

We  desire  to  call  jour  attention  to  the  fact 
that  TOUT  poltcr,  which  is  a  ten-year  renew- 
able term  contract,  provides  lor  the  apportion- 
ment of  a  dividend  at  the  expiration  of  ten 
rears,  applicable  to  the  reduction  of  the  cost 
ftf  the  assurance  for  the  eleven  and  succeeding 
rears. 

He  is  to  have  dividends  for  eleven  years 
after  tbe  ten  years  though  we  are  told  the 
company  cannot  pay  its  liabilities  under  the 
anitract,  that  tSie  contrsct  was  an  unfor- 
tonate  one,  that  when  they  made  it  they 
bad  miscalculated  their  tables  and  Hmt  par- 
liament must  pass  their  Bill.  The  Bill  Is 
before  us,  I  have  it  on  my  file.  We  are 
asked  to  give  them  a  remedy  because  they 
cannot  pay  up,  and  here  Is  a  letter  dated 
cnly  twenty-four  days  ago,  In  which  they 
tell  this  gentleman  that  be  will  hare  the 
cost  of  the  insurance  reduced  in  the  eleven 
succeeding  years,  such  cost  being  based 
ui'on  his  attained  age  and  calculated  to  re- 
Hiain  ten  years  without  further  increase. 
The  ten  years  have  now  expired  and  the 
l!ist  dividend  is  now  due  and  may  be  de- 
ducted from  the  amount  of  the  current  pre- 
miums as  per  the  terms  of  the  contract  and 
as  set  forth  in  the  Inclosed  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— What  Is  Hie  date  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOM VILLE— First  of  April, 
1904.  From  tOie  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Asso- 
^ciation,  signed  by  Camp,  Secretary. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENBT— Ifl  the  dividend 
in  cash  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE~He  did  not  get- his 
dividend.  The  point  I  make  to  the  House  Is 
tbat  while  we  are  told  they  have  to  make 
extra  assessments,  they  are  declaring  a  div- 
idena.  Now  I  will  read  a  letter  which 
cornea  a  lltte  nearer  home  perhaps,  from  a 
gentleman  who  tiiorougfaly  knows  what  he 
Is  writing  about— Wm.  M.  German,  M.P., 
for  Weiland,  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
They  write  him  as  follows  : 

Id  compliance  with  the  request  made  bj  you 
*irtng  our  conversation    yesterday  morning. 


viz.,  that  I  personally  gave  you  by  letter  the 
particulars  concerning  your  policy  No.  181745 
for  Ave  thousand  dollars.  I  beg  leave  to  state 
as  follows  : 

This  policy  was  Issued  in  February,  1895,  on 
the  ten-year  distribution  deposit  plan,  it  being 
a  contract  providing  for  ten  years  renewable 
term  Insurance,  tbat  Is,  the  premium  rate  la 
calculated  to  remain  uniform  for  ten  years, 
therd  being  a  dividend  apportioned  at  the  ex- 
piration of  that  time  applicable  to  the  deduc- 
tion of  tbe  cost  of  the  eleventh  and  succeeding 
years  insurance,  such  cost  being  based  upon 
the  assured's  attained  age  and  calculated  to 
remain  level  for  another  period  of  ten  years. 

Now  While  they  tell  him  it  is  uniform  for 
ten  years  tiiey  are  putting  extra  assess- 
ments on  ^e  people  all  the  time  contrary  to 
what  they  claim  they  would  do  and  con- 
trary to  what  they  say  in  their  letter  they 
are  doing.   The  letter  continues  : 

Of  all  the  policies  issued  by  this  or  any  other 
company  Qone  has  been  put  out  which  provided 
for  a  greater  amount  ot  protection  at  the  same 
cost.  In  other  words,  no  cheaper  or  better 
policy  could  be  procured  anywhere.  I  would 
say  further  that  policies  on  practically  this 
same  plan  are  being  written  to-day  by  a  major- 
ity of  the  old  line  or  legal  reserve  which  recom- 
mends them  highly. 

No  more  assessments  and  yet  a  BIH  Is 
brought  into  this  House  to  allow  them  to  go 
into  such  a  scheme  as  tiiey  dioose,  and  wipe 
them  out  by  assessments.  The  letter  pro- 
ceeds : 

However,  as  I  stated  during  our  fonvorsatlon, 
we  permit  our  members  under  entlraly  equitable 
conditions  to  exchange  their  pollciee  to  the 
legal  reserve  or  old  line  basis,  the  plan  lielng  so 
formulated  as  to  permit  their  premiums  undeih 
the  new  policy  to  be  based,  If  they  choose,  upon 
their  age  at  entry  under  their  original  con- 
tract. Should  you  desire  further  particulars 
concerning  this  exchange.  I  will  see  to  it  that 
the  same  are  promptly  forwarded. 

The  cyuiclsui  of  this  thing  ! 

It  affords  me  pleasure  to  Inform  you  that 
my  statements  not  only  as  to  the  solvency,  but 
also  as  to  the  prosperity  and  excellent  progress 
of  the  company  are  most  easily  pj-oven. 

And  yet  we  have  a  statement  laid  on  tiie 
table  lowing  that  tiiey  are  going  from  bad 
to  worse  every  day  and  assessing  the  people. 
He  further  says  : 

I  inclose  herein  a  printed  copy  of  the  report 
made  by  the  New  York  Insurance  Department 
last  year.  This  examination  was  made  at  our 
request  and  was  most  stringent  and  thorough. 

And  then  he  goes  on  to  make  a  lot  of 

statements  which  I  do  not  think  I  shall  reed 

Just  now.  Tlien  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  A. 

Manley  of  Halifax,   on  the  4t1i  January, 

1904,  as  follows  : 

Mr.  James  Adams,  an  old  shipmate  and  parti- 
cular friend  has  Just  returned  from  visiting  his 
home  at  Hampton. 
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He  goes  on  to  say  he  bad  seen  him  and 

talked  the  matter  over  about  what  I  was 

doing  here  in  Ottawa.   The  letter  continues: 

In  1897  I  was  the  general  agent  here  for  an  old 
line  companj  with  a  good  Mlarj,  a  renewal  in- 
come worth  $1,100  per  annum,  and  well  satisfied 
from  a  financial  point  of  view.  Hut  I  had,  after 
several  conversations  with  a  representative  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve,  certain  misgivings  as  to 
the  old  line  companies  being  able  to  fulfil  their 
estimates  regarding  profits. 

They  sent  blm  a  statement  of  what  pur- 
ported  to  be  their  business  for  the  piro- 
Tlnces,  that  Is  the  maritime  provinces, 
which  he  was  asked  to  sign.  He  was  asked 
to  swear  to  the  statement  and  forward  It 
to  the  antborfties  at  Ottawa.  He  continued: 

I  found  this  report  absolutely  incorrect,  both 
as  to  the  business  In  force,  expense  money  paid 
here,  and  death  claims  paid.  In  fajt,  the  iiames 
of  parties  were  givon  as  saving  -lie. I  of  whom  ' 
never  heard,  not  only  so,  but  even  the  names  of 
places  at  whiob  ihey  died  I  coult  not  locate,  as 
there  was  no  such  place  In  the  province.  I 
at  once  sent  the  report  l>.iclt  KiMtJng  forth  the 
facts  as  here  stated.  They  replied  that  with 
one  or  two  small  Itema  the  report  was  correct, 
and  that  although  the  parties  had  not  died 
here,  '  the  business  formerly  belonged  here,' 
ignoring  the  fact  as  stated  by  me  that  there 
was  no  such  place.  They  concluded  that  the 
report  should  be  completed  by  me  at  once,  as 
I  was  subject  to  a  heavy  fine  it  the  report  was 
not  received  at  Ottawa  at  a  certain  date, 

I  replied  that  the  threat  of  a  fine  was  not 
going  to  induce  me  to  iubs-;ribe  to  a  document 
which  I  knew  to  be  fajse,  and  tendered  my  res- 
ignation at  the  same  time.  This  document  was 
I  believe  subsequently  sworn  to  and  forwarded. 
However,  before  returning  It  to  them.-  I  took 
the  precaution  of  having  it  carefully  copied  by 
an  independent  party  and  have  preserved  it  to 
the  present  time. 

My  health  became  affected  afterwards,  so 
that  I  could  not  get  Insurance  in  the  Mutual 
Reserve  as  worthless  I  allowed  It  to  lapse. 

Now  It  goes  without  saying  that  owing  to  the 
representations  they  made  I  allowed  my  in- 
surance elsewhere  to  lapse.  These  representa- 
tions they  must  have  known  to  be  false  and  I 
should  be  entitled  to  damages  from  them. 

That  man  Is  In  Halifax  to-day  and  is 
willing  to  come  before  any  committee.  The 
next  is  from  a  Mr.  Porter,  of  St.  St^hens, 
a  policy-holder  to  the  extent  of  $5,000,  but 
he  thinks  he  will  have  to  let  hla  policy  go; 
he  cannot  pay  the  assessments.  He  took  the 
policy  believing  It  was  on  the  basis  I  have 
mentioned,  and  he  presumed  he  bad  made 
himself  safe  for  life  and  that  his  income 
wonid  allow  him  to  keep  up  his  premiums 
and  make  this  provision  for  hla  family. 
To-day  he  finds  that  he  cannot  meet  their 
extravagant  assessments.  He  Is  an  old  man, 
and  is  In  no  position  to  Insure  in  another 
company.  I  have  here  a  letter  from  J,  A- 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


Brackenridge,  of  Xottaway,  Ont.,  to  the 
same  ^fect.    I  have  other  letters  by  tbe 

score  of  the  same  character.  I  have  not  had 
time  to  analyse  the  report  brought  down 
here  the  other  day.  It  covers  eleven  years, 
but  I  should  like  to  quote  a  few  of  tbe 
Ognres  from  It.  I  take  np  the  Canadian 
part  of  it  first  and  I  want  to  show  how  dils 
company  drove  the  people  to  fwmpromlse 
their  clalmiB. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— Would 
not  that  properly  come  before  the  com- 

trittce? 

Hoi!.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  think  it  would 
be  as  well  to  give  the  fact  to  the  House.  I 
shall  only  mention  a  few  Items.  They  took 
policies  in  this  country  from  the  year  189S 
to  in03.  to  the  amount  of  $33,874,840.  By 
deaths  In  that  time,  by  surrender  and  by 
expiry,  which  really  means  lapse,  they  got 
rid  of  $40,000,000  of  policies,  while  accord- 
ing to  their  statement  they  never  had  more 
than  $33,000,000.  How  do  they  account  for 
the  difference?  This  shows  the  unfortunate 
condition  of  the  company  In  Canada.  They 
ran  down  from  thirty-three  to  twenty-nine, 
and  twenty-three  millions,  and  to-day  they 
have  only  nine  million  dollars  In  force.  While 
the  policies  have  been  disappearing  In  this 
way  tbe  cost  of  doing  business  has  been 
going  on  steadily. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Are  the  premiums 
reducing  proportionately? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No,  the  premiums 
are  donblli^.  In  the  last  four  years  they 
received  in  Canada  an  Income  of  $1,489,- 
407.54,  and  paid  out  $1,200,000.  Deducting 
the  expenditure  from  the  Income  collected 
in  Canada,  there  was  a  surplus  of  $334.- 
360.38.  The  assessments  that  had  been 
made  covered  everything  and  allowed 
them  this  amount  which  they  took  to  New 
York.  Xow  let  us  go  Into  the  items  of 
their  accounts.  They  paid  In  that  time  to 
their  agents  in  Canada  $145,832.09.  Had 
tliese  unfortunate  policy-holders  been  assess- 
ing tliemsplves  In  a  little  assessment  com- 
pany of  their  own,  they  would  have  had 
In  that  time  $400,000  In  their  treasury, 
which  with  the  $250,000  held  by  the  gov- 
ernment to-day  on  behalf  of  that  company, 
would  give  $740,000  lying  here  to-day.  What 
riffbt  bad  this  money  to  go  to  the  United 
States?  Perhaps  a  portion  of  It  might.  If 
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Uiej-  bad  paid  all  their  expenses  here.  Why 
shonlid  the  Canadian  policy-holders  be 
called  upon  to  put  np  for  New  York?  The 
people  in  New  York  are  assessed  to  pro- 
duce what  they  require  among  themselves, 
and  we  will  presently  have  before  ns  the 
flgnres  showing  the  extremely  wild  and 
reckless  expenditure  of  money  there.  I 
would  not  like  to  say  myself  what  the  com- 
pany as  been  charged  with;  I  will  read  it 
from  actual  statements.  They  have  received 
as  income  from  all  sources  in  the  tn'elve 
years  I  speak  of  $78,634,208.09  in  premiums. 
How  much  did  they  pay  to  policy -holders? 
Tbey  paid  a  Uttie  over  $49,000,000.  \The 
amount  was  made  np  In  this  way.  940,000,000 
in  expenses:  rammissions  to  agents,  $o,000,- 
000;  salaries,  and  all  extpenses  connected  with 
tlie  agency.  $l.;il9,000  ;  medical  examiners, 
?tti4,uoo ;  salaries  of  officers  and  home 
office  employees,  $3,040,517.66  ;  commissions 
I>aid  for  collections,  $1,200,369.58  ;  coat  of 
adjusting  claims.  $041,534.06.  These  were 
claims  tbey  bad  employed  lawyers  all  over 
tbe  country  to  scale  down.  People  not 
being  able  to  sue  and  get  Justice,  took  any- 
tbing  they  could  get,  and  this  large 
amount,  nearly  one  million  dollars,  was  paid 
to  these  gentlemen  who  went  around  the 
conntry  to  frighten  people  out  of  their 
policies.  Then  there  is  renewal  commissions 
$99,000  besides.  That  is  how  the  $40,000,- 
000  Is  made  np,  and  the  company  shonld 
bave  a  balance  to  the  credit  of  tbe  insur- 
ance people,  because  it  is  not  a  company, 
bnt  a  few  gentlemen  managing  it,  and  tbe 
public  cannot  get  it  out  of  their  hands.  Tbey 
bold  tbe  proxies  and  that  accounts  for  this 
extraordinary  state  of  affairs  in  the  com- 
pany to-day. 

1  will  read  Just  a  few  short  extracts  from 
reports  of  tbe  Insurance  commissioners  of 
different  states.  Tbe  first  I  come  .to  Is 
from  tbe  Insurance  Commissioner  of  Lin- 
coln. Neb.    He  says: 

ReplyiDg  to  your  letter  will  stale  i.'iat  this 
company  has  been  doiDg  buslD<!SS  in  this  state 
but  at  tbe  present  time,  license  Is  withheld  on 
account  of  a  protest  whicb  has  been  filed  with 
this  department  against  tbe  company.  The  pro- 
test charges  that  the  company  has  not  dealt 
fairly  with  certain  of  Its  members  in  re- 
gard to  their  assessment. 

I  cannot  say  when  this  protest  will  be  heard. 

The  next  is  from  the  Commissioner  of 
Life  Insurance  of  tbe  state  of  Louisiana. 
He  says: 
10 


The  company  has  withdrawn  after  rontro- 
versy  because  of  ruling  of  department  requiring 
all  policies  to  be  stamped  '  Assessment  plan.' 

Then  I  received  the  f<rflowlng  from  tbe 
Insurance  Commissioner  of  the  state  of 

Ohio: 

They  are  not  licensed  in  this  state  to  trans- 
act business  In  Ohio. 

All  the  replies  to  my  letters  are  to  the 
same  effect,  that  tbey  are  not  permitting 
them  to  do  business  except  in  a  very  few 
states. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-Has  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman a  list  of  the  amounts  inld  by  the 

company  In  Canada  on  death  claims? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-They  paid  death 
claims  In  Canada  for  those  years,  or  paid 
under  tbe  head  of  death  claims— I  do  not 
^now  whether  tbey  were  scalped  or  not— 
$1,880,552.65,  and  they  collected  in  that 
time  $4,653,519.65. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— When  they  should 
liave  paid  $4,000,000?  How  much  Is  tbe 
amount  of  the  policies  they  should  have 
paid? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  do  not  know.  I 
bave  given  notice  of  an  inquiry  for  that  in- 
formation now.  We  bave  nothing  before 
us  now  to  show  what  deductions  were 
made  from  the  policy-holders.  The  insur- 
ance accounts  show  how  much  they  have 
paid;  how  much  they  scalped  I  do  not  know, 
I  bave  a  letter  from  Murray  and  McLntohie, 
lawyers,  of  Campbellton,  asking  whether, 
if  they  should  apply  to  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral here,  there  Is  any  chance  of  getting  the 
Crown  to  take  up  a  case  In  Canada.  Tbey 
are  of  opinion  apparently  that  it  has  got 
80  far  advanced  that  the  case  should  be 
taken  up  by  the  Attorney  General.  Judge 
Hall.  In  the  case  of  Caldwell  vs.  tbe  Mutual 
Reserve,  a  case  in  which  Caldwell  recovered 
over  $56,000,  says: 

Burnham's  evidence  shows  distinctly  that  it 
was  not  consistent  and  therefore  unreliable. 

I  think,  perhaps,  hon.  gentlemen  are  get- 
ting tired  of  this  subject  to-dny  but  in  order 
to  give  a  chance  to  some  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  not  here  to-day  to  deal  with  tbe 
question.  I  will  show  tbe  enormity  of  the 
scaling  process.  You  will  remember  that 
I  mentioned  the  other  day  that  they  bad 
paid  on  an  average  only  30  or  40  per  cent 
of  tbe  face  value  of  the  claims,  and  bad 
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nerer  paid  100  i>er  cent.  They  had  con- 
tested daima  to  anch  an  ertent'that  people 
■compromised  and  accepted  the  best  they 
could  get.  I  see  in  the  stntemcnt  that  I 
liiid  on  the  table  the  other  d;i.v— that  brief 
which  caine  into  luy  ijossesatoii— the  aaser- 
lion  is  mnde  that  they  do  not  scale  any  of 
their  policies.  Let  fne  give  you  some  facts 
to  show  that  ■ttiey  haro  done  bo.  The 
claims  of  one  group  of  men  -total  1368,995. 
That  la  to  Bay,  they  sbontd  have  been  paid 
that  amount  for  their  poHcfes.  They  re- 
ceived ?140,295.5e,  a  little  over  40  por  cent 
Thes(-  :yfo  all  faiMs  (itmI  il^iij-es  wh;.  ii  bave 
been  niadf  public— matters  of  public  notor- 
!<'ty.  Take  another  group;  the  policies 
uluounted  to  $410,880;  they  were  scaled 
down  to  ?128,494.47. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILrLAN— What  year  Tvas 
that? 

Hon.  iSr.  DOMVILLE— That  waa  in  1899. 
I  have  another  statement  here  of  llit>  seal- 
Iwg  down  of  policies  iunouiitinj;  to  $1:1(1,714. 
Th:it  was  rodnml  to  ^^.S] .;i'>t;.r>(i.  Th.a  was 
in  October,  1899.  I  thinl;  bon.  jrenllemen 
will  accept  what  I  say  just  now  witliout 
going  too  far,  because  they  will  see  it  in 
committee^  that  they  scale  these  iieople 
down,  and  as  I  showed  you  by  the  account, 
they  only  pay  forty  millions  where  they  re- 
ceived some  seventy-nine  millions.  I  will 
now  quote  from  the  "  Interview,'  of  New 
York  as  follows: 

Many  suits  against  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
lilfc  ASBOciaiiuii  arc  in  jjrusj.iTt,  HiMij;imin  F. 
Washor,  who  has  si'curi'il  jinJgmont  of  $20,000 
against  the  company,  will  try  aod  collect  Ihla 
amount.  Suits  will  bi.'  in.stituted  by  policy- 
holders to  have  returned  premiums  they  have 
paid  iiilo  the  association,  upon  the  ground  that 
ihcre  waa  fraud  practiced  by  the  company.  A 
decision  favourable  to  the  policy-holders,  mad* 
bv  Ihe  Supreme  Court  In  the  Phelps  case  a  fev 
days  ago,  will  alao  be  cited  in  these  cast's. 

ABd  here  Is  another  extract  from  the  same 
document ; 

•  he  filing  on  February  25  of  the  twelve  judg- 
ments was  not  '  the  first  news  '  in  tht-se  ac- 
tions, nor  in  many  other  similar  suit^.  The 
New  York  'Law  Journal'  of  January  22  con- 
tained a  long  and  able  decision  by  Mr.  .lugtioe 
Seabury,  in  the  Johnston  cases,  a  part  of  which 
was  republished  In  the  January  is^ut>  ot  The 
Interview.'  Besides,  similar  vicLoricb  ha^e, 
been  won  by  policy-holders.  And  that  proves 
that  justice  la  not  dead  yet,  and  it  also  proves 
lhat  at  least  a  part  of  the  Mumnl  rtcp'-rve  vic- 
tims will  not  meekly  suLmii  lo  |..>;,ring  the 
numerous  burdens  imposed  upon  tlicm  by  the 
Bonrerr  eoUeetlon  asent  Mid  bis  co-faker,  Eld- 
rldffe,  the  asMament-eompany-graTediKger. 

Hon.  Mr,  DOUVILLH. 


I  have  another  paper  which  could  be  read 
from  If  necessary  wliere  it  Says  that  they 
have  their  assets  In  such  a  state  that  no 
Judgment  could  he  collected.  Here  is  the 
Belgium  deposit  in  London.  They  have  a 
million  dollars  cash  assets  which  they  were 
compelled,  wheu  they  first  went  into  busi- 
ness, to  deposit  in  'countries  where  they  were 
licensed  to  operate,  but  as  It  Is  there 
and  held  for  that  purpose  so  long  as 
any  assessment  policies  exist  In  those  coun- 
tries, they  cannot  touch  that  money.  When, 
therefore,  by  their  process  of  scaling  down 
the  jiolicies  they  having  reduceti  their  busi- 
ness from  three  hundred  million,  to  one 
hundred  and  two  million,  and  have  ground 
It  down  In  Canada  from  $3C,000.000  to  aome- 
tklng  like  $9,000,000— with  such  a  showing 
and  levying  assessments  such  as  the  poor 
people  cannot  afford  to  pay,  they  come  uji 
with  a  new  company,  a  line  company,  on  a 
different  principle,  and  there  they  have  all 
those  deposits  in  various  .places,  their  own 
property.  The  assessment  people  have  pass- 
ed awny  In  Canada  and  elsewhere.  Tbej* 
can  get  nothing  out  of  it  and  bare  no  fur- 
ther claim.  They  are  like  people  whose 
policies  have  lapsed.  They  have  l>een  driven 
out  and  it  says  that  it  is  clearly  Intended  to 
freeze  out  the  people  and  get  the  money  and 
they  can  do  It  with  so  much  power  because 
when  Mr.  Harper  died  he  left  the  proxies  to 
Mr.  Bm-nhflin  and  he  uses  these  proxies  and 
nobody  can  get  possession  of  that  Institu- 
tion. They  can  do  what  they  like.  "They 
can  take  whnt  they  like,  as  I  will  show  you 
by  and  by.  They  can  put  what  they  like  In 
their  own  pocltets  and  what  redress  can 
you  have  ?  Mr.  German  goes  to  them  and 
they  tell  him  a  cock  and  bull  story,  and  they 
nTite  to  another  man  telling  him  be  is  get- 
ting a  dividend,  as  they  had  agreed  to  pay, 
hut  he  does  not  get  It.  They  credit  It  on 
his  premium.  They  can  come  to  this  hon- 
ourable body  and  ask  to  get  legislation  to 
allow  them  to  go  on,  and  I  think  it  is  one 
of  the  boldest  things  that  ever  was  done, 
with  these  papers  published  nil  over  the 
world  against  them,' and  the  judges  of  die 
courts  giving  Judgments  against  them  every- 
where. They  come  to  parliament  and  say 
'  put  us  on  our  legs,'  and  to  the  Canadian 
policy-holders  they  say  '  come  unto  us,  done 
witli  the  old  love,  on  with  the  new,  get 
what  you  can  out  of  us  but  get  paillament 
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to  make  good  our  position  in  the  eyes  of  the 
world.'  Here  is  the  case  of  a  man  who  was 
arrested,  Mr.  Barnham  and  Mr.  Eldrldge  ar- 
rested tliis  man  in  the  afternoon  and  sent 
bim  to  jaii.  The*  point  is,  that  while  the 
judges  have  made  all  the  comments  abont 
them  from  various  places  as  to  their  want 
of  Integrity,  they  challenge  this  man  to 
meet  them  in  the  law  courts,  and  they  are 
afraid  to  go  to  them  on  criminal  grounds. 
I  will  go  further  into  this  question  when  my 
hon.  friend  from  Toronto  is  here.  I  now 
more  that  the  debate  stand  ad^urned  until 
to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  DA  NDURAND— Allow  me  to 
sDj^Wst  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  as  we 
are  ail  interested,  and  can  only  be  interested 
In  the  policy-holders  and  in  their  future 
welfare,  that  be  should  lay  before  this 
Uouse  at  as  early  a  date  as  possible  his 
scheme  of  rectification,  or  whatever  he  may 
bare  in  his  mind,  that  we  can  examine  the 
fiu^estlon  he  wants  to  make.  We  have 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  a 
projected  draft  of  a  Bill  which  be  has  laid 
before  this  chamber.  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  states  that  he  wants  to  place  before  us 
some  matter  in  order  that  we  may  cogitate 
orer  it  poald,  as  quickly  as  possible,  give  us 
tbe  conclusions  that  he  wants  to  reach,  or 
tbe  suggestions  he  wants  to  make,  we  could 
at  ttxe  same  time  give  some  tbousht  to  the 
proposition  that  he  wishes  to  lay  before  the 
clumber.  Z  see  in  his  motion  that  he 
speaks  of  a  committee,  but  i>osslbly  he  has 
already  in  his  mind  some  suggestion  for  the 
relief  of  tbe  policy-holders  who  have  gone 
into  this  Mutual  Assessment,  for  whom  he 
mats,  I  have  no  doubt,  or  for  a  certain 
nnnlwr.  It  appears  to  me  If  Ute  hon.  gen- 
tlenum  has  framed  some  relief  Bill  he  should 
Sive  ns  the  edvantage  of  it  in  order  that  we 
Diay  examine  it  side  by  side  with  the  other 
snggestion  which  has  come  from  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto.  I  do  not  know 
if  he  will  be  here  to-morrow.  Perhaps  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  could  adjourn  a  continua- 
tion the  exposition  of  the  grievances  that 
may  be  put  In  bis  bauds  against  that  com- 
pany, because  it  Is  a  somewhat  peculiar  si- 
tuation of  having  a  complaint  on  tbe  Instal- 
ment plan,  when  there  are  conriderable 
interests  to  be  examined  and  safeguarded 
in  this  connection. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — In  reply  to  my 
hon.  friend,  I  think  It  woald  be  rattier  pre- 
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sumptuous  for  me  to  go  and  tell  them  now 
that  I  have  a  plan  cut  and  dried  to  guide 
them  and  tell  tbem  what  they  have  to  do. 
They  are  Judges  here.  I  lay  the  complaint 
of  tbe  public  before  them.  I  am  complain- 
ing for  Canada  and  laying  tbe  complaint  be- 
fore this  honourable  body,  and  I  ask  them  to 
investigate  it  witii  the  committee.  When 
that  committee  is  formed  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
men on  it  will  Investigate  tbe  matter  and 
will  report  to  tbe  House  and  tbe  House  will 
debate  their  finding.  Then  is  tbe  time  to 
say  what  relief  shall  be  afforded.  How  can 
I  talk  about  giving  relief  to  them  when 
there  Is  a  Bill  brought  In  to  'give  them  re- 
lief, w3ien  tiie  ground  Is  cut  from  under  me? 
1  ask  this  House  to  consider  it,  to  adjourn 
the  debate  till  to-motrow.  I  am  only  too 
willing  to  do  anything  to  accommodate  any 
bon.  gentleman.  I  am  not  here  to  put  im- 
pediments in  anybody's  way  ;  I  ara  here  to 
try  and  do  my  duty  pleasantly.  It  was  a 
very  poor  result  when  that  Bill  was  snap- 
ped In  after  my  debate  was  adjourned.  If 
1  adjonm  tlU  later  than  to-morrow»  I  can- 
not tell  what  the  future  may  bring  forth. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBGU80N — Do  I  understand 
my  hon.  friend  to  say  the  Introduction  of  a 
Bill  puriKtrting  to  give  relief  to  Canadian 
policy-holders  in  this  country  cut»  the 
ground  from  under  his  feet  ?  I  would  ima- 
gine If  relief  was  granted  that  that  should 
oe  our  object  and  that  only. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— This  is  what  I 
complain  of  :  when  I  told  tbe  House  last 
year  and  this  year  that  I  proposed  to  bring 
In  a  Bill  if  tbe  evidence  supported  my  state- 
ment, then  they  ask  me  to  adjourn  tbe  de- 
bate and  bring  in  a  Bill  ahead  of  anything 
I  could  introduce,  and  before  ^e  commit- 
tee could  bear  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  tbelr  Bill  Is  not 
right  assist  them  to  make  it  better. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  is  a  ques- 
tion we  must  consider  on  tbe  examination. 
There  is  no  doubt  relief  must  be  given  In 
some  way  to  these  people.  What  is  the  best 
mode  of  dealing  with  it  is  what  we  should 
consider.  I  stayed  here  to  attend  to  my 
business  and  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  should 
do  the  same.  If  we  adjourn  till  Friday, 
then  we  are  going  to  adjourn  till  tbe  25tb 
of  May.  It  reminds  me  of  the  story  about 
the  darkey  down  south  who  was  accused 
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of  stpnliii};  iiie]i)ii3  :  he  said  that  It  could 
not  be  true  bec;ui3e  at  that  time  he  was  In 
JHcksoii's  fowl  roost  stealing  chickens.  I 
am  serious  in  the  matter.  I  am  not  a  law- 
yer  tmd  do  not  know  the  Intricacies  of  the 
lair.  Harlngr  made  my  motion,  I  propose 
to  8f:and  or  fall  by  It,  and  nnleBS  under  the 
very  greatest  pressure,  I  would  be  unable 
to  adjourn  It  to  a  later  day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THB  PACIFIC  CABLE. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  AIACKKNZIE  BOWELL  moved. 

That  au  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  GoTCrnor  General  ;  praying  that 
HiB  Excellency  vlll  cause  to  be  laid  upon  th* 
table  of  the  Senate,  a  return  sbowins  the  earn- 
ings and  i-xpeiises  ol  Operating  the  Paolllo  cable 
since  Its  opening  tor  busiaeBB  : — 

1.  The  number  ot  words  tranemltted  each  way, 
dhtflngulahlliB  ordinary  messages  from  govern- 
meat  messages. 

i.  The  gross  earnlnES  each  month. 

$.  The  total  expenses  Incurred  each  month — 

(a.)  In  repairs. 

(b.)  In  maintenance. 

(c.)  In  Interest, 

<d.)  In  Binking  fond. 

le.)  In  salaries. 

Together  with  copies  ot  all  correspondence 
relating  to  any  difficulties  which  may  have 
arisen  In  Australia  in  connection  with  the  work- 
ing and  operating  of  said  Pacific  cable. 

ih'  -;iih1  :  My  reason  for  making  this 
motion  arises  fiom  the  fact  that  Mr.  D.  H. 
Koss,  commercial  agent  for  Victoria,  South 
Australia,  Western  Australia  and  Tasmania, 
makes  a  r^Kvt  dated  December,  190B,  In 
Vhicb  he  uses  tbei  following  language  under 
the  head  of  the  Kicidc  cable  : 

After  nearly  four  months  spent  in  Australia 
and  New  Zealand,  Mr.  C.  H.  Reynolds,  the  Lon- 
don manager  of  the  Pacific  cable,  sailed  for 
ICugland  this  week.  Upon  inquiring  at  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  yesterday.  I  was  told 
that  they  hud  no  Intention  of  a  canvasser  hav- 
ing been  appointed  for  the  city.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unsatisi'acLory  than  the  existing  coa- 
dltion  of  things,  aud  page  after  page  could  be 
written  illustrating  that  the  state-owned  cable 
la  being  run  on  anything  but  business  princi- 
ples. Melbourne  merchants  would  gladly  avail 
themselves  of  the  Pacific  cable  if  the  service 
was  mado  popular. 

To  show  that  a  conference  of  the  co-partners 
is  a  matter  of  urgency,  I  quote  herewith  an 
extract  of  a  Icitor.  dated  September  25,  from  a 
London  oftic<         li<^lr  head  office  in  Melbourne  : 

'  Telegraiii  rhe  American  lines  continue 

Unsatisfactory,  h.ully  written,  no  duplicate  un- 
less specially  scut  for,  and  principally  turning 
up  during  the  day  instead  of  first  thing  in  the 
niornliiR  brrt<7-o  our  buyers  go  out.  We  should 
be  glad,  therefore,  if  you  would  revert  back  to 
the  "  Eastern."  * 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE 


I  think  my  faon.  friend  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  who  has  given  some  atten- 
tion  to  this  matter  in  the  past  will  be 
somewhat  ^urprlsed  at  the  action  of  tho« 
who  are  managing  this  stare  cable,  of  which  < 
we  are  jwirt  owners  and  to  wh'icli  we  have 
to  contribute  annually  a  certain  amount  of 
the  expenses,  whatever  they  may  be.  When 
referring  to  this  subject  during  the  last  ses- 
sion of  parliament,  I  called  attention  to  the 
unsatisfactory  manner  In  which  this  cable 
business  was  transacted,  I  pointed  out  that 
the  deficit  during  th^  year  had  amounted 
to  a  very  large  sum.  Now,  if  that  deficit 
is  increasing,  as  this  statement  of  Mr.  Robs 
would  indicate  it  will  increase,  we  ^aU 
hare  to  pay  an  amount  proportionate  to 
our  ownership  of  the  cable  and  conse- 
quently will  become  a  heavy  burden  npon 
the  people  of  Canada.  We,  being  partners 
and  joint  owners,  I  think  It  is  but  right 
aud  fair  that  the  people  of  Canada  should 
know  how  this  business  is  managed,  what 
expenses  are  incurred  In  conducting  it  and 
what  the  receipts  are,  and  then  to  take 
such  action  as  may  be  deemed  necessary  in 
order  to  avoid  the  deficits  which  must 
necessarily  arise  from  bad  management.  I 
Dare  ,  never  had  but  one  opinion  upon  the 
manner  in  which  this  company  is  managed, 
and  that  Is,  that  it  is  managed  to  a  very 
great  extent.  If  not  directly,  in  the  interest 
of  the  Eastern  Extension  Company,  at 
least  in  a  manner  to  prevent  our  cable  be- 
coming a  paying  concern.  1  am  quite  satis- 
fled  that  the  government  has  not  the  full 
information  at  its  command,  and  it  may  be 
Just  possible  that  they  may  not  be  able  to 
get  a  return  giving  the  information  which 
I  have  asked  for  during  tbe  present  session 
of  parliament.  It  will  be  necessary  to  com- 
municate wlQi  the  Colonial  Secretary,  in 
order  to'  procure  from  the  committee  tbat  Is 
managing  this  cable  tbe  Information  which 
I  asked  for  in  the  motion  which  I  am  mak- 
ing, aud  which  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will  be 
glad  to  furnish  as  soon  as  It  can  be  had. 
I  have  often  expressed  my  opinion  in  the 
Senate  upon  what  I  thought  of  the  manna 
In  which  the  Australian  people  and  also 
the  imperial  authorities  have  conducted 
business  In  the  past,  and  expressed  the  opin- 
ion that  the  government  of  Canada  should 
take  active  and  decisive  measures  in  order, 
not  only  to  obtain  tbe  information  I  hare 
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asked  for,  but  to  insist  on  the  management 
ii  future  being  based  on  business  prln- 
dples.  That  Is  the  view  I  hold,  and  I  think 
aor  man  who  has  any  practical  knowledge 
of  the  working  of  a  Pacific  cable  will  agree 
wltb  me.  Z  am  eqnally  conviaced  tiie  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  will  concur,  and  that  he 
holds  Jnst  as  strong  views  upon  this  qnes- 
tioD  as  I  do.  There  Is  no  reason  why 
a  state  cable  owned  by  Great  Brl- 
aiD.  Australia  nnd  Canada  should  not  be 
made  a  paying  concern.  The  Eastern  Ex- 
tension has  earned  enormous  profits  and  de- 
clared enormous  dtridends,  while  professing 
-■'il  tile  tinit*  not  to  earn  more  than  Is 
necessary  to  carry  on  the  business.  An  in- 
restigation  of  the  aecounte  and  an  Investiga- 
tioa  of  the  whole  proceedings  will  show 
that  it  has  been  cue  of  the  most  profitable 
uQderilaklngs  in  existence  to-day  in  the 
shape  of  a  cable  company,  and  undn*  the 
clrenmstances,  and  knowing  what  business 
there  is  to  transact  between  these  colonies 
and  England  and  Canada,  there  is  no  reason 
why  that  business  should  not  be  done  over' 
our  cable.  You  will  see  by  this  report  of 
Mr.  Ross  that  the  business  men  In  England 
are  cabling  out  to  their  Arms  and  business 
men  in  Australia  do  their  cabling  by  the 
Eastern  Extension  and  not-by  the  American 
company.  The  American  company  Is  the 
company  owned  by  Great  Britain,  Australia 
and  Canada.  Why  should  that  be  ?  Why 
should  there  be  such  mismanagement  ? 
Why  should  giMitlemeii  lu  Ijondon  who, are 
doing  business  rendering  It  necessary  that 
tbey  should  hare  their  cables  early  in  the 
morning  before  the  maricet  opens  not  re- 
ceive tbem  earlier?  This  gaitleman  says 
tiie;  do  not  receive  them  until  the  business 
day  is  over,  and  their  transactions  in  stocks 
and  in  other  matters  are  concluded.  And 
the  resnit  is  ttiat  it  delays  the  whole  opera- 
tkm  of  business  till  next  morning. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  very  natural  to 
have  brought  this  motion  before  the 
Senate  and  to  ask  for  the  papers.  It  is 
within  the  memory  of  most  of  us  that  the 
bon.  gentleman  has  for  nearly  ten  years 
taken  a  very  deep  interest  in  the  Pacific 
cable.  He  presided  at  the  meeting  In  this 
icbamber  when  the  flrsit  movement  was 
made  for  the  establishment  of  a  cable  be- 
tween Canada  and  the' Australian  colonies. 
It  was  to  be  expected,  no  doubt,  that  in  the 


fli-st  year  ot  the  cable  there  would  be  a  de- 
ficit. It  had  a  powerfnl  rival  in  the  Eastern 
Extension,  The  Eastern  Extension  had  snc- 
ceeded  in  making  arrangements  with  parties 
who  w»e  to  use  the  cable  serrlce  between 
Europe  and  Australia,  and  therefore  one 
would  look  for  a  deficit,  perhaps  larger  tb&n 
tbey  anticipated.  Speaking  from  memory,  I 
tliink  about  $125,000  was  our  share  of  it, 
altogether  too  large,  of  course,  if  the  con- 
cern had  fair-play.  There  is  just  one  re- 
deeming feature  about  it,  and  that  is  that 
the  Pacific  cable  Is  a  superior  cable.  The 
Construction  Company,  as  it  Is  called,  that 
worked  for  the  Eastern  Extension  was  really 
honest  In  giving  us  a  good  cable,  and  It 
Is  a  matter  of  notoriety  that  messages  pass 
over  that  cable,  perhaps  more  readily  than 
over  many  other  cables.  The  chief  disad- 
vantage that  the  cable  rests  under  is,  as  my 
hon.  friend  knows  very  well,  that  the  East- 
ern Extension  Company  has  all  the  ad- 
vantage of  connections  throughout  Australia 
and  that  Jnst  before  the  confederation  of 
the  Australian  colonies  the  most  important 
colony,  probably,  that  used  the  cable. 
New  South  Wales,  made  a  very  unfair  ar- 
rangement to  give  the  Eastern  Extension 
the  right  to  use  the  government  lines  and 
the  government  poles.  They  practically 
used  the  government  ofiBces.  Tbls  contract 
was  made  after  confederation  was  entereil 
Into,  but  in  the  terms  of  confederation  the 
railways  and  the  cables  remained  with  the 
individual  states,  pending  the  time  when 
they  would  be  transferred.  Taking  ad- 
vantage of  that.  New  South  Wales  made  a 
side  agreement  with  the  Eastern  Extension 
Company  which  Is  to  our  very  serious  de- 
triment. Fortunately  there  were  some  men 
of  honour  and  Int^rity  In  the  parliament  of 
Australia.  The  Bill  was  altowed  to  go 
through  the  lower  House  without  being 
challenged.  When  it  came  to  the  Senate 
there  were  some  gentlemen  there  who  re- 
membered that  they  had  been  here  in  1894. 
They  remembered  the  associations  of  gen- 
tlemen with  whom  they  were  brought  In 
contact  and  the  manner  In  which  this  calHe 
construction  was  contemplated.  It  was  to 
be  a  partnership  affair.  Naturally  Canada 
expected  that  any  business  New  South 
Wales  could  throw  in  with  the  general  part- 
nership without  being  injurious  to  herself 
would  be  carried  out.  That  of  course  has 
not  been  fulfilled,  and  I  am  glad  to  say, 
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iSleiefoTe,  Uiat  tbe  bargain  made  with  the 
Eastern  XiXtenalon  Company  has  not  yet 
been  rutificsl.  It  was  throwu  out  in  the 
Senate  aiul  so  it  stands  to-day.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  position  of  it  is  in  the  neTv 
Houses,  but  certainly  it  wili  be  in  no  worse 
position  than  it  was  before.  In  regard  to 
the  co^mejits  made  by  the  gentleman  to 
whom  my  hon.  friend  referred,  Mr.  Boss, 
I  had  not  seen  them,  although  I  had  seen 
similar  remarks  made,  that  there  had  been 
si.ine  w;int  ol'  business  management  in  look- 
ing aftiT  th(-  transmission  of  messages.  On 
furtlier  iiiqtiiiy  into  that  I  do  not  find  that 
it  ijrevaiietl  to  any  extent,  but  that  the  real 
cause  of  the  deficit  in  the  Pacific  cable  was 
the  fact  that  the  Eastern  Extension 
had  the  adrantnge  In  Die  Australian  c(rio- 
niee.  Of  course  the  largest  number  of  mes- 
sages that  would  pass  over  the  Pacific  cable 
wuiiltl  originate  either  in  Australia  or  by 
business  houses  In  England  having  corres- 
pondents in  Australia,  and  that  gives  the 
Eastern  Extension  the  advantage.  It  ought, 
IwweTec,  to  be  remembered  by  our  friends 
ia  ATistnUla  that  it  was  only  when  the  Paci- 
fic cable  was  mado  a  success  that  the  rates 
were  brought  down  by  the  Eastern  Exten- 
61011.  1  iliiiik  tbey  were  reduced  by  about 
one-half.  .\  \  cry  substantial  gain  has  been 
obtained  liy  Australia  in  the  laying  of  the 
Piuitic-  L-able.  Although  they  may  not  use 
It,  they  have  gained  because  the  Eastern  Ex- 
tension CompaiQ'  was  obliged  to  come  down 
in  its  rates,  giving  Australia  a  lower  tariff 
than  before.  I  do  not  trust  myself  to  say 
how  that  matter  arose,  because  It  reflects  on 
men  whose  integrity  I  do  not  wish  to  call 
in  questiun.  hut  there  is  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  defeat  of  the  Pacific  cable  was  an 
accomplished  fact  long  before  the  oi-der  for 
its  construction  was  given.  It  was  the 
^action,  I  venture  to  say,  of  those  whose 
Anty  it  was  to  have  favoured  it,  and 
the  checks  and  delays  In  the  construction 
of  the  cab:  :  bled  the  Eastern  Extension 
to  come  ill  id  obtain  substantial  advant- 
ages over  the  Pacific  cable,  having  con- 
nections with  South  Africa  and  Hong  Kong 
and  other  polnfs  on  the  east^n  coast  of 
Asia.  It  Is  a  very  long  story  but  I  think 
t\^ere  Is  a  -brighter  future  now,  inasmuch  as 
the  upper  House  in  Australia  by  a  very  de- 
cided vote  raEpressed  the  opinion  that  it  was 
bad  faith  on  the  part  of  the  Australian  gov- 
Hon.   Mr.  SCOTT. 


ernment  to  make  this  agreement  with  the 
Eastern  Extension  Company.  The  pohit 
was  raised  chiefly  by  those  gentlemen  who 
had  been  associated  in  the  early  history  of 
the  enterprise.  They  naturally  felt  it  was 
a  matter  of  honour  to  Canada  at  all  events. 
The  government  of  Great  Britain  perhaps 
did  not  take  so  much  stock  In  the  fact  that 
Australia  would  have  no  difficulty  Id  divert- 
ing a  reasonable  portion  at  all  events  of  the 
business  that  passed  between  there  and 
Great  Britain  over  the  Pacific  cable.  I  hope 
before  another  year  goes  over  that  the  Pacific 
cable  will  be  In  a  much  more  sattsfactor; 
position  than  it  is  to-day,  dne  entirely  to  oar 
frleDds  In  the  Senate  of  Australia  taking 
the  bold  stand  they  did  in  defeatii^  a  gov- 
ernment measure  because  it  ignored  entirely 
the  fair  position  Canada  had  a  right  to  as- 
sume iu  connection  with  the  volume  of  mes- 
sages that  passed  between  Australia  and 
Great  Britain. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  only 
confirm  the  remarks  I  made.  The  Pacific 
cable  is  more  direct  for  the  business  of 
Canada  and  England  than  the  Eastern  Ex- 
tension, and  therefore  the  advantages  to  he 
derived  from  a  proper  working  of  it  would 
be  much  greater  than  on  the  other  line.  I 
shall  not  enter  into  the  history  of  it.  I  hare 
done  that  in  the  past — mentioned  all  the 
difliculties  that  presented  themselves.  My 
only  reason  for  making  this  motion  is  to 
endeavour  to  get  the  business  of  the  cable 
placed  on  a  better  foundation  In  order  that 
the  receipts  may  be  greater  than  before.  I 
have  no  desire  to  discuss  the  other  question 
to  which  my  hon.  friend  has  alluded,  be- 
cause we  have  discussed  that  on  former  oc- 
casions. My  recollection  is.  however,  that  the 
uiTper  House  in  Australia  rejected  the  agree- 
ment entered  into  with  the  Eastern  Exten- 
sion Company  altogether.  The  first  govern- 
n-ent  formed  entered  Into  the  arrangement 
to  which  my  hon.  friend  has  referred,  but 
the  succeeding  government  refused  to  ratify 
it  so  that  the  matter  stands  as  it  did  when 
the  cable  was  first  built.  All  I  want  to  im- 
piess  upon  the  government  is  the  necessity 
of  their  Insisting  upon  the  cable  being  con- 
ducted on  business  principles  so  that  we 
will  not  be  tased  to  pay  money  we  have  do 
rliiht  to  pay. 
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Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS — Does  the  motion  In- 
ciDde  the  total  cost  paid  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  cable  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MAGESNZIE  BOWELL— I 
tlilnk  not  My  reason  for  not  putting  thai 
in  was  that  I  thought  that  Information  was 
already  before  the  House — that  Is,  the  total 
sam  paid  for  the  construction  of  the  cablf. 
I  bad  It  Included  in  my  motion  In  the  Qrst 
place,  but  remembering  that  if;  had  been 
laid  before  parliament  I  omitted  it. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

BUI  (24)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian 
Fire  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Lough- 
eed.) 

Bill  (27)  An  Act  respecting  the  Real 
^tate  Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  CompaDy. 
HHon.  Mr.  Casgraln.  de  Lanaudldre.) 

Bill  (3^  An  Act  to  amend  the  Petition  of 
Right  Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 

THIRD  READING. 

BUl  (B)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Robert 
James  McDufl  Rodger.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr, 
Cobourg.) 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Otlaica,  Tuesday,  April  26,  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PORTRAIT  OF  SENATOR  WAUIi. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON  presented  the  secouU 
report  of  the  Committee 'on  Internal  Ec- 
onomy nnd  Contingent  Accounts,  recom- 
mending payment  of  the  cost  of  the  portrait 
of  Senator  Warli.  He  said;  We  al!  know 
tliat  last  session  it  wats  decided  unanim- 
ously to  provide  for  tUe  payment  of  the 
cost  of  this  portrait.  I  thought  It  was  done 
with  open  doors,  but  there  Is  no  record  on 
tbe  Joarnals  with  reference  to  It  The  com- 
mittee met  this  morning  and  the  report  is 
being  printed.  It  has  been  suggested  that 
we  ought  to  make  the  presentation  or  the 
unveiling  of  that  portrait  before  the  ad- 
journment, if  an  adjournment  takes  place, 
and  it  hoe  been  suggested  that  we  might 
hare  the  ceremony  take  place  in  this  cham- 


ber at  2.30  o'clock  on  Thursday  afternoon, 
when  we  might  make  it  known  to  our 
friends  in  the  Commons  who  might  desire 
to  be  present   If  there  Is  no  objection  to  it 

the  committee  can  see  that  that  programme 
is  carried  out 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

AN  ADJOURNMENT. 
The  order  of  the  day  being  called: 

By  the  Honourable  Mr.  Miller.— That  every 
motion  for  an  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  in- 
coQsiBtent  with  rules  3  and  7  of  the  Standlns 
Orders  of  the  House  shall,  under  rule  13  ba 
deemed  special,  abd  require  one  Intermediate 
day's  notice  of  such  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLEY— My  hon.  friend  from 
Richmond  (Hon.  Mr.  Miller)  has  kindly  con- 
sented to  permit  my  motion  to  be  taken  up 
before  bis  motion,  which  is  the  first  on  the 

order  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— As  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  fflsked  permission  to  take  bis  motion 
out  of  Its  order,  I  think  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
and  a  matter  of  right,  that  this  motion 
should  come  first,  and  Z  cite  as  a  pre- 
cedent  

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— His  motion  is  to 
be  taken  first  as  the  hon.  member  states. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  want  It  understood 
that  when  a  motion  to  adjourn  is  on  the 
order  paper,  it  should  take  precedence  of  all 
other  motions. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  is  all  right;  that 
is  what  is  going  to  be  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  quote  a  decision 
given  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Commons  of  England.  It  reads  as  fol- 
lows: 

PARUAMENT  THE  DERBY  DAT,  ADJOURN- 
MENT OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  Cbaplta  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  whether  he  intends  to  move  tha 
adjournment  of  the  House  from  Tuesday  next 
tin  Thursday,  as  Wednesday  next  ta  the  Derby 
Day  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.— Sir,  I 
observe  that  prior  to  the  year  I860,  it  was  the 
habit  of  the  House  to  adjourn  over  the  Derby 
Day  ;  but  the  motion  for  adjournment  was  not 
undertaken  by  the  government  of  the  time 
being.  In  the  year  1860,  Lord  Palmer&ton,  then 
the  leader  of  the  House,  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment for  the  Derby  Day  himself,  and  from  that 
time  till  the  year  1871  the  motion  was  regularly 
marie  by  the  leader  of  the  House  and  acquiesced 
in  wltbout  observation.   Since  1871,  however. 
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the  motion  has  been  opposed  and  divisions 
taken  upon  it,  so  that  the  poaltloa  oC  the  ques- 
tion appears  to  have  changed.  In  these  clr- 
curnstances  I  do  not  think  ft  would  be  desirable 
that  the  leader  of  the  House  or  the  government 
should  make  the  motion  for  adjournment :  buti 
of  course,  it  vlll  be  open  to  mj  hon.  friend  (Mr. ' 
ChapllQ)  ot  aajr  hon.  member  who  thinks  proper 
to      so.  I 

Mr.  Chaplin  gave  notice,  thai  in  conse- 
quence of  Ihe  answer  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  i 
Exchequer,,  he  would  himself  move  to-morrow 
that  the  H«ajK  should,  at  Ita  rising,  adjourn  till 
Thursdar-  He  wished  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker 
whether  he  was  right  In  supposing  that  in 
accordance  with  all  former  precedents  this 
motion,  though  moved  by  a  private  member, 
would  take  precedence  of  other  motions  "! 

Mr.  Speaker,— I  have  referred  to  the  pre- 
cedents, and  I  find  that  it  has  been  the  general 
practice  that  a  motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House  should  take  precedence  of  other 
business.  In  accordance  with  that  practice,  the 
motion  of  tho  hon.  member  will  take  precedence 
of  the  public  business  to-morrow  at  2  o'clock. 

IToii,  Mr.  :\I[LM-:R— That  Is  the  practice 
of  tlif  I  Inline  of  Commons  in  England? 

lion.  Mr.   LANlHtY— Yes. 

11. HI.  Mr.  MILLIOU— In  the  House  of  Lords 
tbe  rules  are  silent,  but  there  can  be  no 
dispute  here,  beeatise  I  waived  my  right  to 
proceed  with  my  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDUY— I  nm  not  discussing 
that  part  of  tbe  question.  The  hon.  member 
having  waived  LIS  right,  I  am  not  discuss- 
hiji  tlijit  point,  but  I  want.  In  future,  when 
nothing  in  our  rules  touches  that  point,  to 
follow  ttie  precedents  of  parliament. 

lloii.  Mv.  MII-LEK— Not  of  the  Uouse  of 
Lords.  The  lion,  gentleman  has  quoted  fi 
preced^t  f^m  the  House  of  Commons. 
We  do  not  take  our  precedents  from 
the  HouSe  of  Commons  when  our  own 
rules  are  silent.  We  take  our  pre- 
cedents from  the  House  of  Lords.  I  am 
not  riiisiii.L^  tile  ])oint  as  to  whether  lie  is 
right  or  not  with  regard  to  proci'dcnts  iu 
the  case  of  ordinar.v  niotious  of  adjournment 
or  not.  There  is  no  dispute  of  that  kind 
before  the  House,  and  therefore  it  will  be 
quite  unnecessary  to  raise  a  discussion  upon 
it. 


Xhe  SPBAKER— I  understand  it  to  be  i 
the  wish  of  the  Hotise  that  the  motion  of  ! 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley  shall  be 
taken  ni)  first  ! 
Hon.    Mr.    LANDRY.  ' 


Hon.  Mr.  PKRLEY  moved: 

That  when  the  Senate  adjourns  on  Thursday, 
the  2Sth  instant,  it  do  stand  adjourned  until 
Wednesday,  t)ie  25th  of  May  next. 

He  said:  When  this  motion  was  placed 
in  my  hands,  I  understood  it  had  the  support 
and  approval  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
tile  leader  of  the  House,  and  with  that 
understanding  I  have  moved  this  adjourn- 
ment I  quite  concur  in  his  good  Judgment 
In  that  respect,  because  I  know  there  will  Im 
very  little  to  do  at  the  end  of  this  week,  and 
I  am  advised  by  membens  of  the  other 
branch  of  parliament,  that  the  Grand  Tronic 
Pacific  Bill  will  not  be  here  until  the  last  of 
May.  Between  now  and  the  2i5th  there  will 
be  very  littie  to  do.  The  public  business  has 
never  been  delayed  by  any  of  our  previous 
adjournments,  and  I  am  sure  that  no  de- 
lay will  occur  on  this  oecaalou. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— It  Is  quite  true  that  1 
was  asked  whetlier  It  would  be  convenient 
to  adjourn  this  week  for  some  two  or  three 
weelis.  and  tliat  I  said  I  saw  no  objection 
to  it.  I  thought  tiie  public  business  would 
quite  admit  of  the  Senate  having  this  ad- 
journment, but  my  view  is  that  the  adjourn- 
ment should  not  go  beyond  Wednesday,  the 
IStb.  That  will  give  hon.  gentlemen  an 
opportunity  to  reach  their  homes  and  remain 
there  some  little  time,  and  when  they  re- 
turn they  will  find  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Bill  ready  for  us.  I  am  quite  sure  this 
iiouse  would  not  cure  to  adjourn  any  loiisrpr 
tliun  it  is  perfectly  apparent  there  will  be  no 
business  before  it.  The  important  Bills 
likely  to  go  through  in  the  near  future  are 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  and  the  Militia 
Bill.  I  feel  a  gopd  deal  of  certainty  In  say- 
ing they  will  be  ready  by  the  18th  of  May 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^What 
do  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say 
will  l>e  ready  by  the  18th  of  May? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific Bill. 

Hou.  Sir  MACKb.\/iiE  iiO\\  lOLI..— And 
when  will  the  other  be  ready? 

Hon.  ^Ir.  SCO'lT— If  tliey  proceed  day  by 
day  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Bill,  I 
presume  they  will  complete  it  before  that, 
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and  certainly  the  Militia  Bill  will  not  take 
loug  to  go  through. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  MACDON'ALD  (B-O^Does  the 
boil,  gentleman  from  Wolseley  accept  the 
snggestion  of  the  Secretary  of  State? 

Hoii.  Mr.  PERI-EY-Yes.  I  will  have  to 

do  tbat.    My  seconder,  however,  says  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.C.)— I  should 
like  to  know  definitely  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  accepts  it,  because  there  has 
been  a  conspiracy  on  both  sides  .-in  this 
case,  and  Conservatives  have  been  the  pro- 
moters of  this  conspiracy. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKKNZIK  BOWELLr-Will 
tlie  hon.  gentleman  kindly  exempt  me  from 
that  remark? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACIJOXAI..D  (B.C.)— I  certain- 
ly, in  as  strong  language  as  I  can  com- 
tnand.  condemn  the  motion  to  adjourn,  but 
if  the  18th  Is  accepted  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Wolseley,  I  have  nothing  fur- 
tlier  to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSOX— This  motion  was 
oarpfttUy  prepared  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Marshfleld  (Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson),  who  Is  al- 
so very  careful  in  preserving  the  dignity  of 
tlie  Senate.  It  appears  to  me  if  we  are  to 
lia\-t!  an  adjournment  with  the  object  of 
leKing  members  wlio  reside  some  distance 
fiom  the  capital  have  a  few  days  at  home, 
yon  might  as*  well  extend  it  to  the  25th,  be- 
cause if  we  return  on  Wednesday  the  18th, 
there  will  be  only  three  working  days- 
Thursday.  Friday  and  Monday— before  the 
24th  of  May,  and  if  you  adjourn  on  the  25th 
jou  lose  only  these  three  days,  while  me  n- 
bera  will  get  a  week  additional  time  at  their 
homes.  We  might  as  well  adopt  the  original 
motion.  If  my  suggestion  'is  acceptable  to 
the  House,  we  should  sit  on  Friday  next, 
and  have  all  the  reports  of  the  committees 
adopted  and  the  work  cleaned  up.  I  simply 
throw  out  the  suggestion.  Tliere  is  no  con- 
spiracy, nothing  more  than  those  who  wish 
to  move  in  tbat  direction  have  thouglit  it 
well  to  consult  their  colleagues  before  tak- 
ing action.  It  Is  well  always  to  do  so  be- 
fore presenting  such  a  motion  as  this  to  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEIUIUSON— My  lion,  friend 
from  British  Columbia  (Hon.  Mr.  Mac- 
donnld),  has  thought  proper  to  speak  of 


the  consultation  of  members  with  one  an- 
other on  the  question  of  an  adjournment  as 
a  conspiracy.  I  think  he  did  not  seriously 
consider  the  meaning  ot  the  term,  and  In 
my  opinion  it  Is  quite  out  of  place.  If  the 
doing  so  on  the  part  of  gentlemen  who  desire 
an  adjournment  la  a  conspiracy,  then  my 
hon.  friend  is  a  conspirator  himself,  because 
I  happen  to  know  that  he  has  been  inter- 
viewing members  of  the  House  with  a 
view  to  bringing  about  a  different  decision. 
My  part  in  connection  with  this  motion  has 
been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marquette.  Several  conversations  have 
-taken  place  between  senators  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  taking  a  long  adjournment  In  the 
early  part  of  May.  Xot  seeing  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Montreal  (Hon.  Mr.  Dandur- 
and),  who  generally,  like  myself,  takes  some 
interest  In  this  matter,  in  his  place,  I  went 
over,  just  after  the  House  met.  and  eon- 
versed  with  some  members  with  regard  to 
this  motion.  I  had  a  draft  of  it  In  my  hand, 
and  tliey  suggested  that  I  should  show  It 
to  the  meml)ors  of  the  government.  I  hand-  ^ 
ed  it  to  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  (Hon.  * 
Mr.  Templeman)  who  passed  it  over  to  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State,  just  as  he  enterei 
the  Honofc  It  was  handed  back  to  me  with 
the  remark  that  he  did  not  see  why  the 
House  should  continue  sitting  when  we  had 
little  or  no  business  to  do.  There  appears 
to  bo  very  little  difference  of  opinion  ae  to 
this  adjournment.  It  is  generally  accepted 
that  we  can  talce  a  reasonable  adjournment 
at  this  time.  Even  my  hon.  friend  from 
Victoria  (Hon.  Mr.  Macdouald).  was  willing 
to  assent  to  this  adjournment,  provided  it 
was  shortened  one  week. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (ac;)-l  di* 
not  say  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  r  JilHGUSOX-My  hon.  friend 
gave  us  to  understand  that  he  would  not  op- 
pose it  if  the  suggestion  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  was  accepted.  I  do  not  wish  to  set 
my  view  up  in  opposition  to  that  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  but  I  think  when  he  con- 
siders the  statement  made  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Portage  la  Prairie  (Hon.  Mr. 
Watson),  he  will  be  convinced  that  we  can 
adjourn  to  the  li.'ith  without  any  disad- 
vantage, and  no  interest  will  1)6  prejudiced 
by  adopting  the  motion  as  it  stands.  Whf»n 
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we  leaBBemble,  we  will  be  able  to  continue 
vorklng  untU  the  flnisb.  . 

Hon.  Mr.  MACUOXALD  (B.C.)— I  have 
been  a  nnmtwr  of  years  in  this  House  nnd 
I  fall  to  see  liow  inenil>ers  can  base  n  mo- 
tion of  tliis  kind  on  personal  fcTOunds.  They 
come  lit'if  to  attend  the  business  of  tlie 
coimtr.v  Jiiiti  should  remain  here  until  it  is 
liiiislu'J.  There  is  no  doubt  my  hon.  friend 
frtMH  Miirslifield  (Hon.  Mr.  I'erguson),  is 
the  chief  sinnvr  in  this  matter.  He  managed 
the  whole  tiling.  What  does  a  conspiracy 
mean?  People  conspire  when  they  come  to- 
gether to  do  a  certain  thing  against  others. 
I  believr-  my  remark  \vi\s  quite  proiter.  I 
did  not  niran  It  offensively,  but  there  was 
t-iHln-iuii.  The  hon.  gentleman  can  take 
whatever  horn  of  the  dilemma  he  pleases. 
I  am  quite  willing  to  leave-tbc  decision  of 
the  matttt  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who 
leads  the  House,  if  be  says  the  adjourn- 
ment cao  bo  had  without  injury  to  the  pub- 
lie' business,  I  accept  his  decision.  I  move 
tliat  tlu'  nii'tion'be  amended  by  stril^ing  out 
'  25th,'  and  suUstitutlng  for  it  *  IStb,'  in 
the  second  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  I..VXLHIY— I  rise  to  ii  i)oiiit  of 
order.  The  bon.  gentleiunii  having  already 
spoken  on  the  main  motion,  he  has  no  right 

to  move  ail  amendment  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  CHURCH— I  am  opposed  to  all 
adjournments.    I  am  not  going  to  speak  to 

the  jioint  of  order— — ■• 

Hon.  Sir  MACKi-:XZIE  BOWhM J,-That  is 
the  quisiiiiii  before  the  House  now.  It 
must  be  decided  before  the  motion  can  be 
discussed. 

The  SPEAKER— I  think  the  point  of  or- 
der ia  well  taken. 

Sir.  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am  not 
going  to  prolong  this  discussion  furthe  - 
than  to  say  that  I  am  very  much  in  accori 

with  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon. 
"si'iialor  fnnn  Victoria  (Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald), 
\Vbile  I  am  not  prepared,  perhaps,  to  usj 
quite  as  strong  language  as  be  has  used  in 
reference  to  It,  I  differ  In  toto  from  my  hon. 
fitend  to  my  right  (Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson)- 
nrd  It  iH  not  very  often  that  I  do — when 
he  il(>clnres  the  action  of  the  hon.  member 
from  Vicimia  or  anybody  else,  that  of  a 
ccnspirato]'.  hecause  he  objects  to  a  motion 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


j  which  It  has  been  proposed  to  make  upon 
;  any  question.    The  hon.  gentleman  from 

j  Wolseley,  put  a  notice  upon  the  paper 
.  afler  a  consultation,  as  I  nnfTerstr.:Kl  if, 
^wlth  certain  members  of  the  House.  I 
I  wish  ;my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  to 
I  understand  distinctly  that  the  expresslo:) 
used  with  reference  to  all  the  Conservattves 
I  of  the  House  was  not  correct,  and  I  coo- 
c?ude  the  reason  I  was  not  approached  upon 
the  subject,  was  that  they  knew  very  well 
t^jat  I  had  expressed  strong  opinions  against 
long  adjournments,  and  for  that  reason  I 
do  not  feel  myself  at  all  slighted  because 
they  did  not  consult  me  upon  the  question. 
Had  they  done  so.  they  knew  very  we'l 
what  answer  they  would  have  received. 
When  I  noticed  the  motion  on  the  paper, 
I  objected,  aud  said  to  one  or  two  that  iv? 
should  not  have  so  long  an  iidjournmeiit 
during  the  session,  but  I  repudiate  the 
idea  of  my  bon.  friend,  that  I  was  a  con- 
spirator, because  I  expressed  an  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGTJSON— I  did  not  say 
that 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
hon.  gentleman  said  if  one  was  the  otber  was. 
New,  I  differ  entirely  from  him.  However, 
we  will  allow  that  to  remain  In  abeyance. 
Tt  is  not  at  all  creditable  that  we  should 
have  a  mouth's  'adjournment  In  the  early 
part  of  the  session,  and  then  another  in  th'! 
;  middle  of  the  session,  or  past  the  middle 
I  oi:  the  se^'slon,  because,  as  has  been  Indlcnt- 
I  ed  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  I  think 
I  a  few  days  ago,  there  are  only  two  important 
measures,  namely,  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Bin  and  the  Militia  Bill  to  come  before  ua. 
1  think  most  of  us— perhaps  the  better  way 
would  be  to  speak  for  myself— will  agree 
with  the  principal  provisions  of  that  mean- 
ure.  One  or  two  involving  very  Important 
principles,  we  may  take  exception  to,  but 
Ic  is  not  a  Bill  that  is  going  to  take  any 
length  of  time  to  pass  this  House  after  it 
lias  gone  through  the  otber  House.  It  Is 
i:ot  before  the  House  just  yet,  but  the  reason 
T  think,  for  that  Is  that,  I  know  it  contain* 
n^any  pi-ovlslons  to  which  both  parties  will 
give  their  adherence  and  coucnrrence,  and 
there  are  other  provisions  with  referenc*! 
to  which  we  will  have  different  opinions. 
We  have  had  one  month's  adjournment  al- 
ready, and  now  we  propose  to  have  another 
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luontb.    I  understand  tbe  difficulties  and 

the  incoQTenlences  to  which  some  ot  the 
seaators  are  put  upou  occasions  of  this 
kind.  My  hon.  friend  from>  Portage  la 
Fialrie  {Hon.  Mr.  Watson)  will  occupy  half 
tbe  time  in  coming  and  going,  and  my  hon. 
friend  to  m7  right  (Hon.  Hr.  Ferguson)  is  in 
the  same  position,  but  we  are  not  appointed 
to  tbis  House,  as  has  been  indicated  by  my 
hoD.  friend  from  Victoria,  for  our  own  Im- 
n.ediate  convenience,  nor  to  make  our  duties 
as  public  men  subservients  to  our  own  pri* 
rate  interests.  That  is  the  position  I  take,  and 
I  think  that  we  should  avoid  as  much  as 
{•ossihle  doing  .anything  as  senators  to  bring 
tbis  House  Into  disrepute  In  the  country. 
TLese  iong  adjournments  to  which  we  are 
asked  to  consent,  will  have  that  tendency. 
In  view  of  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
pvbiic  press,  both  Conservative  and  Lib- 
fiai,  in  a  sneering  way,  in  their  references- 
to  the  Senate,  we  are  only  adding  fuel  to 
tbe  fire,  nntll  they  will  look  upon  this  Hou  to 
38  an  utterly  useless  body. 

Hon.  Mr.  MXIiLEBr-My  own  op^on  with 
regard  to  adjoamments  snch  as  tbe  one 
DOW  under  consideration  has  been  fully 
expressed  for  many  years  past    I  enter- 

l«iii  precisely  the  same  opinion  as  my  hon. 
filend  tbe  leader  of  the  opposition  has 
given  forcible  expression  to.  I  think  they 
Bbould  be  as^rare  as  possible,  and  it  is  to  be 
greatly  regretted  that  within  the  last  few 
years,  and  especially  since  my  hon. 
friend  the  present  leader  of  the  House  has 
sot  cdntrol,  these  adjournments  have 
become  unusually  frequent.  Going  back 
to  tbe  early,  days  of  confederation,  It  was 
a  rare  thing  to  have  more  than  one  adjonrn- 
lueat  during  the  whole  session,  and  fq).' 
years  we  never  had  more  than  one  of  two 
during  the  whole  session,  and  short  fid- 
Joamments  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR— But  we  had  short 
sessloDs  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER-Some  of  them  were 
quite  long  enough,  but  the  custom  during 
tbe  old  days  was  better  than  It  is  now. 
We  bad,  during  the  greater  part  of  the 
time  the  Con«ervatiTe  party  were  in  power, 
a  respected  leader  in  this  House  for  many 
years  without  interruption,'  the  late  Sir 
Alexander  Campbell,  and  It  was  the  Invai-I- 
uble  practice  in  this  House  In  those  days, 


while  he  was  leader,  for  none  of  \his  sup- 
forters  to  move  for  an  adjournment  of  the 
House  without  his  consent.  If  he  was  pre- 
pared to  say  that  tbe  business  of  the  country 
v  ould  not  suffer  by  the  adjournment,  then 
one  of  his  supporters  would  move,  and 
there  would  be  no  opposition  to  the  ad- 
journment, and  all  forms  would  very  often 
be  waived  In  order  to  carry  out  the  wish  of 
the  House.  What  I  regret  is  that  the 
crntrol  of  the  House,  with  regard  to  ad- 
journments, is  taken  altogether  out  of  the 
bands  ot  the  leader  ot  the  House.  It  was 
Immliiating  on  one  occasion  to  see  tbe  posi- 
tion in  which  the  leader  of  the  House  was 
placed  by  his  followers  in  regard  to  one 
of  these  adjournments.  ,  I  say  it  was  a 
Iiumiliation  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  such 
n  humiliation  as  we  never  Inflicted  on  our 
Uader  when  we  had  control  of  tbe  House. 
But  I  should  be  very  son-y  now  that  the 
lender  of  the  House  should  agree  to  every 
suggestion  for  an  adjournment  made  to  him. 
l  ecause  it  would  look  as  if  be  were  sub- 
mitting to  Intimidation,  and  even  humil- 
iation would  be  better  on  bis  part  than  tbe 
fiuspieion  of  being  subject  to  intimidation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^He 
said  he  was  hnmlliated. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— With  regard  to  ad- 
journments now  I  think  we  should  have  a 
cleiir  understanding  that  any  one  moving  tin' 
adjournment  of  tbe  House  for  any  length 
of  time  should  have  the  approval  of  tbe 
leader  of  the  House,,  who  best  knows  what 
business  Is  to  come  before  us  and  what  time 
it  may  take,  which  private  members  cannot 
be  aware  of.  At  the  same  time,  while  I  am 
opposed  to  adjournments,  I  do  not  like  to 
deny  to  others  what  1  cannot  enjoy  myself, 
unless  I  have  good  reason.  When  the  busi- 
ness of  the  House  does  not  Interfere,  and 
tbe  leader  of  the  House  certifies  to  that 
tact,  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  play  the  part 
of  tbe  dog  in  the  manger — and  I  never  did 
It — by  preventing  hon.  gentlemen  going 
home  for  a  few  days,  or  a  week,  or  a  fort- 
night, or  perhaps  a  month  if  necessary, 
when  it  might  be  a  convenience  to  them. 
With  regard  to  the  present  vote,  I  may  re- 
mark that  I  was  approached  by  one  of  the 
so-called  conspirators  and  told  that  tbe 
leader  of  the  House  had  consented  to  an 
adjournment  until  the  2yth,  and  I  was  given 
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to  understand — and  there  I  most  hare  mis- 
understood my  Informant — that  the  leader 
of  tbe  oj^jiosition  had  given  his  consent  also 
to  the  lone  itdjournment.  I  said  'if  that  is 
the  ciisi^  then  opposition  Is  useless'  and  I 
considered  if  both  these  hon.  gentlemen 
agreed  that  a  long  adjournment  might  be 
ta^en  by  th^  House,  that  they  were  pretty 
aftfe  In  doing  so,  because  they  knew  whe- 
ther or  not  such  a  long  adjournment  would 
likely  interfere  with  tbe  business  of  the 
coiuiUy.  uliicli  should  be  our  first  concern. 
1  thereLore  promised  to  vote  for  this  ad- 
journment. I  do  not  think  we  are  likely  to 
hare  any  business  for  two  or  three  weeks 
to  denumd  our  attention,  and  tberefwe,  as 
the  large  auijorlty  of  the  House  would  like 
to  hare  the  long  adjournment  and  It  would 
hf  :\  7n;ifler  of  convenience  to  them,  I  do 
not  ptoipose  keeping  them  for  two  or  three 
weeks  when  we  will  certainly  have  no  busi- 
ness to  do,  and  I  would  therefore  vote  for 
the  motion  as  suggested  by  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  if  anybody  will  move  that 
wbea  the  Bouse  adjourns  on  Thursday '  it 
do  stand  adjourned  tiU  18th  May. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMtTLLEN— I  look  upon  this 
as  an  exceedingly  important  question.  I 
con^ii(k'i-  the  reputation  and  the  dignity  of 
tlie  Senate  is  before  this  country  and  is  on 
tviiil  and  more  so  during  this  session  than 
it  has  ever  Ijeeu  before  while  I  have  had  tbe 
privilege  of  a  seat  in  this  House.  Years  ago 
we  used  to  criticise  the  utility  of  the  S^iate 
by  pointing  out  bow  little  it  did  for  the 
enormous  expense  it  pmt  the  country  to.  We 
are  having  now  very  evident  proofs  that 
wo  were  right  in  that  criticism.  The  fact 
is  that  if  the  Senate  has  not  business  to  do 
in  tho  country's  interest,  and  if  we  are  not 
here  and  have  no  work  to  do  and  make  a 
return  for  the  Indemnity  wc  drnw,  we  bad 
better  be  honest  with  the  country.  If  the 
government  cannot  give  the  Senate  busi- 
ness to  do  so  as  to  keep  us  here  and  engaged 
we  bad  bettor  abolish  the  Senate.  During 
this  session  we  have  already  bad  a  long  ad- 
journment, and  here  is  a  proposition  for 
another  adjournment  We  have  only  been 
back  here  a  very  short  time  before  another 
proposition  to  adjourn  Is  made.  It  will  very 
soon  be  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Assl- 
nlboln  (Hon.  Mr.  Perley)  will  adjourn  the 
l^nse  whenever  he  wants  to  build  a  new 
Hon.  Mr.  MILLER. 


fence  or  when  threshing  comes  around. 
Last  year  he  secured  an  adjournment  in 

order  to  go  home  to  harvest,  and  now  he 
wants  an  adjournment  to  get  home  to  seed- 
ing. What  is  the  cause  of  these  adjourn- 
ments ?  Simply  and  solely  to  save  mem- 
bers of  this  House  from  suffering  a  deduc- 
tion of  $7  or  $8  a  day  from  their  indemnity 
when  they  come  to  draw  their  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  {B.C.)— Hear, 
hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— If  that  Is  the  case, 
we  ought  to  be  honest  Any  man  can  go  away 
from  this  chamber  and  attend  to  his  pri- 
vate affairs.  He  Is  allowed  to  be  absent  fif- 
teen days.  Xo  man  has  a  right  to  ask  that 
this  Senate  shall  adjourn  to  enable  him  to 
go  home  and  attend  to  his  private  business 
and  draw  $9  a  day  for  that  time.  It  is  not 
creditable  and  not  dealing  with  the  country 
honestly.  I  should  like  to  add  to  the  amend- 
ment the  following  : 

And  that  $8  per  day  for  every  day  the  Senate 
fails  to  meet  on  which  the  Commons  meets  be 
deducted  from  each  sesator's  indemnity. 

I  will  make  that  motion  if  I  can  get  a 
seconder,  and  I  hoi>e  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  will  second  my  resolution.  I 

think  we  had  better  be  honest. 

Hon.  Mr.  MlI/IiEtt— That  motion  was  once 
put  on  the  order  paper,  but  was  never  press- 
ed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMTJLIyEX-Jf  we  are  goIn« 
to  adjourn  a  month  and  then  come  back  and 
work  a  week  and  then  adjourn  a  month 
Again,  we  are  doing  business  in  a  way  that 
is  not  creditable  and  dignified.  If  we  want 
to  pocket  the  country's  money  without  earn- 
ing it,  it  is  not  creditable.  I  know  that 
there  Is  some  business  to  come  t>efore  the 
S^ate.  There  are  two  or  three  divorce 
Bills  that  have  to  be  dealt  with.  There  is 
also  a  motion  coming  up  that  will  take  a 
week  to  discuss  in  the  Senate— the  matter 
of  the  trade  relations  with  the  United  States. 
I  think  we  can  well  and  properly  discuss  ttat 
question  at  some  length.  It  is  a  question  of 
vital  Interest  to  us,  and  one  on  which  there 
has  been  considerable  agitation  on  the  other 
side  of  the  line.  Then  again  here  Is  my  hon. 
friend  from  Rothesay  (Hon.  Mr.  Domville). 
who  has  a  very  important  question  before 
this  Senate.  He  asks  for  the  appointment  ot 
n  committee  for  the  purpose  of  investigating 
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and  reporting  upon  tbe  career  of  a  certain 
fnsurance  company  wliicb  obtained  a  license 
from  this  House  to  do  business  In  1885. 
Tbat  company  was  doing  business  as  a 
mutual  company  for  years.  It  baa  got  into 
deep  water.  Its  transactions  are  injurious 
til  titt  [Kilii'y-bolders.  Some  fourteen  million 
dollars'  Insurance  has  la[>sed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEORIS— Question. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULI/BN-I  am  dealing  with 
tbe  question.    The.hon.  gentleman  bas  a 
motion  asking  for  a  committee  to  be  granted 
and  an  investigation  heM  Into  tbe  condition 
of  that  company,  in  ord^  that  we  may  deal 
with  them  In  a  way  that  would  be  equitable 
to  the  pe<^le  of  this  country  who  were  led 
to  understand  that  they  were  safe  in  Insur- 
ing in  that  company.   We  have  other  Im- 
portant business,  one  motion  dealing  with 
tbe  same  company,  and  I  say  that  we  should 
give  our  attentioD  to  these  matters.  There 
are  Bills  to  come  before  ua  and  business  that 
properiy  belongs  to  us,  and  that  we  have  a 
right  to  deal  with,  and  we  should  stay  here 
and  deal  with  it.  Not  only  that,  but  I  was 
speaking  to  a  promlncait  ConserTative,  a 
man  who  is  well  up  in  tbe  ConservatlTe 
party,  last  night  at  the  Union  station,  and 
be  told  me  tbat  be  could  not  see  tbat  there 
could  be  any  possible  grounds  upon  which 
tbe  present  session  could  last  longer  than 
about  tbe  15th  Jime  or,  at  latest,  tbe  1st 
July.  If  we  pn^oae  to  adjourn  till  the  25th 
of  May  and  the  House  rises  about  the  middle 
or  the  end  of  June,  we  will  hare  an  expai- 
ence  tbe  same  as  we  bad  the  last  two  ses- 
sloDS,  susc>ending  rules  to  get  Bills  through, 
with  the  result  that  at  the  end  of  every  ses- 
sloD  of  tbe  Senate  we  rush  measures  through 
the  same  as  we  drive  sheaves  through  a 
threshing  machine.   There  Is  no  considera- 
tion. We  virtually  confirm  what  is  done  In 
the  other  House  without  any  investigation 
at  all.  Is  that  what  we  are  here  for  ?  Is 
that  the  only  duty  the  Senate  bas  to  per- 
form ?  If  It  fs  we  should  kuow  it   If  that 
Is  all  the  service  we  are  going  to  render  in 
return  for  the  enormous  amount  the  Senate 
costs  this  country,  we  had  better  frankly 
confess  that  the  Senate  shall  be  atwllsh- 
ed.   If  we  do  not  render  tbe  country  ser^ 
rice,  let  every  man  be  honest  and  say,  let 
us  get  out  of  this  and  have  no  Senate ;  or 
If  we  are  going  to  have  any  at  all,  let  It 
be  based  on  a  more  democratic  system. 


Certainly  we  should  not  adjourn  to 
the  25tb  May.  I  thUik  the  country 
will  take  notice  of  these  facts.  I  know  they 
will  in  the  province  of  Ontario.  1  nm  posi- 
tive of  tbat.  They  will  ask  :  "  What  is  the 
good  of  tbe  Senate  after  all  '!  The  govi'rii- 
ment  promised  to  reform  the  Senate  when 
they  came  in  power,  and  In  place  of  that.  It 
appears  to  be  getting  more  useless.*  This  will 
be  the  argument  Hon.  gentlemen  will  go 
on  the  stump  and  repeat  it  I  should  be  glad 
to  see  tbe  Senate  utilized  and  turned  to  ac- 
count and  keep  up  Its  dignity  as  a  respect- 
able, dlgnifled  portion  of  tbe  legislative  boily 

of  this  Dominion,  in  plat-e  of  meeting  and 
adjourning  for  two  or  three  weeks,  then 
meeting  again  for  a  week  and  adjourning 
for  a  month.  1  do  not  think  It  Is  creditable 
to  do  business  in  that  way.  I  am  opposed  to 
these  long  adjournments.  I  must  say  that 
1  regret  that  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
gives  his  sanction  to  an  adjournment  till 
the  26th  of  May. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Tbe  IStb  I  said. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMl'LLKX— Well,  an  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  seeing  the  Secretary  of  State 
bas  consented  to  the  18tb  and  led  tbe  House 
to  understand  there  Is'to  be  that  adjourn- 
ment, I  shall  not  object  and  shaU  acquiesce. 

Hon.  MEMBERS-Ob,  oh. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIKIBB— Wh«e  Is  the  hon- 
esty ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— I  would  not  con- 
sent to  an  adjournment  to  tbe  25th,  because 
I  think  it  la  altogether  too  long.  I  am  sorry 
I  cannot  get  a  seconder  to  my  amendment 
I  am  honest  and  I  am  prepared  to  vote  for 
it.  If  any  man  In  tdils  chamber  will  second 
it  I  wiU  put  it  in  the  Speaker's  bands. 

Ilnn.  Mr.  I.OU(;iIKEl>— Questions  of  ad- 
journment are  accompanied  with  some  ad- 
vantage wlien  discussed  In  this  House,  be- 
cause they  afford  an  opportunity  for  homil- 
ies on  public  duty.  Now  my  hon.  friend 
from  AVelliugton  starts  to  outline  the  duties 
of  public  men  not  only  in  this  parliament, 
but  to  their  common  country.  It  !s  re- 
freshing indeed,  and  yet  one  always  feels  a 
very  great  sense  of  regret  tbat  tbe  burdens 
of  stato  lie  so  heavily  upon  bis  shoulders. 
If  this  $8  p^  day  is  pressing  npon  my  hon. 
friend  very  heavily,  his  conscience  might  be 
relieved  by  Ills  not  accepting  tbe  $8  a  day 
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whicli  is  paid  to  members  during  the  ad- 
journment. Tbe  Auditor  General  will  raise 
no  serious  objection  to  tbe  refusal  of  my 
bon.  friend  to  accept  the  full  share  of  his 

indemnity,  so  that  fn  this  wny,  if  any  hon. 
gentleman  is  oppressed  by  tbe  remissness  on 
the  part  of  this  Senate  In  performing  the 
duties  -wMcb  pertain  to  It,  I  apprehend 
K  wonSd  be  a  very  easy  matter  to  re- 
lieve Ms  ooinclence.  One  has  to  listen 
T«ry  often  to  lectures  of  this  kind 
when  the  subject  of  an  adjonnmient 
is  discnssed,  but  I  take  exception  to 
being  lectured  on  all  occasions  by  four  or 
Ave  boil,  geiitlemeu  as  to  what  coustitntCR 
tlie  public  duty  of  a  Senator  with  reference 
to  his  attendance  in  this  House.  I  take  it 
that  tills  la  a  revising  body.  Perhaps  not 
according  to  our  constitution,  but  certainly 
according  to  our  practice  very  little  legis- 
lati'jii  <iriiriij;iti'S  in  this  House,  It  le  peculi- 
arly ;i  revising  body,  and  the  time  occupied 
is  v(.'ry  .siii;il!  indeed  in  comparisou  with  the 
time  occupied  iu  the  Commons,  on  account 
of  the  fact  that  nearly  all  the  legislation 
or^nates  in  that  body.  I  do  object,  as  a 
member  of  this  Senate,  to  the  hypocri^cal 
Idea  which  Is  promulgated  so  often  by  some 
hon.  gentlemen,  as  to  lending  tbe  public  to 
believe  tliiit  from  tlie  beginning  of  tlie 
session  till  iiroi'ogiitlon  we  must  be  iiept  here 
by  public  business.  I  beard  my  hon.  friend 
from  Wellington,  I  think  it  vrm  when  the 
subject  of  tbe  last  adjonrutuent  was  before 
tbe  House,  snggesting  that  the  Impressiou 
should  be  left  upon  tbe  public  mind,  through 
tlie  press  :uiil  otlierwlse.  that  we  were  prac- 
ticitlly  continuously  engaped  here,  otherwise 
we  rould  mil  occupy  tlie  position  in  tbe 
public  miiiil  to  which  we  aliould  aspire.  If 
this  House  hi\^  not  public  business  to  occupy 
its  time  sufficiently,  why  should  the  public 
not  know  it?  Is  there  anything  to  conceal  ? 
Iljivc  tile  members  of  this  body  been  remiss 
iu  iiif  in(>i'<'r  performance  of  their  duty? 
Has  ;ui\'  Ini-iiiiess  ever  suffered  by  reason 
of  tbe  udjiiiniiments  from  time  to  time?  I 
challenge  any  hon.  gentleman  to  point  to 
any  piece  of  legislation  which  has  ever 
suffered  by  the  adjournment  which  took 
place  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  session,  and 
I  furthermore ,  make  the  statement  that 
no  deliberative  body  gives  clos(y  attention 
and  better  scrutiny  to  tbe  legislation  which 
may  come  ticfore  it  from  time  to  time,  than 
Hon.  Mr.  LOUOIIEED. 


tue  Senate  of  Canada.  I  challenge  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  point  to  any  statement  which 
has  been  made  In  the  public  press  or  else- 
where In  which  tbe  Senate  has  been  accused 

of  not  giving  jiroper  attention  to  business. 
If  that  be  tbe  case,  If  this  Senate  Is  attend- 
ing to  its  duties  properly,  and  is  giving 
that  scrutiny  to  the  public  business  which  it 
demand^  and  to  which  tbe  public  assents 
by  its  silence  Is  being  done,  why  should  we 
meet  day  after  day  without  performing  any 
business?  Is  it  candid?*  Is  It  fair  to  leave 
tbe  impression  on  tbe  public  mind  that  we 
are  engaged  from  first  to  Inst  of  tbe  session 
with  business,  when  such  is  not  tlie  case? 
Let  us  face  the  facts,  as  they  present  them- 
selves, with  proper  candour  and  not  leave 
an  impression  upon  tbe  public  mind  that  we 
are  doing  something  when  there  is  nothing 
to  be  done.  I  do  object  to  hon.  gentlemen 
saying  that  a  few  members  of  this  House 
from  time  to  time  suggest  these  aujourn- 
inents  for  the  purpose  of  furthering  their 
own  convenience.  My  observation— and  I 
think  tbe  observation  of  every  hon.  gen- 
tleman here  will  bear  me  out  in  this 
statement — Is  that  those  gentlemen  who 
have  been  In  favour  of  adjournments, 
those  possibly  who  may  have  championed 
adjournments,  have  been  just  as  atten- 
tive to  tbfe  public  business  and  have 
given  as  close  attention  to  every  matter  of 
legislation  that  has  come  up.  as  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  have  played  the  part  of  censors, 
who  have  been  our  critics,  who  have 
abused  us  for  sacrificing  the  public  Interest 
for  the  sake  of  our  own  private  interests.  I 
am  satisfied  that  the  contrast  which  has  been 
pointed  out  by  some  of  our  censors  will 
scarcely  bear  a  very  close  scrutiny,  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  hon,  gentlemen  who  have 
supported  those  adjournments  from  time  to 
time  have  been  as  anxious  to  promote  the 
public  business  and  have  paid  as  close  at- 
tention to  tbe  duties  which  devolved  upon 
tiiom  as  lion,  gentlemen  who  have  accused 
us  of  being  remiss  in  that  particular.  I 
further  say  that  the  reputation  and  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Senate,  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Wellington  has  cuosen  to  designate  It.  will 
not  suffer  in  the  least  by  our  being  candid 
in  the  way  that  we  propose,  namely,  when 
there  is  no  business  to  l>p  done  to  adjourn 
the  House  till  business  is  ready.  Further- 
more, I  think  it  will  be  a  very  salutary  way 
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of  iiui)ressi:ig  uiion  the  governiueut  of  the 
day  the  fact  that  the  Senate  has  very  Httlo 
to  do  and  that  they  should,  by  an  exercise 
of  their  discretion,  introduce  more  Import- 
ant business  in  this  chamber  than  has  been 
done  In  the  past.  My  bon.  friend  from 
Richmond  has  said  that  in  the  olden  days, 
when  the  Conservative  party,  my  own  party, 
was  in  power,  we  sat  almost  continuously, 
the  adjournments  w^re  not  very  frequent. 
There  was  a  pretension,  perhaps,  that  we 
were  attending  more  closely  to  business, 
yet  it  no  way  stemmed  the  agitation  which 
was  made  throughout  the  country  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Senate.  But  since  the  hon. 
gentlemen  opposite  came  Into  power,  and 
the  adjournments  have  been  very  frequent, 
we  hare  beard  less  of  the  abolition  of  the 
Senate  thau  previously. 

Hon.  Mr.  MIIiLER— The  Senate  has  been 
reformed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOrGltEED— And  the  lengthy 
adjoamments  seem  to  have  commended 
themselves  to  the  public  as  one  of  the  best 

reasons  why  the  Senate  should  be  continued. 

Hod.  Mr.  POIRIBR— Are  we  discussing 
Ue  main  motion  or  the  amendment? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  amendment. 

Hod.  Mr.  DANDURAND-I  do  not  Intend 
to  repeat  the  remnrlis  I  made  n  year  oi" 
i  n<.'o  on  thp  question  of  adjournments.  I 
v.-ill  simply  touch  upon  one  phase  of  the 
question.  I  take  it  for  granted  that  we  have 
ao  average  session  of  four  mouths.  It  may 
be  tending  towards  a  longer  session.  Hut 
ve  have  bad  a  four  months  session  for  a 
few  years.  I  think  I  have  established  that 
there  are  two  months  out  of  the  four  which 
are  occupied  by  the  House  of  Commons 
witii  work  which  Is  special  with  that  House 
aad  with  which  we  have  nothing  to  do.  I 
tblak>  we  have  established  beyond  contra- 
diction that  for  siA  to  eight  weeks  the 
House  of  Commons  goes  into  supply  and 
disensses  each  item  of  the  Supply  Bill, 
which  we  pass  in  three  minutes  ;  so  that 
during  these  or  eight  weeks  no  one  has 
the  right  to  force  us  to  remain  here  and 
wait  for  the  Supply  Bill  from  the  Commons. 
Besides  there  is  always  a  long  discussion  on 
the  budget  speech.  Then,  In  addition  to  that, 
there  are  214  members  in  the  House  of 
Commons  who  have  to  speak,  who  feel  the 


necessity  of  speaking  to  their  electors,  of 
being  heard  once  in  a  while.   We  know"  the 
long  speeches  that  are  being  made  in  the 
other  House.    In  this  House  we  address 
ourselves  to  the  questions.    We  have  no 
electors  to  whom  to  speak,  or  to  court. 
We    simply    discuss    questions,    as  the 
hon.   gentleman    fnirn    Calgary    says,  as 
a  court  of  review.      We  take  the  Bills 
that  come   before   us.      My   bon.  friend 
from  Calgary  said  It  was  not  in  the  con- 
stitution but  in  the  practice  to  sit  here  as  a 
court  of  review.  If  my  hon.  friend  will  refer 
to  the  discussion  whlch^took  place  at  the 
confederation,  he  will  find  there  that  the 
fathers  of  confederation  all  declared  that 
the  proper  function  of  the  Senate  was  to  act 
as  a  check  and  cc)urt  of  review  over  the 
hasty  legislation  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
We  have  besides  another  very  Important  role 
to  play  In  the  constitution.   I  will  not  deli- 
ver a  lecture  on  the  duties  which  devolve  on 
this  House,  hut  I  will  aak  :  have  we  ever 
been  remiss  In  accompllslng  tiiem  ?  We 
>  have  not,  and  I  contend  that  in  a  four 
months'  session  there  are  two  months  when 
j  we  must  necessarily  be  Idle  unless  it  pleases 
\  us  to  remain  here  and  listen  to  the  bon. 
,  gentleman  from  Wellington  discoursing  on 
I  some  question  which  he  would  bring  befwe 
'  us.   But  we  decline,  when  there  is  no  bnal- 
'  ness  pressing,  when  we  can  cope  with  the 
!  business  on  our  return,   to  remain  here 
simply  to  listen  to  academic  questions  being 
I  discussed  before  this  chamber,  or  to  keep 
company  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Brit- 
I  ish  Columbia.    The  hon.  gentleman  from 
!  WoIUngtou  (Hon.  Mr,  McMullen)  and  the  hon. 
};i-ntleman  from  British  Columbia  (Hon.  Mr. 
I  M^cdonald)  have  spoken  of  the  reasons  which 
actuate  some  members  In  moving  adjonrn- 
j  raents  of  this  House.   I  only  beg  to  say  this, 
.  that  those  gentlemen  are  actuated  by  a 
sense  of  public  duty.   They  want  to  be  here 
I  when  there  is  work  to  be  done,  but  they  feel 
;  when  there  Is  nothing  to  be  done  they  have 
I  duties  to  discharge  elsewhere.    I,  for  one, 
,  decline  to  remain  here,  to  pass  one  or  two 
i  Bills  a  week.   I  prefer  the  honest  way  of 
I  attending  to  my  business  when  there  Is 
nothing  to  be  done  here,  rather  than  leading 
people  to  believe  we  are  working  as  hard 
as  the  House  of  Commons,  when  there  Is 
practically  nothing  to  be  done.    Under  the 
old  system  we  would  sit  for  half  an  hour 
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three  or  four  days  a  week  and  adjourn.  The 
hon.  ceutleman  from  British  Columbia  (Hon. 
Mr.  Mncdonald)  when  throwing  stones  at  his 
neighbours  shouid  remember  that  some  of 
the  members  who  aslc  for  adjournments 
never  take  the  fifteen  days  they  are  al- 
lowed to  take.  I  hav^.  not  taken  on  an 
average  Ave  days  of  my  fifteen  during  the 
last  three  or  four  years.  1  decided 
when  I  came  to  this  House  tiiat  when  a 
majority  could  be  found  to  favour  It  we 
would  try  and  abandon  the  old  method,  rep- 
resented by  some  hon.  gentlemen,  to  object 
to  adjournment  when  there  is  no  work  to 
be  done.  Tboue  hon.  gentlemen  might  as 
well  be  here  as  anywhere.  They  think  be- 
cause they  have  thrown  off  the  harness  that 
we,  a  majority  here,  who  are  still  In  the 
prime  of  life  and'  have  busine^  of  our  own 
to  look  after  should  remain  here  because 
It  pleases  them  to  remain.  I  do  not  want  to 
class  myself  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria,  who  does  not  seem  to  know  the 
value  of  expressions  which  he  uses  against 
his  colleagues,  but  I  think  It  more  honest 
and  less  hypocritical  to  adjourn  when  there 
Is  no  work  to  be  done  and  come  back  when 
we  have  work  to  do,  We  are  surprised  at 
the  attendance  iu  the  Senate  ;  It  is  because 
we  nre  not  required  to  be  here  when  there 
is  no  business  to  be  done.  We  are  not  kept 
here  marking  time,  while  the  House  of 
Commons  is  debating  a  question  that  will 
occupy  three  or  four  weeks  that  can  be  dis- 
posed of  In  this  House  In  three  or  four  days 
when  it  reaches  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— After  the  burst  of 
indignation  from  the  hon.  gentleman,  I  want 
to  tell  him  that  quite  a  number  of  metnbers 

here  do  not  know  three-fourths  of  the  legis- 
lation that  goes  through  the  Senate.  Many 
Bills  are  not  read  at  all. 

Hull.  Mr.  POIItlKK— How  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  know  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIV.VX-I  will  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  an  examination  of  one  that  he 
does  not  know  anything  about.  There  is  a 
large  amount  of  work  to  be  done  in  studying 
measures,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  have  the 
mighty  intellect  of  my  hon.  friends  here  to 
consult  in  going  over  those  Bills.  Speak- 
ing largely  for  myself,  I  cannot  study  up 
all  the  Bills  that  are  brought  here,  and  I  do 
not  happen  to  be  a  member  of  that  sublim- 
Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


nted  intellect  of  the  Senate,  the  Committee 
of  Railways. 

Hon.  Mr.  POERXKR— So  the  hon.  geutle- 
man  is  himself  the  one  who  does  not  know 
what  is  going  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  put  myself  In 
the  same  category  with  the  hon.  gentleman. 
If  there,  is  lees  said  about  adjournments  hi 

the  Senate  now,  it  is  because  a  great  power 
that  used  to  call  in  question  every  move- 
ment of  the  Senate  is  now  hushed,  but  I 
know  what  the  feeling  of  the  people  Is.  and 
I  know  I  havfe  been  agnln  and  again  twitted 
by  ]>eopIe  I  met  about  our  frequent  adjourn- 
ments. I  do  not  think  any  mie  In  this  Hous<> 
objects  to  one  adjournment  It  Is  the  re- 
peated short  adjournments  that  gi^e  the 
Senate  a  bad  reputation.  Would  It  not  be 
better  to  bring  in  a  resolution  providing  that 
all  motions  for  adjournments  shall  have 
the  sanction  of  the  leaders  on  both  sides  ? 
We  know  that  we  are  doing  our  business 
w^ell  and  thoroughly,  but  the  public  do  not ; 
they  do  not  take  enough  Interest  in  this 
House  to  understand  what  we  accomplish. 
I  do  not  see  much  difference  between  ad- 
journing to  the  25th  and  adjourning  to  the 
18th  ;  the  only  diBference  is  that  one  sin  is 
a  little  bigger  than  the  other.  If  I  should  be 
a  member  of  this  House  next  session  I  pro- 
pose to  bring  In  a  resolution  that  no  adjourn- 
ments shall  take  place  without  the  sanction 
of  the  leader  of  the  government  and  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Wolseley  accept  my  suggestion  to 
make  the  adjournment  to  Wednesday,  the 
18th  of  May  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— When  the  motion 
was  placed: in  my  hands  I  understood  that 
it  had  the  concurrence  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State.  Last  session  1  did  not  move  an 
adjournment  at  all,  and  when  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Wellington  says  I  moved  an 
adjournment  In  order  to  get  home  to  look 
after  the  harvest,  he  states  what  is  posi- 
tively anil  absolutely  Incorrect  I  have  In- 
terests at  home  it  is  true  ;  I  pity  the  nnan 
who  has  not.  As  there  is  nothing  to  be 
done  here,  we  shall  adjourn  and  attend  to 
our  own  business.  Since  1887  when  I  was 
first  elected  to  the  House  ot  Commons  I 
have  every  session  been  present  at  the  open- 
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log  and  tbe  closing,  and  have  hardly  ever 
lost  a  day.  Even  last  year  1  lost  only  four 
days  ovt  of  tbe  fifteen  tbat  I  was  mtitled  to. 
I  have  never  failed  to  attmd  committee 
meetings.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Wei- 
lington  has  raised  a  howl  here,  as  he  did 
In  the  House  of  Commons,  and  If  he  ever 
stultified  himself,  it  was  when  be\accepted 
a  position  in  the  S«iate  which  be  decried. 
I  accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  but  my  seconder  has  not  seen  fit 
to  do  so.  I  think  we  bad  better  act  on  the 
suggestion.  If  we  do  not,  then  let  us  ad- 
journ from  Friday  Instead  of  Thursday. 
Personally,  I  am  quite  willing  to  have  the 
motion  ameoded.  *  I  do  not  want  to  show 
disrespect  to  the  government  of  the  coun- 
try. I  accept  the  view  of  the  Secretary'  of 
State,  but  my  secondOT  has  not  withdrawn 
his  right,  and  I  must  leave  the  matter  to 
the  House. 

Hm.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  that  Wednesday 

the  eighteenth,  be  substituted  for  Wednes- 
day the  twenty-fifth,  in  the  motion. 

The  SPBAKBB— Does  the  hon.  gentle* 
man  from  De  Lwimder  acc^t  the  amend- 
ment ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  seconded  the 
motion  because  I  thought  a  majority  favour- 
ed the  25tb,  and  more  especially  to  suit 
those  who  live  In  the  extreme  east  and  the 
ertreme  west.  The  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  suits  me  perfectly. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  no 
right  to  move  an  amendment,  having  al- 
mij  spoken. 

The  SPEAKER— It  seems  to  be  the  opin- 
Jon  of  the  Honse  that  the  motion  should  be 
amended. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  object  to  the 
amendment  proposed  by  the  bon.  Secretary 
of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERQUSON— I  made  the  state- 
ment to  my  friends  in  this  House  that  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  had  agreed  to  this 
motion.  The  hon.  gentleman's  action  to-day 
would  Imply  that  he  did  not  agree  to  it.  I 
repeat,  however,  that  he  had  a  copy  of 
my  motion  in  his  hand  and  looked  over  It 
and  said  he  had  no  objection  to  it. 
11 


Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  a  copy  of  bis  motion 
was.  handed  to  me.  I  did  not  read  it  1 
knew  it  was  a  itroposal  to  adjourn  for  some 
weeks ;  I  did  not  know  whether  It  was  to 
the  18th  or  to  the  25th,  and  I  consented  to 
the  adjournment  under  the  Impression  that 
It  was  a  sbortra:  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS— Like  my  hon.  friend 
from  De  Lorlmler,  I  cannot  be  accused  of 
selfishness  In  supporting  a  motion  to  suit 
the  convenience  of  our  friends  who  live  far 
from  the  capital,  and  I  object  to  the  attacks 
which  have  twen  made  upon  the  hon.  mem- 
ber tnm  Wolseley  who  is  accosed  of  being 
actuated  by  selfish  motives.  He  has  been 
charged  with  moving  an  adjournment  to 
enable  him  to  go  home  and  attend  to  his 
harvest  last  year.  This  comes  with  a  bad 
grace  from  hon.  gentlemen  who  last  session, 
when  work  was  pressing,  j^ere  absent  from 
the  Senate.  I  refer  especially  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Wellington  and  Victoria. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  <B.C.)— I  did  no^ 
move  an  adjournment  thoi^h. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS— No,  but  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman waited  until  the  fifteen  days  had 
elapsed  and  then  he  left  Where  was  the 
hon.  gentleman  at  the  opening  of  this  ses- 
sion ?  He  never  came  in  until  after  the 
first  adjournment  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
same  remark  applies  to  tbe  course  pnrsned 
by  these  hon.  gentlemen  who  rise  now  and 
censure  their  colleagues  who  really  do  attend 
the  meetings  of  this  House,  when  tbesre  is 
business  to  be  done.  My  object  in  rising  is 
to  settle  tbe  question.    I  therefore  move: 

That  when  tbe  House  adJouniB  on  Tbursdar 
It  stand  adjourned  until  the  18th  oC  May  at 
three  o'clock. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MOTIONS  DEEMED  SPECIAL. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved  : 

Tbat  every  motion  for  an  ad'ournment  of  the 
Senate,  laconBlstent  with  rules  3  and  7  of  the 
Staodtng  Orders  of  thie  House,  rtiall,  uader  rule 
13,  be  deemed  specia],  and  require  one  inter- 
mediate day's  notice  of  such  motion. 

He  said  :  Rule  3  of  the  House,  referred  to 

In  my  motion,  reads  as  follows  : 

The  time  for  the  ordinary  meeting  of  tbe 
Senate  Is  at  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  un- 
less some  other  time  have  previously  been  or- 
dered. 
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Tliiit  niU'  resiiiates  the  time  for  the  meet- 
ing oC  the  House.   Bale  7  Is  aa  foHowe  : 

yrbma  tlte  8ei»t«  adjourna  on  Pridar,  unless 
otharwlM  ordefsd,  it  atandi  adjourned  until 
Uie  Monday  toUowtiig. 

These  are  tho  two  rnles  which  regulate 
the  times  of  the  meeting  and  adjoumm^t 
of  the  Senate.  For  an  adjournment  of  the 
Senate,  Inconalatent  with  theae  mlea,  we 
bare,  as  I  cootentf,  role  IS,  vUch  aa^  : 

One  intermediate  day's  notice  in  writing  must 
lie  given  ol  all  motions  deemed  special  ;  and 
any  motion  is  deetsed  special  which  initiates 
a  subject  ot  discussion. 

N(»\v,  if  we  want  an  adjournment  of  the 
House  inconsisteot  with  rule  8  and  rule  7, 
I  contend  thtrt  there  is  only  one  means  by 
which  it  can  be  obtained,  and  that  is  by  a 
motion  with  an  Intermediate  day's  notice 
under  rule  13.  There  is  no  other  rule  on 
our  standing  ord^s  under  which  such  a  mo- 
tion can  be  made,  and  therefore  if  this 
rule  is  not  applicable,  if  motions  for  an  ad- 
ionrnment  ot  the  House  say  for  a  week  or 
*moftth  do  sot  come  under  ttiis  rule,  there 
Is  then  no  rule  upon  the  standing  orders, 
under  wliicli  such  a  motion  could  be  made. 
It  is  true  liis  lioii.  the  Speaker  contends  that 
under  rule  17  such  an  adjournment  could  be 
obtained.   Now,  rule  17  reads  as  follows  : 

No  motion  to  Busrend,  modify  or  amend  auj 
rule  or  part  thiT-of  shall  be  in  order  except 
on  one  day's  noiji'f  In  writing  specifying  pre- 
ciael;  liie  rule  proposed  to  be  suspended,  mo- 
dified or  amended,  and  the  purpose  of  such 
suspension.  But  any  rule  may  be  suspended 
without  notice  by  the  unanimous  consent  of 
tlte  Senate  :  and  the  rule  proposed  to  be  sus- 
pended shall  be  jireclsely  and  distinctly  stated. 

I  call  attention  to  the  phraseology  :  '  pre- 
cisely and  distinctly  stated  and  no  motion 
for  the  suspension  of  the  rules  upon  any 
petition  for  a  private  Bill  shall  be  In  order 
unless  tbe  same  shall  have  been  recommend- 
ed by  the  Committee  on  Standing  Orders.' 

I  contend  tliiit  rule  17  Is  not,  and 
never  was,  inli-niied  to  have  any  ap- 
plication t()  LiiMieral  motions  before  the 
Jlouse,  such  as  special  motions,  or  motions 
wtdcb  In  ttie  ordinary  transaction  of  the 
bnsliMM  c€  the  Senate  come  under  rule  13 
of  the  House.  I  want  bon.  gentlemen  to 
understand  thfit  unless  such  motions  as  the 
one  which  has  just  been  decided  come  under 
rule  13.  there  ia  no  rule  under  which  the 
Hon.  Ur.  MILLER. 


motion  can  be  got  before  the  House,  ex- 
cept rule  17.  How  are  we  to  proceed  to 
get  an  adjournment  of  tbe  House  under 
rule  17  ?  We  would  tutve  to  ask  b/ 
n  motion  to  suspend  these  two  rules,  aai 
would  h^tre  to  set  tiiem  oat  fully  in 
doing  so.  That  Is,  be  would  have  to  ^ve 
notice  on  a  certain  day  that  he  would  move 
to  suspend  rule  3  and  rule  7,  and  would  have 
to  state  In  his  notice  what  rule  3  Is,  and  would 
have  to  include  In  his  notice  of  modoa 
rule  7,  because,  as  I  say,  this  rule  sets 
out  that  the  rule  proposed  to  be  suspended 
shall  be  '  precisely  and  distinctly  stated  In 
the  motion.'  Therefore,  you  must  give  the 
notice  to  suspend  these  two  rules  and  must 
set  them  out  in  your  notice.  Having  got 
these  two  rules  suspended,  then  you  would 
hare  to  make  another  motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House.  Now,  I  ask  bon. 
gentlemen  If  It  is  consistent  with  reason 
or  common  sense  that  that  roundabout  pro- 
cess should  have  to  be  adopted  In  order 
to  get  an  adjournment  of  the  House  for 
any  time  whatever.  I  do  not  think  that 
any  one  who  considers — and  1  say  it  with 
all  due  respect  to  the  chair — the  absurdity 
of  tbe  position  which  it  would  logically  in- 
volve us  In  would  say  for  a  moment  that 
the  rule  was  right.  That  rule  was  never 
intended  to  apply  to  motions  such  as  the  one 
which  we  have  just  disposed  of.  It  was 
to  apply  to  motions  In  connection  with 
Bills,  and  there  w^ere  two  ways  of 
getting  rid  of  any  Irregularity  in  the  pass- 
age of  a  Bill  in  consequence  thereof.  One 
was  to  get  a  report  from  the  Standing  Orders 
Committee  when  no  notice  at  all  was  re- 
quired ;  tbe  other  was  to  give  notice  under 
that  rule  for  a  suspension  of  the  rule,  for 
Instance,  with  regard  to  the  time  for  pre- 
senting a  petition  to  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  the  publication  in  tbe  '  Official  Gaa- 
ette '  or  anything  of  that  kind.  It  was  In- 
tended to  apply  to  irregularities  of  that  kind, 
which  required  a  special  intervention  of  the 
House  in  order  to  allow  the  business  of  the 
House  to  proced.    That  Is  my  construction. 

I  win  now  proceed  to  place  before 
tbe  House  the  precedents  upon  which  I 
found  that  opinion.  I  may  say  that  I  would 
hardly  venture  to  do  what  I  am  going  to 
do,  read  precedent  after  precedent  from  tbe 
Journals  of  the  Senate,  if  our  time  was 
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of  more  Importance  tiian  It  U  Just  now, 
bot  nnfortiinately  we  hare  nothing  to  do 
and  can  take  plenty  of  time  to  dlacass  this 
ImportflDt  matter.  I  contend  fnrtber  that 
the  construction  I  place  upon  mle  13  Is 
precisely  ttie  purport  and  Intent  of  rule 
31  of  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  two 
rales  in  operation  and  intent  are  predaely 
similar,  although  In  pbrasef^ogy  they  are 
dissimilar.  If  yon  take  two  rales  and  find 
tbem  thoroughly  dissimilar  in  phraseology, 
while  In  Intent  and  operation  they  are  per- 
fectly consistent  and  in  conformity,  1b  It  not 
a  strong  inference  that  the  Interpretation 
Tbich  brings  abont  that  affect  of  conformity 
most  tie  the  right  one  ?  And  when  you 
attempt  to  constrae  one  of  these  two  rules 
b7  reducing  yourself  to  an  absurdity, 
and  more  than  that,  an  absurdity 
iu  the  other  House,  can  there  be  any  doubt 
at  all  with  regard  to  the  construction  of 
these  rules?  The  rules  of  tbe  Senate  were 
framed  upon  the  rules  of  the  old  leglslatlTe 
cooQcU.  at  the  commencement  of  confedera- 
tion. Knle  No.  13  ^s  as  follows  : 

One  intermediate  day's  DOtlce  in  writing  must 
be  Klren  of  all  motions  deemed  special. 

That  rule  was  adopted  in  our  first  stand- 
ing orders  in  1868,  and  continued  tiie  rule 
nntfl  the  additional  clause  was  added.  In 
tbe  eighties,  I  think,  the  reTlslon  took 
place,  and  tbe  alteration  was  made.  How, 
and  wby  was  It  made  ?  It  was  because 
frequently  when  a  motion  was  before  the 
House  difference  arose  as  to  whether  It  was 
a  special  motion  or  not  I  need  hardly  say 
that  It  Is  not  an  vnnsaal  thli^  for  members 
to  come  to  this  House  who  never  btionged  to 
UI7  l^slatire  body  before,  and  not  tbere- 
ton  as  conversant  with  parliamentary 
roles,  as  those  who  had  had  that  ex- 
perience in  the  more  popular  branch.  It 
was  not  at  all  a  matter  of  wonder  that  very 
often  clear-beaded  men  would  think  that 
nile  very  vague  and  indefinite,  and  therefore 
it  should  have  some  qualification  in  order 
t'--  show  what  was  its  real  meaning ;  al- 
though I  do  not  think  anything  could  be 
more  special  than  a  motion  In  this  House 
which  would  Involve  the  suspension  of  two 
of  oar  standing  orders,  ^at  is  not  a  motion 
to  be  classed  with  motions  made  in  routine 
basiness.  A.  motion  of  adjournment  In- 
volves tbe  suspension  of  two  standing  or- 
of  the  House.   If  anything  would  be 


a  special  motion  that  would  be  one,  but 

there  were  laymen  who  thought  tbe  rule 

should  be  made  dear  and  put  beyond  doubt 

and  therefore  the  rule  was  qualffied  by  de* 

fining  what  was  a  special  motion,  wfaloh  waa 

as  follows : 

And  any  motion  is  deetned  special  which  ini- 
tiates a  subject  ot  discusBloti. 

Any  ^motion  which  Initiates  a  subject  of 
discussion  Is  a  special  motion  under  rule 
13.  We  had  a  motion  just  now  before  the 
House  under  a  proper  notice  and  I  leave  It 
to  bon.  gentlemen  to  say  whether  that  mo- 
tion did  not  initiate  a  subject  of  discussion. 
We  bad  over  an  hour's  discussion  upon  the 
motion  of  my  bon.  friend.  Well  if  my  con- 
{•tructlon  of  this  rule  Is  right  that  motion 
was  perfectly  in  order.  Any  one  could  get 
up  when  that  motion  was  before  the  House 
and  speak,  and  was  exercising  his  undoubt- 
ed right  to  speak  on  it  No  one  could  say 
It  was  not  regular,  and  it  was  initiated  by 
Just  such  a  motion  as  I  am  referring  to. 
This  was  the  reason  I  allowed  the  discussion 
to  precede  my  motion.  I  wanted  that  debate 
to  precede  mine  so  that  I  would  have  an  In- 
stance In  the  minds  of  bon.  gentlemen  pres- 
ent, a  pwoi  of  my  point  of  what  must  be 
considwed  an  intermediate  day's  notice  un- 
der rule  13  ot  the  House.  I  say  again  that 
that  motion  was  a  proper  one  under  rule  IS, 
but  If  Che  ruling  Is  correct  and  It  does  not 
come  under  rule  18,  then  the  whole  discussion 
we  had  here  this  afternoon  was  irregular 
and  out  of  order.  But  that  discussion  was 
not  insular  and  was  not  out  of  order.  It 
was  perfectly  in  order.  It  was  initiated  by 
the  motion  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Wol- 
ueley.  I  do  not  tblnk  It  ought  to  be  necessary 
for  me.  so  far  as  this  House  Is  concerned,  to 
utter  another  word  or  offer  a  precedent  in 
support  of  my  contention,  but  as  time  Is 
not  of  importance  to  us,  I  have  asked  the 
clerk  of  routine  of  the  House  to  go  through 
the  records  and  see  bow  the  motions  and 
precedents  in  tbe  Journals  stand  in  refra- 
ence  to  my  contention,  and  he  has  done  so 
and  has  given  me  quite  a  number.  I  told 
the  House  just  now  that  we  borrowed  that 
rule  from  the  old  legislative  council.  I  take 
up  tbe  minutes  of  proceedings  of  tbe  legis- 
lative council  of  Canada  when  that  rule 
had  not  the  qualification  which  It  has 
now.  I  take  up  that  rule  as  it  stood 
on  the  standing  orders  of  tbe  old 
leglslatlTe  council  of  Oanada,  'one  Intmne- 
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dlate  day's  notice  sball  be  deemed  necessary 
for  every  motton  deemed  special.*  I  really 
do  not  want  more  precedents  than  one  or 
two  in  each  sestiout  and  I  feel  like  a  teacher 
going  through  the  first  lesson  to  javeniles. 
trying  to  make  them  understand  that  the 
letters  b-a-t  spell  bat.  and  under  other  cir- 
cumstances I  would  apologize  to  the  House 
for  attemptiug  to  support  a  construction  so 
clear  and  self-evident  as  that  by  precedent 
In  the  old  legislative  council  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Simpson  on  t&e  22nd  ot  the  month  gave  no< 
ttce  tibat  on  BCondi^,  tbe  2Gtli,  he  would  more 
'  that  when  the  House  adjourns  on  Thursday 
next  it  do  stand  adjourned  until  the  follow- 
ing Wednesday.'  That  motion  was  accord- 
ing to  rule,  with  an  intermediate  day's  no- 
tice— moved  on  the  22nd  and  down  on  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  for  the  25tta  ;  that  was 
before  confederation.  That  Is  the  lU;ht  in 
which  It  was  considered  the  rale  was  to  be 
Interpreted  before  confederation  In  the  old 
legislative  council  of  Canada.  Now,  after 
the  rule  was  adopted  by  the  Senate  we  have 
other  precedents,  as  follows :  *  Moved  by 
the  Hon.  Blr.  Wilson,  on  May  3,  that  when 
this  House  adjourns  on  Wednesday,  It  do 
stand  adjourned  until  Tuesday  the  11th  Inst.' 

Notice  was  given  on  the  3rd  that  on  the 
6th  he  would  make  this  motion.  Then  I 
take  up  a,  case  In  1877.  Here  I  find  a  mo- 
tion on  February  27,  for  March  1,  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Guevremont,  an  old  member  of 
the  legislative  council  of  Canada,  that  when 
this  House  adjourns  on  Friday  next  It  do 
stand  adjourned,  &c.,  giving  notice  which 
I  contend  is  necessary  in  this  case.  Then 
again,  here  Is  a  motion  of  the  sauke  charact- 
er by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bellerose,  also  a  mem- 
ber of  the  old  leglBlattve  council  of  Canada, 
a  notice  on  the  19th  Febmary,  1878,  for  a 
motion  on  the  2l8t  February.  Then  In  1879 
there  Is  a  notice  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Penny  for 
the  20th.  The  notice  Is  given  on  the  19th 
and  It  Is  moved  on  the  24th,  certainly  over 
the  time.  Then  I  come  to  1870.  The  Hon. 
J.  Boss  gave  notice  on  the  11th  April  that 
when  the  House  adjonms  it  do  stand  ad- 
journed until  Wednesday  the  20th  at  7.30 
In  the  evening.  I  may  say  to  hon.  gentle- 
men here,  perhaps,  there  Is  no  one  within 
the  sound  of  my  voice  excepting  the  leader 
of  the  House  and  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion who  recollected  the  Hon.  J.  Rose.  He 
was  a  very  distinguished  member  of  the 
old  l^lslative  council  of  Canada  and  an  able 
Hod.  Hr.  HILLBR. 


lawyer,  was  Speaker  of  the  old  legislative 
council  of  Canada,  was  a  member  of  the 
minis  try  before  confederation,  and  was  one 
of  the  ornaments  ot  the  Senaite  that  came  hi 
here  at  the  date  of  confederation.  He  was 
a  precise  man  in  business  matters  and  In 
connection  with  the  business  of  the  House. 
He  gave  the  two  days'  notice  required  by 
my  construction  of  the  rule  in  the  old  legis- 
lative council  of  Canada.  There  Is  another 
notice  on  the  15th  for  the  17th  March  by 
Mr.  Bellerose.  Hon.  gentlemw  who  wm 
not  In  the  House  when  Mr.  Bellerose  occu- 
pied a  seat  here  will  not  be  aware  of  the 
profidency  as  a  parliamentarian  of  that  hon. 
gentleman  who  had  a  long  training  In  the 
House  of  Commons,  a  man  of  great  nataral 
ability,  and  he  was  particularly  well  versed 
In  the  rules  of  the  House.  He  gives  a 
notice  on  the  15th  for  Wednesday  the 
17th  March.  I  come  now  to  1885  <m 
the  6th  May.  Mr.  BeUerose  gives  another 
notice,  a  similar  motion  with  one  inte^ 
mediate  day's  notice,  for  an  adjournment  of 
the  House.  I  pass  over  some  years  to  come 
to  the  period  when  the  Hon.  Sir  J.  Abbott 
was  leader  of  this  House.  I  need  not  say  to 
hon.  gentlemen  who  knew  Sir  John  Abbott, 
and  especially  to  gentlemen  &om  Montreal, 
that  he  was  one  of  the  ablest  men  that  ever 
led  this  House,  a  profound  lawyer  and  an 
exceedingly  well-versed  parliamentarian,  and 
I  tliink  that  any  precedent  that  he  set  would 
have  very  great  weight  indeed  with  any 
one  who  knew  him.  On  the  4th  May,  1891, 
the  Hon.  Sir  J.  Abbott  gave  notice  of  an  ad- 
journment of  the  House  to  be  made  on 
Wednesday,  6tb  May.  Here  Is  another  mo- 
tion very  shortly  afterwards,  and  I  think 
It  ought  to  have  weight  with  the 
House,  by  Sir  J.  Abbott  These  two 
motions  of  Sh"  J.  Abbott's  following  each 
other  in  the  same  session  and  each  with  an 
Intermediate  day's  notice  show  that  he  must 
have  considered  that  that  intermediate  day's 
notice  is  Indispensably  necessary  for  a  mo- 
tion of  that  kind— that  is  if  it  were  opposed. 
On  the  24tb  June,  he  gives  notice  of  a  motion 
for  adjournment  the  -uth.  The  only  two  mo- 
tions I  am  told  that  there  are  In  the  books 
tn  the  name  of  Sir  J.  Abbott  are  consistent 
with  each  other,  and  consistent  with  what 
I  contend  to  be  the  true  construction  of  thst 
rule.  In  the  session  of  1896  there  Is  a  mo- 
tion by  my  hon.  friend  the  Hon.  Mr.  Landry. 
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H«iL  gentlemen  need  not  be  told  tbat  that 
boQ.  senator  Is  perlmps  one  of  tbe  few  men 

in  ^je  HoDse  that  give  a  great  deal  of  at- 
tention to  matters  of  procedure  and  parlla- 
meatarj  usage.  At  any  rate,  I  think  you 
will  all  admit  he  has  had  practice  enough  in 
glring  notices  of  motion  to  be  quite  an 
aQtborit7  on  the  subject  Now.  Mr.  Landry 
glTCB  an  intermedfate  day's  notice.  The  last 
I  am  gofnsT  to  quote  occurred  In  1S9S  tmder 
the  present  regime;  there  Is  a  motion  by  my 
boa  friend  (Hon.  Mr.  Casgraln)  to  the  same 
effect.  So  that  I  think  I  ought  to  have 
quite  sadsfled  the  House  t^iat  so  far  as 
the  established  practice  set  up  by  my 
bon.  Mend  the  fiecretary  of  State  Is  con- 
cerned. It  Is  all  tbe  other  way.  I  wish  to  point 
oat  to  hon.  gentlemen  that  if  this  rule  13 
does  not  apply,  tbe  conclusion  arrived  at  by 
the  hon.  ^ntleman  from  DeSalaberry  that 
there  is  no  other  rule  and  that  any  member 
of  this  House  can  get  up  at  any  time  with- 
out notice — watch,  for  Instance,  for  a  thin 
Honse  such  as  we  have  Just  now,  and  by 
conspiracy— I  cannot  imagine  such  a  thing 
possible— but  he  can  get  up  with  a  bare 
qaoram  present  and  snatch  a  Judgment  of 
the  House  for  an  adjournment,  not  for  a 
week  only,  but  for  a  month.  Can  it  be  pos- 
sible that  we  have  been  going  on  for  the 
past  tbirty  years  with  our  rules  in  that 
condition?  But  if  the  construction  placed 
by  the  cbair  upon  rule  13  Is  correct, 
tbat  Is  tbe  IneTttable  conclusion  we  are 
forced  to.  ^  As  far  as  this  House  is 
concerned,  there  cannot  be  any  question 
as  to  what  tbe  practice  has  been, 
and  I  do  not  think,  after  the  discussion  to- 
tlay,  that  any  gentleman  who  Is  present  will 
sajr  that  a  motion  of  adjournment  Is  not 
one  that  will  Initiate  a  subject  of  discussion, 
bat  my  hon.  friend  the  Speaker  said  tbe 
otho-  day  that  I  was  certainly  quite  wrong 
in  regard  to  the  House  of  Commons.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  I  tblnk  I  hare  shown  I  am 
right  In  construing  the  rule  In  tihe  Senate, 
but  I  am  prepared  to  show  that  I  was 
right  wltb  regard  to  the  Commons, 
and  fortunately  with  regard  to  the 
Honse  of  Commons  I  am  in  a  position  to 
show  it  more  conclusively  than  I  am  in  re- 
gard to  the  Senate,  although  I  do  not  think 
It  requires  anything  further  than  what  I 
have  said  in  regard  to  the  Senate,  but  It  so 
happens  In  tbe  House  of  Commons  that 


questions  of  order  are  more  frequent  and 
therefore  decisions  on  points  of  order  are 
more  frequent,  and  the  text-books  teem  with 
decisions  in  tbe  House  of  Commons  more 
than  in  the  Senate.  For  that  reason  there 
wni  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  showing 
tbat  my  construction  of  tbe  two  rules,  the 
rule  of  the  iSenate  and  the  rule  of  the  Houee 
of  Commons,  are  in  exact  conformity  with 
each  other.  For  butaiice,  in  tbe  House  of 
.GonnDona  tbey  8l.ve  noiUce  to-day  of  a. 
motion  for  tbe  day  after  to-morrow,  two 
days'  notice,  and  in  the  Senate  it  is  an  inter- 
mediate day.  To-morrow  Is  an  Intermediate 
day  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  in  the 
Senate  you  have  an  intermediate  day  ex- 
pressly indicated.  His  Honour  the  Speaker 
thinks  I  am  quite  wrong  in  regard  to  tbe 
House  oi  Commons.  He  said  : 

What  my  understandine  ol  tbis  rule  has  al- 
ways been  1b  tbat  a  motion  deemed  special  was 
something  which  brought  in  a  new  subject  lor 
discussion,  and  I  did  not  think  that  tbe  rule 
applied  to  such  matters  as  the  time  which  the 
House  should  stand  adjourned.  Tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleman's opinion  was  dlfterent  and  he  referred 
to  the  practice  of  the  other  House  ae  Bustalnlng 
his  view.  In  that  House  tbe  rules  are  more 
rigorously  enforced  than  they  are  hera  ;  but 
even  If  we  were  governed  by  Just  the  same  rule 
as  thai  which  they  have  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons bis  reference  to  the  House  of  Commons 
was  not  Justified.  Rule  31  of  the  other  House 
is  as  follows  : — 

Two  days'  notice  shall  be  given  of  a  motion 
for  leave  to  present  a  Bill,  resolution,  or  ad- 
dress, for  the  appointment  of  any  committee  or 
for  the  putting  of  a  question. 

But  the  rule  goes  on  : — 

But  this  rule  shall  not  apply  to  Bills  after 
their  Introduction  or  to  private  Bills  or  to  the 
times  of  meeting  or  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Xow  what  is  meant  there  not  a  motion 
for  adjournment  of  the  House  such  as  we 
are  discussing  to-day,  but  It  means  meetings 
or  adjournments  consistent  with  the  stand- 
ing orders  of  tbe  House.  Tbe  standing  or- 
ders reads  as  follows  : 

The  time  tor  the  ordinary  meeting  of  the 
House  is  3  o'clock  in  tbe  afternoon  for  each  day, 
and  If  at  that  hour  there  be  not  a  quorum, 
Mr.  Speaker  may  take  the  cbair  aod  adjourn. 
When  the  House  rises  on  the  following  day  It 
stands  adjourned,  unless  otherwise  ordered,  un- 
til the  following  Monday. 

Now,  tbat  rule  fixes  tbe  time  for  the  meet- 
ings and  adjournments  of  tbe  House  of 
Conunons.  It  is  In  connectimi  with  these 
meetings  or  ad>>urniuents  tiiat  no 
notice  Is  required.  They  are  an  ex- 
ception to  tbe  general  rule  requiring  two 
days'  notice  ;  otherwise  it  would  be  Imposs- 
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Ible  to  carry  on  the  buainess  of  the  House. 
But  aUow  me  to  direct  the  attention  of  this 
Houae  to  Bosdaot.  I  have  sereral  Quota- 
tloitt,  but  I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  doing 
right  in  trespassing  too  far  upon  the  House. 
I  refer  to  page  428.  We  hare  statutory  holi- 
days. Tliese  statutory  holidays  are  indicat- 
ed by  the  law  upon  our  statute-book.  They 
say  such  and  such  a  day  is  a  holiday,  and 
one  would  suppose  that  that  would  be  notice 
to  all  the  wor^,  the  House  of  parliament  in- 
clnded,  that  tbese  statutory  days  were  days 
fm  viMik  the  Hoose  should  adjourn,  but  the 
Houae  eaaaot  adjourn  over  these  statutory 
bolldayB  without  a  special  notice  for  ad- 
joui-nineut.  It  has  been  the  practice  in  re- 
gard to  such  adjournments  of  the  Houae  of 
Commons  and  here  to  class  them  under  the 
head  of  unopi>osed  motions.  When  they  are 
not  0|>po8ed,  no  established  precedent  arises, 
but  aoQordlag  to  the  strict  rules  of  our 
Hmu^  ttewrOlng  to  rule  18  of  the  Senate, 
and  aocording  to  rule  81  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, these  motions  for  adjournments  over 
(itatutoi-y  holidays  must  have.  In  one  case  an 
intermediate  day's  notice  and  In  the  other 
case  the  regiilar  two  days' notice.  If  tiiat  be 
the  case— auid  there  cannot  be  any  doubt 
about  It,  I  have  the  autliority  under  my  hand 
—can  tliere  be  a  question  at  all  that  when  we 
want  to  adjourn  lite  House  over  a  week  or  a 
fortnight  that  th^  also  oHne  under  the  rule? 
BoiHinot  says:  'Many  motions  known  as  un- 
opposed are  frequently  made  without  notice, 
In  aocordauce  with  rule  32  of  the  House, 
which  pi-ovides  that  a  motion  may  be  mada 
by  unanimous  consent  of  the  House  without 
prevlona  notice.'  These  motions  refer  to  the 
adjopnuoent  o£  the  House  over  a  holiday  or 
a  lestiTal,  to  leave  of  absence  for  members, 
to  the  addition  of  members  to  the  committees 
and  to  other  matters  connected  with  the 
business  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— Without  any  notice  at 
ell  ? 

lion.  Mr.  MLLT/ER— But,  as  already  shown, 
if  any  member  objects  to  such  motions  being 
made  wiUiout  notice,  they  cannot  be  press- 
ed. I  do  not  think  there  need  be  another 
word  said  with  regard  to  the  rules  in  the 
House  of  Oommons,  and  I  have  here  two  in- 
stances of  the  present  premier  in  moving  the 
adjouniiiient  of  the  House,  where  in  both 
cases  be  gives  the  intermediate  day's  notice. 
I  am  sorry  I  fonnd  It  necessary  to  place  this 
Hon.  Kr.  uiLi^BR. 


matter  so  verbosely  before  the  House.  I  do 
It  with  Qw  simple  desire  ttiat  we  maj  have  a 

clear  understanding  on  so  important  a  mat- 
ter. It  Is  of  the  highest  importance  that  we 
^oold  have  certainty,  tliat  the  matter 
should  not  be  doubtful,  and  I  think  it  U  Jnst 
as  well  that  It  should  be  decided  in  the  di- 
rection of  uniformity  in  the  rules  of  the 
Honse  of  Commons  and  In  the  rules  of  the 
Senate.  I  prefer  to  move  It  tills  way,  in 
order  that  I  would  not  create  anj  posonal 
irritoUon  In  moving  against  the  c^inlmi  of 
the  chair,  or  movli^  against  the  convenience 
of  members  at  any  time  when  they  might 
desire  an  adjournment  to  enable  them  to 
get  home,  on  a  pending  motion,  or  any 
party  ground.  I  wish  to  get  clear  of 
all  these  considerations,  the  decision  of 
the  House,  and  I  do  not  doubt  for  a  mo- 
ment what  the  decision  wiU  be.  It  must  be 
the  adoption  ot  my  motion.  A  friend  of 
mine  told  me  be  bad  heard  some  one  say 
be  intended  to  vote  against  Senator  Miller's 
motl^on.  He  said :  '  These  adjournments 
are  very  convenient,  and  I  like  to  go  home, 
and  want  to  have  as  little  trouble  as  possible 
in  getting  the  adjournment.'  If  many 
members  of  the  House  will  vote  upon  sudi 
a  ground  as  that,  and  not  on  tlie  true  con- 
struction of  the  rules,  my  motion  may  be 
rejected,  but  If  the  motion  is  token  on  Its 
merits,  apart  from  extraneous  circumstonces, 
any  gentlemen  who  have  followed  me  can- 
not have  the  slightest  hesitation  In  voting  to 
adopt  the  ruling  which  I  surest. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  all  Indebted  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  for 
bringing  this  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
Senate.  It  is  deslrabae  that  it  should  be  dis- 
posed of  and  not  an  open  question  In  the 
future:  Whether  we  agree  with  him  or  not. 
1  think  we  are  very  much  indebted  to  him 
tor  the  exhaustive  manner  In  which  be  deals 
with  the  subject.  He  very  correctly  remarks 
that  rule  3  does  not  affect  it  at  all ;  rule  7 
certainly  does  not  affect  It,  because  that  Is 
the  rule  providing  for  the  adjournment  from 
Fria&s  tin  Monday.  The  argument  is  based 
on  the  assumption  that  it  comes  under  rule 
13,  as  b^ng  a  special  motion.  There  Is 
where  I  differ  from  my  hon.  friend.  1 
cannot  r^ard  a  motion  for  adjournment, 
which  Is  constantly  made  In  this  chamber, 
as  In  any  way  partaking  of  a  special  charac- 
ter.  I  do  not  tiiink,  in  the  framing  of  the 
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rol^  that  thftt  was  In  view  at  all.  My  lion. 
Mend  baa  quoted  a  very  large  number  of  In- 
stances where  one  or  two,  and  perhaps, 
three  days'  nottee  ha«  been  i^ren.  That 

reaJIy  proves  nothing.  With  the  same  care, 
I  could  find  an  equal  number  of  eases  where 
a  motloD  was  made  on  one  day  to  be  taken 
Into  consideration  the  next  day.  I  have  In 
my  hand  here  two  motlona  made  last  session 
ot  that  character.  For  instance,  on  the 
2Mb  July,  Mr.  Perley,  who  seems  to  bare 
forgotten  that  he  ever  made  a  motion  of 
the  kind,  gave  notice  that  on  tbe  Mlowing 
day  he  won  Id  move  

Hon.  Mr,  MILLER— It  was  not  opposed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Then  on  anotber  day, 
August  18tb,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr. 
McMallen  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  tbe  boa  gentle- 
man  assert  that  Mr.  McMulIen  made  a  mo- 
tion for  an  adjoomment  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  on  the  ISth  Aug- 
ust 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Oh,  shame  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  look  upon  this  ques- 
tion as  being  altogether  subordinate  to  the 
coDTenience  of  the  Senate  and  we  sboald  be 
tielng  onrselves  up  andnly  If  we  required 
one  intermediate  day's  notice.  Now  when 
a  Thursday  comes,  it  is  often  very  evident 
tbat  there  will  be  no  work  on  Friday  or  on 
tbe  following  Monday. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— What  rule  hare 
you  for  confining  yourself  to  one  day's  no- 
tice? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Only  the  practice  of 
the  chamber,  I  quite  admit  that,  but  I  feel 
considerable  repugnance  to  having  the  Sen- 
ate tied  up  by  requiring  an  Intermediate 
day's  notice.  If  we  were  now  framing  a 
nile,  I  do  not  think  a  majority  in  this 
Home  would  adi^t  one  requiring  a  notice 
of  an  adjournment  to  be  special  where  It 
occurs  frequently-  The  books  are  full  of 
■ach  motions.  The  notice  for  to-morrow  Is 
an  exception,  because  no  one  objected,  bat 
I  noticed  some  cases  where  objection  was 
takes.  I  do  not  agree  with  my  hon.  friend 
u  to  the  procedure  In  the  House  of  Com- 
moni  as  I  read  tbeir  rule.  It  does  not  re- 
quire any  intermediate  day's  notice.  For 
tiutance,  a  notice  given  to-day  for  conidder- 


ation  the  day  after  to-morrow,  does  not  ap- 
pear on  the  paper  until  the  following  mwn* 
lr\g.   There  Is  no  intermediate  day's  notice 

there. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Tea. 

Hon.  Mt-.  SCOTT— It  does  not  appear  on 
the  order  paper  until  tbe  day  before  It  is 
moved. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  counts  from  the 
time  It  Is  put  on  tbe  table.  Tbe  notice  Is 
given  for  consideration  the  day  after  to- 
morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  handed  to  the 
clerk  and  not  a  single  member  of  the  House 
of  Commona  is  aware  of  It  until  it  appears 
in  the  votes  and  proceedings. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Nevertheless  the 
notice  to  the  House  Is  what  the  member 
says  when  he  reads  the  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  need  not  make  the 
announcem«it  from  his  place  In  tbe  Houses : 

he  hands  It  in  to  the  clerk.  The  notice  la 
given  Id  time  to  be  printed  in  the  votes  and 
proceedings  of  the  following  day.  In  every 
Instance  we  require  that  It  shall  appear  in 
the  orders  the  day  before  It  Is  proposed  to 
move  tbe  motion.  My  hon.  friend  will  admit 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  only  need  be  on 
tbe  paper  two  days,  and  to-morrow  would 
be  an  Intermediate  day.  For  Instance,  I 
give  notice  to-day ;  It  may  not  go  on  the 
orders  to-morrow,  but  it  appears  the  next 
day,  and  that  la  an  intermediate  day's  no- 
tice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  only  fighting 
shadows.  If  the  notice  appears  on  the 
orders  it  certainly  ought  to  be  ample  ;  every 

taoD.  member  can  make  up  bis  mind  when 
')e  sees  the  notice  on  tbe  paper  how  he  is 
;olng  to  decide  the  question.  What  I  ob- 
ject to  Is  the  proposal  that  there  shall  be  an 
intermediate  day — that  is,  if  you  wanted  to 
adjourn  on  Friday,  you  would  want  to  give 
notice  on  tbe  preceding  Wednesday. 

Hon  Mr.  MILLER— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- That  would  be  very  In- 
convenient 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Alter  the  rule  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— The  hon.  gentieman  is 
quite  right    I  think  the  rule  ought  to  be 
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dutsgsd  ftod  made  clear,  because  It  was  not 
inteDdea  to  applr  to  motions  for  adjonrn- 
ment.  I  do  not  think  it  comes  under  tbe 
class  of  special  motions  l>ecause  it  is  a 
motion  made  so  frequently— almost  every 
two  or  tliree  weeks. 

Hon.  Ur.  MILLSft— Wliat  la  the  meaning 
of  the  clause  added  to  tbe  rule ; 

And  any  motion  Ir  deemed  special  which  ini- 
tiates a  subject  of  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Initiates  a  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Hare  we  not  bad  a 
debate  tthday  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  think  It  should  not 
embrace  such  au  ordinary  common  motion 
as  a  motion  to  adjourn.  I  find  It  laid  down 
in  May  : 

When  it  is  Intended  th«  House  should  ad- 
journ to  a  day  beyond  the  next  sitting  day,  a 
inoiioii  is  made  by  a  lacmber  of  the  gOTernmeut 
with  or  without  notice,  that  the  House  at  Its 
rising  to  adjourn  to  a  specified  dar. 

As  far  as  I  can  gather  from  the  practice 
of  tbe  House  of  Commons  only  one  day's 
notice  would  bftve  to  be  given,  but  there  is 
a  much  wider  latitude  there  inasmuch  as  a 

member  of  the  goverament  Is  always  pre- 
sent to  move  an  adjournment.  1  do  not 
know  of  the  rule  of  the  House  of  Lords.  1 
hare  not  had  au  opportunity  of  looking  it 
up,  bntl  we  know  that  the  House  of  Lords 
are  constantly  adjonrnlng.  They  do  not 
sHr  constantly  like  the  House  of  Commons. 
Nor  does  the  upper  house  anywhere  in  any 
country  where  there  are  two  chambers.  1 
think  our  discu.sslng  this  question  of  ad- 
journment, speaking  generally,  is  rather  un- 
nacessaiy,  Inasmuch  as  all  upper  chambers 
adjDoni  more  free^  than  the  lower  bouses 
Which  do  the  ordinary  business.  It  most  be 
remembered  in  our  House  of  Commons 
there  are  twelve  ministers  at  the  head  of 
important  di'paitni.Mita,  and  necessarily  the 
business  connected  with  those  departments 
must  be  initiated  there.  Apart  from  that, 
all  financial  qaestions  must  be  ccmsidered 
thffite  Itat,  and  there  is  nothing  extraor- 
dinary, therefore,  In  the  Senate  adjourning 
from  time  to  time,  according  h?  the  state  of 
business.  The  Senate  of  Canada  has  never 
been  jneu.se(l  of  not  performing  the  duties 
fiMotted  to  it.  On  1  lie  contrary,  I  think  It  has 
on  many  occasions  got  a  good  deal  of  pres- 
tige from  the  great  eve  and  attention  given 
Hon.  Mr.  9G0TT. 


to  tbe  subjects  under  discussion.  I  need  not 
go  further  back  than  last  session,  when,  it 
is  readily  admitted,  on  the  important  Bill 
relating  to  the  Hallway  Commission,  vet? 
material  improvements  were  made  daring 
the  time  it  was  in  this  chamber,  and  it  would 
have  been  very  much  better  tonlay  had  the 
views  of  the  Senate  been  maintained  on  one 
or  two  points  over  which  there  bad  bem 
a  good  deal  of  discussion.  I  .hope  In  the 
near  fntnre,  when  revising  our  rules,  thli 
point  will  be  made  clear,  but  for  the  pre- 
sent we  ought  to  act  as  we  have  been  acting 
in  the  past.  In  my  Judgment,  the  greater 
number  of  instances  favour  the  practice  of 
giving  one  day's  nodce. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Then  alter  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  the  rule  ought 
to  be  altered.  My  hon.  friend  has  the  ad- 
vantage in  that  respect,  though  I  do  not 
agree  with  him  that  it  comes  under  that 
special  rule. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 
to  be  regretted. that  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  not  attempted  to  meet  the  arguments 
advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rich- 
mond. He  has  Instanced  a  number  of  cases 
in  which  this  rule  has  been  violated.  No 
one  disputes  that,  but  when  the  question 
arose  as  to  what  tbe  rule  really  means,  then 
It  is  for  the  chair  and  the  House  to  decide 
whether  the  point  of  order  is  well  taken  or 
not.  The  Secretary  of  State  In  bis  remarks 
said  he  could  not  consider  the  question  of 
adjournment  a  special  motion.  If  the  rule 
were  allowed  to  remain  as  It  was  prior  to 
its  change,  as  instanced  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Richmond,  then  there  might 
be  some  reason  and  force  in  the  argument 
advanced  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
but  it  is  quite  evident  that  the  same  dis- 
agreement existed  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
old  rule  as  has  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Richmond,  and  consequently. 
In  order  to  avoid  any  future  difficulty,  when 
the  rules  were  revised,  these  words  were 
added  :— 

And  any  motion  is  deemed  a  special  motion 
which  Initiates  a  subject  of  discussion. 

It  Is  simply  a  question  for  the  Senate 
to  decide  whether  the  motion  for  an  ad- 
journment Is  one  that  initiates  a  subject  of 
discussion,  long  or  short  I  venture  to  make 
this  statement,  that  there  is  scarcely  a  mo- 
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tlon  that  bas  been  made  for  an  adJoommeBt 
for  any  length  -of  ttane  in  the  last  two  or 
three  years  that  bas  not  created  a  dlBCUs- 
sIoQ,  and  I  remember  upon  two  or  three 
occasions  my  bon.  friend  from  Stadaeona 
<Hoa.  Mr.  Landry),  when  the  question  was 
pat  as  It  was  the  other  day.  objected  on  the 
ground  that  an  Intermediate  day's  notice 
was  not  given,  but  It  was  not  pressed  any 
farther  than  the  objection  being  raised.  The 
reference  to  May  can  baTe  no  effect  so  far 
as  this  guestiou  Is  concerned,  unless  the  bon. 
Secretary  of  State  can  show  that  there  Is 
a  rule  In  tbe  House  of  Lords  wblch  gives 
power  to  tbe  Lords  to  adjourn  upon  a  day's 
notice,  or  without  noUce  at  all.  Tbe  prin- 
ciple laid  down  in  the  section  read  by  the 
bon.  gentleman  Is-rery  cleax,  that  a  member 
of  the  governmeut  can  moTe  an  adjournment 
at  any  time,  with  or  without  notice,  but 
are  they  goTemed  by,  a  rule  similar  to  that 
In  our  rales  and  regulations  ?  If  they  are, 
fbea  tbe  argument  of  tbe  bon.  gentleman 
wonld  hare  some  force,  but  as  we  have  no 
evidence  that  either  tbe  Lords  or  the  Com- 
mons are  restricted  by  a  rule  to  pursue  a 
certain  course,  tiie  argument  Is  wltbout 
force.  In  this  case  we  do  not  argue  whe- 
ther it  is  convenient  or  not ;  It  Is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  convenience.  As  the  honourable 
morer  of  tbe  resoliiti<m  put  It,  there  might 
arise  an  occasion  when  a  very  few  members 
present  might  take  advantage— I  would  not 
Bay  Intentionally—to  make  a  motion  for  a 
long  adJonrnmeDt,  to  tbe  great  inconven- 
lence  of  large  number  of  members,  and  for 
that  reason  alone,  In  order  to  prevent  the 
Senate  being  taken  by  surprise,  one  day's 
Intermediate  notice  ought  to  be  given,  par- 
tienlarly  if  It  Is  for  a  long  adjournment 
^  ailment  of  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State 
leads  one  to  this  conclusion,  that  there  be- 
ing a  difference  of  opinion,  and  If  his  reason- 
ing be  correct  that  It  Is  inconvenient  to  give 
an  Intermediate  day's  notice,  then  a  com- 
mittee should  revise  tbe  rules,  and  make 
tbem  such  as  tbwe  can  be  no  misinterpreta- 
tion of  their  meaning. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-But  as 
the  hoQ.  gentleman  from  Richmond  saya, 
that  is  not  tbe  question  before  tbe  House. 
The  question  is  what  is  tbe  meaning  of  this 
rule.  I  think  he  bas  given  snffldent  evi- 


dence from  tbe  practice  of  the  House  in  tiie 
past,  alone,  to  show  that,  bowever,  much  we 
may  have  deviated  from  the  rules  of  tbe 
House,  his  resolution  Is  correct  Tbe  Speak- 
er In  giving  bis  decision  tbe  other  day  made 
a  statement  wblc^  was  not  only  useful,  but 
strictly  correct.  We  have  been  in  tbe  habit, 
unfortunately,  for  some  time  past  of  paying 
very  little  attention  to  the  rales.  We  have 
gone  on  in  a  slip-shod,  hapbasard  way,  and 
tbe  Speaker  called  tbe  attention  of  tbe  House 
to  that  fact  that  be  was  Justified  in  giving 
the  decision  be  rendered  at  the  moment  by 
the  violation  of  the  rules  which  had  been 
so  constant  that  he  did  not  think  It  was 
proper  under  tbe  clrcnmatanices  to  rale 
against  the  bon.  gentleman's  motion.  If  tbe 
rales  are  not  right  let  us  amend  them,  but 
In  the  meantime  I  cannot  conceive  how  any 
body  who  reads  that  rule  can  put  any  other 
construction  upon  it  than  that  stated  by  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Richmond. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANULKAND— The  bon,  gentle- 
man from  Richmond  has  discussed  rule  13 
aud  come  to  the  conclusion  that  a  motion  for 
adjournment  is  one  which  Initiates  a  subject 
of  discussion,  and  consequently  falls  under 
that  rale.  It  apparently  has  not  been  the 
consensus  of  opinion  In  this  chamber  for  a 
cumber  of  years,  and  I  wonder  if,  when  it 
was  framed,  and  even  when  it  was  amended. 
It  was  in  tbe  minds  of  those  who  bad  any- 
thing to  do  with  It,  that  questions  of  ad- 
journment, wblch  are  questions  of  dally 
routine,  should  fall  under  this  class.  Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  has  read  quite  a  number  of 
instances  when  apparently  two  di^s*  notice 
has  been  given.  He  bas  cited  some  cases 
where  a  notice  was  given  on  Friday  for  the 
following  Monday,  which  would  not  sustain 
his  own  contention,  because  if  the  notice 
was  given  on  Friday  It  would  only  appear 
on  tbe  orders  the  following  Monday. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— The  member  may 
have  conceived  that  he  was  giving  an  In- 
termediate day's  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUKAND— I  would  draw 
tbe  hon.  gentleman's  attention  to  this  fact, 
that  even  if  there  bad  been  in  tbe  early 
years  of  confederation  an  intermediate  day's 
noti(^  given,  tbe  Senate  was  not  in  the 
spirit  of  the  procedure  better  informed  than 
It  bas  l>een  lately,  because  notices,  up  to  a 
few  years  ago,  were  laid  on  the  table  of  tbe 
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H<nue  Oorlng  fbt  slttii^.  and  onlr  appeared 
on  tbe  ordetiB  the  next  day.  'X'hlg  wae  fol- 
lowing the  [ir;u?tlce  of  the  Honse  of  Com- 
mons, but  I  coTitend  with  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  Stiite,  tbiit  iiie  members  of  either  Honse 
under  that  piiK  tice  were  no  better  or  longer 
informed  than  they  are  now  under  the  pres- 
et practice.  I  know  that  on  a  qnestlon 
mlMd  <bf  tbe  hm.  member  from  Stadacona 
(Hon.  nr.  XMoSrs),  the  House  decreed  that 
henceforth  notices  should  no  more  be  hand- 
ed in  to  tilt'  ('In  k  of  the  House  to  be  printed 
the  next  duy,  but  should  be  read  aloud  to 
tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  Li&^DRY— That  was  good  for  a 
B«^on  only. 

HOs.  Vr.  D^^UBA!ND— That  may  be.  I 
■wmB  90t  qqt^  a&re  as  to  the  procedure  fol- 
lowed ap  to  then,  but  during  that  session, 
and  the  following  Bessione  as  well,  the  prac- 
tice prevailed  of  giving  oral  notice  in  order 
tbat  tlie  Hoiisi'  should  be  seized  with  the 
matter  contained  In  that  notice,  and,  there- 
fore, the  members  have  been  receiving 
twentj-fQur  hours*  notice  Just  as  hereto- 
fore Itie  other  system.  I  contend, 
Hbanetfae,  that  vader  tbe  present  system,  tbe 
Senate  has  longer  notice  ttian  was  given  un- 
der the  old  priictlce,  because  then  they  had 
cnly  twenty-four  hours'  notice — from  the 
time  of  the  publication  of  the  notice  on  the 
order  paper.  In  the  House  of  Commons 
members  are  informed  Just  one  day  before— 
^-lien  they  see  the  notice  In  tbe  Votes  and 
Proceeding  It  seems  to  me  we  mi^t  go 
on  under  the  same  practice  that  prevails 
to-day.  I  admit  however,  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Richmond,  that  no  snap 
motion  sboultl  be  adopted  without  notice. 
Z  am  not  Interested  one  way  or  the  other, 
except  to  maintain  the  prevailing  practice, 
and  if  this  meets  with  the  views  of  a  cer- 
tain number  of  my  bon.  colleagues  I  will 
move  tbe  foUowfipg  amendment : 

1%at  all  tbe  woxds  in  the  said  motion  after 
'  House '  In  the  second  lloe  be  stricken  out  and 

the  following  siibBlituted  tberefor  : — '  Sball  re- 
fluiro  a  noiiie  lo  be  given  not  later  than  the 
sitting;  day  next  foUowlDs  that  on  which  the 
motion  was  made.' 

That  would  be  continuing  the  same  prac- 
tice which  has  prevailed  for  a  number  of 
years. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER — I   am  afraid  that 
motion  would  not  be  In  order,  because  it  is 
Bob.  BCr.  DANOURAND. 


a  motion  to  amend  tbe  roles.  We  bave  a 
very  formal  process  to  go  through  to  amend 

a  rule.   Tue  Honse  must  be  snrnmoned. 

Hon.  'Mr.  DAJ^DUBAND— I  was  Simply 
proposing  to  amend  tbe  bon.  gentleman's 

motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILI/ER— My  motion  is  declar- 
ing the  meaning  of  rule  18. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANULRAND— I  had  no  otber 
intention  myself  but  to  make  that  rule  clear. 
It  is  practically  declaring  that  we  have 
understood  up  to  this  day  that  guestlouB  of 
adjournments  did  not  fall  under  rule  13. 
Of  course  it  does  not  mean  an  alteration  of 
the  rules,  it  would  be  for  this  session  only, 
and  we  could  later  on  bare  a  special  sitting 
for  tbe  alteration  of  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate, 

Som  hon.  GENTLBiMEN— Six  o'clock. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  have  tbree  min- 
utes yet. 

The  Speaker  left  the  Chair. 

After  Beoess. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-7I  believe  my  hon. 
friends  from  Delorlmler  and  Blcbmond  have 
mutually  agreed  to  withdraw  their  motlona 
and  we  con  at  gome  future  day,  not  far 

distant,  make  the  rule  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— With  tbe  pei^ 
mission  of  the  House,  I  wish  to  withdraw 

my  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLx^u— Then  I  bave  no  objec- 
tion to  withdraw  my  motion.  My  simple 
desire  was.  In  the  most  unobjectionable  way, 
to  get  the  (pinion  of  the  House  on  the  rule, 
and  if  there  Is  an  understanding  that  steps 
will  be  taken  at  some  future  day  to  revise 
the  rules.  I  certainly  have  no  objection,  but 
that  will  be  a  matter  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  I  will  not  be  bound  to 
vote  for  any  such  motion  when  it  comes  op. 

The  SPEAKER— Is  It  tbe  pleasure  of  tbe 
House  that  the  motion  and  amendment  be 

withdrawn? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  suppose  those 
two  motions  can  only  be  withdrawn  with 
the  unanimous  consent  of  tbe  Honse.  Be- 
fore giving  my  consent  I  want  to  know  If 
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tbere  is  any  role  whicb  prevents  the 
^esker  putting  a  motion  to  adjourn  the  de- 
bate before  six  o'clock. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Tbe  leader  of  the 
opposition  insisted  on  calling  it  six  o*cloctE 
vVien  the  hon.  gentleman  made  his  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  I.ANDRT — The  leader  of  the  op- 
position may  call  six  o'clock  when  it  is 
tliree  minutes  to  six,  but  when  I  put  a 
motion  before  six  o'clock  it  is  my  rl^t  to 
liBve  it  put  l>efore  tbe  House*  and  in  future 
vben  I  propose  to  adjourn  a  debate,  even 
U  It  Is  as  late  as  two  minutes  before  six, 
I  shall  Insist  upon  mj  right  I  suppose  the 
witbdrawal  of  these  two  motions  mean? 
that  something  will  be  done  to  make  our 
roles  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  very  lucky  that  bis  motion  to  ad- 
journ tbe  debate  was  not  put,  because  he 
could  not  apeak  now  during  the  same  sit- 

tlDg. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  I  am  In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mi<IJjB(Rr-Witb  regard  to  my 
motion,  before  I  came  into  the  House,  I 
stated  to  a  frioid  taie  course  I  in- 
tended to  adopt,  and  it  is  this:  If  tbe  amend- 
nient  had  been  pressed  It  was  my  intention  to 
ask  for  the  ruling  of  the  chair  on  that 
nmendment.  If  the  ruling  of  the  chair  bad 
been  against  me,  my  intention  was  to  ask 
loave  to  withdraw  my  motion  with  a  view 
to  raising  a  point  of  order,  and  question  tbe 
rnllng  of  tbe  cbair  on  another  occasion. 
I  withdraw  my  motion  and  accept  the  sug- 
Sevtion  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  to 
aTold  tbat  unpleasant  way  of  having  the 
matter  settied,  and  with  a  view.  If  consider- 
ed necessary,  to  a  BObaeqnent  amendment  of 
tbe  rule. 

The  motion  and  the  amendment  were 
Tlthdrawn. 

HTITUAL  RBCfflRVB   FUND   LIFB  AS- 
SOCIATION. 

INQUIBT. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID  inqub^ : 

Wliettaer  the  amount  deposited  by  the  Mutual 
Resenra  Fund  Ufe  Association  is  itlU  re- 
tained as  a  gnaraotee  for  tbe  Canadian  poUey- 
bolders  only,  under  tbe  old  system,  and  whe- 


ther another  deposit  has  been  made  tor  the 
benefit  of  those  who  are  insured  under  the 

new  eystem  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— l^e  amount  d^KMlted 
b}  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Associa- 
tion, now  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insur- 
ance Company.  Is  still  retained  for  the  bene- 
fit of  Canadian  policy-holders  exclusively. 
A  portion  thereof  was  deposited  since  the 
giving  of  tbe  notice  prescribed  by  section 
42A  of  the  Insurance  Act 

MOTION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  for  re- 
suming the  adjourned  debate  on  the  order 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  : 

That  be  will  move  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Select  Committee  of  five  to  investigate  the  po- 
sition of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York  to  Canada,  with  power  to 
send  for  papers,  persons,  telegrams  and  re- 
cords, to  employ  clerical  services,  and  with 
leave  to  report  from  time  to  time,  the  com- 
mittee to  be  composed  of  the  honourable  mes- 
sieurs : — 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  said  :  I  do  not 
propose  to  tax  your  good  nature  nor  to  dwell 
too  long  on  what  I  have  to  say,  because  I 
tiilnk  I  have  placed  sufficient  before  tbe 
House  to  Justify  the  request  for  tbe  appoint- 
ment of  a  committee.  I  propose  to  read 
two  short  letters  and  make  a  few  remarks 
and  I  am  done.  I  have  a  letta  from  Messrs. 
Russell  and  Wlnslow,  barristers,  253  Broad- 
way,  N.Y.  They  had  evidently  seen  a  report 
of  this  debate,  and  as  they  were  Interested 
—I  do  not  know  who  they  are— they  write 
me : 

Over  a  year  ago  we  Instituted  a  suit  against 
the  said  company,  wherein  thirteen  Tennessee 
policy-holders  were  the  complainants.  This 
suit  was  brought  in  the  United  States  Circuit 
Court  in  equity.  Mismanagement,  insolvency 
and  fraud  were  alleged  in  the  bill,  and  it  was 
also  alleged  that  tbe  attempted  reincorporation 
was  illegal.  The  prayer  for  relief  is  a  general 
administration  of  the  assets  for  tbe  benefit  of 
the  policy-holders,  the  company  t>eing  a  mutual 
one. 

I  will  show  you  how  It  is  illegal,  and  I  will 
show  that  they  are  not  doing  business  ac- 
cording to  law.    The  letter  continues  : 

Tbe  prayer  for  relief  is  a  general  adminis- 
tration, of  assets  for  the  benefit  of  policy-hold- 
ers, the  company  being  a  mutual  one.  They 
joined  the  assoctatton  as  respondent  and  they 
jointly  demurred  to  our  bill  of  complaint,  Ac. 

There  tbey  are  in  tbe  Supreme  Court 
cha^ng  this  company  wltb  mismanage- 
ment, insolvency  and  fraud  and  that  tbe 
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attempted  reincorporation  was  Illegal.  I 
have  a  letter  from  J.  D.  Wells,  dated  5th 
April.  He  was  vice-president  of  the  com- 
pany, and  I  read  his  affidavit  and  his  state- 
ment to  tbiB  House.  He  says  he  will  be 
only  too  glad  to  come  up  here  and  snb- 
gtniitiatc  nil  tlic  chaises  that  he  has  made, 
jind  thjit  bo  will  bring  further  evidence  In 
sup]ioi-t  of  what  I  have  said.  Those  two 
letters  I  tbijik  cover  all  that  I  want  to  say 
on  this  subject.  There  are  more  letters 
from  the  policy-holders,  but  I  think  one  or 
two  good  letteva  will  substantiate  the  case 
and  it  Is  not  necessary  to  rend  any  more 
of  tbem.  From  papers  in  my  possession, 
tlint  I  Iinvc  iv;ui,  it  Is  evident  that  the  whole 
oE  tbcir  ImsiMrss  has  been  dead,  that  they 
have  MiJHle  jnviiy  with  the  fuuds  of  the  com- 
pany, that  tbey  have  played  ducks  and 
drakes,  bo  to  speak,  with  the  assets,  as  I 
showed  the  Honae  yesterday,  that  while  pay- 
ing dividends  they  had  an  apologist  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  saying  they  were  not 
doing  very  well.  I  read  to  you  yesterday 
their  own  dociniient  proving  my  case  in  that 
matter.  I  wish  to  read  two  clauses  from 
the  Insurance  Act.  That  Act  is  made  to 
cerer  straight  life,  or  old  line  life  as  they 
call  It,  and  mutual  and  assessment  life 
Insurance  companies.  There  Is  a  section  of 
the  letter  that  deals  solely  with  mutual  com- 
panies. It  says  If  they  are  Canadian  they 
must  come  under  certain  regulations,  but  If 
lliey  arc  fdicit^ii  companies,  tbey  must  make 
ii  deposit  iif  .'^50,000  and  as  much  more  as 
the  de]inrtnient  may  ask  for,  -and  It  says 
what  tbey  can  do  and  what  they  cannot 
da  ^at,  I  tbM^,  is  what  this  honourable 
body  bM  to  do  with  in  my  complaint  It 
waa  enacted  some  years  ago  as  law,  so  I 
do  not  hold  any  government  responsible.  I 
have  not  read  the  debate  on  this  ques- 
tion whiL'li  tipiik  iDlace  In  1885,  but  no  doubt 
they  had  in  their  mind  that  many  people 
were  willing  to  pay  so  much  a  year,  as  cal- 
culated by  an  actuary,  to  the  friends  of  one 
anotber,  their  hcdrs  or  successors,  the  sums 
th^  were  assured  for,  and  that  the  manage- 
ment In  New  York,  or  whoever  It  might  be, 
was  simply  ;i  i.-ommittee  of  that  company 
to  cnn-y  out  this  business,  that  the  com- 
mittee Wits  not  there  to  exceed  their  powers 
and  not  Wwva  to  make  anything  except  what 
the  law  !;ave  them,  and  therefore  the  argu- 
ment I  have  heard  given,  not  in  this  House, 
lion.  icr.  DOKVnXB. 


was  :  '  Why  did  you  go  into  this  company  ? 
You  knew  'vrhat  you  were  doing  and  yoo 
must  take  the  consequences.*  My  answer 
to  that  is,  we  have  the  Insurance  Act  That 
Act  declared  what  they  could  do,  and  they 
violated  the  Insurance  Act  and  acted  Ille- 
gally. I  will  read  you  two  clauses  to  prove 
my  contention.  Having  stated  to  you  that 
the  Intention  of  the  law  was  that  we  should 
assess  one  another  through  a  committee 
and  pay  one  another,  I  will  read  two  clauses 
of  that  Insurance  Act  to  this  House.  I  refer 
to  section  3,  subsection  4,  which  reads  as 
follows  :— 

Death  claimB  shall  be  a  flrBt  charge  on  all 
moneys  realized  from  aBBeBsments,  and  no  de- 
duction shall  be  made  from  any  such  deatft 
claim  on  any  account  whatsoever. 

That  is  the  law  of  the  land.  How  could 
they  pay  dividends  ?  How  could  they  make 
a  contract  as  they  did  with  Mr.  Harper  ? 
Tbey  entered  Into  a  contract  as  I  showed 
you,  by  which  they  were  to  give  him  and  his 
heirs  forever  20  per  cent  on  all  the  business 
this  company  did.  It  was  then  an  assess- 
ment company,  not  as  It  is  to-day.  an  old 
line  company.  He  there.  In  defiance  of  this 
law,  made  a  contract  with  himself.  As 
the  president  of  the  company,  he  and  his 
officers  passed  it  at  a  board  meeting,  made 
a  contract  with  him,  giving  him  a  deed  of 
20  per  cent  of  all  the  receipts  of  the  com- 
pany whenever  be  died,  and  when  he  died, 
as  I  have  shown  the  Houpe.  from  the  affi- 
davit of  Mr.  Wells,  he  assigned  this  claim 
against  the  company  to  his  widow  and  gave 
Mr.  Burnham,  the  present  manager  of  the 
company,  25  per  cent  of  It.  Now,  here  Mr. 
Burnham  succeeds  the  present  president 
succeeds  to  that  bargain  made  In  violation 
of  this  law,  and  be  is  receiving  20  per  cent 
of  the  assets.  I  think  it  Is  about  $20,000 
a  year  that  I  read  you  as  his  share  when 
the  law  says  they  shall  not  take  our  money 
for  anything  but  to  pay  just  claims.  Is 
that  not  clearly  a  violation  of  the  law  ? 
Now  It  goes  further.   Subsection  5  reads  : 

No  portion  of  any  moneys  received  from 
aasesBmentB  for  death  claims  shall  be  used  for 
any  expense  whatever,  and  every  notice  of  every 
asBessment  shall  truly  specify  the  cause  and 
purpose  thereof. 

That  is  to  say,  when  the  committee  come 
together,  say  there  are  twenty,  or  thirty,  or 
fifty,  or  one  hundred  men  dead.  It  Is  absolute- 
ly necessary  we  should  raise  this  money,  and 
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tbe;  Dotlfr  all  those  concerns  that  they  bave 
made  assessment  No.  91,  or  whaterer  it  may 
be,  for  tlw  purpose  of  paying  off  tlie  death 
claims  which  bad  Just  matared,  but  not  to 
pay  dividends,  not  to  take  bonuses  for  them- 
selves, and  not  to  be  able  to  tax  ns  to  pay 
this  contract  which  they  had  made  with 
tbefr  president.  That  Is  a  matter  which 
anybody  who  runs  may  read.  With  the  law 
of  the  lan^  before  us,  I  suppose  somebody 
knew  something  about  it,  we  throw  In  the 
teeth  of  the  insnred  tlie  statement  that  they 
should  know  what  tbej  are  doing,  and  they 
might  fairly  throw  back  at  ne  and  say, 
'there  is  the  law,  we  should  be  protected.' 
Every  man  that  goes  Into  the  company  Is  not 
supposed  to  have  to  use  the  law  to  fight  a 
tcreat  corporation  when  there  are  others  who 
should  do  It  It  is  not  the  duty  of  a  policy- 
hoWer,  perhaps  a  widow  or  an  orphan  witii 
a  guardian,  to  go  Into  law  courts  and  say, 
'this  company  Is  not  carrying  out  the  law.' 
It  should  devolve  on  BomeI>ody  else.  I  am 
very  much  surprised  to  think  that  after  very 
nearly  three  years  during  which  I  have  been 
attacking  these  people  on  behalf  of  the  pub- 
lic, they  are  still  doing  bnalnesB,  and  arery- 
body  knows  from  the  press  of  America  that 
they  have  violated  the  laws  of  Canada. 
Therefore,  we  cannot  charge  the  people  in- 
sured with  having  been  negligent,  but  they 
must  find  some  reason  why  they  should  have 
taken  the  millions  of  the  pnbllc  and  placed 
the  money  In  their  pockets  to  pay  dividends, 
or  to  make  contracts  with  the  president  of 
the  company.  Is  It  right  that  he  should 
take  $00,000  a  year  out  of  the  people  of 
Canada,  Insured  In  the  company,  and  put  It 
into  his  own  pocket  ?  Could  such  a  thing 
b«(  believed  ?  How  was  It  known  V  Who 
was  to  know  Inside  their  closed  doors  what 
they  were  doing  ?  What  is  there  In  the 
public  returns  to  the  government  to  show 
it?  There  was  nothing  In  their  sworn 
statement  to  disclose  it  When  they  get 
hito  court,  it  leaked  out  through  Hr.  Wells, 
Mr.  Vrooman  and  others,  that  they  were  do- 
ing away  with  the  funds  of  this  company, 
and  taxing  the  people  to  pay  themselves. 
On  those  two  clauses,  I  would  almost  risk 
my  case,  without  going  any  further  Into  the 
matter,  but  as  a  member  of  It,  I  made  this 
charge,  with  the  trust  Imposed  upon  me, 
feeling  ny  responsibility  to  this  House  and 
to  the  country  for  any  statements!  I  make, 


because  If  my  statements  were  scandalous, 
and  I  bad  no  ground  for  what  I  am  putting 
before  the  Senate,  there  would  be  only  one 
thing  for  me  to  do,  and  that  would  be  to 
make  my  bow  to  the  Speaker,  and  leave  the 
Senate  for  ever.  How  could  I  sit  with  hon. 
gentlemen  whom  I  see  now  surrounding  me, 
having  appealed  to  them  in  behalf  of  poor 
people.  If  when  the  matter  was  threshed  out 
it  was  discovered  that  I  had  submitted  a 
case  that  had  no  foundation  either  In  facts 
or  figures.  X  could  no  longer  sit  In  this 
House,  because  every  motion  I  made  after- 
wards or  anything  I  attempted  to  do,  I  would 
have  thrown  in  my  teeth  all  the  time  the 
statement,  '  You  took  advantage  of  us  in  the 
past ;  we  cannot  trust  you  In  the  future.' 
Therefore,  I  would  be  discredited  in  this 
House.  With  refo^nce  to  the  company, 
why  should  they  object  to  having  their  af- 
fairs investigated  before  a  committee  ?  If 
they  are  right,  would  it  not  reinstate  them 
before  the  whole  world  ?  Would  they  not 
be  able,  through  the  press,  to  say  that  these 
(barges  were  not  true  and  that  they  come 
out  of  the  investigation  like  a  dove  with 
unsolled  wings.  They  riiould  be  the  very 
last  people  to  object  because  If  the  motion 
for  this  committee  were  defeated  and  the 
papers  did  not  go  to  a  select  committee  of 
this  House,  they  would  have  cast  up  to 
them  far  and  wide  the  charge  that  they  dare 
not  face  an  Investigation  of  parliament. 
Why  should  they  not  rather  come  and  say, 
*  Gentlemen,  we  think  our  case  is  right  we 
think  perhaps  you  would  be  lenient  with  na 
and  would  do  anything  you  could  to  assist 
us  in  every  way  to  put  this  association  In 
proper  shape.'  That  Is  their  duty;  it  was 
not  their  duty  to  ^ring  a  Bill  on  this  House, 
and  ask  us  to  pass  the  measure,  as  I  show- 
ed the  House,  by  the  brief  which  I  pro- 
duced, where  It  was  laid  down  what  par- 
liament was  to  do.  The  Bill  was  to  go 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, and  we  were  to  be  sent  there,  and 
were  to  have  a  committee  of  our  own,  and 
our  papers  were  to  go  to  them.  They  were 
going  to  burk  this  committee  and  block  us 
for  the  session.  That  Is  the  course  thoy 
propose.  I  complain  that  advantage  has 
been  taken  In  this  way,  and  I  do  not  for 
one  mmnent  believe  that  the  Senate  will 
ever  allow  the  Bill  to  go  a  stage  further 
until  this  matter  is  threshed  out  When, 
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these  charges  are  made  good,  it  will  be  time 
enough  for  ii9  to  Bay  what  sbould  be  done, 
and  wfaut  is  the  best  step  to  take.  I  do 
not  think  we  should  pass  a  BUI  to  whlte- 
wudi  (Sum  imd  ha^  these  chai^ei  hanging 
«TW  ttnBb  If  an  attempt  la  made  to  force 
tile  Bfll  tbrongh,  I  shall  bare  something 
to  say  oil  that  question.  I  therefore  move, 
seconded  by  Hon.  Mr.  Landry  : 

For  the  appointment  of  a  select  committee  of 

five  to  Investigate  the  position  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  ABSOclatton  of  New  York  In 
Canada,  wiih  power  to  send  tor  papers,  persons, 
telegrams  and  records,  to  employ  clerical  ser- 
vices, and  wUh  leave  to  report  from  time  to 
time,  the  committee  to  be  composed  of  the 
Honourable  Messieurs  Legrlg.  Baker,  Cloran, 
-with  the  mover  and  the  seconder. 

Uy  reason  for  making  this  committee  a 
small  one  Is  that  I  kuow  from  past  ex- 
perience ill  tlje  Commons  that  it  is  imposBl- 
ble  to  do  anything  with  a  large  committee. 
It  is  difficult  to  get  them  together.  For  In- 
stance, with  this  adjournment  we  members 
win  be  q^«iid  all  over  from  Dan  to  Beersbe- 
ba.  I  have  limited  It  to  a  smiUl  committee 
of  bon.  gentlemen  who,  I  feel  sure,  will 
do  their  duty.  It  Is  not  necessary  to  say 
that  tti<>y  would  do  their  duty,  because  they 
must  tlo  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  as  the  hon. 
senator  from  ToTOuto  has  charge,  with  the 
approval  of  the  Finance  Department,  of  a 
Bm  wblehf  was  Intended  to  remedy  ai^ 
wrongs  so  far  as  they  could  be  remedied, 
and  at  all  events  to  make  an  offer  to  the 
people  who  are  so  unfortunate  as  to  have 
been  members  of  this  association  on  the 
assessment  plan,  that  my  hon.  friend  might 
let  this  iiijitter  stand  until  the  hon.  geutle- 
nmii  lioiii  Toronto  is  present.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Bothesay  found  the  House  very 
tolerant  ^ey  ludulged  him  to  a  great 
extent.  He  has  taken  up  a  great  deal  of 
ttane  nnnecenarily,  as  I  think,  because  this 
is  not  a  court  of  law  ;  it  is  utterly  im- 
I>o8SlbIe  for  us  to  grant  him  any  relief.  If 
this  iissoviiition  has  done  wrong,  the  courts 
of  the  country  «re  open  to  him  and  to  any 
Other  policy-holder.  But  parliament  Is  not 
tiie  place  to  obtain  redress.  The  Mutual 
Association  bave  complied  with  the  iAsnr- 
ttnee  IftV  u  it  now  stands  on  onr  statute- 
book.  If  they  had  failed  in  doing  It,  and 
the  attention  of  the  Finance  Department 
were  <»lled  to  the  fact,  they  would  be  com- 
Hoa.  Hr.  DOMVIIjLE. 


pelled  to  make  good  their  deposit  or  to  stop 
doing  business.  But  Is  parliament  going 
to  override  the  law  of  the  land  by  directing 
some  proceeding  which  it  is  absolotely  im- 
possible to  carry  out  ?  I  am  surprised  Om 
bon.  gentleman  did  not  for<Mee  that  parlia- 
ment cannot  do  any  more  than  expose  the 
business  of  the  company.  If  they  have 
complied  with  the  law  of  the  land,  and  If 
their  deposit  has  been  kept  up,  as  I  ap- 
prehend It  has  been  from  the  answer  I 
gave  the  senator  from  Mllle  Isle  (Hon.  Hr. 
David)  a  few  moments  ago,  which  was 
fni-nished  me  by  the  Finance  Department, 
bow  is  parliament  going  to  Intervene  ? 
They  might  condemn  the  methods  of  the 
company  ;  I  daresay  they  should  be  con- 
demned, and  it  is  a  great  pity  they  should 
not  have  been  condemned  a  great  many 
years  ago,  and  the  people  who  have  been  so 
unfortunate  as  to  bold  policies  conld  have 
got  out  of  the  company.  But  why  the  time 
of  parliament  should  be  taken  up  with  this 
inquiry  Is  a  nmtter  I  do  not  understand.  In 
the  course  of  thirty  odd  years'  experience, 
this  is  the  first  time  I  have  known  any  pro- 
ceedings of  this  kind  to  be  undertaken  by 
parliament.  No  good  that  I  can  see  can 
arise  out  of  It  other  than  exposing  the 
aCTalrs  of  the  company.  If  it  Is  going  to 
benefit  my  hon.  friend,  let  It  go  on,  but  at 
the  same  time  where  an  hon.  member 
of  this  body  has  charge  of  a  BUI  In  the  direc- 
tion, at  all  events,  of  offerii^  him  some 
opportunity  to  escape  from  this  unfortunate 
disaster,  I  think  this  committee  ought  not 
to  be  struck  until  that  hon.  gentleman  is 
present.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  consistent  with 
the  equity  which  usually  prevails  In  the 
House.  No  progress  can  be  made  because 
the  House  will  adjourn  In  a  very  short 
time,  and  therefore  under  the  circumstances, 
I  suggest  that  we  allow  the  motion  to  lie 
on  the  table  until  the  hon.  gentleman  (Hon. 
Mr.  Kerr)  Is  present. 

The  SPEAKER— On  the  whole,  the  most 
convenient  way  is  for  some  hon.  gentle- 
mau  to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 
This  motion  has  been  standing  now  for 
several  days.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  not 
made  his  motion  till  to-day.  This  Is  bis 
third  address,  and  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  wishes  the  motion  should  stand  again. 
The  better  way  Is  for  some  hon.  gentleman 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  <de  Lanaudiere)— I 
move  tha-t  the  debate  be  adjourned  uutil 
the  19tb  May. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOUVILLG— I  hare  not  made 
tbe  motion  three  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  bon.  gentleman 
has  been  making  speecbes  without  any 
point 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  Is  not  fair. 
The  hon.  gentleman  knows  I  was  choked  off 
day  after  day.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself 
said  he  was  bringing  in  a  government  Bill, 
and  then  the  hon.  gentleman  said,  no,  that 
he  was  mistaken  about  the  whole  thing. 
He  must  not  blame  me,  therefore,  when  I 
pat  it  off  for  that  reason.  Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr) 
asked  me  to  pnt  It  off  nntll  Friday.  I  did 
M,  of  course,  being  willing  to  oblige  him, 
because  I  was  not  taking  up  this  matter 
in  any  haphazard  way,  and  to  my  surprise 
a  BUI  was  introduced.  Why  did  it  not  ema- 
nate from  the  Insurance  Department  ?  Can 
any  one  from  New  Tork  come  and  draw  a 
Wt,  such  as  I  have  in  this  brief,  and  ask 
parliament  to  put  that  BUI  through  ?  Why 
did  the  Insurance  Department  not  take  hold 
of  it  ?  They  were  the  people  to  bring  It  In 
if  there  was  anything  wrong.  If  there  was 
nothing  wrong,  why  bring  iu  the  Bill  ?  My 
hon.  friend,  I  think,  was  rather  sarcastic  to 
me,  I  tried  to  keep  in  bounds.  I  have  not 
asked  to  override  parliament  and  It  Is  rather 
sarcastic  for  him  to  say  that  I  have.  It 
li  tbe  gentiemen  from  New  York  wbo  are 
trying.  In  the  corridors  of  this  House  every 
day,  lobbying  the  senators,  to  override  par- 
liament You  cannot  do  anything  in  the  law 
coarts.  If  you  go  to  the  law  courts,  what 
vill  tbey  gay  ?  What  charge  are  you  going 
to  make  against  this  company  ?  What  are 
Ton  gobig  to  do  ?  If  they  have  been  mis- 
appropriating funds  In  New  Tork.  what  have 
the  law  courts  here  to  do  with  It  ?  Ton 
wUl  be  told  to  go  to  New  York.  "  It  would  be 
a  nice  Job  for  us  to  go  to  New  Tork  where 
they  have  36,000  cases  In  the  courts  not  yet 
heard.  We  would  be  bankrupt  and  not  able 
to  come  back  on  our  uppers.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  further  sarcastic— I  do  not  think 
he  conld  be  serious.  He  says  tbey  have 
complied  with  the  law  ?  What  have  they 
eomplled  with  ?  That  is  with  reference 
to  the  deposit,  but  that  does  not  go  every- 


where. I  can  show  bim  tbe  clause  where  It 
says  that  their  books  shall  be  open  for  In- 
spection by  tbe  department,  and  if  they  were 
opea  for  Inspection  by  the  department,  why 
did  not  the  department  ascertain  the  facts 
and  then,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  give 
them  a  chance  to  escape?  That  i>  Just  what 
I  propose  not  to  do.  I  propose  to  bring  their 
noses  to  the  ring-bolt  In  this  country,  and 
ask  parliament  to  decide  whether  the  peo- 
ple are  to  be  robbed  as  they  have  been 
robbed,  or  whether  tbey  are  to  be  protected 
by  tbe  laws. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— How  are  we  going  to 
help  them  ?  I  can  see  no  possible  way  of 
doing  it  I  see  no  poaslble  avenue  by  which 
parliament  can  assist  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULiLEN— 'I  am  very  sorry 
Indeed  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay 
is  not  within  his  righit  in  dealing  with  this 
question  here.  We  all  know  very  well— at 
least  those  wbo  have  had  anything  to  do 
with  this  company  know— that  a  mistake 
was  made  In  1885  when  a  law  was  passed 
permitting  that  company  to  enter  upon  the 
business  of  life  Insurance  simply  by  making 
a  deposit  of  some  $50,000  with  the  govern- 
ment of  the  country.  There  are  large  num- 
bers of  people  In  this  Dominion  who  are 
deeply  Interested  In  what  Is  going  to  be  done 
in  regard  \o  this  company.  I  admit  that 
there  Is  a  BUI  before  the  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amending  the  law,  to  put  them  In 
shape  that  tbey  can  still  carry  on  busine^B, 
but  before  we  proceed  to  pass  that  Bill,  we 
should  certainly  have  a  very  clear  and  dis- 
tinct understanding  svlth  regard  to  the  per- 
nicious manner  In  which  they  conducted 
business  In  this  country  ever  since  they  ob- 
tained their  license  In  1S8B. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudlere)— 1 
rise  to  a  question  of  order.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man can  only  speak  on  t^e  question  of  ad- 
journment. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— Before  the  motion 
for  adjournment  was  made  at  all,  I  rose  to 

speak  on  tiie  main  motion,  and  I  hardly 
think  it  Is  right  to  con'Bne  me  simply  to  the 
(juestton  of  adjournment  We  are  discus- 
sing a  very  Important  matter,  and  I  think 
we  have  a  right  to  be  heard.  If  I  am  not 
right  I  am  prepared  to  sit  down.  I  rose 
when  the  Speaker  was  about  to  put  the  ques- 
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tion,  but  i:n\c  way  for  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State.  Tln  Tf  ;ire  a  treat  many  people  who 
are  deeply  interested  in  this  matter.  Ae  I 
stated  to  tiiis  House,  they  carried  some  f22,- 
000,000  Insurance  which  baa  been  reduced 
to  some  $8,000,000.  That  leaves  some  fl4,- 
000,000  to  ptdldes  held  by  the  people  of  this 
country  that  have  actually  lapsed.  These 
I>e<>[>le  must  have  collected  from  five  to  six 
liiiiKlred  thousand  dollars  a  year  out  of  the 
people  of  this  country  for  a  great  many 
years.  Now  we  admit  that  a  mistake  was 
made  In  1886,  and  we  must  be  exceedingly 
careCal  tiiat  tbe  mistake  is  not  Treated,  and 
•toe  best  W&7  we  will  ever  come  to  a  cod- 
dnslon  of  what  Is  best  to  do  witb  the  com- 
pany is  to  probe  the  transactions  that  have 
talten  place  to  the  bottom,  before  we  start 
to  legislate  aiu  w.  We  want  to  find  out  what 
these  people  were  guilty  of  and  what  has 
come  of  the  money  that  was  contributed  by 
the  p0oplo  of  ISAs  country  for  the  last  fifteen 
or  twenty  yean.  What  have  they  done  with 
tt  ?  What  has  been  their  course  of  conduct, 
and  what  Is  the  standing  of  the  company 
to-day  ?  We  t-anoot  ascertain  that  unless  we 
grant  the  committee  asked  for.  I  do  not  at 
all  challenge  the  position  taken  by  the  hon. 
{Secretary  of  State.  Perhaps  it  is  an  un- 
nsnal  proceeding,  but  it  was  an  exceedingly 
unusual  proceedbis  In  1B86  to  glv^  them  a  U- 
■cense  to  do  business  in  Canada  at  aM.  I 
say  tlie  best  thing  we  can  do  Is  to  guard 
against  Kucl!  evils  in  the  future.  The  com- 
pany li;i<  It.  i'H  a  curse  to  this  country.  It 
came  in  and  did  business,  taking  an  enor- 
mous amount  of  money  out  of  the  people's 
pocket,  and  the  people  are  anxious  about  it. 
When  1  was  braae  recently  half  a  do^n  peo- 
ple inquired  of  me  'What  is  going  to  be 
done  with  the  company  7  Is  there  any  hope 
of  getting  an\  Ihing  out  of  it  ?  Is  there  any- 
thing left  for  us  at  all  ?  What  have  they 
done  with  all  the  money  ? '  We  cannot 
answer  all  thMe  qnestiong  unless  we  get  the 
committee  fiir  which  my  bon.  friend  has 
anfted.  regard  to  the  adjournment  of 

ttie  debate,  T  do  not  htink  It  right,  if  we  In- 
tend to  grant  the  committee  at  all,  to  post- 
pone action.  \\  e  may  as  well  grant  It  now 
as  at  any  future  day.  What  harm  can  come 
of  It  ?  What  is  the  object  of  the  adjourn- 
ment ?  The  Bill  Introduced  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  will  come  before 
US,  and  we  are  willing  to  give  it  considera- 
Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLSN. 


tion.  I  have  no  personal  antlpatby  to  the 
New  York  Reserve  Company.  I  am  de- 
sirous, by  the  l^lslation  that  will  be  enacted 
under  this  proposed  Bill,  to  put  the  policy- 
holders In  the  very  best  shape  we  can  put 
tuem.  I  sympathize  with  them  and  am  will- 
ing  to  do  the  very  best  I  can  for  them,  but  I 
want  to  find  out  bow  the  means  of  that  com- 
pany were  squandered  and  scattered,  and 
let  the  public  see  and  know  what  has  been 
done  with  their  money,  and  let  us  try  in  the 
legislation  that  we  enact  under  that  Bill  to 
guard  against  the  perpetration  of  any  such 
disaster  again.  Now,  let  us  have  the  in- 
vestigation. It  may  be  something  nnnsnal, 
but  I  say  by  all  means  let  ns  have  It.  We 
were  saying  to-day  that  we  have  no  business 
before  us:  here  is  a  matter  that  will  give  us 
something  to  do,  a  matter  of  vital  interest 
to  people  of  this  country.  There  are  hun- 
dreds of  thousands  of  policy-holders  who 
have  their  eyes  on  the  Senate  to  see  what  we 
are  going  to  do  with  this  matter.  Are  we 
going  to  adjourn  nnd  refuse  the  committee 
and  say  nothing  about  It  ?  I  do  not  think 
we  should  adopt  that  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— It  seems  to  me 
we  shonld  hesitate  and  ponder  before  agree- 
ing to  give  the  committee  which  is  sought 
for  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bothesay. 
We  bave  beard  him  on  different  occasions 
explaining  the  diverse  reasons  which  he  has 
laid  before  us.  He  said  at  a  certain  stage  of 
his  speeches  that  we  were  the  Judges  to 
whom  he  would  apply  for  a  remedy,  if  there 
was  a  remedy  to  come  out  of  the  proposed 
investigation.  If  we  are  the  Judges,  I  think 
it  is  quite  an  important  move  he  Is  making 
In  asking  for  a  committee  to  be  appointed 
with  the  right  to  send  for  persons  and 
papers.  We  know  where  we  begin,  but  we 
never  know  where  we  end.  We  do  not  know 
how  much  money  It  may  cost  and  it  seems 
to  me  that  If  we  were  Judges  in  this  matter, 
we  should  not  appoint  a  committee  on  an  ex- 
parte  statement  We  shonld  hear  both  sides 
of  the  story.  My  hon.  friend  read  a  number 
of  letters  from  abroad  received  from  parties 
he  does  not  know,  and  partis  he  never  heard 
of.  He  received  letters  from  people  through- 
out Canada  and  some  from  the  States.  He 
did  not  need  to  tell  me  that  when  there  was 
a  shrinkage  In  the  amount  of  Insured  from 
$22,000,000  to  $8,000,000,  that  very  many 
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poHclee  must  have  lapsed.  1  have  some  of  the 
policr-tiotclers  around  me  here  In  the  Senate. 
I  know  exactly  the  plan  that  was  followed 
by  this  company.  They  were  doing  business 
on  the  assessment  plan,  and  the  assessed 
pntd  less  than  they  should  have  paid  for  the 
legal  reserve.  They  kept  the  reserve  In  their 
pocket,  and  now  they  have  to  get  young  men 
Id,  brhig  in  new  blood,  or  new  money  to  pay 
tbe  claims.  The  okLer  generation  of  poUcy- 
boMers  have  now  to  pay  the  piper,  and  tax 
themselves  each  month  to  pay  tbe  death 
claims.  It  will  go  on  Increasing  till  the 
moment  when  there  will  be  but  two  policy- 
holders living,  and  tbe  one  to  die  first  will  be 
tbe  lucky  one,  because  bis  heirs  will  collect 
the  money  from  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  the  hon.  gentleman 
speaking  for  or  against  tbe  adjournment  of 
tbe  debate  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDCRANI>— I  apologize  to 
the  bon.  gentleman  and  to  this  Honse  for 
having  digressed  from  the  point  I  wished 
to  make.  This  Is  a  very  Important  matter 
which  should  receive  the  attention  of  this 
chamber,  but  I  beg  leave  to  differ  from  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  <Hon.  Mr. 
Domville)  when  be  askfl  now  that  we  should 
appoint  a  committee  wben  there  Is  a  gentle- 
man who  bas  been  good  enough  to  go  Into 
the  matter  and  examine  tbe  documents  so  as 
to  lay  before  us  a  brief  from  t^e  insurance 
company  and  state  their  side  of  the  case.  I 
do  not  know  the  facts  in  r^ard  to  the  matter 
except  what  I  gather  from  conversations  witii 
Insured  people  whose  policies  have  lapsed 
and  Uiose  who  are  carrying  the  burden.  It 
seems  to  me  reasonable  that  the  request  of 
tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  should  be  ac- 
ceded to.  It  may  be  that  there  is  a  perfectly 
clear  defence  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. As  to  the  BUI  which  is  proposed,  and 
the  measure  of  reUef  It  will  afford  should 
it  be  amended,  ae  siiould  another  means 
of  relief  be  fonnd,  will  all  oome  before  tbe 
committee.  There  Is  matter  tor  reflection 
in  that  measure,  and  If  we  can  better  the 
condition  we  will. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^In 
wbat  way  will  the  Bill  meet  the  case  put 

b.T  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DA  NDUR AND— Supposing  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay    had  not 
moved  tor  a  committee  and  this  Bill  came 
12 


and  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Bank* 
ing  and  Commerce— I  suppose  that  is  where 
It  should  go  unless  it  be  referred  to  a  special 
committee— I  am  quite  sure,  as  It  Is  a  Bill  of 
such  Importance  that  It  alters  contracts,  that 
al!  the  parties  Interested,  who  held  contracts 
and  were  insured,*  could  appear  and  be  re- 
presented by  attorneys  and  could  state  the 
facts,  but  I  do  not  say  now  I  will  not  vote  for 
the  committee,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  on 
the  ex-parte  statement  we  should  not  plunge 
Into  tbls  Investigation  befwe  hearing  the 
other  Bide. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— But 
the  Bill  only  applies  to  the  present  policy- 
holders who  stand  right  l>efore  tbe  com- 
pany. It  only  affects  tbe  man  who  has  paid 
his  premiums  and  assessments  up  to  the 
present  t^me.  These  are  the  only  persons 
Interested  in  the  proposed  Bill.  My  own 
view  is  that  It  Is  a  very  good  Bill,  so  far  ai 
I  have  been  able  to  look  at  it,  but  it  doea 
not  deal  at  all  with  tbe  charges  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Allow  me  to  say 

a  few  words  as  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
question  strikes  au  uninterested  member. 

The  SPEAKER- Is  tbe  hon.  gentleman 

speaking  on  the  motion  to  adjourn  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Yes,  I  say  that  it 
Is  a  most  extraordinary  mode  of  action,  to 
my  mind.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  moving  an 
adjournment  did  not  appear  to  me  to  be 
anxious  about  any  other  matter  than  post- 
poning the  debate.  Here  Is  an  hon.  gentle- 
man who  is  within  his  right  in  bringing  a 
matter  before  this  House,  assuming  he  does 
It  from  proper  motives,  and  he  deserves  the 
highest  encouragement  and  the  support  of 
every  hon.  gentleman  of  this  House,  If  we 
assume  bis  motives  to  be  good  and  true. 
Did  he  cause  the  delays  ?  The  dela:ys,  as 
I  understand  them,  were  caused  by  the  gov- 
ernment, and  In  other  ways,  but  not  by 
himself.  He  had  necessarily  to  delay  It 
He  brings  tbe  matter  up  and  be  comes  at 
length  to  what  he  hopes  is  tbe  fruition  of  his 
labours  for  so  many  days.  The  great  amount 
of  labour  he  has  gone  through  and  tbe  figures 
he  bas  waded  through  and  the  correspond* 
ence  he  bas  read  and  the  books  he  has 
studied,  I  have  some  Idea  of,  and  now  the 
man  is  to  be  snuffed  out  in  a  most  ungen- 
erous manner,  and  In  a  matter  not  accord- 
ing to  tbe  rules  of  the  Senate.    If  the  hon. 
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gentleman  (Hon.  Mr.  Casgrain,  de  Lauau- 
dlfira)  wanted  to  adjourn  the  debate  to  speak 
on  it,  of  conrse  it  should  have  been  arranged 
bttCore^  but  the  lda«  92  ft  Bum  colng  on  with 
the  debate  and  tten  havlDg  an  boa.  member 
rise  lip  iiii'l  move  an  adjournment  la  most 
extr;ii>ri]h!;iry,  and  I  do  not  see  that  It  shonld 
havt-  ;uiy  sii]>port.  I  have  no  interest  in 
this  matter,  yet  I  think  it  is  a  tuct  patent 
to  every  one  here  that  there  is  not  -.in  bon. 
gentteni^.  of  the  Senate  who  will  stand  up 
and  aar  ^t  ray  one  of  flieae  atataments 
iB  not  correct.  Then,  if  they  axe  not  <Il^- 
lenged,  if  they  are  true,  what  reason  should 
there  be  to  besitnti^  in  granting  the  motionV 
you  want  to  prei^crilje  a  remedy  before  you 
ascertain  the  disease.  Examine  the  case 
firat,  find  out  the  disease,  and  then  prescribe 
K  MCBedr*    What  la  ^  It  doea 

not  reQuire  any  astuteuMB  in  poUtlca  to 
it  It  Is  a  Bill  brought  In  here  evidently 
to  possibly  divert  the  action  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Rothesay.  1  u'lve  him  credit 
for  the  honcrity  of  pnrpo?;e  which  he  is 
ahowing.  Ko  bon.  gentleman  entering  this 
Setaate  IhU  tince  his  advent  here  brought  up 
meaaona  of  more  importance  and  benefit 
than  that  hoo.  genfieman  baa.  Thsy  are 
within  the  range  Of  good,  better  and  best. 
The  first  measure,  I  remember,  that  he  Intro- 
duced was  one  to  raise  the  value  of  the  Brit- 
ish shilling.  Was  not  that  good,  positively 
good  3  The  next  was  to  encourage  the  pro- 
ditcttott  of  one  of  the  most  beautiful  and 
InttfWttog  man  vaefnl  metala  arer  dlaeorer- 
ed  in  this  worid,  alnmlnum,  which  wlQ  be 
used  In  all  caaea  where  copper  and  tltt  could 
be  poa^bly  oaed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON.— Have  we  a  pri- 
soner at  the  bar  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAX— No.  but  I  may  tell 
you  I  have  seen  you  wade  through  a  mighty 
mass  of  literature  and  no  one  ever  said  a 
word  to  you.  You  should  not  laugh  at  any- 
body. I  can  recall  where  I  tolwated  ypnr 
conduct  becauae  I  had  mercy  on  your  own 
feelings.  I,  who  seldom  trouble  this  House 
Li  the  heat  of  debate,  not  being  thoroughly 
acquainted  with  the  mode  of  procedure,  in- 
dulged In  a  little  excess  of  excitement,  which 
is  pardonable;  It  lies  very  badly  with  you. 
Sir,  an  old  and  experienced  parliamentarian, 
to  come  and  throw'  tiie  shafts'  of  riffienZe  and 
Bob.  Mr.  aVUJTAH. 


try  to  make  humour  out  of  me.     Tou  abould 
be  unworthy  of  such  a  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBGUSOW— Allow  me  

Mr.  flULLIVAN— No,  I  won't  allow 
you.     Ton  can  get  up  when  I  am  through, 

Hon.  Mr.  PBEGUSON— I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Well,  you  don't 
rise  to  a  point  of  order.   But  what  ta  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBOUaOK-i  fiae  to  a  pt^l 
of  <H!der  

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— No -well,  state  it. 

Htm.  Mr.  FBROtJ^Z^-My  point  of  order 
is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been  addreaar- 
ing  me  personally  for  the  last  live  minuter  > 

Xbe  BPBAKBB^I  aiak  tlie  point  of  order 
la  well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN — I  do  not  know 
what  other  way  to  address  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. I  will  call  him  the  hon.  membw 
from  Prince  Bdward  Island  or  MarshfleML 
We  will  take  Marshfleld.  When  I  spoke 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  I  meant  the  hon. 
member  from  Marshfleld-  AH  I  wish  to  say 
is  that  the  hon,  gentleman  from  Rothesay 
introduced  this  measure  In  good  faith,  and 
he  has  a  right  to  consideration.  None  oC. 
the  delays  were  cauaed  by  him,  and  it 
becomes  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this 
to  treat  thia  matter  y/rfOi  any  degree 
levity.  If  this  complaint  exists  in  a  mat 
so  intimately  connected  with  the  welfai 
and  well-boiniz.  ami  ■■vcti  the  lives  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  surely  something 
should  be  dona  at  «ice.  It  will  hare  aa 
effeet^  fiot  for  tbJv  particular  company,  but 
win  be  a  warning  for  al!  insurance  com-- 
panles  that  they  must  do  what  they  und€ 
take  to  do,  and  tliat  tbey  nnist  guard  the 
funds  of  the  people.  I  remember  when  this 
company  started  that  I  did  not  think  they 
were  on  a  proper  basis.  I  thought  they 
were  giving  Insurance  at  too  cheap  a  rate. 
I  examined  aome-eaaea  for  tbem,  but  that  I 

has  nothing  to  do  with  It  I  think  the  com- 
pany is  conducted  on  a  bad  basis,  and  mia- 
managed.  The  Department  of  Insurance 
dres  not  amount  to  a  great  deal  to  allow 
such  flagitious  conduct  to  go  on,  and  I  think 
the  hon,  gentleman  from  Rothesay  In  bring- 
ing the  matter  before  us,  and  endeavourini^ 
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to  obtain  as  good  a  remedy  as  he  can,  de- 
serres  tbe  tbanks  of  every  hon.  gentleman 
Id  this  Honse,  and  way  honest  man  in  the 
world. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Tbe  motion  of 
sdjoumment  la  a  very  proper  one  at  UxiB 
stage  of  the  dlscnsslon  of  this  question. 
Time  shonM  be  allowed  to  Intervene,  and 
a  Bill  that  has  been  fntrodnced  as  a  remedy 
for  tbe  evU  that  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has 
been  pointing  out  to  the  House  so  eloquently 
and  at  very  great  length  should  be  con- 
flklered,  md  when  we  reach  that  stage  it 
will  be  found,  after  we  enter  upon  a  dia- 
cnssion  of  a  remedy,  whether  there  Is  a 
necessity  for  probing  the  matter  any  fur- 
tlier  by  way  of  investigation.  For  my  own 
part,  I  think  such  a  committee  as  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  proposing  to  strike  for  this 
porpose  will  not  be  effective  or  useful,  while 
it  will  be  attended  with  a  vast  amount  of 
opense.  I  may  chai^  my  opinion,  how- 
ever, after  the  subject  Is  ventilated  still 
further.  As  to  these  gentlemen  In  New 
York,  to  whom  my  hon.  friend  has  given 
soch  an  unenviable  reputation,  I  think  there 
is  nothing  they  would  like  better  than 
a  free  trip  to  Ottawa  at  the  expense  of  Can- 
ada, and  that  Is  the  only  vray  they  could 
be  brought  here,  and  the  expense  would 
be  great  However,  if  any  object  could  be 
attained,  I  am  quite  ready  to  support  the 
motioD  for  the  committee  proposed  by  the 
bon.  gentleman,  but  we  ought  to  take  np 
the  Bill  which  has  been  proposed,  and  con- 
sider it  very  carefully,  and  In  connection 
wt^  the  dlscnasliv  of  It  we  would  find 
out  what  the  real  difficulty  la,  and  ascer- 
tain whether  an  adequate  remedy  would  be 
fomighed  by  that  Bill;  and  if  that  remedy 
was  not  sufficient,  we  coidd  make  it  ade* 
qoate.  Pos^bly  we  can,  and  perhaps  we 
camwt ;  bat  I  think  It  likely  that  we  can. 
With  reference  to  my  interruption  of  tbe 
boD.  gentleman  from  Kingston,  a  few  mo- 
ments ago.  Inquiring  whether  there  was  a 
prisoner  at  the  bar,  I  saw  the  humorous 
I'osttion  my  lion,  friend  took  in  defending 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay,  and  giv- 
ing him  such  a  good  reputation  generally. 
I  wanted  to  know  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rothesay  was  on  trial.  I  did  not 
think  he  was  aspersed  in  such  a  way  as 
called  for  defence.  I  made  the  Interruption 

m 


Ir.  a  pleasant  way,  and  did  not  intend  to 
give  offence.  I  Just  called  attention  to  the 
kind  of  defmce  my  hon.  friend  was  putting 
up  for  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rotitewy. 
To  my  mhid,  the  great  difficulty  in  this  mat- 
ter lies  not  so  much  in  any  mismanagement 
oC  the  affairs  of  this  particular  company, 
not  so  much  in  dishonest  conduct  on  the 
part  of  officials  of  that  company,  as  In  the 
fallacious  system  of  insurance  that  has  been 
carried  on  by  that  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— When  we  licensed 
assessment  companies  from  the  United 
States  or  assessment  companies  in  our  own 
country  to  do  business  In  Canada.  I  believe 
we  made  a  very  great  mistake,  and  the 
trouble  that  has  arisen  has  been  in  conse- 
quence of  licensing  and  recommending  to 
the  people,  as  the  government  and  parlia- 
ment of  Canada  did,  a  fallacious  system  of 
life  insurance.  The  premiums  have  not  been 
adequate.  In  fact,  the  lapses,  about  which 
we  have  heard  ever  so  much,  occurred  in  this 
way:  that  tbe  assured  had  died  and  default 
was  made  in  paying  his  family  the  amount 
insured.  Of  course  that  was  very  bad,  but 
where  a  person  allowed  his  Insurance  to 
lapse,  under  the  assessment  principle,  ns- 
sumlDg  the  company  were  up  to  the  time  of 
their  lapsing,  meeting  all  their  death  claims. 
I  do  not  see  that  there  was  any  great  loss 
Incurred  by  the  polley-bolders.  They  were 
insured  up  to  that  time,  and  all  the  assess- 
ment company  professed  to  do  was  to  pro- 
vide for  tbe  actual  cost  of  insurance  with 
a  small  amount  to  cover  expenses.  When 
insurance  has  lapsed,  I  believe  tbe  advocates 
of  assessment  claim  that  all  they  had  been 
taking  out  of  the  Insured  was  the  cost  of 
carrying  the  risk,  and  therefore  they  had 
not  any  permanent  interest,  and  any  time 
they  dropped  out  it  was  a  square  account 
As  my  hon.  friend  from  Montreal  said,  they 
never  contributed  anything  to  a  reserve 
fund.  This  Bill  tries  to  provide  a  reserve 
amount  for  these  people  in  various  ways. 
If  they  come  under  the  regular  plan  they 
wlil  have  a  reserve  provided  for  them,  a 
scheme  by  which  they  would  get  an  inter- 
est in  the  reserve  from  the  time  they  first 
Insured  under  the  assessment  plan,  as  that 
plan  did  not  contemplate  a  reserve  at  all. 
No  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  has  a 
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greater  dislike  to  the  assessment  principle 
of  insurance  than  I  have.  I  bave  watched 
Its  operation  and  I  know  many  people  wlio 
hare  been  disappointed  In  regard  to  it,  and 
I  have  seen  tbose  schemes  of  insurance 
dropping  to  pieces.  That  happened  all  over 
the  United  States  and  where  Canadians  were 
Involved,  they  also  lost  their  interest  in  that 
way,  by  the  winding  up  of  the  companies 
or  by  their  own  action  iu  allowing  their 
policies  to  lapse.    The  whole  principle  is 
iiTong  and  ylcloos,  and  has  created  the 
dlfflcultlM  my  hoa.  fxiend  has  been  descrlb* 
Ing.   That  is  the  mala  cause  of  the  trouble. 
TJnder  the  assessment  principle,  as  soon  as 
confidence  goes,  the  whole  thing  disappears 
like  snow  in  April,  and  when  these  gentle- 
men coiunionoeii  to  quarrel  amongst  them- 
selves, and  to  indulge  In  the  recriminations 
the  bon.  gentleman  Das  been  presenting  to 
the^  Hou9e,  conOdeoce  was  withdrawn  and 
those  people  wbo  were  insured  withheld 
thetfr  aasessments,  and  lapses  were  the  con- 
sequences.  Perhaps  I  may  change  my  mind 
after  we  advance  further  in  the  considera- 
tion of  tbi.s  question,  but  I  am  afraid  we 
camioi  ik>  much  good  by  attempting  to  In- 
vestigate the  quarrels  between  these  gentle- 
men In  ,  Mew  York.   I  know  it  wIU  cost  a 
great  deal  to  do  li^  and  I  am  a&aid  yon 
wiU  And  that  we  have  entered  upon,  a  task 
which  is  greater  than  we  anticipate  at 
this  stage,  and  that  the  results  would  not 
be  satisfactory  ;   while,  on  the  other  hand, 
tlie  Bill  which  Ims  been  proposed  by  the 
hon.  t'ontlemjui  from  Toronto  attempts  to 
deal  with  the  situation  of  dur  own  Cana- 
dian policy-holders,  and  to  do  the  best  we 
can  for  them  oiider  the  circumstances  in 
wfiidi  we  are  placed.  That  Is  our  prime 
dnty.  That  is  what  I  conceive  to  be  almost 
our  only  duty.   If  we  were  to  attempt  to  in- 
vestigate the  nCfaira  of  every  foreign  com- 
pany that  does  business  In  Canada  and  bring 
their  head  officials  before  committees  of 
this  Honse,  we  would  find  we  had  a  diffi- 
cult and  Interminable  task  before  ns  which 
wo^  npt  be  likely  to  result  satiBfactorlly. 
Of  ofliQQie  Z.may  change  my  mind  and  agree 
to  ^  layestl^tlon,  but  I  think  at  this 
stage  it  Is  as  well  to  agree  to  the  motion 
for  adjonninii'iit  tn  allow  matters  to  deve- 
lop, and  after  they  have  so  developed  we 
may  eae  our  course  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID—Tbe  question  of  ad- 
jonrnment  embarrasses  me.   I  fear  It  may 
Hon.  Mr.  WMTOON. 


be  the  means  of  getting  rid  of  any  Inveatl- 
gatlon. 

Hoa  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID^And  that  It  may,  per- 
haps, put  ns  in  a  bad  position,  and  render 
IneCfectlve  the  noble  efforts  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Rothesay  on  behalf  of  those 
who,  like  myself,  have  lost  money  in  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Association.  That 
association  ought  to  change  their  name;  they 
should  be  called  the  Mutual  Life  Associa- 
tion wltboot  reserve.  I  speak  In  the  name 
of  all  tbose  who,  like  me,  after  having  for 
fourteen  or  •fifteen  years  paid  premiums  on 
insurance  from  fire  to  ten  or  twelve  thou- 
sand dollars  to  that  society,  who  have  been 
obliged  to  drop  their  policies  because  they 
could  not  pay  more  than  they  had  paid,  be- 
cause their  premiums  were  donbled.  It 
took  a  good  part  of  my  revenne  to  pay  my 
premiums.  I  belong  to  the  old  class  of  tbose 
who  have  dropped  their  policies,  and  to  a 
new  class  of  those  who  have  retained  some- 
thing of  their  policies.  I  have  kept  ?2,000 
which  I  had  from  1892,  so  I  am  interested 
with  tbose  considered  as  dead,  those  who 
have  dropped  their  policies,  and  I  belong  to 
those  who  are  still  living,  bnt  kicking  and 
paying,  and  perhaps  who  are  expected  to  die 
also  the  same  deatti.  I  am  Interested  for 
both  classes,  and  wish  to  do  everything  In 
my  power  in  their  behalf.  Self-interest  na- 
turally forces  me  to  take  that  position,  and 
at  the  same  time,  the  Interest  of  my  fellow- 
countrymen  In  the  same  way.  Now  I  am 
inclined  to  think  ttiat  if  we  want  to  know 
whether  the  present  debate  is  good  or  not, 
and  for  the  benefit  of  tiiose  who  are  living 
and  kicking  and  paying  as  I  have  been  dur- 
ing twelve  or  fourteen  years.  If  we  are  to 
know  whether  that  Bill  contains  the  clauses 
It  ought  to  contain  in  order  to  make  it  bene- 
ficial and  efficient,  then  I  think  that  an  in- 
vest^ntlon  would  have  a  good  effect,  and 
it  is  the  only  way  to  pass  a  good  Judgment 
on  that  Bill.  The  company  come  before  par- 
liament They  apply  to  ns  to  have  a  new 
lease  of  power.  Tbey  are  not  satisfied  with 
having  drained  our  money  for  the  past  fif- 
teen years;  they  have  taken  millions  out 
of  our  pockets,  and  they  want  to  take  more 
money;  and  I  think  it  is  now  time  to  make 
our  conditions.  We  should  limit  their 
power^-glTQ  them  what  they  want,  but  on  ' 
certain  conditions.  The  mass  of  facts  and 
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Information  wblch  tbe  hon.  gentleman  bas 
pat  before  this  Honse  should  belp  tbe  gov- 
emment  to  do  wbat  Is  reqaired.  We  will 
bave  ascertained  wJiat  they  have  done  with 
the  millions  whi(±  was  put  in  their  hands, 
and  it  will  explain  tbe  surpluses  which  they 
bare  been  boasting  for  years,  wbat  they  hare 
done  with  tbe  ?1,500,000  which  they  claim  to 
bare  had  in  their  possession  in  1885.  How 
is  It  they  have  paid  dividends  wben  they 
were  on  tbe  eve  of  doubling  tbe  premiums  ? 
We  will  have  tbe  right  to  ask  them  what 
tbey  Intend  to  do  to  protect  those  who  have 
paid  for  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and  what 
they  are  supposed  to  do  for  those  who  are 
still  paying,  and  wbat  tbey  will  do  with  re- 
gard to  tbelr  new  mode  of  d<^ng  business. 
What  guarantee  will  the  people  bare  that 
tbey  will  conduct  their  business  better  in 
the  future  than  In  the  past  ?  We  know  their 
statements  and  declarations  for  the  past  fif- 
teen years.  We  know  those  statements  were 
not  tme;  wbat  guarantee  have  we  that  their 
statements  now  are  true  ?  I  think  an  in- 
vestigation Is  necessary,  and  if  that  investi- 
gation conld  be  made  at  the  same  time  as 
the  BUI  iB  coDBldered  before  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  I  would  have  no 
objection.  I  am  not  familiar  with  the  pro- 
cednre  of  this  House  and  I  do  not  know  that 
it  is  possible,  but  if  the  debate  Is  adjourned, 
I  think  tbe  Bill  will  pass,  and  there  will  be 
no  investigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOUVZLLE— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  na 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  appeal  to  the  mem- 
bers who  know  the  procedure.  I  have  no 
objection  to  consent  to  an  Investigation 
bebtg  made  by  tbe  Committee  on  Banking 
sod  Commerce,  provided  that  we  bave  a 
gnarantee  that  there  will  be  a  thorough 
Investigatioii. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  bave  several  letters 
of  complaint  wltb  regard  to  this  company, 
ud  have  been  qnletly  remaining  In  my 
place  in  the  House  to  see  wbat  oETer  would 
be  made  by  some  one  in  behalf  of  the  com- 
pany. Their  solicitor  promised  me  on  more 
than  one  occasion  to  come  and  explain  what 
the  company  propose  to  do,  and  I  fall  to  see 
how  we  can  get  tbe  company  to  guarantee 
utything  unless  they  are  brought  before  a 
i^lar  committee  of  the  Honse,  or  before 


a  special  committee,  as  moved  by  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  from  Bottaesay.  As  far  as  I 
understand  tbe  matter,  we  would  not  have 

beard  from  this  company  at  all,  because 
they  were  not  asking  for  legislation,  and 
nothing  was  heard  from  the  company  until 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  made 
his  complaint  in  the  House.  Then  the  com- 
pany bestirred  themselves,  and  bow  do  we 
know  that  Qiia  Bill  which  Is  before  tbe 
House,  although  not  before  Uie  committee 
yet,  is  making  sufficient  provision  for  tliose 
who  bave  claims  against  this  company  ? 
In  my  Judgment,  the  only  way  that  that 
matter  can  be  fairly  arrived  at  would  be  to 
bear  the  complaints  that  have  been  made 
against  the  company  and  let  the  company 
refute  those  complaints  if  it  is  in  their 
power  to  do  so.  And  then  the  committee, 
and  the  House  will  be  prepared  not  only  to 
accept  the  Bill  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto,  but  to 'Improve  It  along  tbe  lines 
suggested  BO  that  the  people  of  Canada 
will  be  protected,  not  only  In  regard  to  the 
past,  but  for  the  future.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  committee  may  be  too  small,  or  If 
tbe  matter  goes  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  that  committee  should 
have  special  powers  bo  that  It  would  be  dealt 
with  by  a  committee  with  the  power  sought 
for  the  special  committee,  to  send  for  per- 
sons and  papers,  and  so  on,  and  have  the 
whole  matter  threshed  out  on  its  merits. 
There  is  no  use  saying  we  should  accept 
this  Bill  because  it  has  been  proposed  by 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  and  shown 
by  him  to  tbe  officials  of  tbe  Department  of 
Insurance,  It  is  not  for  this  House  to  ac- 
cept a  dictum  of  that  kind.  We  must  deal 
with  It  on  its  own  merits.  I  have  sus- 
pended my  Judgment  until  I  bave  beard  both 
sides.  I  have  not  made  known  the  com- 
plaints I  have  on  my  desk.  We  must  be  fair 
to  the  company  and  at  the  same  time  fair 
to  those  who  claim  to  bave  been  wronged. 
I  agree  that  a  thorough  Investigation  by 
a  committee  should  be  made,  and  that  the 
whole  matter  should  be  sifted  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  and  if  It  is  In  the  province 
of  this  parliament,  sufficient  provision  should 
be  made  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  that 
wrong-doing.  Statements  have  been  made 
on  the  fioor  of  this  House  on  the  responsi- 
bility of  one  of  its  members,  and  hon.  gen* 
tlemen  abould  pause  before  bringing  to 
light  any  legislation  nntil  both  sides  have 
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been  beard.  Under  these  consideratioiu  I 
tbSxik,  It  the  hon.  goitlma?  wmld  irftO^ 
draw  his  retioeit  for  a  eommittea,  nod  troM 
to  tiie  regular  committee  of  this  Hodbc 

and  ask  the  committee  to  be  given  the 
same  powers  as  he  seeks  for  the  special 
coiumittft',  we  will  get  at  the  whole  matter 
and  this  company  would  be  summoned  be- 
fore parliament.  If  they  were  here  and 
the  matter  InTestigated  befc^e  the  Standing 
Committer  we  voald  see  what  provision 
they  propose  to  makft.  Ther  have  asked  for 
no  legislation  and  In  order  that  a  compro- 
mise may  be  effected,  the  hon.  gentleman 
1b  bringing  in  a  Bill.  Whether  that  covers 
the  case  fully  as  set  forth  by  the  hou.  gen- 
tleman from  Rothesay,  I  am  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  law  to  8a7,  but  I  think 
those  interested  in  the  companr,  like  the 
hon.  goittonan  from  Rothesay  aiod  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  U^Qle  Bes,  would  be  In  a 
felr  position  to  say  what  we  were  called 
upon  to  do.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  suspend  action  until  the  Bill  comes  down. 
We  should  be  In  full  possession  of  all  in- 
formation. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— We  all  sympathize 
with  the  two  classes  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
referred,  the  dead  and  the  living.  From  the 
attention  which  I  have  been  able  to  give  the 
Bill  {insulted  to  this  Hoaae  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Traonto,  I  am  onder  the 
impression  that  the  Bill  can  be  amended  so 
as  to  afford  relief  to  the  policy-holders  who 
have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapse  as  well 
ns  to  those  who  are  still  insured  in  the  com- 
pany. I  speak  advisedly,  because  I  have  con- 
sulted with  a  party,  without  naming  the 
antiuffity,  and  he  saw  no  <ribjectlon  to  tiie 
si^»estioa  which  I  made.  X  may  say  also 
that  from  the  attention  I  have  gfTcn  ^e 
debate,  and  from  the  examination  I  have 
been  able  to  make  of  the  reports  of  this  com- 
pimy.  I  am  very  strongly  under  the  impres- 
sion that  an  Investigation  Is  necessary,  and 
that  a  pniiirr  investigation  should  be  made, 
but  I  believe  that  it  would  be  premature  to 
strike  the  committee,  which  has  been  named 
In  the  motion,  and  that  the  better  way  is  to 
adjonm  the  matter  nnttt  lAe  Idth  Hay.  The 
Bill  which  Is  now  before  the  House  is  a 
Bill  to  amend  the  Insurance  law.  It  cannot 
I);iss  during'  the  present  week.  It  has  been 
decided  that  this  House  adjourn  on  Thurs- 
day until  the  vm  Uay,  and  therefore  It  will 
Hon.  Ur.  GIBSOK. 


be  only  when  we  re-assemUe  that  this  Bill 
will  be  eeriowdy  onudd«ed,  and  then  i 
think  both  matters  should  be  conddered  to- 
gether  by  the  same  committee.  It  not  only  la 

a  matter  affecting  this  insurance  company. 
It  is  quite  plain  that  our  insurance  law  is 
defective.  It  is  liable  to  abuse,  and  it  has 
been  abused  and  thousands  of  our  country- 
men have  been  made  the  victims  of  the  sys- 
tems which  have  been  carried  on  by  tbie 
company.  Now  it  Is  £w  us  to  give  all  oor 
attestiXMD  to  the  bmMmv  and  devise  the  hart 
means  of  amendiiw  the  g^eral  law  and  also 
of  coming  to  the  rescue  of  the  unfortunate 
people  who  have  dealt  with  this  company. 
It  would  be  the  best  way  to  appoint  thli 
fommittee,  but  In  my  humble  judgment  the 
proper  course  is  to  adjourn  the  debate,  so 
that  when  we  take  action  in  this  matter  we 
wiU  deal  at  the  same  time  wftii  the  BOL 

Hon.  'MX.  POIRIER— Out  of  deference  to 
the  leader  the  opposition  and  courtesy  toe 
the  hon.  geaUamuk  from  T<HN»to,  vrbo  hu 
Introduced  a  BOX  to  Amend  the  Inmlnee 
Act  I  EOian  vote  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  but  without  binding  myself  any  fur- 
ther in  the  matter.  This  Is  one  of  the  most 
important  questions  that  have  come  before 
this  House.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  govern- 
ment says  there  was  no  precedents  for  a  t/tt- 
cial  committee.  It  may  be  we  have  no  prece- 
dent for  an  exactly  ^nUar  tovesdgiL^on,  bst 
we  have  had  special  committees  to  Investi- 
gate political  scandals.  This,  hon.  gentlemen, 
stands  pretty  rlnsi-  lo  a  political  scandal.  In 
this  matter  we  have  hundreds  and  thousand* 
of  suffering  people  who  are  to-day  looking  to 
us  for  redress,  or  at  least  for  some  vindica- 
tion, ajod  for  having  this  matter  tlumraghly 
sifted.  One  fbSiig  mtpOma  me,  and  that 
is  that  It  AoQld  have  been  necessary  for 
my  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay  to  bring  the 
question  before  the  government  and  the  pub- 
lic. Have  we  not  a  Finance  Department? 
Have  we  not  a  bureau  charged  expressly 
with  the  duty  of  looking  into  insurance 
questions  ?  Are  not  those  officials  highly 
paid  to  <iio  tfaehr  dnty,  to  be  gnarffiana  of  Ike 
public  mra»y  ?  How  is  it  tiiat  m  cry  bss 
been  raised  by  tiiem  ?  Oertsinly  there  Is 
somethIn<g  iotten  la  ttite  matter  beyond  the 
realms  of  Denmark.  There  Is  something 
rotten,  apparently,  in  our  Inws  concerning 
Insurance.  I  will  not  say  that  the  rottenness 
extends  any  further,  but  I  will  maintain  tint 
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this  whole  question  shoold  be  toTestlgated, 
and  InTestfgated  tboronghly.  It  18  oar  do^ 
to  the  pabllc,  oar  daty  to  oarselves.  If.  as 
Is  almoBt  apparent,  this  Bill  Introduced  by 
mj  boD.  friend  from  Toronto,  is  brought  In 
to  bnrk  any  further  Inquiry,  I  shall  certainly 
take  as  strong  an  attitude  as  I  can  against 
it,  but  I  will  not  condemn  the  Bill  further 
before  the  promoter  of  It  is  present  In 
the  meaotlme,  I  shall  vote  for  the  adjonrn- 
ment  My  future  actions  will  be  to^bave 
the  fullest  possible  Investigations  in  this 
matter. 

Hod.  Mr.  ELLIS—As  I  seconded  the  mo- 
tlOD,  I  merely  did  so  in  an  Informal  way.  I 
have  an  open  mind  on  tbe  whole  question, 
bat  it  did  appear  to  me  not  unreasonable, 
as  the  Senate  will  adjourn  the  day  after  to- 
morrow and  nothing  can  be  done  until  we 
re-assemble,  to  adjourn  tbe  debate,  as  noth- 
iDg  can  be  lost  by  the  postponement.  I  am 
Tery  much  impressed  with  the  facts  stated 
by  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay.  They 
certainly  require  InTesttgatlon,  and  if  it 
Tere  a  finality  of  the  matter,  I  would  vote 
for  the  investigation,  but  there  Is  time 
enough,  and  nothing  can  be  done  in  tbe 
meautlme. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLXl— I  have  not  spoken 
to  the  motion,  so  I  suppose  I  may  say  a  few 
words. 

The  SFEAKEB— I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  bon.  gentleman  bad  spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No.  I  do  not  think 
my  bon.  friend  from  Marshfleld  was  quite 
correct.  He  might  have  taken  up  the  mat- 
ter in  a  very  different  way.  While  be  was 
defending  the  association,  he  refuted  noth- 
ing. I  had  charged  fraud  and  mlsman- 
agement  In  the  way  they  did  business. 
Every  hon.  gentleman  In  this  House  knows 
my  position.  I  understand  tbe  responsibi- 
lity of  the  move  I  am  making.  I  asked 
for  a  committee  because  I  wanted  to  show 
fraud  and  mismanagement,  and  what  objec- 
tion can  there  be  to  that  ?  I  am  not  work- 
log  for  myself;  I  am  working  for  the  widows 
and  orphans,  but  in  deference  to  the  wishes 
of  the  House,  I  am  willing  to  consent  to 
tbe  adjoumment,  on  condition  that  the  Id- 
rarance  BUI  Is  not  permitted  to  override  In 
any  way  my  motion  for  a  committee.  I  do 
not  want  It  understood  that  by  my  con- 
senting to  adjourn  the  debate  antll  May  18, 


that  tbe  Bin  will  be  proceeded  with  before 
my  motion,  or  be  permitted  to  take  prece- 
dence, or  be  used  as  a  method  of  buAing 
my  committee.    If  that  Is  understood,  I  am 

quite  willing  to  accept. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Bear,  hear. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBEGU  SON— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  I  wish  to  ask  my  hon. 
friend  the  Secretary  of  State  if  he  would 
kindly  Inquire  why  papas  that  were  order- 
ed by  this  House  In  an  address  carried  early 
last  session  In  reference  to  tbe  affairs  of 
the  Anglo-American  Telegraph  Company 
liave  not  been  brought  down.  My  hon. 
friend  will  remember  that  I  once  or  twice 
asked  about  these  papers  before  the  ter- 
mination of  last  session  of  parliament,  and 
I  bad  one  kind  of  an  answer  or  another 
furnished  by  his  colleagues. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  remember  at 
this  moment  but  I  vrlll  have  tbe  matter  look* 
ed  1^  and  see  if  information  can  be  obtain- 
ed.    Is  tbe  information  available  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Certainly,  the  cor- 
respondence bet\^een  tbe  government  and 
the  Anglo-American  Telegraph  Company.  I 
am  aware  that  there  Is  a  great  deal  of  it 

JURISDICTION  OF  EXCHEQUER  COURT 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  Introduced  Bill  (I)  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Exchequer  Court  as  to  Rail- 
way Debts.  He  said  :  Last  year  tbere  was 
an  Act  passed  by  this  House  and  the  House 
of  Commons,  intituled  an  Act  to  amend  tbe 
Acts  respecting  tbe  jurisdiction  of  the  Ex- 
chequer Court  as  to  Railway  Debts.  It 
provided  for  tbe  appointment  of  receivers  to 
railway  companies,  and  tbe  Bill  which  I  am 
now  presenting  la  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
producing two  sections  of  the  Winding-up 
Act,  one  for  tbe  purpose  of  preventing  suits, 
unless  with  tbe  permission  of  tbe  court,  and 
the  other  for  tue  purpose  of  suspending  the 
action  of  the  directors  unless  with  the  wne- 
tlon  of  the  court 

Bon.  M^.  LANDRY— Will  the  governmint 
take  charge  of  that  Bill  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  BlU  has  beeo 
approved  by  tbe  Minister  of  Railways. 
The  Bill  was  read  thfe  Qrst  time. 

CAMPBELLFORD,  LAKE  ONTARIO  AND 
WBSTBEN  RAILWAY  COMPANY 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 
Hod.  Mr.  WATSON,  in  the  absence  of  Hon. 
Bfr.  Eerr  <CotKrarg)  moved  the  second  read- 
lag  of  BUI  (No.  10)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Oampbellford,  Lake  Ontario  and  Western 
Railway  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCO'li'— .My  attention  has  been 
directeil  to  tliis  BUI  as  being  the  first  that 
lias  Iwfn  iiiti-odiieed  this  session  in  view  of 
the  order  made  last  year,  wberein  a  local 
BIH.  a  BUI  in  the  province  of  Ontario,  a 
ojauae  wts  Inserted  that  it  Is  a  work  for 
the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  and  spe- 
cial (liroctioiis  are  given  as  to  what  Is  to  be 
observeii  wlifi-e  that  clause  Is  introduced.  I 
siniiily  rail  llie  attention  of  the  committee  to 
this  fact,  so  that  they  will  bear  in  mind 
when  tHe  MM  comes  before  them,  that  there 
Is  a  proposal  to  give  to  the  federal  parlia- 
ment power  OTer  local  railways. 

Hon.  Jlr.  r.EIQUE— It  would  be  for  the 
Striking  Oouimittee  to  appoint  a  committee 
to  d«al  ^th  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOW£<Ll4-^N*o  de> 
clslon  was  arrived  at  upon  the  point  raised 

by  tlif  hull,  g-entleniau.  It  was  discussed 
very  often  ;is  to  how  far  the  federal  au- 
tlioritio.s  could  grant  charters  for  the  con- 
struction of  roads  exclusively  within  one 
province,  but  that  has  always  been  overcome 
by  Inserting  the  words  as  provided  In  the 
etmBtitntloii  *  feu-  the  general  benefit  of  Can- 
ada,' and  this  would  be  precisely  in  the  same 
position.  There  is  a  committee  suggested 
by  llio  lion.  y,eiitleman  from  De  Salaberry. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— One  of  the  rules  of 
'tiie  Home  tras  amended  last  year  by  unan- 
ImouB  cooseat  to  provide  that  all  those  Bills 
would  stand  referred  to  a  committee  on  le- 
gislation conijiosed  of  nine   members,  but 
that  conimittoe  has  not  been  appointed  yet 
Hon.  Mr.  liAN'DURAND— It  was  not  ap- 
pointed, because  when  we  discussed  it  In  the 
Striking  Committee,  It  was  represented  that 
tue  procedure  at  the  preceding  session  had 
'  not  been  regular,  so  we  asked  leave  to  sit 
again  to  examine  Into  this  qnestlon. 
Bon.  Mr.  landrt. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  one  element  to 
be  observed  was  that  the  municipality 
througu  which  the  road  passed  should  be 
advised,  and  it  seems  to  me  the  six  weeks 
accompanying  notice  the  proposal  to  ask  par- 
liament for  a  Bill  of  the  kind  should  con- 
tain a  notice  sent  to  all  the  municipalities 
through  which  the  railway  was  to  run. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-No, 
that  was  only  so  far  as  it  interfered  with 
municipal  right 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  tbe  second  time. 

SECOAU  READINGS. 

Bill  (IS)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
and  Northwestern  Railway  Company  of 
Canada.— (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

Bill  (25)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Whlte- 
borse  and  Alsek  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Young.) 

Bill  (33)  An  Act  respecting  the  Vancouver, 
Victoria  and  Eastern  Railway  and  Naviga- 
tion Company,— (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.) 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (A)  An  Act  for  tbe  relief  of  James  E. 
Taylor,  together  with  the  evidence.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Lougheed.) 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  April  27,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  ond  routine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

INQUIRIES. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment re  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Associa- 
tion, so-called,  formerly  called  tbe  Mntual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  : 

1.  How  much  was  paid  in  by  ttte  Canadian 
policy- holders  on  the  policies  noted  In  tbe  re- 
turn brought  down  to  the  Senate  from  the  In- 
surance Department  as  lapsed  or  surrendered  f 

2.  State  amount  lapsed  and  surrendered  for 
years  1890-1904,  Inclusive. 

3.  State  amount  paid  on  saeh  policies  pre- 
vious to  the  time  they  lapsed  or  were  surrender- 
ed, as  premiums  or  special  assessments. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  aiunrers  u*  u  fol- 
lows: 

1.  The  retnniB  made  to  the  department  do 
Dot  contain  the  information  asked  for. 

2.  Farticnlars  are  glren  In  tb»  fOIlowlbg 
ubedale : 


Tear. 


Surrend- 
ered. 


Expired. 


L»p6ed. 


1890....;  

1891 .... ,  

•1,637,250 
2,027,000 
2,377,500 
2,297,000 
2,733,250 
2,458,500 
2,749,500 
3,21}),000 
5,84il,500 
7,533,500 
6,655,427 

1892 

1893..,. 
1894 

1895... 

1896.... 

1897 

1896.... 
1899 

UOl.... 
1902.... 
190S... 

51.500 
221,000 
40.303 

4.998,750 
2,S06,G01 
1,0H9S3 


312,803  38,548,427 


Total. 


8,399,281 
38^548.427 


TotaL 


S 

2, 37  7, :")(«! 
X,21I7.1WV' 
8,7."^:*,  250 
2,458,500 
2,749.500 
3,218,000 
6,Stll.,'iOll 
7.5:v(,5iiO 
5,655,427 
5,050, 2;">ll 
2,526,001 
1,135,236 


47,260,614 


*  Inclading  928,000  not  taken. 

Note. — So  far  as  tbe  department  la  aware, 
there  is  oo  difference  between  the  policies  re- 
tamed  as  expired  prior  to  1901  and  those  re- 
turned as  lapsed  since  that  date. 

Id  reference  to  the  third  uneatkm,  I  ouiy 
■ay  that  tbe  returns  made  to  tbe  depart- 

ment  do  not  furnish  the  inronnntion  nskoil. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB  inquired  of  the  goy- 
cniinent : 

1.  Is  there  aaything  to  show  la  tbe  Insurance 
Department  w'bj  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  In- 
nrance  Company,  for  the  years  1900,  1901,  1902, 
1303,  did  not  collect,  under  the  policies  i^sui  d 
prior  to  the  changing  of  the  corporate  aanrn 
from  the  Uutual  Reserve  Fund  LUs  Inaurance 
AMoclation  : — 

Membership  fees  ; 
Annual  dues  ; 
Hedtcal  examiners'  tees  : 
Asaeasments — mortuary  ? 

2.  In  returns  made  by  the  company  to  the  In- 
surance Department  for  tho  years  1900,  1901. 
1902,  1903,  under  tbe  head  of  Income  In  Canada. 
Premiums,  Is  it  in  lieu  of,  or  equivalent  to,  tbo 
^estion  asked  in  No.  1  ? 

3.  If  60,  under  what  rule,  system  or  calcula- 
tion was  tbe  amount  of  $1,254,638.18  collected 
M  premiums,  in  the  years  IMO,  IMl,  tm.  1903. 
In  Canada  ? 

4.  Id  the  years  above  named  there  appears, 
from  tbe  instiraace  reports  of  the  department, 
total  collected  as  Itens  in  payment  of  premiums 
9113,936.32.  Does  this  amount  ailil  remain  as 
hens  taken  against  policies  ? 


6.  If  so,  are  such  Hens  bearing  Interest,  and 
aro  policies  loaded  down  with  this  Hen  and 
annual  interest  thereon  ? 

6.  How  is  such  Interest  calculated  T 

(a.)  Is  it  calculated  every  two  months,  when 
tbe  assesBment  fs  made,  or  annually  on  the  four 
uromlums.  or  in  one  sum  T 

<b.)  It  so,  bow  is  tbe  interest  account  on  such 
policies  kept  ? 

(c.)  Or  is  it  compounded  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  answers  to  tbe 
questions  are  as  follows  : 

1.  Tbe  department  Is  not  aware  that  the 
company  did  not  collect  in  1900,  1901,  1902 
and  190S,  membership  fees,  annual  dues, 
medical  examiners  fees  and  mortuary  as- 
sessments nnd«  such  of  Its  policies  as  pro- 
ride  therefor. 

2.  The  source  of  revenue  referred  to  In 
No.  1  is  included  under  the  heading  pre- 
miums '  in  the  years  mentioned. 

3.  The  amount  of  $1,254,538.18  reported 
as  collected  in  premiums  for  the  years 
named  Is  the  total  amount  In  respect  of  its 
policies  of  all  classes.  Tbe  statements  made 
to  the  department  do  not  show  how  such 
premiums  have  been  calculated  or  arrived 
at 

4.  The  amount  of  4iens  In  force  at  tbe 
31st  December,  1903,  as  given  by  the  com- 
pany's return  of  Canadian  business  is  $84,- 
576.63. 

5  and  6.  Without  having  positive  Infor- 
mation inasmuch  as  the  returns  to  the  de- 
partment do  not  contain  tt^  it  Is  presumed 
that  the  liens  In  force  bear  Interest  and  that 
the  amount  thereof  if  not  paid  when  due  Is 
added  to  the  principal. 

GBAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 
INQUIRY, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)  Inquired 
of  : 

The  government,  more  particularly  tbe  hon- 
ourable member  of  tbe  cabinet  from  Victoria, 
if  any  effort  was  made,  or  suggestion  offered, 
to  tbe  promoters  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Hallway  to  include  In  the  contract  now  before 
parliament  a  stipulation  that  construction  work 
should  be  commenced  on  tbe  Pacific  coast  sim- 
ultaneous with  the  commencement  of  construc- 
tion at  Winnipeg,  before  tbe  contract  was 
signed  ? 

He  said  :  Whatever  differences  of  opinion 
there  may  be  about  this  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific Railway  scheme,  tbe  Bill  Is  bound  to 
become  law.  and.  as  my  hon.  friend  from 
Victoria  knows,  there  Is  a  great  deal  of 
anxiety  among  people  that  construction  on 
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the  Pacific  coast  lAooM  b«-  commenced 
simnltaiieoasly  with  that  at  Winnipeg,  or 
the  eaatt  and  I  think  tbey  will  be  gratified 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  couUl  ttil  us  tlmt  an 
effort  has  been  made  to  have  the  contract 
contain  a  clause  to  comi}el  the  commence- 
ment of  construction  on  the  Pacific  at  the 
aame  time  as  at  Winnipeg;  and.  whether  the 
company  would  not  «cc«pt  a  MnKgwOea  of 
that  kind 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  am  afraid  I 
cannot  quite  satisfy  the  curioBfty  of  my  hon. 
friend  In  taipect  to  the  aneation  as  to  whe- 
ther an^  altDFt  bai  1»een  nude,  or  soggee- 
tlon  off<»ed,  in  regard  to  the  commence- 
ment of ,  eonBtrnctlon  of  the  railway  on 
the  Pacific  coast  simultancnmsly  with  the 
commencement  of  construction  at  Win- 
nipeg. The  agreement  made  with  the 
Orand  Trunk  Pacific  for  the  building  of 
jao43ier  traiiMrattiwDtM  Ibw  ha«  been 
printed  and  must  speak  for  itself.  In 
that  agreement  there  Is  no  stipulation  that 
the  Grand  Trunli  Pacific  shall  begin  con- 
struction on  the  Tacific  coast  or  for  that 
matter  shall  beyin  construction  at  Winni- 
peg. It  is  left  entirely  to  the  company  to 
determine  where  construction  shall  begin. 
As  in  the  case  at  the  Ganadian  Pacific  BaU- 
wey,  as  my  hon.  trlend  will  remember,  -Oiere 
was  no  stimulation  that  construction  was  to 
he^n  on  the  Pacific  slope,  yet  notwithstand- 
ing that  omission,  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  did  begin  and 
was  ijrosecuted  for  many  years  In  the  pro- 
vince of  British  Columbia  within  a  few 
miles  of  the  coasl^  and  at  ottua  poliits  on 
the  line.  The  contract  madtt  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  RaBway  Company  In- 
cludes many  onerous  conditions.  The  rail- 
way has  to  be  completed  In  seven  years,  and 
necessarily  the  company  will  have  to  com- 
mence construction  on  the  Pacific  coast  if 
they  intend  to  complete  the  railway  within 
the  specified  time.  The  railway  company 
have  evinced  eyof  IneUnatioD  to  emmmm 
work  In  the  west  by  having  for  the  last 
year  stureylng  parties  in  the  mountains  of 
British  Columbia.  As  a  matter  of  course, 
it  will  take  the  company  much  longer  to 
locate  the  line  through  the  province  of  Brit- 
'ish  Columbia  than  on  the  prairies  of  the 
Northwest  and  for  my  part  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that,  as  a  purely  economical!  pro- 
poaitiou,  the  Grand  Trunk  FaelAe  Ufii^ 
Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.a) 


conun^ice  construction  m  the  Pacific  coast 
1  am  not  a  railway  exp^  but  I  think  It 

would  be  perfectly  absurd  for  the  railway 
company  to  assume  that  they  could  com- 
plete that  great  railway  in  seven  years  un- 
less they  commenced  work  on  the  Pacific 
coast.  It  will  be  made  more  economical  for 
them  to  carry  their  supplies  to  Port  Simp- 
son, or  vIULtOTer  port  is  ultimately  selected 
as  i3i9  tenDlmis  on  the  Pacific  coast,  and 
commmea  eonstrdetlon  from  that  ^oAnt  As 
I  have  said,  there  is  no  condition  in  the. 
contract.  The  government  have  not  thought 
it  necessary  to  tie  down  the  company  as  to 
where  they  shall  begin  construction.  They 
are  not  required  to  commence  construction 
at  Winnip^.  They  begin  at  any  point  on 
the  line  tiwy  Hke.  All  we  requh*  Is  tha^ 
they  shall  be^  tb»  H»d  and  complete  ' 
within  a  given  tibnel 

STEAMSHIP   SmtVIOB  BBTWBBN 
PBINCB  EDWARD  IST.AND  AND 
BRITISH  PORTS. 

Boa.  Ur.  FlBBOtTBOM  inquired : 

Whether  it  Is  arranged  to  have  direct  sailineB| 
of  steamships  from  Charlottetown  to  Brlttskj 
ports  during  the  present  season  of  navigatloaj 
and  if  so,  when  wUl  Umm  s^Uags  besln. 
how  many  will  there  Wt 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— In  answer  to  my 
Qulry  tbe  ^Dnde  uid  Oommerce  Dej 
say  tibat  Ao  arrai^ement  has  been  mado 
to  the  present  time.    If  I  get  any  fui 
information  later  on  I  shall  be  very  gl 
to  communicate  it  to  my  hon.  friend. 

TELEGRAPHIO  COMMUNICATION 
WITH  PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  presented  a  return  toJ 
an  address  of  the  Senate,  dateil  r.fh  October^ 
1003,  for  all  communications  between  the 
government  of  Canada  or  any  member  there-J 
of  and  the  Anglo-American  Telegraph  Coi 
paay»  ai^  oOier  tel^raph  con^any,  the 
Tlnda]  govemmeat  oC  Prince  Edward  Ii 
any  board  of  trade  In  Prince  Edward 
or  any  other  province,  and  any  repl 
tive  of  Prince  Kdw;i!\l  Ii^land  In  the  HoUS 
of  Commons  resTicctintr  tlic  iTiiprovcmonl  of] 
the  telegraphic  service  bftwcen  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  and  the  mainland  of  the 
mlnlon.   He  said :  The  only  papers  I  hai 
tfiy  tKt  found  aw  correwoadence  which 
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sao  during  the  early  part  of  last  year, 
Hard),  and  continued  for  some  time,  whicb 
I  will  bring  down  now.  If  I  find  anything 
farmer  later  on.  I  shall  be  glad  to  bring  it 
dovn  alsa 

Hon.  Mr.  FEKGUSON— I  might  assist  the 
bon.  gentleman  In  his  search.  I  had  tbe  ad- 
vantage of  seeing  a  mass  of  correspondence 
conducted  by  Sir  Louis  Davles,  when  he 
was  Minister  of  Marine  and  FlsherleB.  I 
am  not  snre  whether  they  were  In  the  de- 
partment or  not,  bat  they  throw  a  great 
deal  of  light  on  the  subject.  That  corres- 
pondence is  qaite  Toluminons,  at  least 
twenty  times  as  large  as  this.  I  have  no 
dODbt  Sir  Hiouis  Davies  will  assist  my  hon. 
friend  In  getting  the  correspondence  In  com- 
plete form. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (22)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Brant- 
ford  and  Hamilton  Ballway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  McHvgh.) 

THIRD  READINGS. 

BIB  (12)  An  Act  respecUng  the  Montreal, 
Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  Canal.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Edwards.) 

BiU  (19)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  AtlanUc, 
Quebec  and  Western  Ballway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Dandarand.) 

BUI  (16)  An  Act  respecting  the  French 
River  Boom  Company,  Limited. — (Hon.  Mr. 

McMollen.) 

Bill  (21)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Pontlac 
and  InterproTlncial  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  Edwards.) 

Bffl  (2^  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Casca- 
pedla  Mannfactnrlng  and  Trading  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Bill  (28)  An  Act  respecting  the  Colling- 
wood  General  and  Marine  Hospital. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Kerr.  Cobourg.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

BUI  (24)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian 
Fire  Insnrance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Lough- 
eed.) 

BUI  (27)  An  Act  respecting  the  Real  Estate 
Title  Gaarantee  and  Tmst  Company. — (Hon. 
Ur.  Casgraln,  de  Lanandldre.) 


PETITION  OF  RIGHT  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (38)  An  Act  to  ameifd  the  Petition 
of  Right  Act.  He  said  :  The  Department  of 
Justice  have  found  that  after  a  flat  had  been 
granted  to  file  a  petition  of  right,  the  soli- 
citors have,  In  some  cases,  made  changes 
altering  its  character,  and  In  order  to  pre- 
vent any  change  of  tfiat  kind,  which  Is  high- 
ly improper,  the  present  Bill  proposra  that 
when  a  flat  has  been  once  granted,  fbe 
Secretary  of  State  shall  file  a  petition  In 
court  and  thereafter  no  change  can  be  made. 
It  will  be  the  duty  of  the  solicitors  to  ob- 
serve that. 

The  motion  waa  agreed  to,  and  tbe  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

PORTRAIT  OF  SENATOR  WARK, 

The  SPEAKER — The  portrait  of  the  hon. 
Mr.  Wark  will  be  unveiled  to-morrow  after- 
noon at  2.80,  and  I  tmst  there  will  be  a  large 
attendance  in  the  Senate.  The  ceremony 
will  take  place  in  this  chamber. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottatoa,  Thuraday,  April  i8,  1904. 
Tbe  Senators  met  at  2.30  P.  M. 

Senator  Wark  was  introduced,  escorted 
by  the  Hon.  R.  W.  Scott,  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowtil,  and 
took  the  Speaker's  chair,  the  members  and 
visitors  present  standing  and  applauding. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER,  Speaker  of  the  Senate, 
read  tbe  following  address,  tbe  senators  and 
visitors  standing  :— 

To  the  Honourable  David  Wark. 

Dear  and  honoured  Sir,— We,  your  colleagues 
in  the  Senate  of  Canada,  have  tbouaht  that 
your  reachlns,  while  an  active  member  ot  our 
body,  the  great  age  of  one  hundred  years  should 
not  be  allowed  to  pass  unnoticed  and  have  re- 
solved that  the  event  be  signalized  by  placing 
In  our  gallery  a  painting  which  will  enable  fu- 
ture generations  to  look  upon  the  countenance 
with  which  we  are  happily  familiar. 

We  may  be  permitted  to  call  attention  to 
some  points  which  show  ovor  how  wide  a  his- 
torical field  your  life's  Journey  has  extended. 
Born  when  William  Pitt,  worn  out  in  the  strug- 
gle with  the  great  Napoleon,  was  drawing  near 
the  close  of  his  career,  your  memory  can  dis- 
tinctly recall  the  battle  in  which  the  principles 
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for  which  the  Britlata  Btatesman  contended 
finally  triumphed  :  You  left  your  native  Ire- 
land for  New  Brunswick  In  early  manhood,  be- 
fore the  days  of  Catliollc  Emancipation  and  long 
before  the  passlns  of  the  Reform  Bill  of  1832. 

You  settled  in  the  home  of  your  adoption 
when  the  province  was  still  practically  a 
Crown  colony  and  took  a  part  iu  the  prolonged 
but  bloodless  campaign  which  repli:ed  an  Ir- 
responsible administration  by  one  controlled  by 
the  wishes  of  the  people.  During  the  latter 
purt  of  the  contest,  you,  in  the  prime  of  life, 
fought  for  popular  rights  as  a  member  of  the 
elective  branch  of  the  provincial  legislature  ; 
and,  after  the  battle  was  finally  woo,  you  pass- 
ed, fifty-four  years  ago,  to  the  Upper  Houae. 
This,  it  may  be  observed,  was  four  rears  be- 
fore the  Crimean  war. 

Called  to  the  Senate  at  a  mature  age,  you  are 
cow.  with  a  single  exception,  the  only  survivor 
of  those  appointed  hj  Her  late  Majesty  in  iit7. 

In  both  Houses  of  the  provincial  legislature 
and  In  our  own  body  you  always  devoted  your 
talents  and  energy  to  parliamentary  work  with 
a  single  eye  to  the  good  of  the  people,  and— 
particularly  with  respect  to  education  and  in- 
terprovinclal  trade — took  effective  action  In 
New  Brunswick  wbi^h  anttctpiited  what  has 
since  been  done  throughout  the  Dominion. 

Speaking  of  you  as  a  senator,  we  may  be  al- 
lowed to  say  that,  while  you  have  been  energe- 
tic and  persistent  in  your  efforts  to  bring  about 
what  you  have  deemed  to  be  for  the  public 
good,  you  have  never  been  Impatient  or  Intol- 
erant towards  those  whose  opinions  differed 
from  your  own,  while  your  courtesy  and  your 
kindliness  of  disposition  have  been  proverbial 
among  your  colleagues.  As  a  result,  the  pre- 
sent action  of  the  House  Is  unanimous  and  gives 
expression  to  the  sincere  sentiments  ot  your 
colleagues  of  all  shades  of  opinion  ;  and  we 
all  unite  In  the  hope  that  the  Almighty  may 
he  pleased  to  prolong  for  years  a  life  which 
has  throughout  been  lived  with  a  continued 
coDsciousneSB  ot  His  Divine  over-sight. 

Ii.  O.  POWER. 

Speaker, 

On  behalf  of  the  members  ot  the  Senate. 
The  Senate,  April  28,  1904. 

Hon.  Mr;  WABK.  on  rtoing  to  speak,  was 
greeted  with  prolonged  cheering.  He  said : 
I  thank  you  for  this  very  flattering  address. 
I  never  expected  anytblng  of  the  kind,  nor 
do  I  think  I  deserve  it,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  feel  deep)7  grateful  to  70U  and  to  those 
whom  you  represent  for  such  an  expression 
of  kindness  and  Mendshlp.  There  is  no 
part  of  It  with  which  I  agree  so  heartily  as 
the  last  sentence.  I  join  with  you  most 
cordially  in  the  belief  that  God  exercises  a 
wise  Providence  over  the  alTairs  of  this 
world,  and  especially  over  the  alTalrs  of  this 
empire,  that  he  Intends  to  make  It  a  power- 
ful,  populous  and  prosperous  empire,  united 
under  our  Oraclous  Sovereign  in  a  policy  of 
peace,  and  that  it  will  be  grefttly  blessed 
under  His  guidance  In  bringing  about  the 
happy  time  when  the  earth  sliall  be  filled 
Hon.  Hr.  POWER. 


with  the  knowledge  of  the  Lord  as  the 
waters  cover  the  sea.  I  thank  you  agalo 
for  your  kindness  and  for  the  kindness  of 
the  whole  House.  (Cheers). 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Strictly  speaking,  I 
suppose  I  should  call  first  upon  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  Senate,  but  inasmocli 
as  the  other  House  Is  about  to  meet  It 
would  be  perhaps  better  If  I  should  change 
the  order  of  proceeding  a  little.  I  there- 
fore call  upon  the  Honourable  the  First 
Minister  to  say  a  few  words.  (Applause.) 

Right  Hon.  Shr  WILFRID  LAUBIEB- 
Senator  Wark :  It  is  my  pleasure  as  well 
as  my  privilege,  to-day  to  Join  my  friend, 
Mr.  Borden,  the  Leader  of  His  Majesty's 
opposition  in  the  House  of  Commons,  In 
presenting  you  on  this  occasion  the  con- 
gratulations of  the  body  to  which  we  both 
belong,  the  House  of  Commons  of  Canada. 
We  are  taught  In  Scripture  that  he  who 
honours  bis  father  and  mother  shall  be 
rewarded  with  long  life.  I  am  sure,  there- 
fore, Sir,  that  going  back  almost  one  hundred 
years,  you  must  have  been  a  very  good  boy, 
for  you  have  been  rewarded  not  only  wllii 
long  life,  but  rewarded  also  with  all  the 
blessings  of  life  in  your  family  and,  If  I 
may  say  so,  In  the  respect,  the  esteem,  the 
veneration  and  the  affection  of  all  yoor 
fellow-countrymen.  Going  back  through 
the  course  of  your  long  life,  you  have 
passed  through  a  most  remarkable  period 
In  the  world's  history.  Tou  go  back  not 
only  to  the  battle  of  Waterloo,  but  yon 
were  born  even  before  the  battle  of  Trafal- 
gar. You  have  seen  the  long  stru^le 
which  was  waged  in  those  years  for  supre- 
macy and  which  ended  In  a  manner  which, 
although  it  might  be  disappointing  to 
many,  was  perhaps  the  best  solution  for 
the  world's  liberty.  Yon  have  seen  the 
long  reign  of  Her  Majesty,  and  at  last  you 
see  tbe  first  days  of  the  reign  of  King 
Edward  VII.,  who  perhaps  will  live  in 
history  In  a  manner  which  will  be  most  ac- 
ceptable to  you,  that  Is  to  say,  as  Edward 
the  Peace  Maker.  We  all  rejoice  that 
you  have  seen  these  long  days  and  hope 
your  good  wishes  will  be  realized,  and  we 
pray  God  that  He  may  still  prolong  your 
life  for  many  years  to  enjoy  the  respect  and 
affection  of  your  fellow-countrymen. 
(Cheers). 
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Hod.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  the  bonoor  to 
call  Qpon  the  leader  of  the  opposition. 

Mr.  BORDEN— Mr.  Wark  :  I  desire  on 
behalf  of  those  who  sit  to  the  left  of  the 
Speaker  in  the  House  of  Commons  to  add 
oor  hearty  and  moat  sincere  congratulations 
to  70a  upon  this  memorable  occasion.  Let 
me  say  it  to  an  occasion  on  which  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laarfer  and  I  are  happy  to  sit  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House  and  Join  In  doing 
iiononr  to  you.  Your  life  has  been  a  most 
eTentfal  one.  For  more  than  a  generation 
fOQ  have  lived  beyond  the  limit  assigned  by 
tlie  Psalmist  to  the  age  of  man.  During 
«li  that  time  you  have  devoted  yonrself 
without  stint  to  the  public  service,  and  In 
that  regard  it  seems  to  me  that  you  have 
set  a  very  high  and  a  very  worthy  example 
to  aii  your  fellow-coautrymen  throughout 
Canada.  Indeed,  even  at  your  advanced 
age  j-our  eCTorts  have  sometimes  been  too 
sttoiaous  for  as  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  I  Qiistake  not  It  was  two  years  ago  that 
jm  objected  strongly  that  the  Senate  should 
be  kept  waiting  for  legislation,  because  you 
desired  to  leave  Ottawa  and  go  to  your  home 
and  attend  to  your  own  business,  a  very 
worthy  aspiration  00  your  part  and  one,  I 
am  sore,  In  which  all  of  us  in  the  House  of 
Commons  Join  heartUy  at  the  present  ttme. 
Let  me  once  more  on  behalf  of  those,  who 
like  myself,  sit  on  the  left  of  tbe  Speaker, 
extend  to  you  our  good  wishes  for  all  health, 
happiness  and  prosperl^  In  tbe  future. 
iCbm) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  now  caU  on  the 
Hononrable  Mr.  Scott 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT-My  dear  colleague  :  It 
has  been  my  good  fortune  to  be  associated 
with  you  now  for  over  thirty  years  In  this 
chamber,  and  during  that  time  I  have 
had  very  many  opportunities  for  know- 
ing those  elements  In  your  character  that 
bate  endeared  you  so  deeply  to  the  members 
ot  the  Senate  on  both  sides.  As  has  been 
observed  In  tbe  address  which  was  present- 
ed to  you,  your  course  ih  the  Senate  baa 
been  one  we  alll  could  admire.  While  ad- 
•»«hig  stroi^Iy  and  decldediy  to  your  own 
political  views,  you  have  always  been  for- 
*»arlng  and  considerate  to  those  who  have 
differed  from  you.  In  fact,  one  of  the  spe- 
cial elements  of  your  character  has  been  tfae 
tolerant  asMt  to  which  reference  has  been 


j  made,  and  the  breadth  of  view  which  has 
marked  your  expressions  on  all  occasions. 
The  singular  equanimity  of  your  disposi- 
tion ihas  ibeen  the  peculiar  feature  In  your 
successful  career.  Among  the  many  In- 
stances that  might  be  quoted  of  the  value 
of  your  life,  I  might  cite  one  which  I  think 
Is  worth  being  remennbered.  It  Is,  that  the 
first  Impulse  given  to  t&e  expansion  of  our 
present  Dominion  was  due  to  you,  when  in 
1847  you  moved  a  resolution  In  the  provin- 
cial legislature  of  New  Brunswick,  express- 
ing the  hope  that  the  sister  provinces  would 
abolish  the  custom-houses  that  then  divided 
them.  That  certainly  was  the  forerunner' 
of  tbe  confederation  of  this  Dominion.  I 
join  in  the  hope  Ala/o  that  Is  expressed  in 
the  address  that  has  been  presented  to  you. 
Chat  you  may  be  long  spared  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  this  chamber.  The  beautiful  lan- 
guage used  by  you  a  few  moments  ago  In 
answering  the  address  gives  us  the  best  as- 
surance that  you  retain  In  your  old  age  that 
wisdom  which  Is  so  valuable  to  a  legislator. 
(Cheers.) 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  have  now  ttie 
honour  to  call  upon  the  leader  of  tbe  oppo- 
sition In  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Mr. 
Wark  :  In  the  many  years  I  have  been  asso- 
ciated with  you  on  committees  and  in  this 
chamber,  our  Intercourse  has  been  of  the 
most  pleasant  character.  It  is  true  that  we 
have  not  always  agreed  upon  the  questions 
which  were  under  discussion,  but  that  never 
afCected  the  personal  relations  wbldi  exist- 
ed between  yourself  and  myself.  I  do  not 
know  of  any  event  In  my  thirty-four  years 
of  parliamentary  life  of  which  I  felt  prouder 
than  when,  at  tbe  opening  of  this  session, 
I  had  the  (honour  of  introducing  you  in  the 
chamber  after  you  had  served  your  country 
for  90  long  a  period,  and  arrived  at  such  a 
ripe  age.  It  Is  not  necessary  that  I  should 
enter  Into  tbe  events  of  tbe  last  hundred 
years.  Reference  has  been  made  by  tbe 
premier  and  also  by  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  other  House  to  very  Important 
events  which  have  transpired  during  your 
long  life,  to  which  I  need  not  refer,  I  heart- 
ily concur  In  the  personal  tribute  awarded 
you  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  express  the 
sincere  hope  that  we  may  all  live  to  see  you 
sitting  here,  if  not  ai  Speaker,  at  least  as  an 


Digitized  by 


Google 


190 


SENATE 


hoQonred  member  of  (bis  House  for  many 
years  to  come.  The  Secretary  of  State  and 
myself  had  the  great  honour  of  Introducing 
you  b>  the  Speaker's  chair  to-day.  I  only 
hope  that  the  younger  members  by  whom 
we  are  surrounded  to-day,  may  have  a  like 
honour  with  some  other  senator  after  he 
has  attained  the  advanced  age  which  you 
hare  reached.  (Cheers.) 

The  premier  and  several  members  of  both 
Houses  then  congratulated  Mr.  Wark  per- 

sonally. 

The  SPEAKBR  took  the  Chair  |it  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  BUls.  reported  from  com- 
mtttee,  without  amendment,  were  read  the 
third  time  and  passed  under  a  8nq;)eii8lon 
of  the  rules. 

Bin  (F^  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Cedar 
RapMa  ManufaetuilDg  and  Power  Company. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Domville.) 

Bill  (10)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Camp- 
bellford.  Lake  Ontario  and  North  Western 
RaUway  Company  of  Canada. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

Bill  (18)  An  Act  respecting  the  Alanitoba 
and  North-western  Railway  Company  of 
Canada. — (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

WHITBHORSB  AND  ALSEK  RAILWAY 
COMPANY. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Sir  ALPHONSE  PELLETIER  from 
the  Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbours,  reported  Bill  (25)  An  Act  to  in- 
corporate the  Whitehorse  and  Alsek  Rail- 
way Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOTJNCS — I  move  the  suspension 
of  rule  70  so  far  as  the  same  relates  to  this 
BUI. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG  moved  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bin. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Where  is  Alsek  ? 

Hon.    Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— The  White- 
horse  is  In  the  Yukon  Territory,  Just  some 
little  distance  north  of  the  boundary  line 
of  British  Columbia.     The  Alsek  mining 
Hod.  Sir  BfACKBNZIB  DOWBLL. 


district  is  50  to  100  miles  from  White-  ' 
horse,  and  stUl  east  of  the  Alaska  boandarr. 

Hon.  Mr.  STTLLIVAN— Fifty  raUes  1  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Something  of  ^ 
that  kind.  Th^  Is  very  valuable  and  rich 
gold  there. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The  i 
Intention  is  to  make  connection  from  the  Pi- 
clflc  In  Alaska  to  tap  the  Yukon.    I  fancy 
that  is  the  object  of  the  BlU. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tiie  BOl 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

PRINTING  OF  MINUTES  OF  PROCEED- 
INGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  want  likformatfon 
from  the  government  or  from  tlils  House. 
I  do  not  know  who  Is  In  chaise  of  the  busi- 
ness, or  what  procedure  Is  to  be  taken  to 
have  a  few  copies  of  the  Minutes  of  Proceed- 
ings, when  we  want  to  get  them.  I  applied 
at  the  post  office.  We  cannot  get  any  there. 
I  went  to  flie  dlatribatlmi  office,  and  I  was 
told  there  were  none.  There  were  only  two 
or  three  copies,  and  we  coold  not  get  Oiem 
there.  I  sent  to  the  Printing  Bureau,  asltlns 
to  buy  some,  I  was  ready  to  pay  any  amount, 
and  they  refused.  We  cannot  get  them  for 
our  money  there. 

Hon.  Shr  MACKENZIE  BOWELLr— The 
hon.  gentleman's  money  Is  not  good. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  hope  the  King's 
shilling  will  come  Into  force  very  soon,  so 
that  we  may  have  a  chance  at  that  time,  but 
I  want  a  remedy  for  this  kind  of  business. 
I  hope  when  an  hon.  gentleman  wants  to 
obtain  a  few  copies  that  he  wHl  be  able  to 
do  so.  I  asked  A>r  the  Votes  and  Proceedings 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  I  want  to  get 
a  few  copies  to  send  away,  offering  to  pay 
for  them,  and  th^  would  not  give  them  to 
me. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  suppose  ttiey 
have  any  for  sale  there.  They  do  not  keep 
them.  They  send  them  aU  up  to  ttxe  Distri- 
bution Office.  The  number  Is  regulated  by 
the  Printing  Committee.  They  fix  the  num- 
ber that  is  printed,  which  I  think  is  one  for 
each  member,  with  a  certain  number  over, 
I  do  not  know  how  many.  I  shall  be  glad 
to  make  inquUr.  It  cannot  cost  much  to 
print  a  few  atra  copies.  There  should  be 
enough  printed,  so  that  If  a  gentleman 
wants  a  few  extra  copies,  be  can  get  th«n. 
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I  do  not  know  the  relation,  but  it  depends 
on  tbe  nomber  fixed  by  the  Prtnting  Com- 
mlttee-^e  Joint  committee  of  the  tww 
Houses. 

Hod.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  have  the  hODonr  of 
being  cbalnnan  of  the  Printing  Committee, 
and  I  may  say  that  there  Is  a  limited  num- 
ber distributed  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  do  not  think  they  ever  contemplated 
any  hon.  member  of  this  House  asking  for 
twenty-ftre  extra  copies.  I  dare  say  there 
wonld  be  no  trouble  in  getting  them,  if  they 
bad  them,  but  bon.  gentlemen  will  under- 
stand that  if  twenty-flve  extra  copies  were 
printed  every  day,  It  would  mean  an  addl- 
thuul  expense,  and  the  committee  have  been 
trying  to  cut  down  expenses.  In  Bplt»  of 
tbe  economy  exercised  by  the  committee 
fear  by  year,  tbe  Printing  Committee  have 
hard  work  to  keep  within  the  appropriation, 
and  these  mattters  are  regulated  by  a  Joint 
committee  of  both  Houses,  but  If  at  any 
time  the  hon.  gentlesnan  wishes  a  few  extra 
copies  and  asks  for  them  in  advance,  he  can 
get  them  from  the  King's  Printer.  The 
nnmbw  requisite  for  tbe  use  of  the  mem- 
only  is  sent  to  tbe  Distribution  Office. 

Hon.  Mr.  TjANDRT— I  am  ready  to  point 
ont  the  nomber  I  want  in  advance,  and  wil- 
ling to  pay  for  them. 

Hod.  Mr.  GIBSON— There  should  not  be 
any  trouble  about  tha-t  If  the  bon.  gentle- 
man wotdd  notify'  the  King's  Printer  in  ad- 
ranee  that  he  wanted  twenty-flve  estra 
copies  he  would  be  able  to  get  them. 

UNVEILINa  OF  SENATOB  WABK'S 
PORTRAIT. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Be- 
fore the  Honse  adjourns  I  should  like  to 
make  a  sug^stion  that  as  the  events  of  to- 
day are  not  rery  likely  to  occur. very  often, 
and  as  they  are  of  a  somewhat  important 
character,  tbe  proceedings  of  to-day  be  made 
a  record  of  the  Senate  by  placing  them  in  the 
official  report  ot  the  debates  as  an  appendix. 
I  spoke  to  the  lion.  Secretary  of  State  and  he 
fnlly  approves  ot  it  and  with  the  consent  of 
tbe  Senate  I  more  fliat  the  proceedings  of 
today  In  the  unTelling  of  the  portrait  of  the 
HtHi;  D.  Waife  be  made  a  record  of  the 
Senate  by  inserting  it  as  an  appendix  to  tbe 
official  reports  of  Debates. 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  suggest  before  tbe 
motion  is  concluded  that  there  should  be 
added  to  that  a  provision  that  the  address  be 

engrossed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
might  make  that  a  separate  motion.  The 
suggestion  Is  a  very  good  one.  The  address 
presented  to  tbe  hon.  gentleman  should  be 
engrossed  and  handed  to  him,  but  that  is  a 
separate  matter  altogether. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— WhUe  it  is  all  very 
well  to  have  it  In  the  Debates  I  think  It 
should  be  reported  In  tbe  Journals  of  tbe 
House  as  well.  We  should  have  an  entry 
on  the  Joumails  to  which  we  often  refer. 

The  SPEAKER- It  might  be  inserted  as 
an  appendix. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS — I  think  hon:  members 
of  the  Senate  who  are  not  now  present  and 
who  were  present  to-day  at  the  ceremony, 
might  be  recorded  as  being  present  to-day. 
Hon.  gentlemen  who  were  present  at  the 
ceremony  would  like  'It  recorded  that  tbey 
were  in  attendance,  whlcAi  otherwise  our  re- 
cord would  not  show. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  that  diere  be 
an  entry  of  the  proceedings  also  in  the 
Journal  together  with  tiie  names  of  the 
senators  who  were  then  present  It  may 
be  added  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  leader 
ot  the  opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  Is  a  very  unsual 

thing  to  do.  I  do  not  think  it  at  all  in  order. 
I  do  not  raise  any  objection  but  we  are 
going  quite  far  enough  when  we  adopt  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  oppc^ion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON  moved  that  the  ad- 
dress be  engrossed  and  framed  and  present* 
ed  to  the  Hon.  Senator  Wark  by  His  Honour 
the  ^aker. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to, 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Bill  (IT)  An  Act  to  confer  on  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Patents  certain  powOTs  for  the  re- 
lief of  the  Honourable  Charles  A^emon 
Parsons.— (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 
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KING'S  SHILLING  LEGAL  TENDER 
BILL. 

ORDER  OF  THE  DAT  POSTPONED. 

Tbe  Order  of  the  Buy  being  called  : 

Second  reading  (Bill  E)  An  Act  to  make  the 
King's  Bbllllng  a  legal  tender  In  Canada.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  DomTllle.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  :  As  this  Bill  in- 
terferes with  the  Currency  Act,  and  I  have 
not  bad  tbe  opportunity  of  coosuldng  the 
Finance  Minister  on  the  au'bject,  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  friend  to  let  It  stand.  It  Inter- 
feres with  our  own  currency  and  I  ought  to 
consult  the  Finance  Department  before  any 
action  Is  taken.  I  move  that  the  order  of 
the  day  be  discharged  and  placed  on  the 
order  paper  for  the  25th  May. 

Hon.  Sir  MACI^ENZIE  BOWELL— I  wits 
under  the  Impression  that  there  was  a  law 
refulating  the  value  of  an  English  shilling  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  have 
not  looked  It  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  a  law  which 
distinctly  declares  that  no  other  than  the 
silver  currency  whtch  has  been  coined  for 
circulation  in  Canada  ahall  be  l^al.  That 
means  of  course  our  silver  as  welf  as  our 
gold  and  copper  coins,  and  our  statute  Is 
very  positive  that  no  other  coins  than  those 
that  are  specially  coined  for  Canada  can  be 
received  In  circulation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— My 
hon.  friend  will  remember  that  during  the 
time  Sir  Francis  HIncks  was  Finance  Min- 
ister a  BUI  was  Introduced  establishing  the 
value  of  United  States  silver.  Has  my  hon. 
friend  any  recollection  as  to  whether  that 
Bill  was  ever  repealed? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- 1  recollect  the  occasion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
country  was  flooded  with  United  States  sil- 
ver just  after  the  war  and  it  became  a 
nuisance.  Sir  Francis  HIncks  inlxoduced  a 
Bill  establishing  the  rate  as  20  cents  for  a 
25  cent  sliver  coin  of  the  United  States. 
The  United  States  half  dollar  which  is  now 
passing  in  Canada  Is  taken  at  Its  face  value. 
50  cents,  when  If  that  law  is  enforced  it  Is 
worth  only  40  cents.  My  own  view  of  the 
matter  Is  that  If  that  law  Is  stlU  In  existence 
It  ought  to  be  enforced,  because  tbe  country 


is  bet-omhig  flooded  with  Vaiikec  silver  nil 
tlu'ougli,  particularly  on  the  rucitie  coast, 
i*id  you  can  never  trnvei  on  the  railways 
without  having  United  States  quarters  and 
half  dollars  put  Into  your  hands.  We  should 
have  our  own  silver.  I  am  not  In  favour  of 
what  they  can  a  retaliatory  policy,  believing 
we  should  do  that  for  ourselves  which  we 
think  is  rlgbt,  but  I  do  know  that  if  you 
cross  the  line  and  present  a  ten  cent  Canada 
coin  they  will  not  take  it  without  a  discount 
or  they  will  probably  refuse  It  altogether. 
In  New  York,  If  you  present  a  Dominion 
bill,  issued  by  the  government,  they  will  de- 
mand a  discount. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Hear,  hear. 

.  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Now, 
treat  them  precisely  In  the  same  way.  I 
hope  that  some  step  may  be  taken  in  the 
matter.  If  our  banks  were  to  declare  that 
they  would  not  -take  it  on  deposit  that  would 
put  a  stop  to  It,  but  we  must  have  a  much 
larger  issue  of  our  own  silver  and  smaller 
bills  in  order  to  meet  the  demands  of  the 
trade  of  the  country  without  laving  to  take- 
United  States  currency. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS — As  the  pnblleber  of  a 
very  excellent  newspaper,  no  doiibt  the'  hon. 
leader  of  tbe  oipposition  has  numerous  sub- 
scribers from  the  United  States  who  remit 
him  money.  It  Is  a  question  whether  he 
would  not  be  bottiered  If  such  a  law  were- 
In  force.  Tbe  banks  of  St  John  have 
adopted  a  plan  which  seems  to  me  an  easy 
one.  Tbey  take  United  States  currency  and 
remove  tt  from  circulation.  It  costs  very 
little  to  send  it  by  express  to  the  United 
States,  and  both  tbe  silver  and  the  paper 
money  Is  sent  out  of  the  Dominion.  Let  the 
banks  of  the  leading  cities  get  rid  of  It  in 
that  way. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— My 
hon.  friend  would  do  precisely  as  aH  newft- 
papo?  men  do,  ^ve  a  discount,  and  when  a 
Yankee  aends  a  doUar  allow  htan  tbe  differ- 
ence between  tbe  value  and  tiiat  at  wblch- 
he  receives  It  _ 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  think  tbe  hon.  gen- 
Qeman  lies  recollected  the  circumstances  so 

far  as  the  currency  Is  concerned  accurately, 
but  my  Impression  Is  that  certain  banks  do 
not  take  United  States  sHver  at  par.  Some 
banks  receive  It  at  a  discount   My  object 
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In  saying  a  few  words  at  the  present  mo- 
ment is  to  call  attention  to  another  circum- 
stance Id  connection  with  our  silver,  and 
that  Is  the  striking  resemblance  there  is  be- 
tween the  $4  Dominion  bill  and  the  91  bill, 
vblcb  leads  to  a  great  many  mistakes  being 
made  in  making  the  change  In  the  country, 
and  while  we  are  discussing  currency  I 
shoold  like  to  suggest  to  the  government 
that  they  would  be  doing  a  very  necessary 
act  If  they  would  eo  change  the  iplates  that 
the  $4  bill  would  have  some  mark  disting- 
uishing it  at  a  glance  from  the  91  bU). 
Much  Inconrenlence  is  felt  owing  to  the  flict 
that  there  Is  such  a  strong  resemblance  be- 
tween the  two. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTJE— There  was  a  move- 
ment three  years  ago  In  the  direction  men- 
tloDed  by -the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition. 
The  banks  adopted  a  practice  of  sending  out 
of  the  country  all  the  United  States  money 
tiiey  received  Instead  of  keeping  it  In  circu- 
lation, «nd  merdmntB  and  companies, 
auMtigst  others  the  Montreal  Street  Railway 
Company,  issued  orders  to  their  employeee 
not  to  receive  United  States  money,  but  this 
practice  was  discontinued.  Many  tourists 
from  the  United  States  come  to  Montreal 
and  spend  a  large  amount  of  money,  and  If 
tbeh-  currency  was  not  accepted  they  would 
not  bay  the  goods.  Of  course  our  people  ere 
not  obliged  to  accept  United  States  money, 
bat  they  do  so  because  tbey  tee!  tbat  it  la 
in  their  own  Interest.  Every  one  is  free  to 
accept  or  refuse  United  States  currency,  or 
pnt  such  value  on  it  as  he  chooses,  but  It 
is  accepted  in  the  way  of  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— With  regard  to 
the  first  ipolnt  touched  upon  by  the  leader 
of  the  opposition,  I  may  say  that  at  the 
close  of  the  civil  war  in  the  United  States 
aa  Act  waa  introduced  In  this  country  under 
which  the  Receiver  General  was  authorized 
to  purchase  United  States  silver  at  twenty 
per  cent  discount,  and  recast  it  into  Can- 
ada currency.  With  regard  to  the  circula- 
tion of  United  States  silver  In  Canada.  I 
think  it  is  wrong  that  It  should  be  encour- 
aged. I  should  like  to  see  the  banks  posl- 
tlTely  refnse  to  take  It  except  at  a  discount. 
I  can  testify  to  the  fact  that  when  you  get 
beyond  border  states  of  tbe  neigbbouring 
conntry,  Canadian  currency  will  not  be  ac- 
cepted at  any  figure.  You  could  not  get  a 
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bed  or  breakfast  on  a  ten  dollar  Canadian 
bill  or  Canadian  silver.  We  ought  certainly 
to  limit  and.  if  possible,  put  out  of  circula- 
tion any  United  States  currency  tbat  is  cir- 
culating ihere.  If  you  come  down  to  tlie 
intrinsic  value  of  United  States  sllTer,  yoa 
find  that  the  half-dollar  la  not  worth  forty 
cents.  Tbat  fact  Is  recognized  by  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  In  1896  when  Bryan 
was  running  for  the  presidency  on  the  issue 
of  monetizing  silver  at  20  to  1,  the  banks 
were  In  a  panic.  They  said  Mf  Bryan  la 
elected  we  will  liave  to  take  tbe  sUver  dol- 
lar, which  is  not  worth  intrinsically  60  cento, 
at  its  face  value  aa  if  it  were  gold,'  and  the 
result  was  financial  embarrassment  every- 
where simply  because  the  silver  dollar  is 
worth  very  little  more  than  half  its  face 
value.  If  It  is  not  worth  what  It  is  repre- 
sented to  be,  why  should  we  take  it  iu  Can- 
ada ?  If  our  law  Is  In  such  a  shape  as  to 
permit  Its  circulation  here  at  its  face  value, 
it  sbonld  be  amended  so  that  our  banks 
would  take  it  at  a  discount  ISiat  would 
drive  it  out  of  circulation  and  our  own  sil- 
ver would  take  Its  place.  I  hoi>e  when  the 
Bill  which  the  Secretary  of  State  has  asked 
to  be  postiioned  comes  up  again,  that  ques- 
tion will  also  be  taken  up  and  that  we  may 
have  some  finding  on  the  part  of  the  govern- 
ment that  will  cover  tbe  whole  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— It  Is  a  very  great 
misfortune  that  our  people  so  readily  take 
United  States  currency.  For  my  own  part 
I  do  not  accept  It.  I  liave  come  to  that  con- 
clusion In  consequence  of  my  experlenct'  In 
Boston  two  or  three  years  ago.  I  took  a 
street  car,  and  when  the  conductor  came  for 
my  fare,  having  only  Canadian  currency.  I 
offered  him  a  five  cent  coin.  He  refused  it. 
I  offered  him  ten  cents,  which  be  also  re- 
fused. I  then  offered  him  a  quarter  ;  I  had 
a  small  satchel  In  my  hand,  and  being  a 
stranger  on  the  car,  I  thought  perhaps  be 
might  try  to  appropriate  my  satchel.  lie 
very  reluctantly  took  the  Canadian  quarter 
for  ray  five  cent  fare.  I  presume  he  was  a 
dishonest  man,  and  if  his  employers  had 
known  what  he  had  done,  they  would 
have  censured  or  dismissed  him.  Sbort- 
tly  afterwards  having  some  bank  of 
Montreal  bills  which  I  wanted  to  oc- 
change  for  gold,  I  found  I  could  not  get 
gold  for  them.  I  could  only  get  silver  cer- 
tificates, wortli  at  the  time  flfty-five  cents, 
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and  I  bad  to  take  those  In  exchange  for  my 
good  Canadian  notes,  worth  their  face  value 
In  gold.  Ever  since  that  time  I  have  Invari- 
ably refused  to  take  United  States  silver,  or 
silver  certificates,  even  though  It  gave  In- 
convenience to  peijple,  and  I  always  explain 
why.  AH  our  people  should  do  the  same 
thing.  If  our  nefg3ibours  will  not  take  our 
money  we  should  not  take  theirs.  Very 
serious  loss  may  occur  In  connection  with 
Uila  United  States  silver.  We  know  the 
silver  difficulty  we  had  in  the  early  days 
of  confederation,  and  what  stringent  mea- 
sures had  to  he  resorted  to  in  order  to  get 
rid  of  It.  It  Is  possible  that  a  very  lai^e 
number  of  United  States  silver  certificates 
may  be  circulating  at  present  in  Canada.  At 
any  time  the  United  States  government  may 
undertake  to  redeem  those  silver  certificates 
far  below  the  face  value,  entailing  very 
heavy  loss  upon  the  holders.  There  Is  an- 
other practice  to  which  I  wish  to  refer  in 
connection  with  this  subject ;  In  travelling 
on  our  railway  trains  If  yon  give  the  porter 
a  five  dollar  bill  to  change  he  will  In  all 
proba4)llIty  give  you  back  a  couple  of  United 
States  silver  certificates,  Instead  of  Cana- 
dian cnrrency.  Something  ehotrid  be  done 
40  atop  the  ehrulatlon  of  United  States  cur- 
rency, especially  sliver  certiflcateo,  In  Can- 
ada, because  at  any  time,  as  I  say,  the 
United  States  government  may  call  them  In, 
giving  only  their  value  in  gold  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  remedy  Is  In  the 
hands  of  the  people.  If  they  would  follow 
the  example  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Richmond,  those  stiver  certificates  would 
soon  go  out  of  circulation.  United  States 
currency  Is  not  legal  tender  in  Canada.  It 
has  no  right  to  be  offered  and  no  man  should 
accept  it ;  but  unfortunately  people  who 
nve  along  the  border  and  q>end  some  of 
their  money  on  tihe  other  aide,  take  It  and 
ft  goes  Into  circulation  ;  but  of  course  our 
banks  should  not  accept  it.  If  the  banks 
coiuld  only  be  induced  to  refuse  absolutely 
to  take  United  States  sliver,  that  is  the  only 
efiannel  through  which  it  could  be  suppress- 
ed, because  there  are  a-lways  people  in  Can- 
ada wiho  will  say  '  I  can  get  rid  of  It  with 
somebody  else.'  The  law  Is  plain  and  clear: 
yon  can  refuse  United  States  silver.  It  does 
not  pay  a  debt,  but  of  course  British  silver 
stands  on  an  entirely  dlfiTerent  plane,  al- 
though It  is  not,  under  our  law,  a  legal 
Hod.  Mr.  MILLER. 


tender  either.  Our  Currency  Act  decrees 
that  the  only  silver  currency  in  Canada 
shall  be  silver  coined  In  the  British  mint  for 
Canada.  When  my  hon.  friend's  BUI  comes 
up,  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  .further  discuss 
this  subject 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man Intend  to  oppose  the  BUI  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  stands  untU  I  get 
the  opinion  of  the  Finance  Department 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLXR— When  It  was  before 
the  House  before,  I  heard  the  objectloa 
made  tliat  It  was  a  money  Bill,  but  I  do  not 
think  It  Is  open  to  that  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  doubt  the 
reasons  which  have  prompted  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  Introduce  the  Bill  are  sound.  It 
Is  very  inconvenient  for  British  Immlj^ants 
arriving  at  HaUfax  or  St  John  to  find  they 
cannot  g^t  a  loaf  of  bread  for  a  British  shil- 
ling, and  therefore  it  might  be  wise  to  make 
some  concessions  to  meet  the  case  of  pe<^« 
arriving  In  tbia  country  from  the  British 
Islands.  However,  when  lAie  BUI  comes  up 
later  on  we  can  •more  fully  discuss  It  and  I 
can  furnish  the  view  then  entertained  by 
the  government  I  shall  be  glad  to  call  tlie 
attention  of  the  Finance  Minister  to  the 
four  dollar  bUl  which.  It  is  said,  Is  confused 
with  the  one  dollar  bill.  There  are  not 
many  of  them  being  printed.  Most  of  the 
smaOl  bills  are  onee  and  twos.  The  dmand 
for  circulation  has  Increased  so  enormonsly 
the  last  year  that  It  has  been  found  impos- 
sible to  print  them  fast  enough  to  meet  the 
demand.  The  Finance  Minister  ttjok  an 
extra  amount  in  last  year's  estimates  for  the 
very  purpose  of  printing  those  bUls,  and  I 
have  not  yet  beard  If  they  have  supplied  the 
demand. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  think  a  good 
deal  of  that  United  States  silver  Is  taken  la 
this  country  for  the  want  of  Canadian  silver. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  <»nnot  say  how  that 
Is.  Last  year  we  received  a  pretty  large 
consignment  of  Canadian  coin,  but  It  Is  at>- 
sorbed  very  readily.  It  Is  very  difficult  In- 
deed to  supply  the  demand. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  Bill  standing  over,  because  I  see 
the  Secretary  of  State  thoroughly  appreci- 
ates and  has  spoken  In  favour  of  what  I 
Want  to  do.   It  must  stand,  because  really 
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it  Is  a  pnbUc,  not  a  private  BUI.  As  the  hon. 
gentleman  Iiati  not  bad  time  to  look  Into  the 
matter,  I  think  It  le  perfectly  rlgbt  that  the 
BUI  sbould  stand.  What  I  desired  to  point 
oat  was  that  King  Edward's  Bhtlllng  must 
pass  (or  twenty^our  cents  in  Canada.  That 
U  two  cents  to  the  penny. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

JURISDICTION  OF  EXCHEQUER  COURT 
AS  TO  RAILWAY  DEBTS. 

8BC0ND  RBADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE  moved  the  "second 
reading  of  Bill  (I)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act 
respecting  the  Jnrladictlon  of  the  Exchequer 
Court  as  to  Railway  Debts.  He  said :  Last 
year  an  Act  was  passed  providing  for  the 
tppotntmoit  of  receivers  to  railway  com- 
panies vhlcb  were  practicalNy  insolvent,  and 
la  the  <q>wation  of.  that  law  it  was  found 
tbat  it  would  be  a  great  Improvement  to  In- 
corporate the  provisions  which  are  to  be 
foQDd  in  sections  sixteen  and  thirty-four  of 
the  Winding  Up  Act  Section  sixteen  pro- 
vides that  when  the  winding  up  order  la 
made,  no  such  action  or  other  proceeding 
Bball  be  commenced  against  the  compansr  ex- 
G^t  with  the  leave  of  the  court  and  subject 
to  such  terms  as  tSie  said  court  Imposes.  It 
irill  be  seen  that  subsection  (b)  of  the  BUI 
Is  to  the  same  effect.  Section  thirty-four  of 
the  Winding  Up  A<:t  says : 

Upon  the  appointment  of  the  llQuidator  all 
the  powers  of  the  directors  shaU  cease,  ex- 
ceptlns  so  far  as  the  said  court  or  the  liquida- 
tor unctloDB  the  continufince  of  sucti  powers. 

This  section  Is  sought  to  be  incorporated 
as  section  6A. 

Hon.  Sir  B£AGKBNZIB  BOWSLL— Are 
the  provlrions  of  the  BUI  the  same  as  the 
one  Introduced  last  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — ^The  law  was  enacted 
last  year,  and  this  is  to  amend  It  by  Incor- 
porating  those  provisions  which  should  have 
been  Included  last  year. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to^  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

SECOND  READING. 

BlU  ^  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Brant- 
ford  and  Hamilton  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  McHugh.) 
154 


PETITION  OF  RIGHT  ACT  ABIEND- 
MENT  BILL. 

THTRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  Itsdf  Into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  BUI  (38)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Petition  of  Right  Act 

(In  the  connnlttee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  object  of  this  BUI. 
as  I  explained  on  ttae  second  reading,  is  that 
the  original  petition  shaU  he  the  petition 
filed.  As  the  law  stands  now,  the  petition 
Is  handed  back  to  the  solicitor  who  files  it 
in  court,  but  it  has  been  found  that  some 
solicitors  have  taken  the  liberty  to  change 
It  before  filing,  which  Is  highly  improper. 
The  amendment  is  that  after  the  petition' la 
granted  the  Secretary  of  State  slhaH  file  It 
in  court,  so  the  voHcltor  wlU  be  bound  to 
follow  vp  )his  proceedings  on  a  petition  such 
as  he  aeked  for. 

Hon.  Sir  BfACKENZlB  BOWBLL— That 
Is  an  extraordinary  thing  for  a  lawyer  to 
do— to  change  the  petitton  after  the  fiat  is 
Issued— and  the  one  who  does  It  should  be 
stripped  of  bis  gown.  It  is  simply  forgery 
to  change  a  petition  In  that  manner.  The 
change  might  materially  alter  the  petition 
and  change  the  wliole  nature  of  the  suit 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  sup- 
pose when  the  hon.  gentleman  makes  the 
statement  he  must  know  that  such  a  thing 
has  been  done,  and  Uiat  Is  why  the  change 
In  the  law  is  suggested. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  that  is  the  expla- 
nation given 'by  the  Minister  of  Justice.  He 
found  changes  had  been  made  wbl<A  were 
very  improper. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Hft 
was  very  remiss  In  his  duty  If  he  did  not 

punish  the  solicitor. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Under  this  BUI  the  pe- 
tition does  not  go  back  to  the  solicitor ;  It  is 
filed  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
Is  on  the  principle  of  not  leading  us  Into 

temptation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  it  is  a  better  way. 
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Hon.  Mr.  ELlilS,  the  committee,  re- 
ported the  BIl!  without  amendment. 

The  BUI  was  then  read  the  third  time,  and 
passed. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottatua,  Wednetdajf,  May  18,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Ohair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  liATB  SENATORS  DETER  AND 
REID. 

Hon.    Mr.  TE^PLEMAN— Before  the 

Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  think  I  am 
bnt  performing  my  duty  In  calling  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  tbe  demise  of  two 
of  the  members  of  this  honourable  body 
since  the  House  last  met.  It  Is  within  the 
knowledge,  I  have  no  doubt,  of  every  hon. 
gentleman  that  the  Hon.  James  Derer,  a 
senator  of  many  years  standing,  who  was 
first  appointed  to  this  House  I  think  the 
year  after  confederation,  and  consequently 
one  of  the  oldest  members  of  this  House, 
died  on  the  7th  day  of  tbe  present  month. 
It  will  also  <be  within  the  knowledge  of  hon. 
gentlemen  that  another  member  of  this 
chamber,  tbe  Hon.  James  Reid,  died  la  the 
city  ot  Vancouyer  on  the  Srd  of  the  present 
month.  He  had  also  been  for  many  years 
a  member  of  this  Senate.  Our  deceased 
friend,  the  Hon.  Senator  Dever.  had  been  a 
member  of  the  Senate  for  fully  tbirty-sli 
years.  He  was  in  early  life,  I  understand,  a 
very  active  business  man,  a  man  who  made 
bis  name  and  reputation  largely  in  the  pro- 
vince of  New  Brunswick,  in  which  he  settled 
after  coming  from  Ireland.  Having  made  a 
name  as  a  successful  merchant,  and  baring 
retired  from  active  business  fully  twenty-Qve 
years  ago,  he  was  called  to  the  Senate,  as  I 
have  said,  in  tbe  year  18B8  and  consequently 
was  a  very  old  member  of  this  body.  I  be- 
lieve he  bad  the  respect  and  confidence  of  all 
who  knew  blm.  He  was  an  active  member 
of  this  House,  attending  very  regularly  to 
his  duties.  He  bad  strong  convictions  on 
all  public  questions,  which  he  held  very 
tenaciously,  to  which  he  was  not  afraid  to 
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give  expression  In  this  House,  whether  those 
convictions  were  In  accord  with  public  opin- 
ion or  not.  Our  deceased  friend  Mr.  James 
Reid  was  born,  I  believe,  within  tbe  sound 
of  the  bells  of  tbe  city  of  OtUwa  in  the 
valley  of  the  Oatlneau.  He  was  an  early 
emigrant  to  tbe  western  province  of  British 
Columbia  in  the  days  of  the  gold  excitement 
In  1862,  ever  since  which  time  "he  has  been 
engaged  in  active  business  In  the  whole  dis- 
trict of  Cariboo.  Up  to  the  time  of  his 
death  he  was  an  active  merchant  I  can 
speak  personally  from  a  considerable  ac- 
quaintance with  the  late- Mr.  Reid,  and  say 
that  I  know  he  had  the  confidence  and  res- 
pect of  every  man  in  the  province  of  Britisli 
Columbia.  He  represented  the  CaTlt>oo  Ha- 
trlct  In  the  House  of  Commons  for  many 
years  and  was  appointed  to  this  body,  I 
think  in  1888.  Thus  since  the  House  last  met 
two  of  our  members  have  departed  for  their 
long  borne,  or,  as  one  of  them  would  express 
it  if  be  were  here,  they  have  crossed  the 
great  divide.  To  the  relatives  and  friends 
of  both  I  am  sure  It  will  be  a  consolation 
to  know  that  they  discharged  their  duty  to 
the  country  during  their  occupancy  of  seats 
In  this  House  and  they  will  long  be  rs* 
membered  as  honourable,  upright  and  faith* 
ful  public  servants.  I  think  I  am  speaking 
the  sentiments  of  every  one  In  this  House 
when  I  say  that- tbe  Senate  extends  to  tbe 
relatives  of  the  deceased  its  sympathy  in 
their  afflictions  which  they  are  fully  entitled 
to.  I  have  only  to  express  the  hope  that  they 
may  rest  In  peace. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  know  that  I  could  add  much  to  that 
which  has  already  fallen  from  the  hon. 
senator  from  Victoria.  It  is  sad  to  reflect 
how  rapidly  the  members  of  this  House  are 
passing  away.  Within  the  last  eight  years 
we  have  seen  from  40  to  50  changes  in  this 
chamber,  and  we  must  be  forcibly  reminded 
that  we  are  approaching  that  end  which 
comes  to  all  of  us  sooner  of  later.  It  will  be 
a  matter  of  deep  regret  to  those  who  have 
known  the  two  gentlemen,  who  have  been 
called  from  us,  to  miss  the  kindly  smile  and 
reception  with  which  they  always  met  their 
colleagues  especially  the  older  senators.  Mr. 
Reid  was  a  man  of  very  retiring  disposition. 
He  was  an  enterprising  man,  a  Canadian  by 
birth,  of  Irfbh  parentage,  bom,  as  my  hon. 
friend  has  stated,  within  a  few  miles  of  the 
city  of  Ottawa.   He  was  one  ot  the  earlier 
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pioneers  (rf  British  Colambia,  faarlng  gone 
toto  tbe  wDds  of  tbe  Cariboo  district,  wbere 
he  made  not  ooly  a  home  for  himself  bat  a 
competency.  I  believe  he  held  the  respect 
of  all  parties  whatever  their  religious  or 
political  views  may  liave  been.  He  was 
Uodly  In  his  dlsposftlon,  an  affectionate 
hoaband,  and  father*  and  a  faithful  and  de- 
voted dtlsen  of  his  country.  Personally  I 
shall  miss  very  much  bis  smile  add  cheerful 
welcome.  As  to  my  hon.  friend  from  St. 
John,  he  was  one  of  tbe  successfnt  men  of 
bla  adopted  province.  He  occupied  a  pro- 
mlaent  position  among  tbe  mercantile  com- 
manlty  and  succeeded  in  obtaining  a  com- 
petency. Whaterer  bis  eccentricities  may 
bare  been,  no  one  ever  credited  blm  with 
a&ythlng  but  honest  of  purpose,  and  sin- 
cerity when  he  addressed  this  Honse.  His 
views  were  not  always  in  accord  with  those 
of  the  majority,  but  they  were  bis  honest 
coDvIctfoDS  and  were  ^advocated  fearlessly 
and  with  a  vim  ttiat  always  met  with  respect 
and  consideration.  I  am  sure  we  shall  aU 
miss  Jilm  for  his  many  good  qualities — quali- 
ties which  very  few  of  us  possess.  Ever 
dnce  I  have  tieen  In  the  Senate  It  has  been 
my  good  fortune,  although  politically  op- 
posed to  each  other,  to  have  been  on  the 
most  Itlndly  and  friendly  terms  with  Mr. 
Derer  personally.  While  I  lead  tbe  House 
on  tbe  other  side  I  never  found  him  unrea- 
sonable in  his  opposition  to  any  measures 
proposed  by  tbe  government  of  that  day.  I 
say  that  of  Mr.  Dever  in  all  sincerity.  With 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  Just  spoken,  I 
tbink  we  express  tbe  views  of  every  mem- 
ber of  this  Honse  in  saying  that  we  extend 
oar  deepest  sympathies  to  the  families  of 
both  departed  senators.  I  can  only  hope 
for  the  rest  of  us  that  when  our  end  comes 
we  may  be  held  in  as  high  estimation  by  our 
fellow  senators,  as  were  the  two  honourable 
gentlemen  we  shall  In  the  future  miss  when 
we  meet  to  consider  tbe  great  and  important 
qaestions  which  are  constantly  being 
brougbt  before  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobourg)— I  feel  that  1 
am  unable  to  allow  tbe  matter  before  the 
Senate  to  pass  in  silence.  I  look  upon  in- 
cidents of  this  k}nd  as  occasions  of  sad 
sigDiflcance.  I  cannot  hope  to  add  anything 
to  the  beautiflul  tributes  paid  by  the  hon. 
senator  who  leads  this  House  to-day  in 
the  absence  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
the  bon,  knight  who  leads  His  Majesty's 


loyal  opposition.  I  recognize  the  fact  that 
since  we  last  met  in  this  chamber  two  of  our 
colleagues  have  left  this  world  forever.  I 
shall  not  presume  to  speak  of  the  late  bon. 
senator  from  British  Columbia  with  whom 
my  acquaintance  was  only  too  brief,  but  I 
was  glad  to  hear  the  strong  testimony  to 
their  worth  and  character  spoken  by  the 
bon.  gentlemen  who  have  addressed  the 
House.  Perhaps  It  would  not  be  presump- 
tuous in  tne,  however,  to  say  that  from  my 
short  acquaintance  with  tbe  late  senator 
from  British  Columbia,  I  formed  a  very 
high  opinion  of  bis  character  and  his  work. 
I  believe  he  was  an  aprlght  and  thoroughly 
loyal  Canadian  and  we  shall  surely  miss 
him  in  the  Senate,  and  I  need  hardly  say,  if 
It  will  not  be  presumptuous — and  I  trust  it 
may  not  be  considered  so— -that  our  devest 
sympathy  goes  out  to  his  bereaved  and 
afflicted  family,  and  that  be  will  long  be  re- 
membered In  this  chamber,  in  fact  that  the 
Images  of  tbe  two  recently  departed  sena- 
tors will  never  fade  from  our  memories.  Of 
Senator  Dever  I  perhaps  may  be  allowed  to 
speak  with  a  little  more  freedom.  I  became 
acquainted  with  the  hon.  senator  from  St 
Jfdin  over  thirty  years  ago,  when  I  happen- 
ed to  be  a  member  of  the  other  House,  and 
we  formed  a  very  Intimate  acquaintance  at 
that  time,  an  acquaintance  which  subse- 
quently ripened  into  warm  friendship  which 
I  am  now  only  too  happy  to  say  strengthen- 
ed with  the  Increasing  years.  The  late 
senator  from  St  John  was  a  warm  blooded 
Irishman,  and  like  many  another  man  from 
that  green  Isle,  like  all  true  patriots,  he  was 
very  proud  of  bis  native  country,  and  be  did 
not  tbink  bis  pride  In  his  native  land  was 
inconsistent  with  his  patriotism  and  with 
bis  loyalty  to  tbe  land  of  bis  adoption.  The 
late  senator  from  St  John  was  well  born, 
and  he  was  well  bred,  as  most  of  you  know. 
He  came  to  seek  his  fortune  in  this  western 
world,  free  from  tbe  trammels  of  the  old. 
in  order  that  he  might  work  oat  his  social 
regeneration  In  peace.  During  a  somewhat 
lengthened  business  career  I  understand  be 
was  very  successful  and  accumulated  a  fair 
portion  of  this  world's  goods,  and  It  was  his 
great  pride,  a  Just  pride,  that  he  was  bless- 
ed with  a  large  and  most  Interesting  family, 
a  family  In  which  be  took  a  special  pride, 
and  a  family  that  is  to  be  congratulated, 
while  we  sympathize  with  them  deeply  to- 
day, on  having  had  a  father  so  loyal  and 
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lOTing  aslbe  late  senator  from  St  John.  He 
waa  a  kindly  man  as  well  as  a  manly  man. 
It  Is  trae  he  was  sometimes  ImpulslTe,  like 
many  Irishmen  ;  at  the  same  time  wbUe  he 
had  the  courage  of  his  conrictlons,  and 
spoke  ont  fearlessly,  be  felt  he  was  always 
In  the  right  or  at  any  rate  we.  conld  give 
him  credit  for  being  always  npright  Those 
perhaps,  who  have  not  known  him  so  long 
as  I  have  had  the  bonoar  of  knowing  bim 
would  not,  perhaps,  fully  appreciate  the 
depth  of  that  kindness.  He  seemed  to  be 
Imbued  with  the  spirit  of  those  lines  which 
say : 

Have  you  had  a  kindness  shown  you, 
Paes  It  on 

'TwaB  not  meant  for  you  alone 
Pass  It  on, 

Let  It  travel  down  the  years. 
Let  it  wipe  another's  tears. 
Till  in  heaven  tlie  deed  appears. 
Pass  It  on. 

Senator  Dever  has  fulfilled  his  mission 
on  earth,  and  be  has  passed,  together  with 
his  colleague,  the  late  senator  from  British 
Columbia  to  that  bourne  whence  no  travel- 
ler returns,  and  we  are  left  to  carry  on  the 
great  work  of  administering  and  attending 
to  the  affairs  of  this  Dominion.  The  late 
senator  Dever  was  very  bop«ful  of  the  fu- 
ture of  this  Dominion.  He  had  great  faith 
In  Its  Institutions.  He  had  great  faith  In  its 
people,  and  he  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  Canada  would  stand,  as  she  almost 
stands  to-day,  not  only  the  pride  of  the 
world  but  the  brightest  gem  In  the  British 
Crown.  It  has  been  said  by  the  great  dra- 
matist that  the  evil  that  men  do  lives  after 
them,  that  the  good  is  often  Interred  with 
their  bones.  If  that  be  true,  the  other  Is 
equally  tme,  that  the  good  that  men  do  in 
.this  world  lives  after  them  and  I  trust  that 
the  Influence  of  the  good  deeds  of  the  late 
senators  who  have  recently  departed  will 
live  after  them  and  be  long  remembered. 
We  cannot  get  a  message  from  them.  We 
cannot  look  beyond  that  l)OQrne,  but  we  can 
all  adopt  the  spirit  of  the  lines  of  Kingsley 
who  said : 

Let  us  all  be  good 

And  let  who  will  be  clever. 

Do  noble  deeds,  not  dream  them  all  day  long. 

And  so  make  life,  death  and  the  vast  forever. 

One  grand  sweet  song. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (No.  28)  An  Act  respecting  the  Temls- 
couata  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Sir  Al- 
phonse  Pelletier.) 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobourg). 


Bill  (No.  30)  An  Act  respecting  the  Onelpb 
Junction  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Mc* 
Mullen.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the 
Guelph  and  Gtoderlch  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  McMuIlen.) 

Bill  (No.  32)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the 
Walkerton  and  Lucknow  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  McMuIlen.) 

Bill  (No.  43)  An  Act  respecting  the  Quebec 
and  Lake  Huron  Railway  Company. — (Hoa. 
Sir  Alphonse  Pelletier.) 

BUI  {No.  44)  An  Act  respecting  the  Berlin, 
Waterloo,  Wellesley  and  Lake  Huron  Rail- 
way Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Merner.) 

Bill  (No.  ^  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the 
Boundary  Kamloops  and  Cariboo  Central 
Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

Bill  (No.  47)  An  Act  respecting  the  Koote- 
nay  Central  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Tempieman.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  An  Act  respecting  the  James 
Bay  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Hugh.) 

Bill  (No.  51)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Okotoks  and  High  River  Lumbering  and 
Development  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Loug- 
heed.) 

Bill  (No.  53)  An  Act  respecting  the  North 
American  Telegraph  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 

Watson.) 

Bill  (No.  57)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the 
Interprovlnclal  Railway  Bridge  Company  of 
New  Brunswicli. — (Hon.  Mr.  Tempieman.) 

Bill  (No.  63)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ed- 
monton and  Slave  Lake  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Balrd.) 

Bill  (No.  64)  An  Act  respecting  the  Strait 
of  Canso  Bridge  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Church.) 

Bill  (No.  65)  An  Act  respecting  certain 
patents  of  Louis  E.  Curtis. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

Bill  (No.  66)  An  Act  respecting  the  North- 
ern Pacific  and  Omineca  Railway  Company. 
— iHon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 

Bill  (No.  70)  An  Act  respecting  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Lough^d.) 

Bill  (No.  92)  An  Act  -respectiiv  certain 
patents  of  William  A.  Damen. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

Bill  (No.  93)  An  Act  respecting  a  certain 
patent  of  E.  A.  Small.— (Hon.  Mr.  Mitchell.) 
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MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

DEBATE  FURTHER  POSTPONED. 

Tbe  Order  of  ttae  Day  being  called  : 

Resuming  the  abjourned  debate  on  the  motion 
of  the  Hon.  Hr.  Domvllle  :  That  he  will  move 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  of 
Ave  to  Investigate  the  posidon  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Lite  Association  of  New  York  fn 
Canada,  with  power  to  send  for  papers,  persona, 
telegrams  and  records,  to  e,mpIoy  clerical  ser- 
vices,  and  with  leave  to  report  from  time  to 
lime,  the  committee  to  be  composed  of  the  hon. 
Messieurs  Legrls,  Baker,  Cloran  and  the  mover. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Casgraln,  de  LanaudlAre.) 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^I 
should  like  to  have  this  motion  stand  nntU 
to-morrow.  I  have  received,  as  no  doubt 
other  members  of  the  Senate  hsve  received, 
an  answer  to  the  statements  made  by  the 
hdn.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  (Hon.  Mr. 
DomTille),  coTering  some  forty-three  pages 
and  I  should  like  to  have  some  time  to  per- 
ase  this  document  before  the  debate  Is  re- 
sumed. After  this  Is  disposed  of,  I  under- 
stand my  bon.  friend  from  Toronto  (Hon. 
Mr.  Kerr)  will  move  the  second  reading  Oi. 
his  Bill,  to  change  the  mode  of  settling  mat- 
tprs  in  connection  wlUi  many  of  tbose  who 
hold  policies  in  this  company.  After  read- 
ing this  document  we  shall  be  in  a  much  bet- 
ter positlou  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
than  we  are  at  present.  I  believe  there  are 
gentlemen  who  are  not  present  to-day,  and 
who  cannot  well  be  here,  who  would  like 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  If  my  hon. 
friend  has  no  objections,  and  the  Senate 
coBcnr,  I  should  like  to  have  the  matter 
stand  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Hr.  DOMVILLE— WhUe  I  should  be 
very  glad  to  meet  the  views  of  my  hon. 
Mend  I  do  not  want  to  have  it  thrown  in 
my  teeth,  as  has  been  done  before,  tliat  I 
am  merely  keeping  this  before  the  public, 
and  am  not  going  .on  with  it.  I  want  to 
point  out  that  the  official  report  of  the 
debates,  page  201,  does  not  give  a  correct 
statement  of  what  took  place  the  last  day 
we  met  A  motion  was  made  to  adjourn  the 
debate,  and  I  said  to  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  that  if  I  had  an  assurance  from  the 
government  that  the  Bill  brought  in  by  the 
hon.  senator  from  Toronto  (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr) 
was  not  to  be  proceeded  with  until  my  busi- 
ness was  gone  through  with,  I  would  consent 
to  the  postponement.  He  most  distinctly 
said,  yes.  It  will  be  all  right,  that  he  guar- 


anteed it  I  gee  in  the  official  report  it  says 
simp^  *  Hon.  Mr.  Scott— Hear,  bear.'  Now 
I  was  not  asking  for  hear,  bear  ;  I  agked  for 
a  pledge  from  the  government,  which  I  dis- 
tinctly got  I  am  willing  to  allow  this  mo- 
tion to  stand  over  to  meet  the  views  of  my 
bon.  friend,  on  condition  that  that  promise 
la  carried  out  in  its  entirety.  Otherwise  I 
should  have  gone  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lauaudifire), 
moved  that  the  order  be  dlschaiged  and 
placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  for  to* 
morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  ' 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


TEE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Tkundav,  Mat/  i9,  1904. 

The  SPBAEBR  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

BUI  (No.  28)  An  Act  respecting  the  Temto- 
eonata  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Sir  Ai- 
phonse  Pelletler.) 

BUI  (No.  30)  An  Act  respecUng  the  Onelph 
Junction  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 

Mullen.) 

Bill  (No.  81)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the 
Guelph  and  Goderlch  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  McMullen.) 

Bill  (No.  32)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the 
Walkerton  and  Lucknow  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  McMullen.) 

Bill  (No.  43)  An  Act  respecting  the  Quebec 
and  Lake  Huron  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Sir  Alphonse  Pelletler.) 

Bin  (No.  47)  An  Act  respecting  the  Koote- 
nay  Central  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mt. 
Templeman.) 

Bill  (No.  49)  An  Act  respecting  the  James* 
Bay  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  M6- 
Hugh.) 

Bin  (No.  53)  An  Act  respecting  the  North 
American  Telegraph  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Watson.) 

Bill  (No.  64)  An  Act  respecting  the  Strait 
of  Canso  Bridge  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Church.) 
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Bill  (No.  65)  An  Act  respectInK  certain 
ttttents  of  Lewis  B.  CtirtiB.— CHon.  Hr.  KoT, 

CoTaourg.) 

Bill  (No.  66)  Ad  Act  respecting  the  Pacific 
Nortliern  anil  Omineca  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald.  B.C.) 

Bill  (Ke.  70)  An  Act  respecting  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Lougbeed.) 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LI»B  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

DEBATS!  POSTPONED. 

The  Orde^  of  the  Day  being  called : 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  mo- 
tion of  tne  Hon.  Mr.  Domville  :  That  he 
win  moye  tor  the  appointment  of  a  select  com- 
mittee of  five  to  investigate  the  position  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Auoclatlon  of  New 
York  in  Canada,  with  power  to  tend  lor  papers* 
persons,  telegrams  and  records,  to  employ 
clerical  serviceB,  and  with  leave  to  report  from 
time  to  time,  the  committee  to  he  composed  of 
the  hon.  Messieurs  Legrls,  Baker,  Cloran, 
Lftndrj,  and  the  mover. — (Hon.  Hr.  Casgraln.  de 
LanaudUre.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Perhaps  it  might  not 
be  wise  to  proceed  with  such  an  Important 
matter  with  such  a  tbin  House.  It  is  one 
InTolving  the  ncpendltnre  of  a  large  amount 
of  money,  if  the  Inquiry  Is  to  be  extaanstlve, 
and  up  to  the  present  time  I  have  failed  to 
see  that  any  possible  good  will  follow  ttwa 
it  Under  those  circumstances  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman Is  assuming  a  very  grave  responsi- 
bility in  asking  this  chamber  to  give  him  a 
committee  for  purposes  which  none  of  us  at 
present  are  advised  about,  because  parlia- 
ment is  not  proposing  to  recoup,  oor  can  It 
be  expected  to  recoup  the  unfortunate  parties 
who  hold  these  policies.  I  am  very  sorry 
Indeed  for  them.  They  have  my  full  sym- 
pathy, but  mistakes  will  occur  with  nil  of 
tia.  If  my  hon.  friend  could  point  out  any 
substantial  benefit  to  flow  from  It,  I  am 
quite  sure  we  would  all  cheerfully  acquiesce 
In  his  proposition,  but,  until  we  can  see  that 
some  good  result  would  flow  from  It,  It  does 
appear  manifestly  Improper  for  any  hon. 
gentleman  to  avail  himself  of  his  position 
and  form  a  committee  with  power  to  send 
for  parties  from  a  dist?ance,  and  have  them 
examined  at  great  length  with  no  results 
whatever.  The  company  has  long  since 
abolished  the  plan  of  issuing  policies  of 
this  particniar  class.  Therefore  no  notice  to 
the  public  wouM  be  of  any  avail.  All  who 
can  drop  out  of  that  unfortunate  class  are 


doing  80.  It  Is  a  very  peculiar  position. 
Unless  we  can  aid  them  in  some  way  or 
other  It  does  seem  Improper  to  take  up  tbe 
time  of  parliament  and  especially  to  Incur 
a  large  exiienditure  with  no  results  what- 
ever, because  It  Is  absolutely  positive  that 
no  result  can  flow  from  this  Inquiry  other 
than  possibly  showing  up  tbe  company. 
That  may  be  very  well  for  those  who  wish 
to  exhibit  the  ImproprietleB  of  the  company, 
bnt  these  personal  matters  are  not  subjects 
for  parliamentary  inquiry.  We  cannot 
change  the  position.  We  are  not  going  to 
take  money  out  of  the  public  treasury  to 
recoup  those  people  who,  unfortunately, 
have  lost  their  money.  It  cannot  be  done, 
and  therefore  I  see  no  possible  good  that  can 
arise  from  it  one  way  or  tbe  other.  I  would 
rery  much  rather,  if  my  hon.  friend  had 
consented,  let  the  Bin  which  is  before  the 
Senate  go  to  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Ucmunittee,  and  allow  that  committee  ta 
exercise  Its  discretion  in  sending  for  wit- 
nesses, if  they  think  it  necessary  to  do  so. 
They  -will  make  a  full  inquiry.  I  think  my 
hon.  'friend  is  making  a  very  great  mistake 
In  assuming  tbe  responsibility  for  a  very 
large  expenditure,  because  the  Inquiry  wl!l 
be  barren  of  any  consequences  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB-I  hare  the  great- 
est deference  for  tbe  views  of  my  hon. 
friend.  I  have  known  bim  a  great  many 
years,  and  I  iam  very  proud  to  be  undeH-  his 
leadership  here  and  to  see  bim  occupying 
tbe  Important  position  which  he  holds  ;  but 
he  is  laying  himself  open  to  public  criticism. 
Public  opinion  to-day  is  against  this  com- 
pany, and  why  should  this  company  be  sup- 
ported in  this  House  by  any  one  wh«  Is 
here  as  a  judge  simply,  to  say  on  a  state- 
ment made  by  an  bon.  member  whether  tbe 
company  shall  be  sustained  or  not  sustained. 
I  would  not  make  the  remark  that  my  bon. 
friend  Is  attempting  to  cover  up  tbe  com- 
pany, but  the  public  would  say  so.  I  hope  I 
am  speaking  now  inside  of  the  rules  of  par- 
liamentary debate.  He  says  the  govern- 
ment cannot  undertake  to  recoup  the  vic- 
tims of  this  company  ;  tbe  government  do 
not  recoup  the  unfortunate.  Tbis  is  a 
private  corporation.  Its  victims  have  In- 
sured In  It  under  certain  statements  made 
to  them,  and  If  they  have  been  deceived  is 
It  for  this  honourable  body  to  say  that  they 
shall  not  be  protected,  but  that  the  people 
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who  bave  wronged  them  are  to  be  .protect- 
ed 7  Am  I  to  be  told,  when  I  ask  for  this 
Inquiry,  that  those  who  have  suffered  by 
this  company  have  no  rights,  and  that  I  am 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  In  ad- 
TocatiDg  tbelr  cause  ?  I  am  not  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House.  When  I  wanted  to 
proceed  I  was  stopped  from  day  to  day,  and 
DOW  my  bon.  friend  tells  the  Senate  that 
the  inquiry  for  which  I  ask  can  be  of  no 
benefit.  No  benefit  for  what  ?  Are  these 
people  to  be  bled  by  pirates  ?  It  is  a  strong 
word  to  use,  but  no  stronger  than  Is  justified 
by  the  documentary  evidence  which  I  have 
sDbmltted  to  the  House,  and  I  do  not  think 
It  Is  quite  fair  that  my  faon.  friend  should 
oppose  this  Inquiry.  He  Is  not  treating  me 
vWa  respect  I  entered  parliament  In  1872, 
and  there  are  many  hon.  members  in  this 
House  who  sat  with  me  In  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  to  attempt  to  make  the  Im- 
plication that  I  am  taking  up  something  that 
Is  prejudicial  to  this  company  In  my  own 
Interest,  when  I  have  the  whole  of  the 
policy-holders  of  the  company  In  Canada 
with  me.  Is  to  make  a  statement  which  Is 
not  jnstifled,  and  I  do  not  think  my  hon. 
friend  can  have  carefully  weighed  his  lan- 
guage in  making  that  statement.  Further- 
more he  says  that  the  policy-holders  are 
dropping  out  That  Is  a  poor  satisfaction. 
They  are  dropping  out,  the  bon.  gentleman 
says.  He  proves  my  case  when  he  makes 
the  assertion.  Why  are  they  dropping  out  ? 
Because  this  company  Is  In  such  a  wretched 
state  that  It  Is  absolutely  bankrupt.  They 
have  broken  the  laws  of  Canada  and  failed 
to  fulfil  their  contracts.  My  hon.  friend 
says  the  policy-holders  are  dropping  out  I 
admit  they  are ;  but  if  they  all  drop  out, 
then  this  company  in  New  York  will  be  able 
to  take  our  million  dollars  that  they  had  to 
put  up  and  use  It  for  their  own  purposes, 
and  In  doing  so  will  be  protected  by  the 
Senate  of  Canada.  It  is  a  very  unfortunate 
posltlcm  to  take,  and  I  very  much  regret  it 
Are  we  to  be  told  that  this  company  is  to 
be  permitted  to  go  on  ruining  the  people  ? 
There  are  faon.  gentiemen  in  tbls  House  and 
outside  of  it  who  have  paid  their  money 
Into  this  company  when  they  had  hard  work 
to  meet  their  payments.  They  thought  they 
were  protecting  their  families,  and  In  do- 
ing so  they  spent  their  last  dollar  in  meet- 
ing the  calls.  Will  It  be  any  satisfaction  to 
them  to  be  told  that  policy-bolders  are 


dropping  out,  and  that  nothing  will  be  left 
for  them.  Now  as  to  the  responsibility  ;  I 
take  the  full  responsibility  of  the  motion  I 
am  making.  I  am  an  old  man— we  are  all 
getting  near  the  time  when  we  must  drop 
out— and  I  take  my  Tesponstbillty  before 
the  people  of  Canada  and  before  my  Maker  ; 
and  I  can  take  my  bat  and  walk  out  of  this 
Senate  and  say  tfaat  I  have  failed  to  get 
Justice  for  the  people  and  therefore  am  uo 
longer  fit  to  represent  them  h>re.  I  take 
it  that  every  senator  Is  appointed  because 
of  his  intelligence  and  fitness  to  discharge 
his  public  duties,  and  It  is  very  unfair  to 
say  that  I  am  taking  any  undue  advantage 
of  a  United  States  company  that  seems  to 
be  protected  In  a  way  that  is  objectionable. 
I  say  protect  the  people  of  Canada,  not  a 
company  that  has  committed  all  those  enor- 
mities. Before  I  am  done  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  say,  when  that  Bill  comes  up,  that 
the  Senate  is  not  going  to  stand  by  gentle- 
men, who  are  forgetting  the  interests  of  the 
people,  and  looking  after  the  Interests  of  a 
private  corporation.  Now  as  to  the  expense, 
my  hon.  friend  has  said  it  Is  going  to  be  an 
expense  to  Canada  ;  that  It  Is  taking  up  the 
time  of  the  Senate.  My  hon.  friend  must 
have  been  Joking  when  be  said  It  was  taking 
up  the  time  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  said  the  expense  of 
bringing  witnesses. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  bon.  gentle- 
man spoke  of  taking  up  the  time  of  the 
Senate.  The  Senate  has  nothing  to  do  and 
has  done  nothing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  withdraw  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man started  with  saying  that  the  govern- 
ment was  going  to  take  up  the  BUI,  and 
then  he  apologized  to  the  House  and  said  no, 
be  was  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  government  de- 
clined. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLEJ—The  government 
were  right  in  declining. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  the  company 
has  complied  with  the  law.  There  is  the 
law  on  our  statute-book. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — No,  excuse  me, 
they  have -not.  They  have  broken  the  law 
of  Canada  because  the  law  of  Canada  says 
they  shall  not  use  their  money  for  any  pur- 
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poses  save  and  accept  in  payment  of  Just 
claims,  and  for  no  other  purpose  whatso- 
ever, and  the  law  also  aays  the  company 
shall  pay  everybody  in  full,  and  they  are 
not  paying  everybody  in  full. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— They  have  their  de- 
posits untouched  in  tiie  Finance  Depart- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— My  hon.  friend, 
perhaps,  has  not  the  law  before  him.  It 
says  all  assessments  shall  be  used  for  pay- 
ing death  claims  and  nothing  else  whatever. 
It  has  not  been  done  that  way.  The  com- 
pany liave  used  these  moneys  'elsewhere. 
They  have  made  away  with  all  their  mortu- 
ary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Sue  the  company  and 
get  a  judgment  against  them.  An  execution 
will  reach  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— WIti  my  hon. 
friend  tell  me  that  that  deposit  in  the  hands 
of  the  government  of  Canada  can  be  reached 
by  a  Ju^ment  ?  Will  he  not  tell  me  that  if 
this  company  went  into  insolvency  to-mor- 
row that  these  deposits  would  be  for 
the  general  credit  of  the  whole  company  ? 
The  company  has  been  incorporated  In  the 
United  States.  Is  their  capital  to  be  divided 
all  over  the  world?  I  do  not  think  that  if 
we  incorporated  a  company  in  Canada  and 
they  had  assets  here  that  we  could  bold 
them  as  against  United  States  creditors.  I 
am  not  a  lawyer.  I  find  that  there  are  a 
great  many  legal  men  against  me,  and  I  re- 
gret It  very  much.  I  think  this  chamber 
should  be  relieved  of  ail  legal  business  and 
should  deal  with  every  question  on  its 
merits  as  it  is  brought  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Will  my  hon. 
friend  tell  me— and  I  beg  his  pardon  If  he 
has  already  done  so — if  there  are  any  judg- 
ments In  Canada  against  the  company  which 
they  failed  to  meet  ?  Are  there  any  judg- 
ments rendered  against  them  for  a  claim 
which  they  have  failed  to  meet  in  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  om  not  a  lawyer 
and  could  not  tell  the  hon.  gentleman,  but 
I  know  there  are  Judgments  against  this 
company  all  over  the  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND — We  are  speak- 
ing of  Canadian  affairs. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  want  to  run  two  companies  or 
one  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Is  there  any 
claim  against  the  comi>any  that  can  be  col- 
lected that  they  have  failed  to  pay  in  Can- 
ada ?  It  is  a  simple  fact*  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman  does  not  know—" — 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  know  what  I  am 
talking  about  Will  my  hon.  friend  show 
me  where  they  could  execute  It  if  there  was 
a  Judgment  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ^DANDUBAND^Is  there  any 
judgment  3 

Bon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— That  is  not  the 

question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  know  notbhig 
of  the  affairs  of  this  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— How  would  a 
creditor  execute  a  judgment? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— If  there  was  a 
Judgment  against  them,  and  they  were  doing 
business  tn  Canada,  I  would  try  and  execute 

it  or  put  them  In  liquidation.  Has  there 
been  any  attempt  made  to  put  them  In  liqui- 
dation 1 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— My  hon.  frlena  Is 
wrong  as  a  lawyer.  He  bps  taken  up  the 
case  for  this  company,  and  I  regret  to  see 
it,  because  he  Is  fighting  bis  own  country- 
men. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  have  an  ab- 
solutely open  mind,  and  if  this  question  goes 

to  a  committee  I  have  reports  of  people  who 
are  in  the  company  and  men  who  have  ask- 
ed me  to  see  that  there  Interests  are  not 
jeopardized  by  anything  the  committee 
would  do  and  I  would  take  good  care  that 
their  views  are  set  before  the  committee. 
We  are  here  to  do  Justice  to  the  best  of  our 
ability.  I  want  to  know  If  there  are  any 
claims  against  the  company  that  are  unpaid? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hon.  friend 
says  he  has  an  open  mind.  I  have  no  open 
mind.  My  mind  is  made  up.  A  man  that 
has  an  open  mind  might  be  changed  right 
and  left.  I  do  not  propose  to  have  an  open 
mind. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Then  my  hOD. 
friend  is  debarred  from  sitting  on  a  com* 
mittee  where  he  will  be  a  Judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No,  because  I  am 
here  as  a  representative  man  taking  this 
matter  up  and  I  have  made  up  my  mind. 
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Uy  boo.  friend  eajn  he  has  an  <^n  mind. 
Wbat  does  an  open  mind  mean  ? 

Hoo.  3lr.  DANDURAND— It  Is  one  wlio 
is  free  to  accept  light  on  the  subject  and 
give  a  free  Judgment. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— That  Is  the  way 
hi  court  Two  men  come  In  ;  one  man  wants 
to  bang  the  prisoner  and  one  man  wants  to 
let  him  off.  I  have  not  an  open  mind.  My 
boD.  friend  knows  what  I  mean,  I  am  try- 
ing to  speak  In  parliamentary  language. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  did  not  catch 
the  porport  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. I  Invite  him  to  make  It  more  clear 
fbr  an;  obtuse,  though  open  mind. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman understand  It  now? 
Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE^-Well.  the  other 
members  do.  As  to  the  expense  of  this  In- 
quiry, I  am  sure  the  hon.  minister  of  the 
Crown,  tbe  leader  of  the  government  In  this 
House,  win  not  say  that  Canada  cannot  pay 
one  dollar  to  protect  these  poor  unfortu- 
nates ?  If  he  does  say  so  then  I  will  pay  It 
OQt  of  my  own  pocket.  I  have  not  very 
much  money.  I  have  not  been  with  the  gov- 
ernment very  long,  but  I  will  pay  it  out  of 
my  own  pocket,  and  I  am  In  earnest  1 
Iiave  letters  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
to  sustain  the  position  I  am  taking,  but  I 
do  not  want  to  weary  tbe  House.  I  thought 
I  bad  made  a  good  enough  case.  I  thought 
the  thing  was  so  patent  that  any  mem- 
ber of  this  House  who  considers  lils 
duty  to  tbe  country  and  recognized  bis 
poiiltlon  in  tbis  House,  would  not  be 
fonnd  championing  any  company  against 
the  Interests  of  the  public.  I  thought, 
and  I  still  think,  that  any  hon.  gen- 
tleman In  this  House  remembering  bis  posi- 
tion would  say  there  are  two  things  to  con- 
sider: one  is,  is  the-hdn.  gentleman  who 
proposes  this  in  earnest  or  should  bis  mo- 
tion be  entertained  ?  Then  I  think  he  sbonid 
consider  his  duty  whether  be  should  stand 
up  to  protect  the  people  of  tbis  country  or 
whether  he  should  throw  every  obstacle  in 
the  way,  take  advantage  of  every  technical- 
ity to  prevent  the  people  of  this  country 
getting  satisfaction.  Now,  If  that  is  their 
course  let  them  take  It ;  I  am  prepared  to 
allow  them  to  take  it.  I  beg  to  assure  this 
House  that  I  have  no  intention  of  abandon- 


ing this  matter.  I  have  no  brief.  I  am  not 
employed.  I  am  not  a  lawyer.  I  am  not 
here  to  take  fees  or  anything  else.  I  am 
fighting  for  the  poor  unfortunates  and  with 

that  object  before  the  House,  hon.  gentle- 
men may  or  may  not  accept  my  statement 
and  do  as  they  please.  I  have  every  rever- 
ence and  every  respect  for  our  friend  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  government  and  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  too,  but  I  have  this 
to  say  that  I  think  tbe  hon.  leader  of  fbe 
government  really  cannot  have  calculated 
public  opinion,  cannot  have  taken  into  con- 
sideration what  I  wanted  to  do  when  he  ask- 
ed me  to  abandon  this  motion.  It  Is  some- 
thing that  he  has  not  well  considered  and 
with  every  deference  to  him  I  shall  throw 
myself  on  the  Judgment  of  this  honourable 
body  an4  refuse  to  abandon  the  motion 
which  I  have  made. 

Hon,  Mr.  DAVID— When  the  discussion  of 
this  question  came  before  tbis  House  a  few 
days  ago  I  stated  my  position,  and  I  showed 
to  tills  House  that  I  was  one  of  the  parties 

Interested— Interested  as  one  of  those  who 
were  obliged  to  drop  their  policies  after 
carrying  them  for  twelve  to  fifteen  years, 
and  one  of  tbe  actual  parties  Interested  as 
being  at  present  and  continuing  to  be  a 
policy-holder  for  a  certain  amount ;  but  I 
thought  that  the  bon.  member  wbo  has  Just 
spoken,  and  who  has  uhdertaken  such  a 
campaign  and  a  glorious  campaign  so  far,  In 
my  opinion,  against  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Association,  appreciated  the  sug- 
gestion which  I  made  when  the  question 
came  up  a  few  days  ago,  that  perhaps  in- 
stead of  appointing  a  special  committee,  he 
might  secure  the  same  result,  and  perhaps 
a  better  result,  by  taking  Into  consideration 
what  tbe  Secretary  of  State  has  Justly  said, 
by  referring  all  tbe  documents  and  tbe  facts 
which  have  been  put  so  forcibly  before  this 
House  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay, 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, with  instructions— because  we  have 
a  right,  no  doubt,  to  give  Instructions  to 
that  committee  as  well  as  to  any  other  com- 
mittee—to  take  Into  consideration  all  those 
facts  and  documents  which  have  been  laid 
before  this  House  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rothesay,  to  Inquire  into  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  tbe  working  and 
operations  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association,  and  to  report  on  the  best  means 
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to  protect  the  Canadian  policy-holders.  I 
have  Just  come  from  Montreal,  and  have  not 
had  time  to  properly  word  my  amendment, 
but  I  have  drafted-  an  amendment  and  It 
will  be  very  easy  to  put  It  in  proper  form. 

I  think  this  would  be  a  means  of  recon- 
ciling matters. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  wish  to  say  from 
my  experience  of  thirty-two  years,  that 
sending  such  a  matter  before  a  big  commit- 
tee like  that  means  nothing. 

An  hon.  MEMBEE— Appoint  a  sub-com- 
mtttee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOHTILLE— X  understand  a 
sub-committee.  I  know  what  it  means  going 
Into  a  committee  and  a  sub-committee ; 
but  I  want  to  point  out  to  my  hon.  friend 
that  to  send  it  before  a  big  committee  like 
the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  we 
do  not  know  wh^re  it  is  going  to  end. 
Where  is  tbe  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce  ? 

Hon.   Mr.   THIBAUDBAU  (Bigaad)— He 

was  here  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— How  long  Is  he 
going  to  be  here  ?  He  will  go  away  and 
how  are  we  going  to  get  along.   I  thought 

II  we  could  get  five  hon.  members  in  this 
House  that  would  work  on  the  committee 
that  wouid  be  the  best  way  to  hold  this  in- 
vestigation. I  know  some  hon.  gentleman 
has  said  that  we  did  not  have  tbe  right  men 
on  It.  I  think  when  hon.  gentlemen  are 
appointed  to  a  committee  they  are  good 
enough  to  Bit  on  it  Sending  it  before  the 
Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  means 
burking  the  whole  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  have  great  confi- 
dence In  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce.  I  have  gone  over  the  list  of  the 
members,  and  I  think  they  are  In  a  position 
to  give  Judgment  if  we  put  before  them  the 
facts  as  they  ought  to  be  put,  and  I  think 
they  are  men  of  conscience  who  will  do 
what  is  necessary  to  give  satisfaction  to  a 
great  number  of  tbe  members  of  this  House. 
I  think  if  the  Bill  and  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
member  and  the  facts  and  documents  were 
placed  before  the  Committee  on  Banking  nn>1 
Commerce  at  the  same  time  tbey  should  do 
tbe  work  more  efficiently,  and  we  would  have 
a  report  sooner  than  If  we  appoint  this  spe- 
cial committee.  My  hon.  friend  is  afraid 
Hon.  Hr.  DAVID. 


of  the  delay.  I  am  afraid  If  the  Bill  goes 
before  the  committee  be  has  named,  the 
proceedings  before  that  special  committee 
will  take  a  great  deal  of  time  and  the  Bill 
Till  have  passed  the  Senate  before  the  in- 
vestigation Is  concluded,  I  am  under  the 
Impression  tbat  with  the  tustractlons  g^vea 
to  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  to 
take  into  consideration  all  the  facts  and 
documents  and  to  report  at  the  same  time 
we  are  sure  to  have  a  result.  I  am  a  little 
ashamed  to  oppose  the  hon.  genOeman  who 
has  presented  bis  case  to  this  House  with 
so  much  strength,  and  I  am  not  of  tbe 
opinion  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  ot  State  on 
this  point,  although  I  admit  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  reason  In  what  he  has  stated,  that 
an  investigation  by  a  special  committee 
would  be  more  expensive  and  take  a  great 
deal  of  time.  In  this  case,  as  in  many  other 
matters,  sometimes  the  safest  course  is  tlie 
middle  course,  to  reconcile  the  different  ave- 
nues and  to  adopt  a  course  which  would  be 
acceptable  to  those  Interested. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE^-My  hon.  friend 
says  that  the  documents  are  to  go  before 

tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
What  documents  are  to  go  before  them  ?  I 
propose  to  examine  these  men.  There  are 
no  documents  to  go  before  them. 

Hon  Mr.  DAVID— I  have  no  special  in- 
terest in  this  question;  and  I  do  not  think 
you  will  make  much  out  of  it ;  but  X  am 
speaking  in  a  general  way  and  I  wonld  sag* 
gest  tbat  all  the  facts  and  documents  which 
have  been  laid  before  this  Hoase  by  the 
hon.  member  be  referred  with  the  Bill  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
and  that  this  committee  receive  instructions 
to  inquire  into  the  financial  condition  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  and 
to  examine  witnesses  if  necessary  and  to 
report  on  the  best  means  of  protecting  the 
Canadian  policy-holders.  That  may  be 
amended.  If  desired,  but  I  would  be  inclined 
to  think  that  there  is  enough  there  to  give 
that  committee  power  to  do  something 
which  would  be  acceptable  and  practicable. 
But  in  answer  to  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
I  may  say  that  it  Is  not  because  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  Investigation,  but  it  is  because 
I  think  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Com- 
mittee conld  hold  a  better  investigation  and 
produce  a  better  result  which  would  come 
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Moner  ,tliaii  tiie  InTerttgatlon  made  4)y 
spedal  committee.  I  think  an  Investigation 

)3  necessary.  I  think  the  argument  of  the 
hoa.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  must  have 
convioced  us  that  this  House  must  do  some- 
thing  to  satisfy  puUic  opinion,  and  that 
shice  the  company  comes  before  us  asking 
for  a  new  lease  of  power,  considering  that 
the  company  has  caused  millions  of  dollars 
wortb  of  policies  to  laps^  that  we  hare 
eooush  before  us  to  Induce  us  to  take  ne- 
cessary means  to  protect  the  policy-holders. 
It  Is  those  who  are  in  the  company  now  thut 
shonld  be  protected.  A  few  days  ago,  when 
tills  question  came  before  the  House,  the 
boiL  gentleman  from  DeSnlaberry,  who  has 
bad  great  experience  In  those  matters  con- 
nected with  companies,  expressed  the  opi- 
nioD  that  fae  thought  it  was  possible  to  in- 
troduce some  clause  in  the  BUI  which  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  Canadian  policy-hold- 
ers and  satisfactory  to  this  company.  I 
hope  the  hon.  member  for  Bothesay  will 
think  proper  to  accept  this.  At  all  events  I 
will  wait  and  make  my  amendment,  If  ne- 
cessary, at  another  sitting  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  would  ask  the 
bon.  member  why  that  committee  of  the 
Senate  can  do  better  thaji  the  committee  for 
which  I  ask  ?  Are  the  hon.  gentlemen  that 
1  have  named  as  a  committee  not  satis- 
factory to  this  House  ?  If  not,  we  might 
pick  out  some  other  senators ;  say  who 
Toald  be  satisfactory  ?  I  would  ask  the 
iion.  member  why  should  not  the  charge  I 
luade  go  to  this  select  committee  instead  of 
to  another  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID — For  the  simple  reason  I 
think  It  will  pass,  when  the  other  would  not 

Hon.  Hr.  DOMVIIJ:>E— W4th  the  greatest 
deference  to  the  bon.  gentleman,  I  cannot 
snbmit  to  It  I  have  submitted  day  by  day 
to  adjournments  of  this  matter.  There  have 
been  lots  of  visits  or  promised  visits  to  New 
York  and  all  sorts  of  .things,  but  I  shall  stand 
by  my  motion  and  allow  this  honourable 
body  to  take  the  responsibility  of  their  ac- 
tion before  the  public.  I  shall  press  my 
motion  If  my  seconder  stands  by  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMTJLLElN— I  have  no  personal 
feeling  against  the  New  York  Mutual  Re- 
serve Company ;  they  never  got  a  dollar 
from  me.  I  have  no  Insurance  with  them. 
In       the  parliament  of  Canada  recognized 


that  company,  and  by  granting  them  certain 
specific  privileges  they  bad  never  before 
granted  to  a  mutual  company,  placed  them 
In  a  position  to  do  business  with  the  people 
of  Canada.    That  company  has  run  a  busi- 
ness for  eighteen  or  nineteen  years.  That 
business,  I  believe,  has  been  most  recklessly 
handled.    Now,  I  do  think,  in  face  of  the 
very  large  amount  of  insurance  that  Is 
carried  by  the  peopJe  of  Canada  In  the  dif- 
ferent companies,  and  the  fact  that  those 
companies  operate  under  Dominion  charters, 
that  when  parliament  gave  a  status  to  that 
institution  from   New  York  and  enabled 
them  to  do  business  in  Canada,  and  U  has 
now  got  into  a  flnanolal  condition  by  which 
the  people  of  Canada  are  losing  a  very 
large  amount  of  money,  any  reasonable  sum 
that  could  be  expended  by  pariiament  in 
ascertaining  why  that  company  is  financially 
embarrassed  would  be  well  'f^ent  If  we  re* 
fuse  this  Inquiry,  what  are  we  saying  to  the 
other  life  insurance  companies  in  Canada  ? 
We  are  saying  :  '  Gentlemen,  do  your  busi- 
ness as  you  please  ;  squander  the  money  of 
those  who  hold  pedicles  from  you  ;  handle 
your  affairs  as  you  please,  the  Senate  of 
Canada  has  refused  to  grant  a  committee 
to  investigate  the  action  of  any  company 
doing  an  Insurance  business  under  a  Do- 
minion charter.'  On  the  recommendation  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  it  Is  proposed  to  re- 
fuse to  grant  eren  an  Investigation  into  the 
causes  that  have  led  to  the  embarrassed 
condition  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Company. 
That  Is  the  example  we  are  setting  to  all 
other  life  Insurance  companies  throughout 
this  country.  If  we  take  that  course.  It  was 
a  very  unfortunate  thing  that  this  company 
ever  got  the  status  it  has  enjoyed  In  Canada. 
I  fought  personally  very  bitterly  against  it 
at  the  time  they  applied  for  admission.  I 
can  say,  on  behalf  of  the  Inspector  of  insur- 
ance,  Mr.  Cherriman,   that  he  was  very 
bitterly  opposed  to  granting  the  request  of 
that  company.    Why  did  they  get  It  7  Be- 
cause they  represented  to  parliament  that 
the  old  line  companies  were  robbing  the 
people  of  Canada  by  charging  rates  far  be- 
yond what  life  insurance  could  be  carried  at 
in  Canada,  and  If  they  got  the  opportunity 
of  doing  '-business  in  the  Dominion,  they 
would  furnish  insurance  for  one-third  leas, 
and  they  cited  the  fact  that  the  Canada 
Ufe  and  many  other  companies  had  heaped 
up  colossal  -fortunes  by  the  extortion  to 
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wbich  they  subjected  people  who  insured 
with  tbem.  On  the  strength  of  that,  parlia- 
ment said  :  '  There  may  be  truth  In  this. 
Why  should  we  prevent  this  company  doing 
business  with  the  people  of  Canada  if  they 
irant  to  ?  They  hare  shown  a  fairly  decent 
record  so  tar ;  they  want  to  give  the  people 
of  Canada  cheap  insurance.'  Parliament 
took  the  bit  In  their  teeth  and  carried  that 
Bill,  and  the  result  was  that  the  New  York 
Mutual  Reserve  got  a  standing  in  Oauada 
by  that  measure  that  they  could  not  other- 
wise have  secured.  What  has  been  the  re- 
sult ?  ^ey  come  along  now  and  say :  *  We 
have  failed ;  the  Anandal  basis  on  which 
we  started  was  not  sufflclent  to  carry  us 
through,  and  we  ask  for  relief.*  My  hon. 
friend  here  i(Hon.  Mr.  DomvUle),  on  behalf 
of  a  very  large  number  of  poHcy-holders, 
representing  insurance  amounting  to 
UUO,0(H),  which  has  dropped  down  to  $8,000,- 
OUO,  asks  for  an  InTestU^tton.  These  poUcy> 
holders  contributed  their  money  because  par^ 
liament  gave  a  standing  to  the  company 
that  warranted  the  public  In  believing  that 
the  company  was  safe.  They  were  Justified 
ln'b:elievlug  that  parliament  would  not  hare 
given  them'  that  standing  if  they  had  not 
come  to  that  conclusion.  Now,  are  we  going 
to  turn  around  and  say :  '  No  ;  we  will  not 
Investigate  ? '  Wbat  shall  we  say  to  the 
men  who  Insured  wltb  that  company  ? 
WiU  they  not,  in  a  certain  sense,  hold  the 
parliament  of  Canada  re^onsible  for  baring 
given  that  company  the  status  they  have 
occupied  for  eighteen  years  7  They  will 
say  :  '  You  put  on  the  statntea  of  Canada 
an  Act  giving  that  conq;>any  power  to  do 
business  with  us,  and  then  when  the  crisis 
came  and  the  company  failed  to  meet  their 
obligations,  and  we.  asked  by  a  representa- 
tive in  parliament  that  an  Investigation  be 
held  into  the  management  of  that  company 
to  find  out  what  became  of  the  money  they 
collected  from  us,  why  has  the  Senate  re- 
fused our  request  t '  What  are  we  saying 
to  all  the  other  life  insurance  companies  ? 
We  are  saying  parliament  will  not  investi- 
gate the  management  of  any  life  Insurance 
company  under  any  circumstances.  We  are 
treading  on  very  dangerous  ground  If  we 
take  that  stand.  I  repeat  I  have  no  an- 
tipathy to  this  company,  but  I  want  to  see 
its  affairs  Investigated.  My  hon.  friend  was 
asked  if  there  was  any  unpaid  execution 
Hon.  Mr.  HcMULLEN. 


against  that  company— If  they  liad  been  sued 
and  had  been  unable  to  pay  their  debts.  I 
answer  there  are  twlicies  due  in  Canada  to- 
day that  have  not  been  paid,  and  in  some 
cases  they  hare  compromised  claims  by 
glrlng  four  or  Ave  hundred  dollars  for  a 
policy  of  two  thousand  dollars.  Is  that  a 
company  tbnt  should  be  permitted  to  do 
business  in  Canada  ?  I  say  It  is  not  An- 
other thing  struck  me  ;  I  have  no  desire  to 
make  an  Insinuation  or  reflection  on  any 
member  of  this  chainber,  but  It  Is  singular 
that  a  company  of  this  kind,  which  Is  rotten 
to  the  core,  can  secure  In  this  House  tha 
best  1^1  talent  It  contains  to  take  up  their 
cause  and  light  it  against  an  bumble  Indi- 
vidual like  my  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay. 
It  may  be  right ;  I  am  not  challenging  what 
they  are  doing,  but  it  is,  to  my  mind,  a  very 
peculiar  condition  of  things.  For  my  part, 
1  think  we  should  Investigate  the  conduct  ol 
this  company.  It  is  due  to  the  pc^lcy-bolders 
in  Canada  and  to  ourselves.  W«  placed  tills 
company  In  a  position  to  do  business  with 
the  people,  and  we  ought  to  afford  my  bon. 
friend  an  opportunity  of  proving  whether 
their  affairs  have  been  properly  conducted 
or  not 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudlfire)— I 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  in  the 
absence  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  of  Toronto. 
I  see  that  he  is  here  to-day,  and  1  under- 
stand he  has  given  special  study  to  this 
question  ;  therefore,  I  give  way  to  him,' and 
will  let  him  defend  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILfLB— I  do  not  hear  very 
well  in  this  large  chamb^.  Did  my  bon. 
friend  say  that  the  hon.  member  from  To- 
ronto was  here  to  defend  this  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudidre)-^! 
wHI  correct  that  statement  I  may  say  I  un- 
derstood the  hon.  senator  from  Toronto  bad 
given  a  great  deal  of  study  to  this  question, 
and  he  would  be  in  a  better  posItloTi  than  1 
am,  probably,  to  expose  this  thing  an  It 
should  be  before  this  honourable  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  am  not  a 
very  old  member  of  the  Senate,  and  if  a 
member  who  conscientiously  undertakes  to 
say  what  he  thinks  In  this  House,  happens 
to  give  offence  or  umbrage  to  a  member 
here,  not  because  of  anything  which  he  has 
said  offensive  In  Its  nature,  but  because  It 
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is  opposing  Bome  particular  view  or  pro- 
position that  Is  propounded  here,  I  shall 
not  hare  that  great  pleasure  In  being  a 
member  of  this  Senate  that  I  thought  I  was 
entitled  to  take.  PeraonaUy.  and  on  behalf 
of  my  hoD.  friend  beside  me,  who  spoke 
iMfore,  I  desire  to  resent  in  the  sjxongest 
terms  that  the  English  language  wlJI  per- 
mit, and  at  the  same  time  be  parliamentary, 
tlie  insinuations  which  have  been  made  here 
with  refoence  to  the  position  of  two  of  ns 
— wlio  happen  to  be  professional  men  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLE— I  made  no  In^* 
nation. 

Hon.  Sir.  KERB  (Toronto)— If  you  did 
not  make  any  insinuations  the  cap  does  not 
At  yon.  If  the  cap  fits  you  can  wear  it 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDBT— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
orier.  The  bon.  gentleman  has  no  right 
to  address  the  bon.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Tortmto)— I  answered  a 
gneatlon  put  by  the  hon.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  wish  to  know 
wlio  was  referred  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  was  a  little 
sorprlsed  to  bear  another  bon.  member 
speak  about  the  a1}lllty  of  this  company  to 
command  the  services  of  professional  men. 
I  am  not  here  in  a  professional  capad^ 
personally.  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  this 
company  professionally ;  X  have  never  had 
anrtbing  to  do  with  tbis  company  profes- 
Rtonally ;  I  bare  never  been  asked  to  do  so. 
I  have  never  acted,  so  far  as  this  company 
Is  concerned,  during  my  whole  professional 
career  except  against  It,  I  have  held  briefs 
against  it  when  I  was  at  the  bar  years  ago. 
That  is  the  whole  connection  I  hape  had 
with  this  company.  I  have  been  asked  to 
Insure  In  this  company  and  declined,  be- 
cause I  did  not  approve  of  the  principle  on 
which  its  business  was  conducted.  I  did 
not  think  the  assessment  plan  was  a  sound 
one. 

Hod.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Ton  think  so  now. 

Hon.  Ur.  KBRR  (Toronto)— I  do  not 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILIiB— Tou  are  defend- 
ing them. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— That  is  not 
what  1  am  saying  at  all.  When  I  saw  this 
motion,  It  appeared  to  me  a  very  novel  one 


to  be  brought  before  the  Senate,  It  ap- 
peared to  me  to  be  a  serious  and  important 
one.  It  appeared  to  me  that  If  this  Senate 
undertook  the  InTestlgatlon  of  every  com- 
pany  which  has  bad  shortcomings,  whe- 
ther Incorporated  by  this  parliament  or  not, 
it  would  have  its  bauds  full.  The  company 
In  question  has  not  been  Incorporated  in 
this  country ;  it  has  been  licensed  by  the 
Department  of  Insurance  since  1885»  under 
the  anthwity  of  an  Act  of  parliament,  and 
the  department  have  from  time  to  time  re- 
newed that  license.  That  Is  the  position  it 
Is  fn  ;  but  If  the  Senate  Is  going  to  under- 
take to  investigate  every  company  which 
has  been  unsuccessful,  which  has  not  been 
able  to  carry  out  fully  the  purpose  that 
was  Intended,  which  has  not  been  able  to 
show  a  beneficial  result  from  the  invest- 
ments which  have  been  made  in  it,  whe- 
ther of  a  financial  character  or  In  the  na- 
ture of  Insurance— If  this  Senate  Is  going 
to  investigate  the  affairs  of  every  insurance 
company,  fire  or  life,  it  has  got  a  great 
deal  of  work  on  hand.  Unfortunately,  In 
this  country,  life  Insurance  has  not  always 
been  a  prosperous  business.  Some  com- 
panies have  not  succeeded  on  tbe  ordinary 
life  plan  for  one  reason  or  another  ;  fire 
Insurance  companies  have  failed  and  tbe 
management  has  been,  in  some  cases,  to 
blame  for  the  failure.  Disaster  has  over- 
taken comiunieB  both  with  r^ard  to  their 
Investments  and  the  character  of  the  busi- 
ness they  were  doing,  and  if  this  Senate  is 
going  to  undertake  to  Investigate -every  case 
of  that  kind  when  grievances  are  brought 
forward,  it  is  a  very  serious  and  Important 
step  tbey  are  taking.  This,  it  appears  to 
me,  is  a  precedent.  I  am  not  an  old  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  but  I  know  of  no  similar 
case  in  which  an  investlgallon  has  been  al- 
lowed by  this  House.  Perhaps  some  of 
the  older  members  can  give  examples  of  It 
If  such  cases  exist.  I  would  appeal  to  them 
to  state  the  circumstances  under  which  that 
has  been  done,  If  it  has  been  done.  Tbe 
hon.  senator  from  Mount  Forest  (Hon.  Mr. 
McMullen)  surprises  me  wben  he  makes 
imputations  against  the  leading  members 
who  have  been  so  far  saying  anything  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  When  the  motion 
was  made,  and  when  I  heard  tbe  charges 
last  session  and  again  this  session,  with 
reference    to    this  company,  I  took  the 
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trouble  to  make  some  little  inquiry  as  to 
wlint  the  position  of  the  company  was,  con- 
celviug  it  to  be  my  duty  to  do  so  in  order  that 
I  might  be  able  to  come  to  an  Intelligent 
conclusion  whether  anything  could  be  done 
and  what  was  the  best  to  be  done.  I  do 
Dot  know  that  I  hare  arrived  at  a  result, 
but  I  have  reached  this  conclusion  In  the 
case  of  this  particular  company,  which  Is 
a  company  that  procured  fnun  the  late  gov- 
ernment the  power  to  do  business  In  this 
country  by  an  amendment  of  the  law  In 
1885— to  do  business  on  the  assessment 
plan  by  reason  of  amendments  aifected  In 
the  Insurance  Act  I  say  that  this  com- 
pany having  done  business  In  that  way  has 
continued  from  year  to  year  to.be  licensed 
aud  to  make  returns,  and  tol  make  the  de- 
posits which  the  law  require  to  be  made 
with  the  government  of  Canada,  and  under 
those  circumstances  it  Is  important  that  we 
should  see  whether  It  becomes  necessary  for 
the  company  which  Is  so  licensed  under  the 
authority  of  our  law,  to  be  exposed  to  this 
kind  of  investigation.  Up  to  this  date  I 
have  never  heard  of  any  kind  of  implication 
against  either  the  ability  or  the  integrity 
of  the  Insurance  department.  I  have  never 
yet  heard  complaint  made  that  the  super- 
intendent of  Insurance  was  not  capable  of 
discharging  his  whole  duty  ;  nor  have  I 
heard  that  he  neglected  it  in  any  way.  I 
have  always  understood  that  if  there  was 
B  department  of  the  government  which  met 
with  acceptance  generally,  not  only  by  the 
public  and  parliament,  but  by  those  with 
whom  they  were  actually  doing  business,  the 
Department  of  Insurance  was  one  that 
could  be  spoken  of  in  those  terms.  The 
law  liavlng  been  amended  in  188S,  this 
company,  coming  within  the  amended  law, 
having  applied  for  and  obtained  a  license, 
was  authorized  and  has  continued  year  by 
year  to  be  authorized  by  renewal  of  license, 
by  the  superintendent  of  Insurance  under 
the  General  Insurance  Act.  Let  us  look  and 
see  whether  in  doing  so  the  superintendent 
of  insurance  assumed  a  responsibility,  or 
was  bound  to  assume  a  responsibility  with 
regard  to  this  company.  Let  me  refer  to 
the  law  on  the  subject.  One  would  Infer 
from  some  remarks  made  in  this  House  that 
It  Is  rather  disparaging  to  a  man  to  be  sup-  i 
posed  to  know  the  law,  but  it  is  convenient  I 
that  we  should  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  see ; 
HcMi.  Hr.  KBKR  (Tonmto). 


what  the  law  1|l  Now,  what  are  the  duties 
'  and  bow  is  this  authority  of  licensiug  ca^ 

ried  out  ?    Section  25  says  :— 

The  Qovernor  In  Council  may  appoint  an  offl- 
cer  to  be  called  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance, 
who  shall  act  under  the  instructions  ot  ths 
minister  and  shall  examine  and  report  to  the 
minister  from  time  to  time  upon  all  mtttert 
connected  with  insurance  as  carried  on  by  tlie 
several  companies  licensed  to  do  buslneas  in 
Canada  or  required  by  this  Act  to  make  anr 
returns. 

The  Act  goes  on  to  provide  that  In  each 
case,  before  the  issue  of  any  new  license  or 
the  renewal  of  a  license,  he  Is  to  make  a  re- 
port to  the  minister  that  the  requiremeats 
of  the  law  have  been  complied  with,  and 
from  the  statements  of  the  affairs  of  the 
company  it  is  in  a  condition  to  meet  its  lia- 
bilities. That  license  is  to  <be  issued  year 
by  year.  If  the  superintendent  after  a  care- 
ful examination  into  the  condition  of  the 
business  of  any  company  licensed  to  transact 
business  in  Canada,  from  the  annual  state- 
ments furnished  to  the  minister,  or  from 
any  other  cause,  deems  It  expedient  to  make 
a  further  examination  of  the  company  and 
so  reports  to  the  minister,  the  minister  may 
require  him  to  visit  the  office  of  the  com- 
pany and  to  'thoroughly  examine  Into  its 
affairs,  and  to  make  all  such  inquiries  as 
may  be  necessary  to  test  Its  ability  to  meet 
its  engagements,  &c.  Now,  that  is  what 
our  law  says  as  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
business  of  Insurance  companies  and  their 
relations  are  to  be  towards  the  government 
of  this  country.  Therefore,  there  Is  ail  that 
the  hon.  member  seeks  here  provided  by  the 
machinery  of  our  Act  of  parliament.  It  is 
prescribed  that  a  person  shall  be  appointed 
with  the  power  and  the  duty  to  make  these 
investigations,  and  have  we  any  authority 
here  to  ^ay  that  those  have  not  been  made  ? 
Have  we  any  authority  here,  or  has  anybody 
authority  to  say  that  the  superintendent  has 
not  wholly  and  fully  discharged  his  duty? 
Has  any  case  been  made  out  by  anyHiing 
that  has  been  said  to  show  that  the  super- 
intendent has  been  wanting  in  auy  respect 
with  regard  to  the  discharge  of  his  duty  and 
that  he  has  not  done  his  whole  duty,  and 
made  that  Investigation,  and  does  not,  and 
has  not  satisfied  himself  that  he  was  Justi- 
fied in  granting  year  by  year  the  license 
under  which  this  business  has  been  carried 
on?  I  say,  therefore,  when  there  is  machin- 
ery already  provided  by  Act  of  parliament 
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affording  proper  protection,  not  merely  to 
the  parliament^  and  the  people  of  Canada, 
bnt  also  props'  protection  to  the  companies 
irUch  liare  relations  with  tbe  people  of 
Canada— both  have  their  Tights  In  that  re- 
spect — wheu  that  "has  been  provided  why 
shonld  we  say  now  that  this  Senate  thinks 
It  necessary  that  there  should  be  some 
other  Investigation  which  cannot  be  con- 
ducted in  the  manner  in  which  a  full, 
tliorougb  and  complete  investigation  courd 
be  made  by  and  under  the  superintendent 
of  innirance  himself  ?  But  there  is  more 
than  that  to  be  said  with  reference  to  the 
matter.  We  have  heard  statements  read 
and  niade  here.  We  were  informed  that 
they  uame  from  Mr.  J.  D.  Wells,  who  had 
been  an  official  of  the  company.  JL  letter 
was  read  as  evidence  to  the  House  that 
there  was  substantial  ^ound  for  making 
these  charges.  Xow,  on  inquiry,  it  turns 
ont  that  Mr.  Wells  has  been  for  years  an 
officer  in  high  position  in  that  company  ; 
that  be  ceased  to  be  ttiat  sometime  late  in 
the  nineties:  that  at  the  time  he  ceased  there 
were  differences  between  him  and  other  offi- 
cers of  tlie  company  ;  tliat  In  consequence 
of  that  he  made  certain  charges  against  the 
coiniMiny.  When  I  used  the  word  '  charges  ' 
I  mean  it  In  both  senses — he  claimed  money 
from  the  company,  and  he  claimed  money 
for  hls*good  opinion  of  the  company,  and  he 
made  in  addition  vague  charges. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  think  it  is  only 
(air  to  this  House  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
should  read  that  letter  in  which  M:r,  Wells 
made  a  demand  for  money.   1  have  read 
my  letters.    My  h'on.  friend  should  not  get  i 
up  and  defena  the  company  as  he  wouTd  in  | 
a  small  court — he  should  read  that  letter  ; 
demanding  money,  if  be  h^s  such  a  letter,  j 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— If  the  hon.  I 
member  will  bear  with  me  a  minute  I  will  , 
give  him  all  he  wants,  and  perhaps  a  little  I 
more.   I  will  give  him  what  the  statements  I 
were  and  what  the  answer  was.    I  was ' 
about  to  say  that  this  difference  having  oc- 
carred  between  the  officers  of  the  Alutual 
Reserve  Company  and  Mr.  Wells,  finding 
bhoself  left  out  when  re-election  came,  he 
was  DO  longer  a  director  and  no  longer  vice- 
president.  There  were  differences  to  be  ad- 
justed aa  Mr.  Wells  thought,  and  so  a  claim 
was  preferred  by  him  against  tbe  compauy. 
The  company  took  proceedings  for  an  Inyea- 
U 


tigatlon  of  that.  An  Investigation  was  held. 
The  company  did  not  accede  to  bis  demands, 
and  that  was  followed  by  charges  being  pre- 
ferred in  the  insurance  department  of  the 
state  of  New  York,  In  which  state  this  com- 
pany is  incorporated,  and  where  It  has  Its 
bead  office.  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  copy  of  a 
report  which  was  made  on  those  charges. 
In  the  course  of  that  report  tbe  evidence  Is 
given  as  to  what  occurred  and  Is  exhibit  No, 
two  on  pages  48  and  49. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— What  Is  my  hon. 
friend  reading  from. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  am  reading 
from  tbe  report  of  the  Insurance  Depart- 
ment of  the  state  of  New  York,  dated  ttie 
20th  July,  1899.  There  Is  a  memo,  of  dis- 
bursements by  Mr.  J.  B.  Wells,  and  a  series 
of  Items  which  I  will  not  trouble  the  Senate 
with  at  present,  amounting  to  a  very  con- 
siderable sum.  That  was  the  claim,  and  the 
evidence  which  is  reported  is,  that  that 
claim  was  referred  for  Investigation,  and  I 
have  here  the  account  that  was  given  of  the 
Investigation  and  of  the  Interview  with  Mr. 
Wells  respecting  that.  It  is  reported  by  the 
msurance  department  In  their  report  as  fol- 
lows : 

After  tbe  ordinaiy  salutations  ot  the  meet- 
ing, I  stated  to  Mr.  Wells  that  as  an  officer  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  I 
had  been  asked  to  go  •ver  with  him  the  Items 
of  the  memorandum,  holding  the  same  In  my 
hand,  which  he  had  submitted  against  the  as- 
sociation. Mr.  Wells  said  that  he  did  not  present 
the  memorandum  as  an  account  collectable  or 
enforclble  against  the  association  ;  that  he  did 
not  claim  that  the  association  owes  him  the 
sums  of  money  stated  therein,  but  that  be  bad 
had  DBgoifations  with  counsel  for  the  associa- 
tion regarding  his  relations  to  It,  and  that  In- 
asmuch as  his  employment  and  official  rela- 
tions with  the  association  had  been  terminated 
he  thought  that  In  the  Interest  of  a  continu- 
ance of  his  friendly  relations  with  the  associa- 
tion and  In  the  interest  of  peace  and  harmony, 
some  sum  of  money  should  he  paid  to  him  and 
that  this  memorandum  was  presented  as  a 
basis  upon  which  the  asaoclatloa  could  audit 
the  amount  and  pay  the  same  to  him.  He  said 
that  there  were  a  good  many  sums  that  he  had 
spent  for  the  association  for  its  benefit,  for 

Mr')  i  -  l:ad  not  been  repaid,  and  these  formed 
the  basis  of  the  memorandum  submitted. 

Then  passing  on 

We  went  over  the  several  items  eoatalned  In 
the  memorandum  and  once  or  twice  he  pro- 
duced from  hlB  pocket  book  notes  or  orders 
from  some  agent  against  whom  he  had  a  charge 
for  money  advanced  or  paid. 

Then  there  was  an  item  discussed.  Then 
he  speaks  as  to  commissions  on  Canadian 
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business.   He  says  be  made  more  adTances 

ont  of  bis  own  pocket  He  says  : 

I  called  his  atteDtlon  to  the  final  item  In 
the  memorandum,  P.  A.  Buenham,  ^,676,  and 
asked  him  what  this  meant.  He  replied  that 
I  knew  as  much  about  that  as  he  did.  I  said 
that  I  knew  nothing  about  It.  I  than  asked 
him  what  the  Items  of  this  memorandum,  exhi- 
bit A,  amounted  to,  and  he  replied,  about  |12,- 
000.  I  asked  it  this  was  the  amount  that  he 
thought  ought  to  be  paid  to  him.  He  replied, 
'  Yea,"  that  he  did.  together  with  a  year's  sal- 
ary In  addition,  making  about  $26,000  in  all.  I 
said  to  him,  '  Do  you  think  a  year's  salary  in 
addition  to  these  amovints  should  be  paid  to 
you,  that  la,  do  you  ask  the  amount  of  these 
Items  In  this  memorandum  and  a  year's  salary,' 
to  which  be  replied  that  he  did,  that  while  he 
made  no  threat  against  the  association,  nor 
did  he  Intend  to  make  any  blackmailing  de- 
mand upon  it,  that  the  association  had  better 
pay  him  this  sum  of  (25,000,  or  it  would  have 
to  take  the  consequences,  that  be  had  been 
turned  out  without  warning  and  without  being 
'\  dollar,  and  that  he  did  not  intend  to 
rt^maln  In  that  position  without  a  fight.  Then  I 
said,  '  What  you  ask  Is  that  the  association  pay 
you  $25,000  '  ?  He  replied  that  It  would  amount 
to  somewhere  between  |20,000  and  f25,000. 

He  says  later : 

I  then  took  up  the  memorandum  and  said  to 
him  again  :  '  Now,  this  Is  what  you  want  paid, 
the  amounts  contained  in  this  memorandum, 
together  with  an  equivalent  to  a  year's  sal- 
ary, and  the  association  is  to  thereafter  have 
your  good  will,'  to  which  he  replied  '  Yes,  but 
that  he  would  not  make  anything  out  of  it,  that 
he  had  spent  lots  of  money  that  was  not  con- 
tained In  the  memorandum,  that  he  had  paid 
all  the  costs  of  the  legislaWon  In  Canada  that 
passed  the  law  by  which  the  association  pro- 
cured Its  license  to  do  business  In  the  Domin- 
ion, for  which  be  had  never  been  repaid.  That 
there  had  been  good  round  sums  paid  out ;  that 
there  were  members  of  parliament  of  tbe  com- 
mittee and  of  tbe  government  that  bad  to  have 
good  sums,  that  it  cost  him  over  J10,000,  that 
he  had  found  all  the  money  excepting  for  the 
last  bill  for  a  small  amount.' 

Thin  referrtHl  to  the  lejriwlation  procured 
in  1885. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  think  my 
bon.  friend  should  read  here  about  members 
of  parliament  getting  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— That  Is  tbe  gentleman 
who  made  tbe  cbarges  and  they  were  In- 
vestigated.  That  was  in  the  year  lS8r>. 

Hon.  Mr,  DOMVILLE— Who  writes  this 
report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  will  give  you  tbe  re- 
port afterwards.  It  is  tbe  report  dated 
26th  July  1899,  to  tbe  Insurance  Depart- 
ment; of  the  state  of  New  Tork,  This  re- 
Jport  was  signed  by  two  members  of  the 
committee,  and  it  was  held  for  some  time  to 
obtain  the  signature  of  the  other  man.  It 
was  afterwards  signed  by  falm.  Ttiat  is 
Hon.  Hr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


tbe  statement  which  was  made  by  Mr. 
Wells,  which  was  reported  to  the  depart- 
ment, which  the  dei^artment  had  before 
them  and  the  other  erldence  which  I  am 
not  going  Into  now.  But  the  same  charges 
which  are  made  bere  now  substantially  and 
on  bis  statement— because  it  was  bis  letter 
that  was  being  read  making  these  chaises— 
were  made  at  that  time.  Those  charges 
which  he  made  against  the  company  were 
declared  to  be  unfounded,  and  the  company 
was  declared  by  the  officers  to  be  in  a 
solvent  condition,  and  a  comparison  was 
given  of  the  expense  connected  with  tbe 
carrying  on  of  that  business  and  other  bu- 
sinesses, and  that  comparison  was  made  on 
many  items  giving  percentages  of  increases 
and  decreases.  I  submit  t^en  that  wben 
that  has  been  the^  subject  of  investigation 
by  the  Iiisuriinee  Department  of  the  state 
of  New  York  and  other  states  of  the  Unlou 
where  this  charge  has  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  other  states,  and  where  they 
have  determined  as  to  tbe  solvency  of  the 
company,  and  when  we  tiave  here  the  Super- 
intendent of  Insurance  charged  with  tbe 
duty  of  satisfying  himself  in  bis  respon- 
sible position  as  superintendent  before  he 
issues  a  license,  while  the  license  Is  ex- 
tant, by  making  such  investigations,  get- 
ting such  information  and  otherwise  going 
into  tbe  circumstances  and  affairs  of  tbe 
company— when  we  bare  all  that,  it  appears 
to  me  that  it  is  quite  unnecessary  to  dis- 
cuss tbe  matter  of  making  an  investigation 
by  the  Senate  :  that  in  other  words  this 
Senate  would  be  departing  from  the  policy 
which  has  been  prescribed  and  the  plan 
which  has  been  provided  by  parliament, 
and  the  Senate  was  a  party  to  the  enacting 
of  that^  law.  I  therefore  state  that  In  that 
respect  It  Is  a  mistake  to  talk  about  an  in- 
vestigation by  a  parliamentary  committee 
of  tbe  affairs  of  tbe  company.  I  think  it 
would  be  an  untoward  thing  to  make  such 
an  investigation  in  reference  to  any  com- 
pany, and  when  we  find  It  has  already  been 
investigated  by  competent  authorities  In  a 
state  where  all  tbe  books  and  records  are, 
where  the  parties  are' known,  where  it  has 
been  investigated  over  and  over  again,  to 
take  it  up  here  and  go  cfver  the  same  work, 
would  be  lending  ourselves  to  a  system  al- 
most I  might  say  of  persecution  which  tbe 
Senate  should  hesitate  alwut  undertaking. 
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But  there  Is  another  rlefr  ot  the  matter, 
aad  tbat  Is.  by  holding  this  investigation 
TOO  are  estabU^ing  a  precedent  Now,  In  a 
great  many  of  our  companies  there  are  dis- 
satl^ed  shareholders.  One  of  the  largest 
and  most  successful  companies  In  this  coun- 
tr;,  one  of  the  most  creditable  InsUtnttons  in 
tills  country  a  short  time  ago,  In  conse- 
quence of  TarloDS  proceedings  within  the 
ciHnpany,  was  the  subject  at  a  great  deal  of 
criticism.  We  know  perfectly  well  that 
tbat  company,  the  oldest  Canadian  company, 
some  few  years  ago  revised  Its  rates  In 
order  to  provide  for  its  reserves  and  we 
kDow  perfectly  well  tliat  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  discontent  about  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
bon.  gentleman  knows  why  that  was  done, 
parliament  Insisted  on  tlie  reserve  being  la- 
creased. 

Hon,  Mr.  KERR— Yes,  there  was  a  great 
deal  of  dissatisfaction  about  It,  but  on  In- 
Testlgatiou  of  the  matter,  it  was  found 
necessary  to  change  the  scale  on  which  the 
reserve  should  be  provided,  and  parliament 
enacted  that  it  should  be  done,  and  a  re- 
cast of  the  policies  bad  to  be  made  and  so 
on.  But  more  than  thatv  the  same  com- 
pany, for  many  years,  issued  a  policy  pro- 
viding for  a  premium,  but  that  premium  was 
only  like  the  assessments  which  are  pro- 
vided in  these  policies  and  merely  a  tenta- 
tive premium.  In  other  words,  on  the  min- 
imum plan.  Under  that  plan  an  annual  pre- 
mium was  exacted  for  life,  and  at  the  end 
of  the  life,  when  the  policy  was  called  for, 
it  was  provided  that  If  it  was  determined 
that  the  cost  of  carrying  that  Insurance  on 
that  plan  in  that  class  was  greater  than 
the  amount  wblch  had  been  paid  In  pre- 
miums, the  balance  that  ought  to  have  been 
paid  in  order  to  carry  should  be  a  charge  on 
the  policy,  and  deducted  from  the  amount 
of  it  That  plan  was  carried  on  for  many 
years.  It  came  to  a  large  amount  The 
compaoy  foresaw  that  it  was  going  to  get 
them  into  very  much  the  same  trouble  as 
they  are  In  at  present,  and  they  abandoned 
the  policy. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIBJ  BOWBLL— Are 
yoD  speaking  of  assessment  companies  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— No,  the  leading  Cana- 
dian life  Insurance  company,  the  Canada 
Ufe.  The  minimum  plan  was  abandonned 
and  so  far  as  they  could  do  it  as  far  as  It 
141  . 


was  nvailable,  they  called  in  the  policies 
that  were  outstanding  on  that  plan  and  con- 
verted them  into  other  policies.  If  parlia- 
ment bad  lent  itself,  if  this  Senate  had  lent 
itself  to  a  public  Investigation  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  many  men  who  at  that  time 
complained  of  the  management  because  they 
were  dissatisfied  and  made  various  com- 
plaints as  to  its  business,  what  an  Injustice 
would  have  been  done;  how  unfair  to  every- 
body interested  In  that  company,  not  only 
every  shareholder,  because  there  were  share- 
holders in  that  company,  but  to  every  officer 
and  to  every  policy-holder.  Everybody 
knows  the  preeminent  position  the  Canada 
Life  holds,  and  everj-body  now  has  tfhie 
utmost  conlideuce  in  It.  We  are  proud 
■of  it  as  a  Cauadian  Institution.  I  cite 
that  to  show  the  danger  there  is  in  start- 
ing this  investigation  on  a  complaint  A 
charge  that  might  have  been  made  against 
the  company  was  tbat  the  reserves  which 
were  being  provided  and  the  premiums 
that  were  being  oollected  would  not  be  suf- 
Qcient  to  meet  their  obligation  if  the  minli- 
mum  plan  were  continued,  and  it  would 
have  been  un  (>norniou8  one,  and  would 
have  been  according  to  this  charge,  ttuffli'i- 
en  to  Justify  parliamentary  Investigation  If 
it  justified  it  In  this  ease. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-There 
never  was  any  cbarge  of  fraud  or  impro- 
priety on  the  part  of  the  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB— No,  certainly  not  I 
niu  not  saying  there  was  Impropriety  on  the 
part  of  that  company.  In  this  case  there  Is 
no  company  except  the  policy -holders.  It  Is 
a  mutual  Institution.  I  beard  the  expres- 
sion '  with  the  company '  that  means  with 
the  policy-holders,  and  if  the  policy-holders 
hit  the  company  they  bit  themselves.  That 
is  what  I  was  confronted  with  when  I  came 
to  consider  the  matter,  and  it  seemed  to 
me  that  instead  of  an  investigation,  the  pro- 
per thing  to  do  was  to  try  and  find  some 
kind  of  remedy.  The  foundation  of  the 
trouble  was  that  they  undertook  to  carry 
policies,  collecting  only  as  annual  assess- 
ments a  sum  wblch  was  found  to  be  inBDfU- 
cient  That  made  It  necessary  for  them 
afterwards  to  make  assessments  If  they 
wanted  to  carry  on  their  business.  They 
have  succeeded  in  carrying  on  the  business, 
and  BO  far  they  have  a  surplus  and,  accord- 
ing to  the  present  surplus,  it  Is  ample  to 
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provide  for  everything  which  a  mutual  Id- 
surance  company  should  be  called  upon  to 
provide.  Now  It  has  to  be  borne  In  mind 
that  this  company  has  complied,  so  tkr  as 
shown,  with  erery  requirement  of  the  in- 
surance department  It  has  furnished  all 
the  information  that  has  been  sought. 
There  is  no  evidence  of  there  being  any- 
thing wanting  on  its  part  in  that  respect. 
It  has  provided  all  the  reserve  which 
the  law  requires  them  to  do,  and  which  the 
depal:tment  required  them  to  do,  and  it 
has  made  these  deposits.  Therefore,  when 
you  talk  about  this  company  going  on  and 
wrecking  families  I  think  it  is  an  entire 
misconception  of  the  case.  The  fact  of  the 
matter  is  that  so  far  as  this  company  has 
been  able  to  pay,  and  has  had  the  ability 
It  has  paid  all  Its  obligations.  The  hon. 
senator  from  Wellington  says  that  they 
have  Insisted  on  making  compromises  on 
certain  claims  of  $2,000  for  ?400,  or  ?500. 
I  should,  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say, 
with  his  experience  as  a  business  man,  and 
with  bis  knowledge  as  a  director  of  an  In- 
surance company,  whether  every  fire  and 
life  insurance  company  In  this  country  has 
not  made  compromises  of  claims  upon  It. 
The  circumstances  of  each  case  have  to  be 
considered.  We  do  not  know  anything  of 
the  cases  spoken  of  here.  None  but  the' 
company  and  the  people  connected  with  It 
know.  You  heard  the  story  that  so-and-so' 
had  been  obliged  to  take  a  compromise.  It 
may  be  that  there  was  no  claim  that  was 
enforceable.  It  may  be  the  policy  had 
been  forfeited  by  reason  of  representations 
which  had  been  made  at  the  time  it  was 
effected  as  to  age  and  conditions  of  health, 
as  to  circumstances  of  the  family  and  a 
variety  of  things  which  would  avoid  the 
policy  ;  or  It  may  be  it  would  be  avoided  by 
engaging  In  some  dangerous  trade  to  change 
the  character  of  the  risk.  There  are  hun- 
dreds of  conditions  by  which  these  policies 
are  avoided,  and  it  may  be  under  these  cir- 
cumstances when  the  company  was  called 
upon  to  pay,  feeling  it  was  a  hardship,  they 
paid  something  which  Ihey  were  not  liable 
for  at  all,  although  they  had  rec^ved  some 
premiums;  while  on  the  other  hand,  the 
other  people  having  paid  premiums  thought 
they  had  some  claim.  Therefore,  when  my 
hon.  friend  talks  about  that  I  would  venture 
to  say  that  the  hon.  Sentteman  was  talking 
Hon.  Mr.  KBRA  (TcwiHito). 


rather  wide  of  the  mark.  If  he  bad  been 
as  accurate  In  that  as  In  other  insinuations 
he  made,  I  think  It  would  have  been  a 
little  more  In  accordance  with  his  duties 
not  only  to  this  company  but  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  to  have  taken  a  different 
view  from  what  he  has.  Then  he  ajroke 
about  financial  embarrassments  of  the  com- 
pany. The  hon.  gentleman  does  not  know 
what  be  is  talking  about  The  company  has 
no  financial  embarrassments.  They  have 
a  surplus.  No  company  which  has  a  sur- 
plus and  has  the  cash  and  has  In  the  trea- 
sury $2Ca000  available  In  addition  to  Its 
reserves  for  this  vei-y  class  of  Insurance 
can  be  said  to  be  embarrassed.  Its 
ouibnrrassment  Is  that  in  order  to  make 
provision  for  all  these  policies  they  will 
be  obliged  to  make  larger  assessments  and 
compel  the  policy-holders  to  pay  up  their 
assessments,  or  forfeit  their  policies,  be- 
cause the  fact  is  that  every  man  who  has 
been  Insured  up  to  this  time  has  been  pay- 
ing less  than  he  ought  to  have  paid — spay- 
ing less  than  the  cost  of  carrying,  and,  that 
being  so,  those  assessments  ought  to  have 
been  Increased.  I  am  not  going  into  a 
general  review  of  the  business  of  the  com- 
pany. A  statement  has  been  furnished  by 
the  company  to  me  and  to  all  hon.  gentle- 
men which  shows  the  manner  in  which 
their  business  has  been  conducted,  and  it 
shows  that  although  the  charges  for  man- 
agement, when  you  see  them  bulked  appear 
to  he  large,  they  are  actually  smaller  In 
propoition  than  those  of  the  large  com- 
panies in  the  United  States.  It  shows 
that  the  cost  of  doing  each  thousand  dol- 
lars worth  of  business  Is  less  In  percentage 
than  iu  the  leading  companies,  and  it' 
shows  it  Is  less  than  In  the  Canadian  com- 
panies. The  figures  are  given  and  hon.  gen- 
tlcfmen  can  see  for  themselves  without  my 
taking  up  time  with  It  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances it  appears  to  me  it  would  be  a 
mistake  to  have  a  reference  and  it  would  be 
a  violation  of  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
have  a  reference  without  first  knowing  what 
the  superintendent  has  done,  and  bow  far 
be  has  taken  the  very  steps  which  are 
essential.  Let  me  say  one  word  further. 
The  report  to  which  I  have  referred,  which 
was  made  to  the  state  of  New  York  by  an 
actuary  who  made  the  examination,  was 
begun  on  the  12th  of  May,  and  it  was  not 
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completed  until  a  date  late  In  August,  I 
think,  and  he  had  no  lesa  than  twelve  as- 
sistants at  tiiat  work  the  whole  time.  That 
Is  the  Mud  of  Investigation  that  they  made. 

That  was  a  valuable  investigation  If  made 
in  that  way.  This  investigation,  in  order  to 
be  o(  any  value,  must  be  equally  exhaus- 
tive and  how  could  that  be  done  practi- 
oll;  by  a  committee  of  this  Senate  whether 
a  special  committee  or  a  general  commltteeV 
I  am  act  going  to  speak  with  reference  to 
(be  Bill  which  is  next  on  the  Order  Paper, 
further  than  to  say  that  being  confronted 
irith  this  situation  I  talie  the  responsibility 
of  preseuting  to  the  House  a  Bill  which  has 
alrMdy  been  approved  of  by  the  superin- 
tendent of  iusurrance.  I  went  to  see  the 
superintendent  about  It  and  he  personally 
approved  of  the  course  taken  by  me  as  being 
the  only  su^eation  he  could  make  which 
was  likely  to  benefit  the  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  said  they  had  nothing  to  io 
with  it 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  am  showing  What 
was  done  by  the  superintendent  of  Insur- 
ance. I  discussed  this  Bill  with  him,  be- 
canse  I  did  not  want  to  go  to  the  Senate 
and  present  a  Bill  which  did  not  have 
the  confidence  of  the  department,  and  did 
not  have  the  approval  of  the  superintend- 
ent. I  felt  that  he  was  a  safe  man  to 
direct  one  in  connection  with  the  matter. 
So  that  in  that  way,  and  to  that  extent.  I 
have  introduced  that  Bill  as  a  means,  and 
I  think  is  a  better  means  of  providing  for 
the  Interests  of  the  policy-holders  tlmn  the 
proposal  which  is  being  made  here.  When 
I  have  an  opportunity  to  speak  on  that  Bill 
again,  I  intend  to  ask  thia  House  to  pass 
the  second  reading  without  being  committed 
to  the  principle  of  the  BUI,  beyond  the  fact 
that  some  remedy  slfonld  be  worked  out, 
and  I  intend  to  ask  that  instead  of  It  belnK 
referred  to  a  committee  of  the  whole  House, 
it  shall  be  referred  to  the  Commltiee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce,  who  are  charged 
with  the  business  of  insurance  as  well  as 
.  other  branches  of  commerce,  and  the  super- 
intendent of  insurance  can  be  heard  before 
that  committee.  We  can  hear  what  be  has 
done  and  learn  what  investigation  he  has 
made  and  what  information  he  has  had  with 
reference  to  the  affairs  of  this  company, 
and  we  can  have  whatever  other  evidence 


it  may  be  thought  necessary  la  order  to 
satisfy  this  House  that  the  department  of 
Insurance  Is. discharging  its  whole  dnty  un- 
der the  statute  and  so  far  as  that  depart- 
ment is  concerned,  that  there  is  nothing 
wanting  with  regard  to  Its  duty  towards 
the  policy-holders  or  the  public  of  this 
country.  I  think  that  In  that  way  every- 
thing that  the  hon.  member  would  seek 
could  be  worked  out  If  It  was  found  ad- 
visable then  that  there  should  be  any  special 
Investlgatton  it  could  be  directed.  If  It  Is 
necessary,  or  advisable  or  proper  that  there 
should  be  experts  examined,  either  under 
the  direction  of  the  committee  or  the  super- 
intendent of  insurance,  there  Is  the  op- 
portunity of  doing  it  It  Is  a  sensible  way 
of  dealing  with  the  matter.  It  does  not 
commit  the  House  to  something  tbey  would 
afterwards  regret  being  committed  to,  and  it 
is  In  that  view  I  am  opposed  to  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— If  I  might  be 
permitted  to  say  one  word  further  upon 
the  subject,  in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend. 
If  In  the  heat  of  the  debate  on  this  ques- 
tion in  my  closing  remarks  a  few  moments 
ago,  I  cast  any  reflection  upon  any  member 
of  this  House,  I  withdraw  any  such  insinua- 
tions and  I  should  regret  it  very  much  In- 
deed. I  did  remark  that  it  seemed  singular 
that  the  company  were  able  to  secure  the 
best  legal  talent  in  this  chamber,  and  if 
that  carried  ^with  it  any  Insinuation,  I  de- 
sire to  withdraw  the  statement,  and  I  de- 
sire to  add  further  th^t  there  is  not  an 
hon..  member  In  this  House  with  whom  1 
have  a  greater  desire  to  be  in  unison  than 
my  hon.  friend  who  has  Just  spoken.  But, 
after  all,  I  feel  so  strongly  with  regard 
to  this  Bill  and  with  regard  to  this  company, 
that  I  could  not  refrain  from  expressing 
in  the  very  terms  I  did  my  desire  that  a 
thorough  and  exhaustive  investigation 
should  he  made  to  see  if  parliament  could 
ferret  out  what  was  the  cause  that  led 
up  to  the  unfortunate  condition  of  things 
that  now  exists.  My  hon.  friend  says  that 
It  was  because  they  started  upon  too  low 
a  scale  in  charging  for  insurance.  That 
may  be  so.  I  have  reason  to  believe  that 
there  were  very  large  amounts  of  mon^ 
extravagantly  spent,  salaries  of  enormous 
amounts  paid,  rents  beyond  all  the  ordi- 
nary sums  paid  by  other  companies  for  mag- 
nificent offices  in  New  York  that  swallowed 
'  a  large  amount  of  money. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— The  hon.  gentle- 
man speaks  of  large  amounts  that  have  been 
squandered. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE>— He  shonld  bare 
said  stolen. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Can  the  hon. 
gentleman  tell  us  bow  In  a  mutual  reserve 
association  he  could  get  back  at  the  moneys 
that  hare  been  squandered,  because  alt 
the  policy-holders  are  the  partners  ?  Is  it 
not  by  assessii^  the  present  policy-holders 
that  you  will  get  track  an  amount  equira-  '■ 
lent  to  what  has  been  squandered. 

I 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— I  would  say  in  I 
reply  to  my  hon.  friend  that  it  is  a  matter ! 
of  vital  interest  to  the  pollcy-holdero  in  that  I 
company  to  ascertain  whether  the  money  i 

they  contributed  for  the  support  and  sus- 
tenance of  that  company  and  to  keep  up 
its  funds  bas  been  squandered  or  has  not  I 
been  squandered.   Is  that  not  a  matter  of 
vital  Importance  to  every  policy-holder  ? 
We  have  not  got  it  under  any  investigation 
that  bas  taken  place.    My  hon.  friend,  a  ' 
moment  ago,  drew  attention  to  the  fact  j 
that  the  Insurance  Assoctntlon  of  the  state 
of  New  Tort  found  that  the    company's  ; 
affairs  were  in  such  a  condition  as  warrant- 
ed them  holding  an  investigation  with  re- 
gard to  the  condition  of   the  New  York 
Mutual  Resorve.    Is  that  not  so?    Yes  It 
is  so.   They  not  only  held  one^Investigation,  | 
but  they  held  two  investigations  that  cost ; 
the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Company  \ 
over  $11,000  of  the  people's  money  squan- 
dered In  the  paying  of  witnesses.    I  admit 
it  was  spent   They  had  two  investigations 
to  know  why  the  company  was  in  an  unsound 
financial  condition  and  as  to  the  complaints 
that  were  made  against  it.    Now,  If  they 
have  done  that  In  the  state  of  New  York, 
where  they  obtained  their  existence,  is  It 
anything  unreasonable  that  the  Dominion  of 
Canada  should  Investigate  the  Canadian  side 
of  the  business  to  see  what  is  the  reason 
that  they  are  doubling  and  trebling  the  rates  ' 
upon  their  patrons  and  asking  enormous 
amounts  of  money  from  them,  and  on  the 
other  hand  compromising  responsibilities 
when    they   occur.     I    am    not  prepared 
to    say    that    the    Insurance  department 
has     done     everything     they     ought  to 
do    In    order    to    thoroughly    probe  to 
the    bottom    the    transactions    of  the 
Hon.  Hr.  HcMULLEN. 


company.  I  am  not  here  to  condemn 
them.  Th«y  may  liave  granted  th^  license, 
but  very  pronounced  complaints  have 
peared  in  the  public  press  from  sevoal 
sources,  showing  that  the  New  York  Mutnal 
Reserve  Life  Company  have  been  doing  a 
business  by  which  they  have  Iwen  extract- 
ing and  extorting  out  of  the  policy-holders 
enormously  Increased  assessments.  I  know 
people  that  are  paying  three  and  four  times 
as  much  i>erhaps  as  they  paid  in  the  first 
place.  I  think  it  would  have  been  wdl 
if  the  Insurance  department  liad  inveiU- 
gated  where  the  funds  were  going. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  assessments  would 
increase  every  year  U  they  did  not  get  new 
blood  into  the  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-I  think  it  would 
be  well  If  some  investigation  could  take 
place,  and  I  think  it  would  be  well  once  <a 
every  half  century,  because  I  do  not  know 
that  there  has  been  an  investigation  of 
this  kind  Into  the  affairs  of  any  life  com- 
pany, to  warn  all  the  life  companies  tbnt 
nnless  they  keep  within  proper  bounds  and 
fulfil  their  promises  to  tbetr  policy-holders, 
that  their  affairs  may  be  Investigated.  I 
say  that  It  Is  a  matter  of  vital  Importance 
to  the  people  of  this  country  that  such 
Li  course  should  be  adopted.  I  regard  the 
Act  under  which  the  companies  in  thia 
country  conduct  business  and  enter  late 
covenants  with  the  public,  receive  their 
money  and  promise  to  carry  out  certain 
provisions .  of  every  policy,  as  almost  as 
sacred  as  the  ten  commandments.  The 
people  of  this  country  are  paying  out  tbelr 
Fi'oney  and  have  a  right  to  be  assured  both 
by  the  Department  of  Insurance  and  parlla- 
Dient.  tliat  their  rights  and  interests  will  be 
protected  and  anything  that  we  can  do  In 
that  direction  is  Justifiable,  no  matter  what 
amount  of  money  it  Kritt  cost.  I  sympath- 
ize with  the  course  my  hon.  friend  bas 
fallen.  I  should  like  to  see  an  Investigation 
bold  because  I  think  it  would  be  a  warning 
to  other  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  new  policies  are 
being  issued  in  that  branch,  and  natnrally.' 

as  they  diminish  the  assessments  must  in- 
crease. Where  a  company  Is  carried  on 
on  the  assessment  plan,  unless  you  are 
bringing  in  new  blood,  the  assessment  most 
Increase  with  the  diminishing  number. 
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Htm.  Bfr.  DAVID— The  pollCT-taolders  In 
Canada,  like  myself,  have  been  accused  In 
remarks  which  were  not  very  flattering  to 
PS,  that  If  la  all  onr  own  fanit— If  you  had 
cpened  yonr  eyes  you  would  not  have  lost 
gj  much  money.  It  Is  ttaroagh  your  Ignor- 
ance that  yon  have  loat  your  money.  Tak- 
ing my  own  case  aa  on.  oample,  I  bad  a 
policy  in  1886  for  $5,000.  In  1890  I  took 
another  policy  for  $5,000.  That  made  $10,- 
OOa  Why  did  I  take  a  second  policy  of 
$C,0O0.  It  was  because  of  the  statements 
which  were  published  by  the  company,  and 
which  were  similar  to  those  published 
by  the  goremment,  through  the  Insurance 
luspector  from  1885  to  1890,  that  the  In- 
cc-me  of  the  company  was  increased  from 
$1.6681000  to  $3,027,000.  It  was  a  flue 
statement,  enough  to  Induce  people  like 
mysdf  and  many  others  to  think  the  affairs 
of  the  company  were  very  prosperous,  and 
that  it  was  very  wise  and  proper  to  take 
additional  policies  in  such  a  company.  From 
1885  to  1890  it  had  increased  its  business 
by  $1,858,000.  With  that  Increase  of  in- 
come you  will  admit  these  statements  which 
were  In  accordance  with  the  statements 
published  by  the  Inspector,  were  of  a  nature 
tempting  enough  to  induce  us  to  have  con- 
fidence in  that  company.  In  1892  I  took 
ai'Other  policy  of  $2,000.  Why  ?  Because 
I  was  seduced  by  these  statements  which 
vcre  approved,  as  I  have  Just  said,  by  the 
government  or  by  the  officer  representing 
the  government  Under  such  conditions  who 
can  be  blamed  ?  Those  who  had  confi- 
dence in  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insurance 
Company  have  been  deceived.  Was  It  not 
natural  for  those  that  were  In  that  company 
to  thinii  that  its  affairs  were  in  a 
good  condition  ?  If  there  Is  an  Investi- 
gation, would  It  not  be  proper  to  obtain  from 
Ur.  Fitzgerald,  the  Insurance  inspector,  the 
reports  of  the  company,  so  as  to  know  how 
It  Is  that  such  statements  were  published, 
and  how  It  Is  that  in  1892  there  was  a 
surplus  big  enough  to  Induce  us  to  Increase 
our  policies  and  two  or  three  years  after- 
wards that  they  were  obliged  to  raise  our 
assessments  to  such  an  extent  that  we 
were  compelled  to  drop  our  policies  be- 
cause we  were  unable  to  pay. 

When  I  commenced  to  pay,  I  paid  $14 
for  each  $5,000  per  month,  and  consequently 
$28  every  two  months.  In  1897  or  1898, 
i  am  not  very  sure  which,  the  assessment 


was  raised  to  $68,  and  even  $70,  every  two 
months,  and  I  was  told  that  I  could  not 
hope  it  would  remain  there,  that  the  pro- 
bability was  I  would  have  to  pay  a  sti'.l 
larger  amount,  so  that  in  reality  It  was 
impossible  for  me  to  meet  the  increased 
assessment.  In  view  of  these  facts  the 
policy-tiolders  of  this  company  tuve  a  right 
to  come  before  parliament  and  ask  for 
some  protection  for  those  who  are  still  in 
that  company,  and  who  naturally  expect 
that  when  this  Bill  Is  passed,  It  will  make 
their  position  stronger.  They  have  learned 
a  lesson,  and  if  for  that  alone  it  will  do 
good.  It  is  this,  that  In  future  we  will  be 
more  Inclined  to  Insure  in  Canadian  com- 
panies, and  put  our  money  into  Oanadtau 
institutions  which  are  sounder  and  whicb 
offer  us  more  protection  than  United  States 
institutions.  It  will  teach  us  In  the  future 
to  be  more  patriotic  and  to  put  our  monby 
into  British  or  Canadian  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Cobourg)— It  was  not  my 
purpose  to  make  any  remarks  on  the  ques- 
tion now  before  this  House,  but  the  debate 
has  taken  such  a  turn  that  I  feel  I  ought 
to  give  the  reasons  for  the  vote  which  f 
may  be  called  upon  shortly  te  give,  and  Jn 
order  to  clearly  make  up  my  mind  what 
vote  I  shall  give  I  must  first  settle  to  my 
own  satisfaction  what  Is  the  real  question 
before  the  House.  As  I  understand  It,  It 
is  not  a  question  whether  the  insurance 
company  has  been  guUty  of  the  high  crimes 
and  misdemeanours  which  have  been  charg- 
ed against  them.  1  have  no  sympathy  in 
(his  matter  one  way  of  the  other.  I  have 
tried  to  preserve  an  open  mind,  and  no 
man  must  impugn  my  motives  for  the  vote 
which  I  shall  give,  because  I  shall  give  it 
from  thoroughly  conscientious  convictions  of 
duty.  Strong  statements  and  allegations 
have  been  made  during  the  course  of  this 
discussion,  and  one  would  be  almost  more 
than  human  to  listen  to  the  statements  that 
hnve  been  made  without  being  more  or 
less  biased  and  influenced  by  them.  But 
I  shall  try  not  to  be  Influenced.  I  always 
listen  to  a  statement,  having  in  mind  be- 
fore deciding  that  there  is  another  side  ; 
tut  I  am  not  called  upon  now  to  take  that 
view.  The  question  is,  shall  there  be  n 
reference  of  this  question  to  a  committee. 
The  question  I  want  to  answer  Is  what  we 
in  the  legal  profession  say  cui  bono — for 
what  good.    Suppose  all  these  allegations 


Digitized  by 


Google 


SENATE 


and  strong  statements  are  proTen  right  up 
to  the  hilt,  wo^ld  it  better  what  has  been 
done  ?  That  is  the  point  I  do  not  object 
to  the  length  of  time  nor  the  expense  of  a 

long  Inquiry,  but  I  do  regard  as  vital  and 
a  pivotal  point,  in  my  judgment,  that  after 
a  long  and  expensive  inquiry  has  been 
made,  even  supposing  the  allegations  and 
statements  made  here  are  established  In 
fact  and  so  reported,  cui  bono  still  comes 
t;p. 

Hon  Mr.  LANDRY— Conld  the  license  be 
suspended  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR—What  good  would  it 
do  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Could  the  license  be 
f>nspended  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Cobourg)— I  suppose  It 
might  be,  but  that  Is  not  the  way  to  work 
out  the  remedy  here.  In  saying  that,  I 
want  to  add  that  there  is  no  gentleman 
in  this  chamber  or  ont  of  it  whom  I  feel 
so  pained  to  differ  from  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  presented  this  case  before 
UB.  We  are  old  friends  and  acquaintances, 
and  I  like  him  as  a  good  fellow,  and  he 
Is  no  doubt  dlschiirging  what  he  believes 
to  be  a  public  duty.  He  has  certainly  made 
out  a  very  strong  ex  parte  case,  but  after 
all,  according  to  my  view,  this  is  not  the 
better  way  to  get  at  the  bottom  of  this 
matter.  The  better  way  is  provided  by  the 
Bill  which  will  be  presented  to  us  for  our 
consideration.  I  do  not  know  anything 
about  that  Bill.  I  will  try  to  know  a  good 
deal  about  it  before  voting  for.  it  or  against 
It,  but  I  will  deal  with  that  when  it  comes 
up..  I  do  not  see  that  any  great  public 
benefit  would  result  from  our  having  a  com- 
mittee and  these  allegations  and  statements 
Inquired  into  by  that  committee.  The  ques- 
tion will_just  resolve  Itself  In  the  end  to 
this  cul  bono— wliiit  good  is  It.  It  will  not 
undo  the  past,  and  It  will  not  punish  the 
wrong-doers.  We  must  not  forget  that  we 
are  here  as  a  parliamentary  body,  not  as 
a  court  of  law.  The  courts  of  our  coun- 
try have  abundant  Jurisdiction  to  inquire 
into  and  punish  fraud,  perjury  and  Iniquit- 
ies. The  functions  of  this  body  are  of  a 
wholly  different  character.  I  shall  feel  the 
greatest  possible  reluctance  in  voting  against 
this  motion  for  the  reasons  I  have  given. 
I  have  to  vote  one  way  or  the  other,  and  I 
Hon.  Hr.  KERR  (Cobourg). 


shall  vote  fearlessly,  believing  that  the  vote 
I  will  give  is  the  one  I  ought  to  record  as 
a  senator,  and  it  will  be  in  the  direction 
indicated  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
who  has  given  his  reasons.  My  mind  was 
made  up  long  before  I  heard  his  statement, 
but  I  was  glad  to  have  my  view  confirmed 
by  the  position  the  government  take  In  this 
matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHL'GH— Like  the  senator  from 
Cobourg,  I  have  an  open  mind  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  one  or  two  things  would  help  me 
to  decide  how  I  should  vote.  The  bon. 
Secretary  of  State  has  said  that  no  good 
could  come  of  this  Investigation,  that  no 
relief  could  be  afforded  the  parties  who  have 
been  policy-holders  in  this  company.  If 
the  company  were  to  act  in  their  own  best 
interests  ;  if  tbey  believe  they  are  alMre 
suspicion,  they  would  court  investigation 
Into  this  question  ;  but  they  are  not  taking 
that  course.  If  no  good  is  to  come  out  of 
the  investigation,  then  I  woald  feel  like 
saying  that  tiie  investigation  slionid  not  b* 
made.  It  is  clear  that  the  company  do 
not  want  an  exposure  of  how  its  business 
has  been  managed,  and  the  public  could  pro- 
tect themselves  by  having  no  business  re- 
lations with  the  company.  If  no  good  can 
come  out  of  the  investigation,  then  I  would 
not  like  to  have  the  expense  of  an  investi- 
gation incurred.  The  government  have  a 
fund  dei>ostted  with  them  and  if  that  fuod 
could  be  divided  amongst  the  policy-holders 
it  would  be  some  help.  Strong  allegations 
have  been  made  here  and  sent  broadcast 
over  the  country.  If  the  company  could 
by  an  investigation  prove  that  these  charges 
were  without  foundation,  then  an  Invratiga- 
tlon  would  be  In  their  Interest  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  De  Lanaudiere  asked  the 
bon.  member  who  introduced  this  motloa 
If  there  was  any  Judgment  pending  against 
this  company  in  Canada,  emphasizing  the 
word  Canada.  He  raised  the  suspicion  in 
my  mind  that  there  might  be  judgments 
against  the  company  outside  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  DUNDURAND— No,  there  are 
not 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— If  he  knows  that 
there  are  judgments  any  where  against  this 
company,  the  hon.  member  who  Introdaced 
the  motion  should  tell  us.  I  do  not  belong 
to  the  I^al  profession,  but  I  know  what 
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a  short  time  It  would  take  to  have  a  tran- 
script of  that  Judgment  sent  to  this  coun- 
tar,  and  if  there  were  any  assets  of  the 
companr  in  Canada  how  easily  they  could 
be  reached.  We  should  know  this  before 
we  are  called  upon  to  vote.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  introduced  the  motion 
knows  of  any  judgment  against  tbia  com- 
pany In  Canada  or  elsewhere  he  should  let 
us  know.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  if  the  deposit  in  the  hands 
of  the  government  could  not  be  divided 
amongst  those  who  have  been  taking  out 
Insurance  policies  believing  the  company  to 
be  on  a  sound  and  substantial  basis,  when 
they  find  now  that  it  is  insolvent,  if  It  la 
Insolvent  The  hon.  senator  from  Toronto 
qnoted  the  statute  to  show  that  it  is  the 
daty  of  the  superintendent  of  Insurance  to 
investigate  the  affairs  of  these  companies 
and  ascertain  if  they  are  Inaolvent  or  not. 
If  this  company  is  not  solvent,  has  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  done  his  duty  ?  I  should  like  to 
know  these  things.  If  we  are  not  to  have 
an  investigation  we  should  at  least  have 
this  Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  a  very  great 
misconception  as  to  the  position  of  the 
several  parties.  The  assessment  class  In 
this  company  do  not  share  In  the  profits  of 
the  company.  They  are  a  class  separate  to 
themselves.  The  clause  of  the  Act  pro- 
vides that  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  provisions  of  the  section  separate  and 
distinct  registers  and  books  of  account  shall 
be  opened  and  kept,  showing  respectlTely 
111  policies  Issued  and  business  transacted 
by  such  company  after  the  date  mentioned 
hi  the  notice,  and  all  policies  and  business 
transacted  before  such  date,  and  such  books 
and  registers  shall  show  the  moneys,  as- 
sets and  securities  pertaining  to  the  said 
respective  portions  of  such  business,  and 
the  assets  and  business  shall  be  kept  abso- 
lutely separate,  and  distinct  and  shall  not 
be  available  for  any  policy  of  the  company 
issaed  on  the  assessment  plan.  The  policies 
on  the  assessment  plan  paid  a  very  small 
premium,  and  in  that  way  there  was  an 
inducement  held  out  to  people  to  insure. 
Tears  ago  people  saw  the  failure  of  that 
principle,  so  no  new  members  joined,  and 
for  years  the  company  have  not  been  issu- 
ing polldea,  and  the  unfortunate  policy- 
holderg  coming  In  get  no  benefit  from  the 


assessment  plan  or  from  the  Issue  of  the 
ordinary  policies.  The  company  are  making 
money ;  they  have  a  surplus,  but  it  Is  not 
for  the  benefit  of  tbis  unfortunate  class. 

Parliament  said  that  the  classes  should  be 
kept  distinct,  and  the  assessed  class  are  a 
body  by  themselves.  I  see  no  way  by 
which  we  can  help  them  except  by  an 
offer,  as  I  understand  the  object  of  this 
proposed  legislation  is,  to  value  their  pre- 
sent iwlldes  and  give  them  a  straight  policy 
in  the  company. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
Is  the  BUI  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  the  proposed  Bill. 
That  is  the  only  way  I  see  they  can  be 
helped.  We  would  be  all  very  anxious  to 
help  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Ton  are  all  help- 
ing the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  company  may  be 
making  money  and  the  people  In  this  par- 
ticular class  get  no  benefit  whatever  from 
It,  because  they  are  a  class  by  themselves. 
As  each  member  dies  there  is  an  assess- 
ment on  that  class  to  which  ^ey  belong, 
and,  as  no  new  blood  is  coming  In,  natur- 
ally the  assessment  must  become  bighet' 
and  higher  each  year.  That  must  be  the 
effect  of  It.  It  is  a  failure  unfortunately. 
There  is  one  company  that  has  made  a  suc- 
cess of  it,  but  it  is  simply  because  there  have 
been  energetic  men  at  the  head  of  It,  and 
they  are  constantly  bringing  In  new  capital. 
If  a  thousand  die  in  the  year,  and  two  thous- 
and are  added,  tbe  assessment  plan  is  a 
success  ;  but  If  a  thousand  die  and  their 
places  are  not  taken  by  others,  it  Is  clear 
that  those  remaining  ipust  be  heavily  as- 
sessed. There  are  fewer  to  share  in  the 
loss,  and  consequently  It  must  be  very 
heavy  and  ruinous. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- The  assess- 
ment plan  provides,  as  you  all  know,  for  mu- 
tual assessments  to  cover  the  death  losses  of 
the  year.  It  was  assumed  when  a  policy  Is 
issued  for  the  puriwse  of  collecting  a  present 
premium  that  that  sum  waa  sufflcleut  and  it 
was  supposed  that  that  would  continue  to 
fie  suffit'ient.  If  it  was  not  sufficient  it  Is 
perfectly  plain  there  must  be  more  money 
contributed  somewhere.  Now  lo  this  case, 
so  far  as  Canada  is  concerned,  there  have 
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been  Insurances  to  a  large  amount,  but  tbe 
Tolume  has  been  reduced  and  there  is  now 
about  ^000,000  of  Insurance  on  the  assess- 
ment plan  In  Canada.  There  are  deposits 
made  with  the  government  to  the  amount 
of  «20S,000— there  was  1^228,000  when  the 
matter  was  discussed  before.  That  has  been 
increased  to  the  extent  of  $40,000  since. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-That  Is  not  cor- 
rect. The  minister  here  said  himself  there 
was  only  part  of  that  for  the  assessment 
class. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  was  $228,- 
000  that  was  stated  before.  That  is  security 
for  the  payment  of  policies  on  the  assess- 
ment plan,  to  keep  tbem  alive — that  is  to 
say,  where  tTie  holder  of  an  assessment  policy 
dies,  his  I'epresentatires  have  the  security  of 
that  deposit  in  the  hands  of  the  government 
that  they  will  get  the  insurance.  Xow,  just 
work  that  out  on  a  business  like  this,  a 
diminishing  business.  Unless  some  change 
is  made  and  security  given  tbat  the  policy 
can  be  kept  alive  at  a  living  rate,  the  result 
will  be  policies  will  drop  out  from  death 
or  from  lapses,  and  gradually  that  will  go 
down,  and*  as  It  goes  down  and  deaths  are 
more  frequent  on  that  list  the  assessments 
will  have  to  be  larger.  Further  work  that 
out  and  it  goes  down,  to  put  it  into  a  con- 
crete case  tliere  are  at  last  two  mi-n,  and 
when  the  last  man  is  left  alive  he  has  to  pay 
the  whole  sum  that  Is  due  for  the  formei-* 
memlier'H  Iimtnuu-e.  I  uiu  pointing  that  out 
to  show  how  It  works  down  gradually  as 
the  numbers  are  reduced  the  assessments 
must  be  increased.  Gradually,  as  the  deaths 
occur,  the  amounts  must  be  raised  larger 
and  larger  so  that  the  present  members 
will  be  forced  out,  and  when  they  are 
forced  out  what  becomes  of  the  deposit  i 
By  the  law  It  continues  the  property  of 
those  who  are  continuing,  as  their  security, 
and  after  all  the  continuing  members  have 
been  paid,  the  balance  goes  to  the  company 
on  the  other  side  of  the  line  that  is  entitled 
to  it  That  is  what  the  law  is  on  that,  so 
that  you  will  see  while  there  is  a  Iflrge 
deposit  here,  and  while  there  are  a  large 
number  of  members  in,  It  is  Important  that 
a  change  should  be  made  to  secure  the  con- 
tinuance to  tliose  people  of  the  largest  pro- 
portion of  that  insurance  deposit.  The 
question  is  asked,  are  there  any  Judgments 
Hod.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


against  the  company,  I  have  made  that  in* 
quiry  and  I  am  assnred— I  think  It  appears 
in  the  statement  before  us — that  there  are 
no  unsatUfied  Judgments  against  the  com- 
pany. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILL^That  is  not  cor- 
rect. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— Th^  may 
be  In  England. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— There  are  In  Ten- 

nesse  and  Kentucky. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  company 
has  withdrawn  from  doing  business  in  some 
of  those  states,  but  the  statement  is  that 
there  are  no  unsatli^ed  Judgments.  This 
much  I  know  from  the  report  of  the  depart- 
I  ment  in  New  York,  that  there  is  In  the 
1  hands  of  the  company  over  'and  above  their 
:  obligations— I  do  not  say  their  policy  obil- 
j  gattons— a  surplus  of  $454,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  liANDRY— Is  that  a  reserre 
fund? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Torouto)— Yon  can  call 
It  what  yon  please.  It  is  a  surplus,  and 
therefore  the  company  Is  not  insolvent 
There  is  no  bankruptcy  where  there  Is  a 

surplus. 

Hon.  Mr.  MeHUGH— Does  that  refer  to 
the  assessment  plan  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes,  It  Is  on 
the  assessment  plan.  On  the  level  plan  in 
this  country  where  the  policies  have  been 
changed  to  the  level  plan,  the  government 
reserve  is  put  up  and  that  amounted  to 
^40,000  at  the  time  we  were  discussing  It 
before  and  that  has  been  Increased,  from 
the  statements  made  here  to-day,  by  a  con- 
siderable sum.  So  long  as  there  are  Cana- 
dian liabilities  these  policies  are  kept  alive 
by  the  companies  assessment  payment,  and 
so  long  as  that  is  so,  this  reserve  fund  In 
the  hands  of  the  government  cannot  be  with- 
drawn or  used  for  liabilities  In  the  United 
States. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
may  be  no  unsettled  Judgments,  but  there 
are  cases  pending  against  the  company  not 
only  In  England  bvt  In  Canada.  There  was 
one  argued  uot  many  days  ago  in  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  we  should  be  careful 
how  we  pass  a  law  to  wipe  cat  those  cases. 
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However,  we  can  dlscasa  that  later  when 
tbe  Bill  comes  before  us. 

Hod.  Mr.  GASORAIK  (de  Lanandlftre) 
mored : 

That  all  the  words  after  '  that '  be  etruck  out 
ud  that  tbe  foUowiag  words  be  substituted 
therefore  Tbe  posHlon  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York,  In  Canada, 
be  considered  by  tbe  Standing  Committee  on 
Bsnking  and  Commerce,  with  full  powers  to 
■end  for  persons  and  papers  and  to  take  evi- 
dence under  oath  aad  to  report  as  tber  think 
proper  as  to  the  best  means  ot  protectlnc  Cana- 
dian policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANBRT— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order ;  the  hon.  gentleman  has  moved  tbe 
adjournment  of  the  debate  and  he  has 
spoken  on  the  snbject.  He  has  no  right  to 
more  an  amendment  • 

Hon  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanandl^re)— 

I  am  sorry  to  contradict  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, but  I  did  not  speak  on  tbe  question  ;  I 
simply  gave  way  to  the  hon.  memlwr  from 

loronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  moving  that  the 
debate  be  resumed  tbe  bon.  gentleman  did 
tbe  same  thing  as  if  he  had  made  a  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudiftre)— 
If  the  Secretary  of  State  had  not  risen  to 
speak  I  should  have  risen  myself.  I  gave 
way  to  the  Secretary  of  State  and  then 
wben  it  came  to  my  turn  I  gave  way  to  tbe 
IiD&.  gentleman  from  Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  bon.  gentleman 
should  remember  that  It  was  himself  that 
uoved  tbe  adjournment  of  the  debate  tbe 
other  day,  and  the  debate  was  adjourned 
on  a  motion  put  by  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— In  order  that  tbe 
matter  may  l>e  thoronghly  pat  before  the 
House  I  will  move  tbe  amendment.  It  is 
in  accordance  with  what  I  said  In  this 
Honse  wben  tbe  subject  was  under  dis- 
cussion. I  took  the  ground  that  In  the 
interests  of  the  company  and  of  this  House, 
the  subject  should  be  dealt  with  by  the 
general  committee,  and  if  it  is  out  of  order 
for  my  hon.  friend  from  de  Lanauditee  to 
move  tbe  amendment,  I  take  tbe  liberty 
to  move  It  myself,  feeling  satisfied  that 
those  who  complain  against  tbe  company, 
and  those  who  support  tbe  company,  wtll 
get  just  as  much  consideration  as  if  tbe 
Investigation  were  conducted  by  tbe  pro- 
posed select  committee. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
I  believe  has  already  spc^en  on  this  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  have  not  spoken  on 
this  question  since  the  motion  was  pat  to 
the  House.  I  advised  my  hon.  friend  from 
Rothesay  against  referring  tbe  matter  to 
fi  special  committee,  believing  that  the 
matter  will  be  fairly  dealt  with  by  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce.  I 
see  no  reason  why  it  should  be  dealt  with  In 
a  special  manner  any  more  than  other 
business  brought  before  this  House-  I  thiak 
I  am  within  my  rights  In  moving  the  amend- 
ment. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
admits  that  be  has  already  spoken  on  tbe 

question. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Not  on  this  qaes- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- This  question  has 
been  before  the  House  from  the  beginning 
of  tbe  session  and  has  been  postponed  from 
day  to  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  have  a  right  to  move 

an  amendment  to  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Tbe  SPEAKER- As  a  question  of  order 

has  been  raised,  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
St  Catharines  (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson)  has  not 
spoken  since  the  motion  was  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rotbesay.  It  will  be 
remembered  there  was  a  very  Irregular 
discussion.  The  hon.  gentleman  for  Rotbe- 
say spoke  three  or  four  times  before  he  put 
his  motion,  and  It  was  at  that  time  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  moves  tbe  amendment 
spoke,  but  he  has  not  spoken  since  tbe 
motion  was  put.  The  question  is  therefore, 
on  the  amendment  of  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  St.  Catharines. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  not  prepared 
to  accept  the  dictation  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 

After  Eeoess. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Rothesay  nmkes  bis  speech  In 
reply  I  wish  to  raise  a  point  of  order.  I 

want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  a 
point  of  order  that  I  raised  at  six  o'clock, 
with  reference  to  the  fact  that  the  amend- 
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ment  put  Into  tbe  hands  of  the  chair  was 
presented  by  my  hon.  friend  the  member  for 
Lincoln.  We  were  told  at  the  time  by  the 
hon.  Speaker  tliat  be  was  in  order  because 
he  had  made  his  remarks  previous  to  the 
question  being  put.  It  I  refer  to  the  Senate 
Debates  No.  17,  page  192,  I  find  the  follow- 
ing : 

The  SPEAKER— On  the  whole,  Uie  most  oon- 
Tenlent  way  is  for  Bome  hon.  gentleman  to  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned.  Thla  motion  has 
been  standing  now  for  several  days.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  not  made  his  motion  till  to-day. 
This  Is  his  third  address,  and  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  wishes  the  motion  should  stand  again. 
The  better  waj  Is  for  some  hon.  gentleman  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

After  that  after  the  Speaker  declared  that 
the  motion  had  been  put  by  my  hon.  friend 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  De  Lorlmler  spoke 
and  then  I  find  that  Mr.  Gibson  made  his 
speech.   He  spoke  as  follows  : 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  have  several  letters 
of  complaint  with  regard  to  this  company,  and 
have  been  quietly  remaining  In  my  place  in 
the  House  to  see  what  offer  would  be  made  by 
some  one  In  behalf  of  the  company. 

The  statement  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
Lincoln  Is  on  page  199  of  the  Debates.  So. 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  speech  of  the  hon. 

gentleman  from  Lincoln  was  ninde  after  the 
motion  had  been  put.  and  I  maintain  my 
point  of  order  tlint  he  has  no  right  to  move 
nn  amendment  now. 

Hon.  Sir.  KKRR  (Toronto) — But  my  hon. 
friend  will  And  that  immediately  after  the 
Speaker  made  the  observations  at  page  199. 
Jlr.  Ciisgrain  nioved  that  the  debate  be  ad- 
journed until  the  19th  May,  and  then  the 
discussion  proceeded  on  the  motion  for  ad- 
journment That  is  not  what  is  before  us 
now.  It  Is  tbe  main  motion  we  are  dealing 
with  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  tlilnk  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  very  serious  in  his  objec- 
tions. He  mast  know  what  the  meaning  of 
a  motion  for  an  adjournment  of  the  debate 
Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— When  a  point  of  order 
Is  once  settled,  even  if  settled  irregularly 
and  the  House  has  acquiesced  in  it  I  think 
it  Is  unusual  to  raise  It  again.  It  is  very 
embarrassing.  As  a  mere  matter  of  con- 
venience to  members  I  would  ask  whether  it 
would  not  be  better,  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
that  there  should  be  an  opportunity  of  voting 
on  the  question.  My  hon.  friend  can  scarce- 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


ly  raise  a  point  of  order  after  a  decision  has 
been  given  and  the  House  has  acquiesced. 
I  do  not  think  he  can  well  go  back  and  say 
the  Speaker  was  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  hon.  leader  of 
this  House  will  permit  me  I  will  tell  him 
that  I  raised  the  objection  because  I  was 
told  tbe  lion,  gentleman  from  Lincoln  had 
not  spoken  when  the  motion  was  before  the 
House.  I  want  to  put  myself  right  before 
this  House  and  to  prove  that  I  was  correct 
In  raising  that  point  of  order,  but  I  have  no 
objection  and  I  now  withdraw  the  point  of 
order.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  DOM  VILLE— The  House  has  to 
face  a  charge  that  \  have  made  from  my 
seat  in  this  chamber  against  the  New  York 
Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insurance  Company. 

and  I  would  ask  the  House  what  there  Is 
in  the  defence  that  has  been  presented.  A 
defence  has  been  urged  by  two  or  three  hon. 
gentlemen  with  great  ability,  who  do  not 
hold  the  same  views  as  myself.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Toronto  stated  that  he  wonlfl 
deal  with  me.  Well.  I  am  able  to  deal  with 
him.  I  liUe  to  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
I  hope  that  he  may  deal  with  me.  It  was 
not  a  very  nice  suggestion  to  make,  because 
I  am  here  placed  before  the  liigli  court  of 
parliament  with  so  many  legal  gentlemen 
against  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No,  I  am  not 
against  the  hon.  gentleman  at  alL 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  did  not  mention 

tbe  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man Indicated  me  with  his  eye-glasses. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  eye-glasses 
go  all  round.  I  am  a  layman  fighting  for  tbe 
poor  people  who  have  lost  their  money.  The 
government  have  nothing  to  do  with  it.  Why 
should  they  7  It  would  imply  otherwise  that 
tlie  government  were  interested  In  boldli^ 
tliem  up  and  God  knows  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  so.  I  have  every  confidence  In  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State,  but  why  all  this  flght  to 
hold  up  a  rotten  Institution  ? 

Hon.  >£r.  SCOTT— I  am  not  defending  tlie 
company  in  any  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  is  quite  right,  but  I  desire  to 
iiave  the  matter  referred  to  a  committee  of 
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tbls  House,  and  I  suppose  any  committee 
we  would  form  would  be  composed^  of  men 
of  iutelligence.  Certainly  that  committee 
mast  be  trusted  by  the  country,  and  must 
be  trusted  by  both  political  parties  or  they 
should  uot  be  here.  However,  there  should 
not  be  any  politics  in  this  House.  X  tbought 
the  speecb  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  To- 
ronto was  a  kalddoscope.  He  first  of  all 
said  this  matter  should  not  go  to  a  commit- 
tee, and  then  said  it  should  go  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  and  with 
what  object  '!  Did  he  distrust  the  men  I 
named?  Is  it  because  of  the  question  of 
wealth,  and  that  wealth  Is  to  govern  ?  Xot 
80  for  me.  I  see  bon.  gentlemen  around  me 
who  were  In  the  Commons  with  me  thirty 
years  ago.  They  may  not  agree  with  my 
principles  or  with  my  procedure. 

Hon.  Mr-  I>AXDRY— We  agree  every  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  t>OMVILL,B— We  do  and  wt- 
have  made  a  great  country,  and  we  are  not 
too  prejudiced  to  allow  somebody  else  tu 
build  on  it.  _  thought  my  hon.  friend  bnd 
lu.ide  a  case.  He  has  the  reputation  of  being 
an  able  lawyer,  but  he  has  a  hard  fight.  He 
said  this  should  not  be  sent  to  my  committee. 
Wby  ?  Because  the  committee  I  named  are 
not  responsible  ?  Frenchmen,  Irishmen,  En- 
gllahmen,  Catholic  or  Protestant,  whatever 
,von  choose  to  call  them,  but  he  says  to  send 
it  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
inerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto).— I  do  not  think 
I  said  to  send  this  resolution  to  that  com- 
mittee. I  said  that  when  the  Bill  which  1 
was  introducing  came  before  the  House  1 
proposed  to  move  that  it  be  referred  to  the 
banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  accept  what  m> 
boo.  friend  says,  but  I  say  send  it  to  a  com- 
mittee and  if  the  hon.  gentlemen  I  name  are 
not  satisfactory,  then  send  it  to  another  five 
members,  but  do  not  send  it  to  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee.  My  hon.  friend 
said  that  there  was  danger.  Danger  t(» 
whom  ?  Danger  to  the  company?  I  think 
there  Is.  Danger  to  the  poor  policy-holder 
in  Canada  ?  I  think  there  is.  I  have  made 
a  specific  charge  which  has  not  been  denied. 
Hy  hon.  friend  stated  that  'Mr.  Wells  bad 
bought  up  the  House  of  Commons  with  ¥10,- 
OOO. 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR— No.vl  said  Mr.  Wells 
Bald  that  In  I8ii5  he  had  bought  them  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— The  bon.  gentle- 
man said  furtbermore,  that  he  bad  paid  a 
member  of  the  government. 

Hou.  Mr.  KERR— No,  I  said  that  Mr. 

Wells  stated  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILL&— Is  that  not  a  ser- 
ious charge  to  make? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Nobody  believes  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  bon.  gentle- 
man said  that  Mr.  Wells  had  bought  them 

up. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— No.  I  do  not  wish  thnt 
to  go  on  record.  I  read  the  statement  thnt 
Mr.  Wells  had  said  that  he  spent  the 
money-  In  a  certain  way.  * 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  is  placing  himself  in  a 
special  position  of  pleader  and  defender  for 

them? 

Hon.  Mr,  KERR- No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— What  Is  the  bon. 

gentleman? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— A  member  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  lias  advocated  ideas 
and  put  forth  statements  sufficient  to  plead 
their  case.  Is  that  what  we  want  to  do 
here?  Who  would  have  tbought  we  would 
have  bon.  gentlemen  standing  up  and  ad- 
vocatins  the  rights  of  this  company  when 
we  find  so  many  people  in  Ciinada  complain- 
ing of  ill-treatment.  We  should  be  able  to 
say  that  the  Senate  has  done  what  they 
could  for  them.  My  hon.  friend  from  Tor- 
onto says  that  we  should  not  send  this . 
matter  to  a  special  committee,  that  tbcy 
are  no  good. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR-I  have  not  said  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-It  menus  that, 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— No.  I  do  not  wish  words- 
put  In  my  mouth. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  take  it  there  are 
no  politics  in  this  House.  We  are  here 
to  serve  the  public,  and  we  should  deal 
with  questions  that  come  before  us  on  their 
merits.  Why  does  the  hon.  gentleman  want. 
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to  send  this  matter  to  tbe  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce?  Is  it  a  liigb  court 
tribunal?  I  cannot  understand  the  opposi- 
tion to  my  proposal.  My  hon.  friend  said 
there  were  no  Judgments  against  the  com- 
pany. I  have  a  letter,  received  since  he 
spoke,  from  North  Carolina,  which  reads  as 
follows: 

I  have  referred  your  letter  to  some  attorneys 
Id  this  state  who  have  a  number  ol  judgments 
agaiost  this  compaajr.  * 

My  hon.  friend  asked  me  In  a  very  clever 

way,  'Where  are  they  In  Canada?*  They 
are  all  over  tbe  states  ;  they  are  in  Itqul- 
datlon  in  Kentucky,  and  they  have  judg- 
ments against  tbem  all  round.  My  boa. 
friend  said  that  the  govwnment  required  the 
company  to  make  certain  legal  deposits.  He 
did  not  tell  you  these  deposits  were,  only 
for  a  certificate  to  do  business.  He  did  not 
tell  you  they  might  require  them  to  put  up 
more,  but  what  was  it  put  up  for?  It  was 
put  up  simply  to  give  them  a  license  to 
do  business.  Perhaps  my  hon.  friend  would 
not]  like  to  answer  the  question  as  a  legal 
gentleman,  If  that  company  went  Into  in- 
solvency to-morrow  where  would  the  deposit 
be  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— It  would  remain  in 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— For  what? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— Security  for  Canadian 
policy-holders.  It  has  been  so  b^  In  our 
courts. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— What  have  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  to 
do  with  this  matter?  If  tbe  argument  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  Is  right,  there  should  be 
no  committee  at  all.  The  hon.  gentleman 
baa  told  tbe  House  that  it  Is  a  matter  for 
tbe  department— tbat  tbe  department  bare 
good  men  who  are  thoroughly  responsible. 
If  so,  why  should  tbe  bon.  gentleman  seek 
to  send  it  to  another  committee  instead  of 
tbe  committee  I  have  named? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  have  not  said  any- 
thing about  this  motion  going  to  any  com- 
mittee at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  took  down  what 

the  hon.  gentleman  said. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  said  that  I  proposed 
to  move  that  the  Bill  I  have  introduced 
should  be  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
HOD.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


ing  and  Commerce,  and  that  committee 
could  then  deal  with  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man's Bill  is  another  matter,  and  I  do  not 
think  it  should  be  introduced  Into  this  de- 
bate, because  it  should  be  dealt  with  oo  Its 
merits.  When  tbat  Bill  Is  under  considera- 
tion I  shall  be  prepared  to  meet  It.  The 
question  now  before  the  House  Is  whether 
we  shall  investigate  or  not.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman said  this  association  were  able  to 
meet  their  liabilities.  Does  he  tell  us  now 
that  they  are  able  to  meet  their  llabllltiefl 
and  are  doing  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  will  say,  from  the  in- 
vestlgatlou  I  have  made  I  believe  they  are 
able  to  meet  all  their  liabilities  and  have  t 
surplus  over. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Then  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  standing  in  the  light  of  an 
advocate  here.  What  was  he  doing  luTestt 
gating  their  liabilities? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  do  not  know  whether 

this  discussion  Is  quite  In  order,  but  1 
will  simply  say  that  this  is  a  matter  before 
the  House,  and  I  think  It  behooves  every 
member  to  investigate  and  learn  as  much  as 
be  can  about  matters  wtalch  come  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Tbat  Is  very  good 
in  theory,  but  we  do  not  often  iind  lawyers 
out  looking  for  outside  business.  Then  I 
ask  my  hon.  friend  why  did  he  bring  in  the 
Bill?  I  am  not  bringing  In  Bills  for  every- 
body. How  did  he  get  that  Bill?  Who 
drew  it?   I  knew  who  drew  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR-I  did  not 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  will  prove  it 
before  I  am  through.  The  hoa.  gentleman 
said  tbe  company  were  able  to  meet  all  their 
liabilities.  Where  did  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
get  that  statement  ?  Who  told  him  they 
could  meet  their  liabilities  ?  Can  my  hon. 
friend  tell  me  that  ?  My  hon.  friend  will 
not  answer  that ;  but  be  said  that  Mr.  Wells' 
statements  were  wrong.  Mr.  Wells  Is  favour- 
ably known  in  Canada.  I  will  produce  Mr. 
Wells'  letter  from  the  company  by  whlcl) 
they  offered  to  buy  him  off  If  he  would  ac 
copt.  but  he  would  not  take  It.  My  hon. 
frieud  bag  made  a  very  poor  defence.  I  think- 
He  said  there  were  differences  between  Mr. 
Wells  and  the  other  officers  of  the  company. 
Well,  that  la  only  f^edal  pleading.  I  bare 
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made  ^eclflc  charges  In  this  honour- 
able Honse  and  axipaments  are  being 
adTanced  to  defeat  the  object  I  have 
in  Tiew.  If  my  motton  Is  lost,  the 
House  must  take  the  responslbiltty.  What 
have  the  government  to  do   with   this  ? 

government  are  leaders  of  this  great 
country  and  I  thlnt  they  are  doing  every- 
thing that  is  right.  I  believe  they  are  trying 
at  any  rate  to  do  what  Is  right,  but  why 
should  they  bolster  up  Xhis  Institution  unless 
there  are  some  interrats  behind  It  of  which 
1  know  nothing.  I  am  endearonring  to  do 
my  doty  towards  the  people  of  Canada, 
bODestly  at  least  if  not  intelligently.  I  have 
been  seeking  for  deliverance  from  distress, 
for  protection  and  justice  against  the  des- 
pollers  of  widows  and  orphans  of  Oanada 
and  their  homes.  If  this  honourable 
Senate  refuses  my  request  for  a  special 
committee  the  responsibility  Is  with  them. 
Tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce may  be  all  right,  but  I  ask 
for  a  small  committee  to  deal  with  the 
matter.  The  responsibility  of  rejecting  this 
motion  must  rest  more  particularly  upon 
those  who  are  opposing  my  motion  and,  what- 
ever they  may  do,  I  must  stand  or  fall  by 
it  I  am  fighting  the  battle  for  a  lot  of 
defenceless  people,  end  If  my  hon.  friend 
and  those  .who  are  with  him  undertake  to 
accept  the  responsibility  of  burking  this  in- 
quiry, well  and  good.  I  am  one  against 
eight  or  ten  lawyers— I  do  not  hesitate  to 
•ay  ft—euKiloyed  against  me. 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— Ehnployed  against  you? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILI/E— Tes.  The,hon.  gen- 
tleman does  not  want  me  to  say  too  much. 
There  are  eight  or  ten  lawyers  fighting 
against  me.  If  my  feeble  voice  In  favour  of 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  the  country  Is 
to  be  smothered  by  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
no  interest  at  all,  l^al  men,  great  legal 
minds  who  would  not  accept  a  retainer  from 
anybody,  if  the  House  is  going  to  turn  down 
the  pe<^e  of  Oanada,  all  the  millions  that 
ure  in  it,  let  them  take  the  re^nsi- 
blUty;  I  am  out  of  it  I  believe  that 

I   have  the    country    and    the  people 

behind  me  and  the  House  must  do  what 
they  consider  fit.  If  the  House  la  pre- 
pared to  accept  the  r«BpODslbUity  of  turning 
down  the  people  who  are  crying  out  tor  us 
to  help  them,  then  I  can  say  nothing  more. 


Hon.  Sta-  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-After 
listening  to  the  declaration  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  result  of  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee,  I  do  not  well  see 
how  the  hon.  gentleman  could  support  the 
amendment  to  the  main  motion.  As  I  under- 
stood him  correctly,  the  Secretary  of  State 
declared  that  no  possible  good  could  result 
from  any  report  which  might  be  made  from 
a  select  committee  to 'be  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  character,  conduct  and  stand- 
ing of  the  New  York  Mutual  Beserve  Life 
Association.  Now,  If  that  be  correct,  does 
It  not  suggest  Itself  to  the  hon.  gentleman 
that  he  should  also  oppose  the  motion  which 
baa  been  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lincoln,  because  if  no  good  can  result 
from  the  investigation  of  a  special  com- 
mittee, certainly  no  good  can  result  from 
any  report  which  may  be  made  after  the 
question  has  been  considered  by  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee.  Then,  If  the 
House  recognizes  the  propriety  of  an  Inves- 
tigation at  all,  it  would  be  much  better  that 
that  investigation  should  be  held  by  a  select 
committee.  If  the  House  do  not  approve  of 
the  names  su^ested  by  the  mover  of  the 
resolution,  then  they  might  suggest  others. 
The  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  con- 
sists of  thirty  members.  Supposing  they  are 
all  present  how  long  is  it  going  to  take  to 
make  the  Investigation  which  is  suggested  ? 
There  can  be  but  one  result  that  would  follow 
by  reference  to  the  Bankng  and  Commerce 
Committee,  and  that  would  be  the  appoint- 
ment by  them  of  a  sub-committee  to  make 
the  inquiry  and  the  Investigation  Into  the 
matters  which  would  be  referred  to  It  Z 
am  sure  my  hon.  friend  knows  enough  of 
parliamentary  prnetice  and  of  the  workings 
of  committees  to  fully  know  that  no  thirty 
gentlemen  of  this  House  would  devote  the 
time  necessary  to  an  investigation  of  that 
character.  If  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  is  to  be  accepted  as 
correct,  then  there  should  be  no  Investiga- 
tion by  a  committee  at  all.  You  should  take 
either  one  course  or  the  other.  But  serious 
charges  have  been  made  by  an  hon.  gentle- 
man upon  bis  own  responsibility  as  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  and  the  question  for  the 
Senate  to  decide  is  whether  those  oh.-jrtie3 
should  be  investigated.  I  have  read  with  a 
very  good  deat  of  Interest  the  defence  that 
has  been  circulated  by  tbe  company.  It  Is 
a  very  able  document,  and  it  contains  a 
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very  great  deal  of  information,  but  I  ven- 
ture the  assertion  that  any  hon.  gentleman 
would  have  to  devote  a  great  deal  of  time 
to  the  study  of  that  document  before  he 
would  thoroughly  understand  It.  I  believe 
it  took  some  two  or  three  weeks  to  prepare 
it,  and  although  I  spent  an  hour  or  two  last 
night  and  some  portion  of  this  morning  to 
a  study  of  It,  I  must  frankly  confess  that  I 
felt  convinced  that  I  should  have  to  read  it 
agalu  very  carefully  before  I  should  be  able 
to  thoroughly  and  completely  understand  the 
differeut  points  which  have  been  brought 
forward.  There  i«  a  general  denial  in  that 
document  of  nearly  all  the  charges  which 
have  been  made.  There  are  a  large  number 
of  figures  given  which  would  be  utterly  use- 
less to  the  uninitiated  until  he  had  had  an  op- 
portunity of  investigatiuf  the  booths  of  the 
company  or  getting  some  expert  to  go 
through  the  books  and  make  a  report  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  said  in  the  re- 
marks which  he  made  to-night,  that  it  took 
the  inspector  of  the  insurance  companies  iu 
the  state  of  New  York  and  twelve  assistants 
three  long  months  to  investigate  the  charges 
which  had  been  made  against  this  company, 
and  their  report  was  very  strongly  in  favour 
of  the  company,  and  against  the  gentleman 
who  made  the  charges.  However,  many 
facts  have  come  to  light  since  the  Inaugura- 
tion of  this  discussion,  and  in  the  interest 
of  the  company  itself.  It  does  seem  to  me 
that  they  should  seek  a  full  investigation 
into  the  matter.  It  has  been  intimated  to 
me  by  those  who  are  promoting  the  Bill 
and  those  who  are  interested  in  the  company, 
that  they  should  be  heard  before  the  in- 
vestigation takei  place.  I  assured  that  gen- 
tleman that  from  my  knowledge  of  the  con- 
duct and  procedure  of  the  Banking  and 
Commerce  Committee,  that  if  it  should  go 
there  they  would  be  asked  before  anything 
further  was  done  to  make  their  statement. 
That  would  be  the  only  fair  and  equitable 
position  to  take,  because  when  charges  are 
made  against  an  individual,  under  our  law 
and  our  Ideas  of  tight  and  wrong,  that  party 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  defending 
Idmself  before  he  Is  condemned,  and  the 
company  need  have  no  apprehension  of  t>eing 
deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  placing  their 
case  fully  before  the  special  committee  or 
before  the  Banking  Committee.  I  should  be 
very  much  surprised,  if  that  special  com- 
mittee, if  appointed,  were  to  refuse  that 
Hod.  Sir  MACKBNZ£B  BOWiDLL. 


right,  and  I  would  be  one  of  the  first  In  Uie 
Senate  to  direct  that  committee  as  to  what 
they  should  do.  in  case  they  should  take  any 
arbitrary  position  of  that  kind.  I  do  not 
desire  at  this  moment  to  enter  Into  the  dis- 
cussion of  my  hon.  friend's  Bill.  We  will 
deal  with  that  when  the  second  reading  Is 
moved  and  there  is  a  reference  of  it  to  a 
committee  ;  but,  I  do  wish  to  point  out  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  I  repeat  it 
again  with  due  respect,  that  If  bis  positioD 
is  right  in  one  case  it  also,  applies  to  the 
other,  and  if  he  calls  upon  his  supporters  to 
vote  down  the  motion  for  a  special  commit- 
tee, I  take  it  for  granted  he  would  do  the 
same  with  the  other.  There  is  one  remark 
made  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Botbesay 
I  in  which  I  heartily  concur.  This  Is  a  matter 
in  which  politics  should  not  enter  for  a  mo- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Itlsa 
question  affecting  the  vital  interest  of  every 
man  and  woman  in  Canada  who  holds  a 
policy  in  that  company  and  we  should  deal 
with  it  as  far  as  our  means  will  permit  jpoa 
a  fair  and  equitable  basis.  If  that  can  be 
done  best  by  committee  let  us  have  the 
committee.  If  the  House  says  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee  is  the  proper 
place  to  send  it,  let  it  "ko  there  and  then  the 
chairman  and  the  members  of  the  committee 
will  have  to  take  such  means  as  are  thought 
i)est  in  order  to  bring  out  the  facta  with  as 
little  expense  and  as  little  trouble  as  pos- 
sible. If  the  committee  is  to  be  appointed  I 
certainly  would  favour  tbe  special  committee 
for  the  reasons  I  have  given  rather  than  a 
reference  to  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee  or  a  sub-committee  of  that  body. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  answer  to  the  hon. 
gentleman's  inquiry,  there  are  now  two  pro- 
positions before  the  chamber.  One  is  to 
appoint  a  special  committee  with  instnic- 
tlons  to  do  certain  things.  Their  duty,  whea 
appointed,  would  be  to  make  full  inquiry 
into  the  subject  referred  to  them.  The  other 
IS  a  very  much  more  modified  propoeitioa, 
which  I  will  read  for  the  Information  of  my 
hon.  friend  so  that  he  will  see  the  marked 
difference  between  the  two  : 

The  position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fond 
Life  Association  of  New  York  In  Canada  to  be 
considered  by  the  Standing  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce. 
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They  are  not  specially  directed  to  take 
any  proceedlags,  unless  tbeir  Judgment  leads 
them  in  that  direction.  I  had  In  view,  as 
we  all  necessarily  have  In  view,  the  proposed 
BUI  that  will  be  referred  to  that  committee, 
and  It  will  be  quite  proper  that  the  House 
shoold  express  its  clear  opinion,  if  they 
thought  it  proper  and  consistent  with 
the  evidence  before  them,  to  hold  a 
fuller  inquiry  than  Is  usually  made  on  Bills 
of  that  kind,  they  are  empowered  to  do  so, 
and  they  are  to  send  for  persons  and  papers. 
1  see  no  inconsistency  In  my  supporting  the 
amendment  rather  than  the  proposition.  One 
la  a  very  great  modification  of  the  other.  I 
can  assure  my  hon.  friend  I  have  not  asked 
a  single  member  of  this  chamber  to  coincide 
with  my  view.  I  have  simply  expressed 
trankly  and  honestly  the  opinion  I  hold. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWBLL-That 
Is  quite  sufficient 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  pressed  the 
opinion  that  it  was  entirely  foreign  to  any 
Inquiry  which  ought  to  be  taken  up  by  this 
Senate  and,  therefore,  my  course  was  to 
mpport  the  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE^-The  h<m.  gentle- 
man aa^  modlfled—why  modified  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  expressed  my  willing- 
ness to  do  so  If  I  saw  any  possible  way  of 
helping  the  unfortunate  people  who  are  in 
this  trouble,  bat  seeing  that  we  have  no 
possible  power  to  help  them  ourselves  we 
cannot  snpply  money  from  the  treasury  of 
this  country  to  assist  them  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— Nobody  asks  that 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  utterly  prepos- 
terons.  They  have  chosen  their  position 
themselves.  They  were  tempted  to  go  Into 
this  company  because  it  had  an  attraction 
for  them.  It  was  a  pure  piece  of  gambling. 
Ton  might  Just  as  well  come  to  the  rescue 
of  persona  who  -haTe  lost  money  on  the 
stock  exchange.  It  was  pure  gambling 
thtir  goin^  into  insurance  on  that  principle. 
They  were  attracted  by  the  small  premium 
they  bad  to  pay,  and  the  hope  that  they 
would  not  be  assessed  for  any  conriderable 
sums. 

Hon.   Mr.  DOMVII/LB— Why   have  so 
many  defended  It  ? 
15 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  doubt  there  are 
many  who  would  like  to  escape  from  the 
consequences  of  their  mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>OMVILLE^Why  are  there  so 
many  advocates  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
in  favour  of  the  company  and  against  the 
public  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-^I  hare  no  regard  what- 
ever for  the  company.  I  would  not  insure 
or  advise  anybody  to  insure  with  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLB— Why  back  them 

up  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  ^OTT— I  am  not  backing  them 
up.  I  am  simply  defending  the  interests  of 
the  people  and  the  honour  of  parliament 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBI/Ir-Tbe 
original  motion  says  *  a  select  committee  to 

Investigate  the  position  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  in  Canada.* 
The  amended  motion  substitutes  the  words 
'  consider  the  standing  '  instead  of  '  investi- 
gate the  standing.'  I  think  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  find  the  amendment  Is  just 
as  broad  as  the  original  motion,  because  it 
goes  to  this  full  extent  *  considered  by  the 
standing  committee  on  Banking  and  Com* 
tnerce,  with  full  powers  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  &c.,  to  investigate  and  report  as 
they  think  proper  aa  to  the  best  means  *— 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  are  not  directed 
or  instructed  to  do  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Yes, 

they  are  directed  to  consider  and  do  what 
they  think  proper,  and  to  send  for  persons 
and  papers  and  take  evidence  under  oath 
and  to  report.  I  must  confess  I  see  very 
little  difference  between  the  two  motions. 
One  is  to  *  investigate,'  the  other  is  to  *  con- 
sider and  investigate.' 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— Not  nece»> 
sarlly. 

Hon.  Mr.  CI>ORAN— It  was  not  my  inten- 
tion to  take  part  In  this  debate.  I  had  de- 
cided to  leave  that  to  the  older  heads  of  this 
honourable  body,  and  especially  those  who 
have  suffered  at  the  bands  of  the  company, 
but  I  find  that  the  hands  of  the  company  are 
becoming  a  little  stronger  than  the  hands  of 
their  victims  In  this  House,  and  as  a  senator 
and  a  man  rcvresenting  public  feeling  and 
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public  interest  In  this  country,  I  canuot  tol- 
erate anything  of  tbat  l£ind.  My  name  was 
mentioned  in  consection  with  tbis  special 
committee  and  I  decided  to  remain  absolute- 
ly independent  and  impartial,  notwithstand- 
ing friendly  relations  with  certain  members 
-who  are  making  aflght  against  the  company. 
My  determination  was  made  to  see  that  Jus- 
tice should  be  done  both  to  the  company  and 
to  the  policy-holders,  but  for  certain  reasons 
that  I  cannot  fathom  or  explain,  hon.  sena- 
tors In  this  House  are  so  inconsistent  and 
BO  contradictory  that  it  la  an  astoulsbing 
thing  to  me,  a  young  senator.  There  are 
hon.  members  of  this  House  who  have  pro- 
tested against  the  Investigation  before  a 
special  committee  who  are  willing  now  to 
swallow  an  Inyestlgation  before  a  general 
committee.  What  Is  the  difference?  Is 
it  that  the  special  committee  are  unworttiy 
to  bare  the  interests  of  tbla  Inrestlgatlou 
confided  to  them?  If  so,  I  am  pr^red  to 
withdraw  my  name  from  the  committee,  but 
in  doing  so  I  lodge  my  protest  beforo  tbls 
honourable  House  in  regard  to  this  matter. 
Either  the  company  is  right  or  the  company 
is  wrong.  Bltber  the  hon.  senator  from 
Botbesay  Is  right  or  he  Is  wrong  in  bis 
charges  against  the  company.  If  tbe  com- 
pany is  right  it  Is  their  duty  to  second 
tbe  motion  of  the  bon.  senator  from  Botbe- 
say and  demand  an  investigation.  If  the 
company  Is  wrong  it  Is  their  privilege  and 
within  their  power  to  try  and  cover  their 
tracks.  I  do  not  know  in  what  position 
they  stand  to-day,  I  have  heard  arguments 
for  and  declarations  against  I  am  Aot 
prepared  to  say  who  Is  right  I  am  still, 
notwithstanding  the  statement  of  my  bon. 
friend  from  Rothesay  to-night,  with  an 
open  mind.  I  am  here  on  tbe  floor  of 
this  House  to  render  justice  to  whom 
Justice  is  due.  I  cannot  understand, 
and  I  wish  an  explanation  of  the 
fact,  why  bon.  senators  of  tbis  House 
wlsb  to  take  tbe  investi^tion  out  of  the 
bands  of  five  bon.  live  senators  and  put  It 
into  tbe  hands  of  a  committee  of  dead  sen- 
ators. The  investigation  is  right  o^  It  Is 
wrong.  If  It  Is  right  and  necessary,  leave 
it  In  tbe  hands  of  tbe  special  committee, 
because  I  agree  with  tbe  hon.  senator  from 
Rothesay  In  thinking  It  is  the  only  means 
whereby  you  can  get  at  tlie  facts.  If  you 
hand  tbls  investigation  over  to  the  general 
Hon.  Hr.  CLORAN. 


committee  It  will  He  dormant,  and  on  these 
grounds,  as  one  of  tbe  special  committee 
named,  I  am  prepared  to  withdraw  my  name 
and  ask  the  mover  to  substitnte  for  It  the 
name  of  any  other  senator.  But  I  have 
tbls  to  say  ;  I  find  it  very  strange  when  an 
b(m.  member  of  this  House  rises  in  bis  place 
and  makes  certain  accusations  against  a 
company  which  Is  chartered  nnder  oar  law, 
that  all  of  a  sudden  there  are  several  mem- 
bers who  rise  and  defend  the  aocnsed.  What 
Is  their  duty  In  defending  tiie  accused  at  this 
stage  of  aifalrs,  based  upon?  An  bon.  sen- 
ator stakes  bis  charact«  and  reputation 
npon  the  charges  be  is  making.  The  dnty 
of  tbls  honourable  House  is  to  give  him  an 
opportunity  to  prove  his  allegations,  and  If 
be  Is  not  able  to  do  so,  then  It  Is  time  for  the 
Senate  to  take  action  In  regard  to  him,  but 
not  to  refuse  him  an  opportunity  to  prove 
what  he  has  charged  against  the  company. 
Under  the  clrcumstancea,  If  it  la  right  to 
send  thiB  matter  for  Investigation  before  the 
general  committee,'  it  Is  also  right  to  send 
it  before  a  special  committee,  and  I  shall 
vote  for  tbe  fecial  committee  with  a  re- 
guest  that  the  hon.  member  from  Rothesay 
will  move  to  withdraw  my  name  from  that 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  wish  to  give  my 
reasons  for  the^  vote  I  am  about  to 
record.  I  cannot  agree  in  many  res- 
pects with  the  statement  made  by  tbe  leader 
of  tbis  House.  If  tbe  one  committee 
involves  an  expense  which  ought  not 
to  be  borne  by  tbls  House,  then  I 
think  the  other  committee  will  be  equally 
expensive  and  uo  more  efficient  than  tbe  one 
tbat  was  first  spoken  of.  Again,  It  strikes 
me  that  if  you  are  going  to  have  a  com- 
mittee, you  ought  to  have  a  committee  sub- 
ject to  and  under  the  control  of  the  House 
where  they  can  report  frequently  and 
have  orders  Issued  by  tbe  House  to 
the  committee.  I  understand  that  if 
tbat  first  committee  spoken  of  is  to 
act  It  Is  their  bounden  duty  to  report 
from  time  to  time  to  this  House  and  receive 
instructions  what  they  are  to  do,  and  there- 
fore this  enormous  expense  spoken  of  ns  un- 
bearable by  tbe  country,  would  be  obviated 
and  prevented.  A  remark  made  by  the  hon. 
leader  of  this  House  was  that  if  people  were 
such  fools  as  to  Insure  with  a  company  of 
tbls  kind  they  ought  to  sulTer.  Hon.  gentle- 
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men,  I  anderstand  this,  that  In  1885  tbey 
came  to  parliament  and  asked  for  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Gteneral  Insurance  Act  to  give 
them  a  standing  In  the  conntry,  whereby 
they  could  do  a  certain  line  of  business.  Are 
farmers  and  farmers*  wives  to  be  stigmatized 
to-day  as  being  ignorant  when  parliament 
deliberately  and  with  intent  placed  that  com- 
pany in  a  position  wh^e,  through  its  agents, 
it  could  mislead  these  people  ?  Are  its  vic- 
tims to  be  told  to-day  that  there  Is  no  redress, 
that  nothing  can  be  done  to  relieve  them  ? 
I  say  It  is  a  travesty  on  justice  and  we  here 
are  bound  under  obligations  to  do  that  which 
will  as  far  as  possible  remedy  the  evil  per- 
petrated by  the  agents  of  this  company.  It 
Is  said  that  no  good  can  arise  from  the  in- 
vestigation. Is  It  not  a  reason  why,  If  there 
be  wrong-doing,  we  should  endeavour  to  get 
at  the  wrong-doers  and  expose  them,  so  tiiat 
they  will  not  contlnne  their  wrongdoing  any 
longer.  If  we  allow  It  to  pass  on  an  occasion 
like  this  what  Is  there  to  prevent  them  still 
continuing  it  ?  If  this  company  have  en- 
tered Into  obligations  and  have  failed  to  keep 
them,  they  should  be  punished  either  by 
putting  them  Into  Insolvency  or  in  some  other 
way.  They  should  not  be  allowed  to  come 
to  padiamCTt  and  ask  for  new  powers,  so 
that  after  scuttling  one  or  two  companies 
they  may  scuttle  others  under  anthorl^  from 
this  House.  We  are  here  under  obligations 
to  do  something  on  behalf  of  people  who 
have  suffered.  It  seems  rather  a  reflection  on 
the  members  of  this  select  committee,  that 
tbey  should  he  told  they  are  not  competent 
to  Investigate  this  matter,  and  then  to  say 
that  it  most  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce.  Have 
we  heard  one  word  derogatory  to  the  stand- 
ing of  the  members  of  this  House  named  on 
the  select  committee  ?  We  have  not.  and 
until  I  am  shown  that  that  committee  Is  not 
entitled  to  the  confldence  of  the  House,  I 
would  be  reflecting  upon  them  If  I  in  any  way 
snpported  a  motion  to  substitute  for  them 
anotho-  committee.  Feeling  thus  and  look- 
ing at  tlie  matter  from  BYCtj  standpoint,  I 
believe  that  tbe  select  committee  will  do  the 
work  far  better  and  more  efficiently,  and 
report  more  regularly  to  this  House,  than 
tbe  general  comml^^tee  and  we  may  be  able 
to  get  at  justice  lb  a  proper  manner.  Is  It 
light  that  hundreds  of  people  from  one  end 
of  Canada  to  tbe  other  should  be  appealing  to 
tbls  paiUament  for  relief,  and  that  we  should 
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turn  a  deaf  ear  to  them  ?  True,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  says  nothing  can  be  done  by 
parliament  for  th»n.  But  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  govemm<fnt  of  the  day  ought 
to  do  something,  as  tbey  have  led  the 
people  to  believe  by  Incorporating  the  com- 
pany, and  by  accepting  the  securllr  deposited 
with  tbe  goverpment,  that  there  would  be  a 
guarantee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— My  hon.  friend  shakes 
his  head.  Why  did  they  give  them  a  new 
clothlog  to  go  on  and  do  business  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  (Mr.  Kerr)  is  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  for  that  purpose.  You  may  put 
new  clothes  on  them,  but  it  will  be  tbe  old 
stuff  stlU— the  Mutual  Beserve  Association. 
I  therefore  believe  it  would  be  doing  wrong 
on  the  present  occasion  to  transfer  this  In- 
vestigation to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce,  and  feeling  that  way,  I  shall 
vote  against  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  rise  to  explain  ;  I 
thought  I  had  made  myself  perfectly  clear. 
I  said  one  committee  was  appointed  specific- 
ally to  do  certain  work.  The  Bill  Introduced 
by  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  will  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commwce  and  they  coQld  consider  whether 
they  should  go  on  with  the  Inquiry.  I  had 
not  the  most  remote  Idea  that  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Commerce  would  under- 
take it,  because  I  think,  on  reflection,  they 
would  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
not  within  their  province  and  not  a  proper 
inquiry  to  make. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man wished  to  lead  tbe  House  to  believe  that 
the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee 
would  get  rid  of  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  my  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Then  you  send  it  to 
tbe  Banking  and  Oommmie  Committee  to  get 
rid  of  it  t 

Hon.   Mr.   SCOTT-I    felt    that  when 

the  matter  was  more  coolly  and  calm- 
ly discussed  they  would  reject  the 
Idea  of  making  an  Inquiry,  because  it 
Is  foreign  to  this  Senate.  The  par- 
ties who  took  out  policies  knew  what  they 
were  doing.  They  chose  to  make  a  gamble 
of  It.    There  was  no  deception  or  fraud 
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about  it.  Persons  chose  to  enter  luto  a 
foolish  contract,  under  a  belief  tliat  tliey 
were  getting  cheap  insurance  and  as  years 
went  on  they  found  tliey  were  mistaken.  As 
one  bon.  gentleman  explained  to  me,  he  was 
tempted  to  take  $10,000  because  the  pre- 
miams  at  first  were  $200  a  year,  bnt  as 
deaths  occurred  iiis  assessments  were  in- 
creased to  $400  and  up  to  $800,  so  he  dropped 
out  I  have  endeavoured  to  explain  that 
this  company  is  no  longer  taking  policies  of 
that  kind.  They  have  long  since  abandoned 
the  assessment  system.  Nobody  asks  now 
for  anything  but  a  straight  policy  from  this 
company.  The  assessment  system  has  been 
abandoned,  and  It  Is  because  It  has  been 
abandoned  that  the  unfortunate  people  vrho 
hold  policies  under  the  assessment  plan  are 
squeezed  for  such  high  amounts.  Parlia- 
ment cannot  help  them.  You  cannot  get  the 
government  of  this  country  to  take  money 
out  of  the  treasury  to  pay  them.  It  is  a  con- 
tract between  the  individual  policy-holder 
and  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  DO.MVILLE— My  hon.  friend  is 
resorting  to  special  pleading  about  assess- 
ments. Tiiat  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question.  What  we  have  to  confine  our- 
selves to  this  evening  is  whether  this  hon- 
ourable body  win  allow  the  Inquiry  to  be 
made  by  a  special  committee  or  by  some 
other  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDtUAND— I  intend  to  vote 
for  the  amendment  and  I  shall  give  my  rea- 
sons for  doing  so.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Rothesay  has  in  five  or  six  speeches  stated 
his  grievances  against  the  company,  and  has 
based  his  whole  demand  for  this  committee 
upon  the  fact  that  there  are  Canadian  poUcy- 
bolders  who  are  suffering,  who  have  either 
been  obliged  to  drop  their  policies  or  submit 
to  extortionate  assessments.  He  says  we 
should  come  to  their  rescue.  I  claim  that 
this  motion  does  not  go  far  enough.  He 
wants  to  And  out  where  the  money  has  gone, 
and  whether  the  expenditure  has  been  wise 
or  unwise  ;  how  much  was  paid  for  salaries, 
ice.  I  am  not  so  much  interested  to  find 
where  the  money  has  gone  as  to  .know  what 
we  can  do  to  help  the  present  policy-holders 
and  perhaps  the  lapsed  policy-holders.  We 
have  a  Bill  before  this  House  which  pro- 
poses to  cure  the  evil  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Rothesay  complained  of.  He 
wants  to  probe  into  the  administration  of  the 
Bon.  Ur.  SCOTT. 


Mutual  Reserve  Life  Association,  while  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  brings  in  a  Bill 

by  which  he  proposes  to  help  the  policy- 
holders. I  say  let  us  investigate  with  this 
one  end  In  view,  curing  the  evil  and  coming 
to  the  rescue  of  those  unfortunate  people. 
If  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto,  which  we  will  discuss  to-morrow, 
Is  nof  satisfactory.  It  can  be  amended  or  set 
aside.  It  a  public  Bill,  but  It  can  be  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
and  then  we  will  meet  not  only  the  Bill  but 
the  company  itself  *nd  take  whatever  course 
we  deem  propes  to  investigate  the  whole 
affairs  of  the  company  and  apply  a  remedy. 
We  will  demand  certified  statements  which 
will  be  satisfactory  to  us  to  be  acted  upon. 
We  will  get  all  the  necessary  Information 
for  the  purpose  of  framing  a  Bill  which  will 
relieve  these  people.  The  stand  which  I  take 
is  the  result  of  an  ordinary  process  of  rea- 
soning. It  Is  needless  to  say  I  am  not  In- 
terested to  the  extent  of  being  either  a  policy- 
holder, live  or  lapsed,  because  it  Is  not  ne- 
cessary for  a  member  of  this  House  to  say 
he  is  not  Interested  in  any  measure  before 
the  Senate.  It  is  always  taken  for  granted 
that  we  are  here  as  Impartial  legislators, 
applying  our  best  judgment  to  the  questions 
submitted  to  us,  but  there  is  a  gentleman 
who'is  interested  in  this  matter,  who  is  pay- 
ing a  heavy  tax  to  this  company  and  has 
been  obliged  to  drop  his  policy;  I  refer  to 
the  bon.  gentlcanan  from  Mllle  lies  (Hon. 
Mr.  David).  He  baa  seconded  the  amend- 
ment, and  Is  satisfied  that  the  matter  should 
go  Into  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Com- 
mittee. I  wonder  If  we  are  not  entitled  to 
our  own  opinions  iu  declaring  that  fact, 
that  by  examining  at  the  same  time  the 
affairs  of  the  company  to  the  extent  that  we 
Judge  proper  In  the  committee  and  the  re- 
medy we  need  to  apply.  If  It  is  not  better 
than  appointing  a  special  committee  that 
will  investigate  on  lines  that  may  not  be  at 
all  satisfactory  to  the  majority  of  the  Senate, 
and  at  the  same  time  allow  the  Banking  and 
Commerce  Committee  to  be  seized  of  this 
Bill  and  attend  to  its  own  investigation  in 
order  to  bring  out  from  that  committee  a 
perfect  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  may  not  go  to  that 
committee. . 

Hon.  Mr.  UAMJL'RAND— As  I  said  it  Is 
a  public  BUI,  but  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
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Committee  is  tbe  only  one  to  which  It  should 
go.  The  Bill  cannot  he  referred  to  a  special 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIDLE— Tbe  Bill  Is  not 
before  ns  now;  It  Is  the  resolntlon  which  I 

i^ave  submitted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDCBANI>-It  is  because 
there  is  a  Bill  which  I  Intended  to  rote  to 
send  to  tbe  Committee  on  Bankins  and 
Commoce. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE:— My  hon.  friend 
should  not  prejudice  himself  by  deciding 
in  advance  how  he  will  rote. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDtJRAND— I  ^Te  my  rea- 
sons why  I  intend  to  vote  to  hare  this  mat- 
ter  InTestigated  by  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce.  The  investigation  should 
be  held  by  the  same  committee  that  will 
bare  to  deal  with  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>OMVlI>LE-The  hon.  gentle- 
man tells  ns  how  he  is  going  to  vote  on  a 
measure  which  is  not  before  us.  It  was 
only  a  moment  ago  he  said  be  had  an  open 
mind.  What  conclusion  nre  we  to  draw 
from  the  two  statements  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAN]>-When  we  come 
to  rote  we  most  t^ose  our  minds  and  come 
to  a  coudualon. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  wish  to  draw  at- 
tention to  this  fact;  the  hon.  gentleman 
votes  for  this  amendment  because  the  other 
Bill,  he  says,  will  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND-^I  shall  vote  for 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Bill  has  not 
been  referred  to  that  committee  and  we  do 
not  know  whether  It  will  be  or  not-  If 
tbe  .regular  course  Is  followed,  It  will  be 
referred  to  a  committee  of  the  whole  House, 
because  it  is  a  public  Bill,  and  not  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  so 
the  reason  given  by  the  hon.  member  for 
TOting  tcs  this  amendment  is  not  valid.  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  leader  of  tbe 
Senate  to  this  other  fact,  that  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Association  Is  not  like  other  Mutu- 
al companies,  and  it  is  because  it  t>oa6ted 
not  to  be  on  the  same  footing  that  the 
people  have  been  deceived.  Contrary  to 
other  Mutual  companies,  this  [»articu)ar  one 
oi^;atti»d  a  reserve  fund  which,  in  the 


opinion  of  those  people,  would  obviate  the  ne- 
cessity of  Increased  assessments.  A  reserve 
fond  was  created  for  that  purpose  and  the 
policy-holders  were  told  that  they  would 
never  have  to  suBFer  by  the  Increase  of  the 
death  calls,  because  a  special  reserve  fond 
bad  been  created  to  meet  any  such  increase 
and  in  that  way  tbe  present  company  was  in 
a  dUferent  position.  The  reason  then  given 
by  the  leader  of  the  goveniment  for  the 
defence  of  tbe  company  Is  not  one  that 
should  commend  itself  to  the  consideration 
of  tbe  Senate.  I  wonder  why  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man from  DeLorimier  (Hon.  Mr.  Dandurand) 
praises  his  own  Independence  so  highly 
and  his  principles  regarding  public  legls* 
latlon.  We  must  not  forget  that  there  are 
always  very  notable  exceptions,  and  one 
of  them  was  last  year  when  tbe  hon.  mem- 
ber voted  to  set  aside  all  those  principles 
to  prevent  a  political  opponent  from  reaping 
the  advantages  created  by  a  measure 
brought  dowu  by  tbe  government  So  I 
suppose  those  exceptions  prove  a  general 
rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  want  to  add  a 
word  to  what  I  have  said  about  this  matter. 
I  was  very  strongly  Inclined  to  vote  for  the 
amendment  to  send  the  matter  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  but  now 
In  the  face  of  the  explanation  given  by  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  that  amendment  Is  a 
mere  myth.  It  is  nothing  at  all.  In  voting 
to  send  It  to  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee  I  rote  to  stifle  all  inrratlgatlon, 
because  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has 
told  us  that  tbe  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee  would  not  think  of  undertaking 
an  investigation.  I  coaxed  my  friend  here 
(Hon.  Mr.  Domville)  very  strongly  to  consent 
to  the  reference  of  tbe  matter  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  (Commerce  and  I  am  very 
glad  now  that  be  did  not  consent  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  asked  what  good  can  come 
of  an  investigation  of  this  kind  1  Let  us 
extend  that  idea  Just  a  little.  If  a  man 
burned  my  house  and  I  appealed  for  redress 
to  the  authorities,  what  would  I  think  If 
they  replied  '  What  Is  the  good  of  trying  to 
And  out  who  was  the  Incendiary  ;  It  will 
not  build  your  house  again.'  If  a  man  se- 
cretly enters  your  house  and  steals  your 
purse  and  you  go  to  the  police  for  redress, 
what  would  yon  think  if  they  replied  :  '  What 
is  tbe  good?  You  will  never  get  the  money 


Digitized  by 


Google 


230 


SENATE 


back.  Wbat  advantage  will  It  be  to  you  to 
hold  an  investigation?'  We  put  this  com- 
pany in  a  position  to  do  business  in  Cana- 
da. If,  as  the  hoD.  Secretary  of  State  says, 
it  was  a  gambling  concern,  we  were  respon- 
sible for  clothing  the  company  with  authori- 
ty to  do  sncb  a  business  in  Canada.  We 
should  consent  to  give  the  Investigation  and 
ascertain  who  Is  responsible. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  suggested  that  amend- 
ment because  I  was  sincerely  convinced 
there  would  be  an  investigation,  tfnd  I  was 
not  here  when  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
spoke.  If  I  am  convinced  that  there  will  be 
no  investigation  by  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce,  I  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
my  name  from  the  amendment  I  want  to 
be  sincere,  I  want  to  be  faithful  to  the 
opinion  I  expressed,  so  tliat  unless  I  have  a 
guarantee,  that  an  luveatigatlon  will  be 
m&de  by  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce,  I  aball  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr,  ECQRR  (Toronto)— Personally,  my 

vote  would  be  against*  both  the  amendment 
and  the  resolution.  I  am  opposed  to  an  in- 
vestigation, but  if  the  House  approve  of  an 
investigation  of  some  character  I  shall  sup- 
port the  amendment  instead  of  the  resolu- 
tion, not  because  I  wish  it  understood  in 
any  way  that  I  am  discriminating  against 
the  personnel  of  the  committees,  for  1  have 
not  analysed  them  at  all.  and  I  am  not  a 
member  of  either  of  them,  but  because  I 
think  that  the  hand  of  the  one  committee 
is  tied  to  a  definite  Investigation  of  the 
aftairs  of  the  company,  and  this  House  Is 
committed  to  an  Investigation  without  any 
qualification  whatever ;  whereas,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  reference  which  is  made  by 
the  amendment  Is  to  the  Banking  and  Com- 
merce Committee,  who  are  to  consider  the 
position  of  the  company  in  Canada  and  who, 
with  regard  to  the  position  of  the  company 
in  Canada  are  to  be  clothed  with  authority 
to  make  such  investigation  as  may  be  deem- 
ed advisable,  necessary  and  useful. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— What  Is  the  differ- 
ence V 

Hon.  Mr.  KBBR— If  the  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  see  It,  he  will  pardon  me  if  I  pro- 
ceed with  what  I  was  desiring  to  say.  I 
mean  to  say,  therefore,  that  there  Is  to  be 
a  definite  Investigation.  It  Is  to  be  for  the 
Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN. 


Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  to  con- 
sider the  position,  and  it  Is  for  them  to  say 
how  far  they  will  go.  In  the  other  case 
there  is  no  limit 

Hon.  Mr.  i>UMVILLE— I  call  my  hoD. 
friend  to  order.  He  should  not  say  there  is 
no  limit 

The  8PSAEBR— The  hon.  gentleman  has 

no  right  to  Interrupt 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  say  the  one  having  a 
definite  Instruction,  without  Quallflcation  in 
It  at  all,  the  other  having  a  discretton  as  to 
the  extent  to  which  they  wBl  luTestigate, 

the  latter  I  think  Is  preferable,  and 
the  proper  one  here,  because  I  think  the  end 
that  can  be  attained  Is  not  wbat  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Wellington  is  looking  for. 
When  a  man  bums  down  his  twrn  and  Is 
prosecuted,  convicted  and  sent  to  the  peni- 
tentiary, there  is  nothing  to  be  gained  by 
the  prosecution.  That  would  be  the  position 
In  this  case.  If  the  person  who  mlsappro* 
priated  the  money  had  to  be  prosecuted,  but 
if  there  has  been  misappropriation  of  money 
here,  how  can  we  send  a  man  to  the  peni- 
tentiary Id  Canada  when  his  bead  office 
is  In  New  York  7 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— Put  him  out  of  busi- 
ness in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  EBBR— Those  who  acted  as 

agents  In  the  past  in  this  country— and  there 
are  some  of  them  in  the  Senate— are  not 
accused  of  having  done  anything  that  Is 
improper  in  soliciting  business,  and  repre- 
senting the  company  here.  The  charges 
that  are  made  here  are  that  there  has  beea 
a  misappropriation  of  the  funds  in  the  United 
States  by  the  company.  But  the  point  we 
have  to  consider  now  Is,  how  far  the  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  Committee  would  think 
proper  to  go  either  with  or  without  further 
instructions  from  this  House  though  they 
are  clothed  with  full  power.  The  point  is 
how  far  they  would  go,  when  their  object 
would  be  to  determine  wbat  Is  best  for  the 
policy-holders  In  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBAUDBAU  (Rlgaud)— I  am 
very  sorry  that  the  principle  of  Investigation 
has  been  accepted  by  the  House  apparently, 
because  I  think  that  the  question  should  not 
be  placed  before  the  House  in  this  way.  I 
believe  the  question  should  be  investigation 
or  no  investigation.  Personally  I  would  have 
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voted  not  to  bare  any  InTeetigatlon,  bat 
since  tbe  investlgatloii  principle  has  been 
accepted  I  tbink  the  mover  Is  entitled  to 
talB  own  committee  and  I  will  vote  for  tbe 
motion.  If  tbe  principle  bad  not  been  ac- 
cepted I  would  bare  voted  for  no  Inveiftlga- 
tlon  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DATID— I  want  to  know  from 
tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  If  tbe  BUI  wUt 
be  sent  to  tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and 

Commerce  so  that  the  committee  will  take 
into  consideration  tbe  BIU  and  at  the  some 
time  the  motion  which  has  been  made  by 
tbe  hoD.  gentleman  from  Rothesay. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  I  mentlooed  very 
decidedly  more  than  once  that  my  idea  in 
supporting  tbe  amendment  was  that  the  Bill 
would  be  sent  to  tbe  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Commerce  and  tbe  extent  of  tbelr  In- 
qniry  would  be  tn  their  discretion.  In  tbe 
otber  case,  there  was  a  positive  direction, 
bat  If  sent  to  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee  it  would  be  entirely  In  their  dis- 
cretion. My  own  conviction  was  that  when 
they  came  to  understand  It  they  would  only 
go  just  so  far  that  they  thought  would  be 
In  tbe  interests  of  the  Canadian  policy-hold- 
ers. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobourg)— I  crave  the 
Indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few  minutes 
to  make  one  or  two  remarks.  An  bon.  gen- 
tleman has  said  that  those  wbo  opposed  tbe 
original  motion  are  defending  the  company. 
I  deny  that  in  toto.  I  am  not  here  to  defend 
the  company  or  uphold  anything  that  I 
think  is  wrong.  I  am  here  to  advocate  what 
I  think  Is  the  proper  course.  It  has  been 
said  here  with  great  emphasis  that  it  Is  a 
reflection  upon  members  of  this  select  com- 
mittee not  to  send  this  inquiry  to  them.  I 
deny  that.  I  have  tbe  highest  possible  re- 
spect for  the  members  suj^sted  to  act  on 
that  committee.  But  we  have  a  committee 
\\'hlch  is  quite  competent  and  able  to  deal 
with  the  whole  matter,  and  I  shall  vote  to 
send  it  to  tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce,  to  whom  very  likely  tbe  Bill  now 
before  the  House  wUl  and  should  be  sent, 
in  order  that  that  committee  may  have  tbe 
whole  question  before  it,  and  deal  with 
the  whole  question.  They  will  have  the 
whole  Inquiry  before  them,  and  they  will 
have  the  Bill  before  them  and  whatever  may 
be  tbe  opinion  of  this  House,  so  far  as  I  am 


concerned  as  a  member  o(  the  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  anything  that 
comes  before  that  committee  will  be  treated 
by  me  to  the  best  of  my  ability  with  bona 
fides  and  downright  earnestness.  I  regret  to 
see  tbe  view  that  some  of  the  hon.  members 
take  on  this  matter.  I  have  beard  it  said : 
'  We  might  as  well  argue  If  a  man  burned 
your  house  down  there  was  oo  use  punishing 
him '.  I  do  not  consider  that  sound  argu- 
ment. As  a  lawyer  having  bad  considerable 
experience,  I  do  not  consider  it  any  argu- 
ment 9t  all.  and  I  say  tlils  with  due  respect 
When  a  man  commits  an  offence  of  that 
kind  the  law  Is  enacted  for  tbe  purpose  of 
puuisbliig  bim  and  he  Is  tried  by  tbe  ma- 
chinery of  tUe  law  and  dealt  with.  ThIO 
Senate  has  no  such  power,  and  In  my  view 
that  argument  is  utterly  no  argument  what- 
ever. I  want  tbe  Inquiry  referred  wltta  the 
Bill,  to  that  large  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Commerce  and  one  may  be  the  com- 
plement at  the  otber.  I  want  to  say  that  that 
Bin  can  be  so  framed  and  made  so  compre- 
hensive as  to  deal  with  this  whole  question. 
That  is  a  question  this  Senate  can  deal  with, 
and  deal  with  effectually,  and  it  may  be  that 
one  committee  will  effectually  dispose  of 
both  branches  of  this  question.  I  am  not 
going  to  vote  for  no  inquiry.  I  am  going  to 
vote  to  send  it  to  the  Bankii^  and  Commerce 
Committee,  a  large  and  Intelligent  commit- 
tee, a  committee  that  has  a  standing  In  tbla 
country,  and  a  committee  incapable  of  doing 
anything  they  do  not  consider  as  being 
right  and  in  tbe  best  interest  of  tbe  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  tilBSON— M'hen  tbe  motion  was 
placed  In  the  Speaker's  hands — and  there 
seemed  to  be  some  dlfBcuIty  as  to  the  proper 
party  in  the  House  to  move  the  amendment 
— I  felt  constrained  to  offer  my  name  to  tbe 
amendment,  and  In  doing  so  I  felt  that  that 
amendment,  as  I  heard  It  read,  was  not  for 
the  purpose  of  stifling  an  investigation,  but 
of  sending  it  to  the  proper  committee.  To- 
night It  has  been  expressed  that  tbe  BUI 
which  is  about  to  be  Introduced  by  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  may  be  treated  as 
a  public  Bill.  I  want  to  say  that  it  would 
not  be  fair,  In  tbe  interest  of  tbe  otber  in- 
surance companies  of  Canada  that  are  doing 
business  in  this  country,  to  have  this  Bill 
declared  a  public  Bill  and  discussed  in  this 
House  witliout  the  otber  Insurance  compa- 
nies being  beard  with  regard  to  tbe  special 


Digitized  by 


Google 


283 


SENATE 


measure,  and  unless  It  is  referred  to  tbe 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  then 
this  IBlll  should  not  hare  come  to  this  House 
at  all.  because  I  know  that  the  insurance 

companies,  through  their  presidents,  hare  al- 
ready written  to  tbe  government  with  regard 
to  this  special  BIH,  which  Is  running  all 
through  this  discussion  with  t'\e  motion  of 
my  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  BUI  Is  not 
running  through  my  mind  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  UIBSON-This  Bill  has  been  dis- 
cussed along  with  the  complaints  made  by 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay,  and  I 
think  it  would  be  a  most  unfortunate  thing 
If  the  matter  were  dealt  with  by  a  special 
committee  of  the  House,  Instead  of  by 
tbe  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee.  I 
want  to  place  myself  fairly  and  squarely 
before  this  House  and  tbe  country,  and  I 
will  not  offer  my  name  to  more  or  second  a 
resolution  of  this  kind  for  the  purpose  of 
stifling  an  investigation.  I  took  that  stand 
when  the  matter  was  first  brought  up,  and 
I  thought  It  was  in  tbe  interest  of  the  com- 
pany, the  interests  of  tbe  country  and  in  the 
Interest  of  the  honour  of  this  House  that 
no  special  committee  be  named  for  this  spe- 
cial Bill  or  this  special  complaint,  and  that 
It  should  be  sent  to  the  regular  committee. 
1  have  looked  carefully  over  the  wording  of 
the  motion  and  tbe  amendment  and  the  only 
difference  I  can  see  is  in  tbe  use  of  the  word 
'consider',  instead  of  the  word  'direct', 
that  certain  things  shall  be  done.  I  for  one 
have  suftlcient  confidence  in  the  honour,  in- 
tegrity and  ability  of  the  gentlemen  who 
comprise  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce  to  do  what  Is  right,  not  only  with 
this  matter  but  with  everything  else  that 
comes  before  tbem. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  on  the  following  divi- 
sion : 

Contents  : 
The  Hoa.  UessleurB 


Carling  (Sir  John), 
Casgrala 

<de  Lanaudidre), 
Daodurand, 
David. 
Gibson,  , 
Oodbout. 
Jones, 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


Kerr  (Cobourg), 
Kerr  (Toronto), 
Hltcbell. 
Pelletler 

(Sir  Alphonse), 
Power  (Speaker), 
Scott, 

Templeman.— 14. 


Non-Contents : 
The  Hon.  Hesileurt 


Bemier, 

Bolduc, 

Bowell 

(Sir  MackenEie), 
CasgralD  (WindBor), 
Church, 
Clorao, 
Domvllle 


Landry, 

McHugli, 

Mc  Mull  en, 

Meroer, 

Potrler, 

Tessler, 

Thibaudeau  (Rigaud), 
Wilson.— IS. 


The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 

The  question  being  then  put  on  the  main 
motion,  the  House  divided,  and  tbe  names 
being  called  for,  they  were  taken  down  as 
follows : 

Contents  : 
Tha  Hon.  Messieurs 


Bemier. 

Bolduc. 

Bowell 

(Sir  Hackeule), 
C^sgratn,  (Windsor), 
Church, 
Cloran. 
David, 
Domvllle, 


Landrr, 

McHugh, 

McUuUen, 

Memer, 

Polrler, 

Tessler, 

Thibaudeau  (Rfgaod), 
WilBon.— 16. 


Non-Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Uesslenrs 


C^Ung  (Sir  John), 
Casgrain 

(de  Lanaodlfire), 
Daodurand, 
OibsoD, 

Oodbout,  " 
Jones, 

Kerr  (Cobourg), 


Kerr  (Toronto), 
Mitchell, 

Pelletler 

(Sir  Alphonse), 
Power  (Speaker), 
Scott. 

Templeman.— IS. 


The  motion  was  declared  carried. 
Tbe  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEHATO. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  May  £0,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Cbafa:  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayer  and  routine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  I^IFB  ASSO- 
CIATION OP  NEW  TOBK. 

FIRST  REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE 
ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  presented  tbe  first  re- 
port of  the  select  committee  appointed  to 
investigate  the  position  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York 
In  (Canada,  recommending  that  power  be 
given  to  the  committee  to  examine  witnesses 
under  oath.  He  said :  In  regard  to  this  re- 
commendation, I  may  state  tbat  tbe  commit- 
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tee  bas  totind  It  neceesary  to  come  before  tbe 
Senate  and  ask  for  express  authority,  as  the 
Btatate  governing  the  procednre  In  matters 
of  this  kind  Is  not  very  explicit  or  express— 
In  fact  tliere  Is  a  contradiction  in  two 
elanaes  of  the  statnte  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  The  danse  in  the  ttiitate  of  1886, 
4d  Victoria,  chapter  2,  says,  In  regard  to 
this  matter  of  examining  witnesses,  that 
wheoerer  any  witness  or  witnesses  la  or 
are  to  be  examined  by  any  committee 
of  the  Senate  or  House  of  Commons,  and 
the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Gommons  has 
reaolTed  that  it  Is  desirable  that  such  wit- 
ness or  witnesses  shall  be  examined  upon 
oath,  such  witnesses  or  witness  stiall  be 
examined  upon  oath  or  affirmation  as  allow- 
ed by  law.  In  passing  the  resolution  yester- 
day the  Senate  did  not  Include  the  power 
snd  right  for  the  committee  to  examine 
witDesses  on  oath,  and  the  statute  of  1886 
says  It  Is  necessary  that  the  House  of  Com- 
moDs  or  Senate  should  so  order.  This  sta- 
tute was  revised,  or  amended  rather,  In 
18»l,  but  the  statute  of  1804  is  stUl  not 
very  clear.  It  is  contradictory  In  that  sense 
in  the  two  clauses.  Section  13  of  chapter  16 
of  S7  and  68  Victoria,  says  : 

Ao7  committee  of  the  Senate  or  the  House  Ot 
CommonB  may  admialster  an  oath  to  any  wltnesi 
examined  before  such  committee. 

Clause  4  reads : 

The  Senate  or  the  House  of  Conmras  mmj  at 
Mar  time  order  witnesses  to  be  examlosd  on 
oath  before  any  committee. 

Well,  In  view  of  this  want  of  clearness  In 
the  statute,  and  its  express  power  given  to 
the  committee,  the  committee  has  deemed  It 
necessary  to  come  before  the  hon.  Senate 
and  ask  for  special  express  power  to  ex- 
amine witnesses  under  oath.  That  is  the 
object  of  the  report  I  move  that  the  report 
be  concurred  in. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

AN  ABJOURNMBNT. 
MOTION. 

Hou.  Mr.  TBMPLEMAN  moved  that  when 

the  Senate  adjourns  to-day  It  do  stand  ad- 
journed until  Wednesday,  the  2Cith  Instant, 
Its  p.m. 

Hon.  BIr.  OASORAIN  (de  Lanaodidre) 
moved,  In  amendment  that  when  the  Senate 
adjourns  to-day  It  stand  adjourned  until 
UoDday,  the  30tb  of  May,  at  8  o'clock. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON  moved,  In  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journs this  afternoon  it  stand  adjourned  tu- 
tU  May  8l8t  at  3  p.m. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUIiLSN— These  amend- 
ments may  pMslbly  be  In  order.  A  number 
of  senators  left  here  to-day  with  the  expecta- 
tion that  the  House  will  meet  next  Wednes- 
day, owing  to  the  notice  given  by  the  minis- 
ter to  that  effect  I  should  like  to  know 
whetlier  these  amendments  are  CulIy  in 
order. 

The  SPEAKER— I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  moved  the  amendment  to 
adjourn  until  the  80tb  asks  leave  to  with- 
draw his  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  SCX>TT— I  think  It  was  under- 
stood when  we  had  the  last  long  adjourn- 
ment it  was  to  be  the  final  one  this  session, 
and  that  we  were  to  attend  hereafter  regu- 
larly In  oar  places  here.  Hou.  gentlemen 
will  see  by  the  paper  that  there  are  a  con- 
siderable number  of  important  private  Bills 
coming  up,  and  it  appears  rather  unseemly 
that  we  should  adjourn  for  so  long  a  time, 
having  met  only  a  few  days  ago  after  a  long 
adjournment 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDTJRAND— I  venture  the 
|H«dlcUon  that  btfore  the  seaalon  is  through 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  himself  ask  for  an 
adjournment  of  two  or  three  weeks. 

The  amendment  to  adjourn  to  the  Slst 
instant  was  agreed  to. 

BllJi  INTRODUCED. 

BUI  (J)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza 
Robertson. — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

S£X^OND  READINGS. 

Bill  (46)  An  Act  to  incoporate  the  Boun- 
dary, Kamloops  and  Cariboo  Central  Bail- 
way  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

Bill  (68)  An  Act  respecting  the  Edmonton 
and  Slave  Ijake  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Batrd.) 

BUI  (C)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
William  Mann.— (Hou.  Mr.  Kerr.  Cobourg.) 

BUI  (D)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Annie 
Christman.^Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

BUl  (G)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Jennie 
Davison  Momn.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  till  Tuesday,  81st 
May,  at  8  p.m. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tu€»aay,  Ma^  Sit  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
PRODUCTIOX  OP  PETROLEUM. 

MOTION. 
Hon.  Mr.  POIRIEE  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  OoTemor  General ;  praying  that 
Rls  Elzeellenoy  will  eaase  to  be  latd  before  tbe 
Senate  a  return  of  all  geological  and  other  ex- 
pert reports  In  the  hands  of  the  sovecnmeat 
showing  the  existence,  or  the  probabilities  or 
existence  of  petroleum  at  AtbabaBca  Landing 
and  In  adjoining  dlatrlots. 

Alflo  the  names  of  the  districts  In  which 
crude  oil  has  been  discovered,  with  quantities 
produced  in  1902  and  1903,  bj  districts,  together 
with  the  total  quantity  (or  Canada. 

He  said  :  We  had  not  very  long  ago  an 
Important  discussion  in  this  House  on  a 
qaestlon  moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Wellington.  It  related  to  the  production  of 
peat  and  tbe  possibilities  of  coal  supply 
wlthfn  the  Dominion.  My  question  now  is 
germane  to  tbe  question  we  then  discussed. 
It  also  concerns  a  staple  article  of  every  day 
nse,  the  Importance  of  which  Is  admitted  in 
all  countries  and  by  every  one — petroleum 
oil.  It  is  attracting  the  attention  of  many 
public  men  that  Canada,  which  is  tbe  home 
of  almost  nil  known  useful  minerals,  should 
have  so  few  deposits  of  petroleum  oil.  To- 
day petroleum  stands  on  an  equal  footing 
with  coal  in  importance  and.  In  fact.  If  the 
production  of  oil  was  larger,  petroleum  would 
be  a  substitute  for  coal  in  many  places 
where  coal  to-day  is  employed,  both  for 
effect  and  economy.  For  example,  to-day, 
nething  prevents  petroleum  from  being  the 
motive  iiower  in  steamships  and  even  in 
railroads  except  Its  scarcity.  Canada  has 
only  so  far  developed  one  field  of  petroleum 
and  that  Is  in  Fetrolea.  Out  It  is  tbe  opin- 
ion of  scientists,  of  experts,  of  geologists, 
that  tliere  arc  several  other  important  oil 
districts  111  the  Dominion  but  they  are  still 
undeveloped.  The  production  of  oil  with  us 
la  mostly  confined  to  the  county  of  Lambton, 
in  Ontario.  The  first  oil  was  found  there  just 
a  few  years  after  the  great  oil  strikes  In  the 
United  States,  about  1862.  The  discovery 
was  not  due  at  all  to  scientists  or  geolo- 
gists,   but    to    the  natural  phenomenon 


being  observed  of  oU  oozing  Into  a  pool,  and 
men  of  enterprise,  not  capitalists,  began  to 
bore  for  it.  Though  ridiculed  by  theft 
neighbours,  they  stuck  to  the  enterprise  and 
finally  found  one  of  the  I&^»t  oil  poota  «rer 
found  In  America  except  tbe  recent  find  In 
Beaumont,  Texas.  It  Is  said  that  between 
the  finding  of  the  oil  la  Inniskltlen.  In  1862. 
when  It  was  sold  at  ten  cents  a  barrel  and 
1865,  when  it  brought  ten  dollars  a  barrd, 
no  less  than  five  millions  of  gallons  of  oil 
were  lost  by  people  not  knowing  how  to 
handle  It  or  what  to  do  with  it  When  the 
price  began  to  rise,  capitalists  Invested  io 
tbe  industry,  and  to-day  there  are  no  less 
than  eleven  thousand  producing  wells  In  the 
county  of  Lambton  alone,  and  among  them 
are  wells  still  producing  which  were  bored 
In  1802,  showing  the  permanency  of  the  flow 
in  some  places.  Of  course  they  are  not  all 
producing  in  large  quantities,  and  many  of 
them  have  been  abandoned ;  bowever,  the 
average  yield  per  well  to-day  Is  about 
a  barrel  a  week,  perhaps  a  little  more. 
Other  attempts  have  l>een  made  In 
Ontario  to  find  oil.  It  has  been  found 
at  Botbwell,  and  In  the  counties  of 
Kent,  Oxford  and  Elgin,  and  on  the  Pelee 
Islands,  but  tiie  deposit  seems  to  be  con- 
centrated In  the  county  of  Lambton.  That 
field  has  not  been  prospected  as  thoroaghly 
as  the  fields  in  the  United  States.  There 
are  also  petroleum  fields  in  New  Brunswick 
and  Gasp^,  but  the  conditions  of  the  three 
fields  are  different.  I  shall  not  use  scienti- 
fic terms  to  describe  the  differeuce.  Tbt 
circumstances  that  led  to  the  finding  of  oil 
at  Petrolea  and  the  making  of  fortunes 
there,  led  to  the  spending  of  fortunes 
In  Gaspd.  Capitalists  went  in  there  and 
worked  on  appearances  and  not  on  sdentlflo 
datas.  The  Gasp€  oil  field  was  started 
in  the  sixties  by  nn  English  company,  the 
Petroleum  Oil  Trust,  which,  after  having 
spent  several  hundred  thousand  dollars 
was  succeeded  by  a  Canadian  company, 
the  Canadian  Petroleum  Company,  which, 
after  spendii^  also  many  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  w^as  succeeded  by  a 
United  States  company,  the  Interna- 
tional 01]  Company.  Altogether  not  less 
than  a  million  dollars — perhaps  con- 
siderably more — have  been  spent  there.  Tbe 
reason  why  those  people  have  continued 
boring.  Is  because  petroleum  exudes  from 
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the  ground  there  as  at  Petrolea,  but  they 
bare  not  succeeded  to  make  It  an  economic 
sQCcesB  because  the  conditions  are  dif- 
ferent. In  Lambton  the  layers  of  roclc 
are  borliontalt  the  strata  undisturbed, 
tnd  the  oil  sands  perfectly  capped  In  such 
a  manner  that  the  oil  that  Is  formed 
there  to-day  has  continued  there  for  all 
ages  until  wells  were  bored,  and  It  was 
allowed  to  rise  to  the  surface.  In  GaspG 
the  titrata  are  tilted,  faulty  and  brok- 
en, and  the  oil  that  once  existed  has  In  the 
course  of  ages  mostly  escaped.  The  com- 
panies which  have  been  sinking  wells  have 
foand  oil,  but  not  In  paying  quantities. 
Some  wells  have  been  bored  to  a  depth  of 
3,700  feet  at  very  great  cost.  Altogether 
Bome  sixty-seven  wells  have  been  bored  In 
the  Gasp€  district  and  oil  has  been  found 
In  many  of  them,  but  not  In  remunerative 
quantities,  and  It  la  not  probable  that  the 
industry  will  ever  pay,  for  the  reasons  I  hav'e 
given.  The  investors  have  continued  pro- 
specting because  oil  is  found  in  the  enme 
geological  formation  there  as  it  Is  found  in 
Pennsylvania,  that  is.  Just  below  the  coal 
formation,  and  because  wrong  notions  about 
tiie  formation  haa  led  to  those  companies 
persevering  and  ^lending  millions  without 
much  return.  The  province  of  Nova  Scotia 
bas  also  made  some  faint  effort  at  boring 
for  oil  without  any  satisfactory  results. 
There  are  one  or  two  companies  boring, 
with  some  prospects  of  finding  oil,  but 
Dothlng  of  a  very  encouraging  nature. 
Many  of  yon,  bou.  gentlemen,  have  heard 
of  albertlte.  This  mineral  Is  found  In  Mew 
Brunswick  solely.  In  New  Bmnewiek  at- 
tempts have  also  been  made  to  bore  for  pet- 
roleum because  the  albertlte  which  is  con- 
densed bitumen,  was  shown  to  be  derived 
from  oil.  Two  companies  have  successively 
attempted  to  work  it  within  the  last 
thirty  years,  but  they  abandoned  It  for 
diverse  reasons,  not  much  money  hav- 
ing been  expended.  One  of  them  was 
conducted  by  a  Mr.  Merrill,  from  Boston, 
whom  I  knew,  a  practical  business  man, 
bnt  financial  disaster  prevented  him 
from  proceeding.  Three  years  ago,  the 
New  Brunswick  government  having  offered 
a  prize  to  any  company  that  would 
spend  $80,000  within  fonr  years  and  pri- 
vileges that  are  almost  equal  to  a  mono- 
poly, a  company  was  formed,  which  took 


the  very  same  old  wells  that  had  been  bored 
by  the  two  successive  companies  I  have  al- 
ready mentioned,  bored  new  ones,  and  now 
they  are  in  the  way  of  making  it  a  suc- 
cess. At  the  last  report  the  company  had 
thirty-five  yielding  wells  not  continnonBly 
pumped,  becanse  there  la  no  refinery  bnllt 
there,  but  with  all  the  tanks  filled,  and 
they  are  now  building  a  refinery  with  good 
prospects  of  profit 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— In  what 
locality  ? 

Hon.  Mr  POIRIER— In  Westmoreland 
county,  where  I  hail  from,  and  In  Albert 
county.  The  formations  there  are  about  of 
the  same  age,  a  little  later  perhaps  than  the 
formation  at  Gaspfi,  and  the  rock  there  is  al- 
so broken  and  faulty,  but  not  to  the  same 
degree  as  It  Is  In  Gasp*;  and,  moreover,  the 
company,  ifollowlng  the  advice  of  Prof, 
Shaler  of  Boston,  have  sunk  a  teat  well 
three  thousand  feet,  and  the  third  oil  sand, 
which  was  predicted  by  the  professor  would 
be  Struck  at  3.000  feet,  was  got  at  about 
2,900  feet.  At  all  events  the  professor  was 
correct;  they  struck  a  third  oil  sand,  and 
the  prospects  are  fair  for  the  New  Bruns- 
wick Oil  Con:q>any,  although  none  of  them 
are  sanguine  beyond  what  they  should  be  in 
such  a  hazardous  proposition.  The  province 
of  Queibec,  leaving  <Jasp6  aside,  has  pro- 
duced no  oil  so  far.  Some  borings  have 
been  made  at  St.  Gr^golre,  In  'Nlcolet,  but 
beyond  finding  gas  in  good  quantities,  no  oil 
has  been  struck,  though  geologists  oif  great 
eminence,  and  Dr.  Selwyn  among  them, 
believe  that  If  oil  Is  to  toe  got  In  the  pro* 
vince  of  Quebec,  It  will  be  found  along  the 
Rochambeau  anticlinal.  Any  gentleman 
familiar  with  oil  fields  knows  what  that 
means.  In  an  oil  field.  If  one  can  strike 
an  anticlinal  which  Is  not  broken  he  Is 
sure  to  find  the  oil  cojicentrated  there. 
It  Is  a  dome  uplifting  from  below,  and 
as  the  tendency  of  gas  and  oil  Is  to  rise, 
both  being  lighter  than  water,  then  the 
oil  concentrates  along  that  dome,  and  If 
the  other  conditions  are  favourable  among 
which  Is  a  capping— if  that  dome  Is  capped, 
as  a  bottle  would  be  with  a  proper  cork— 
and  if  there  is  a  loose  sandstone  formation 
or  a  porous  calcarlous  matter  allowing  the 
oil  to  fill  in  the  porosity  below,  then  you 
will  be  sure  to  find  oil  In  large  Quantities 
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along  that  antidinal.  This  la  where  the  prac- 
tical Uilner  In  tbe  Unlted  States  oil  fields  has 

been  far  ahead  of  the  scientific  man.  The 
practical  miner  has  succeeded  in  discovering 
new  oU  fields  by  boring  whCTe  the  best 
sdentific  autliorlties  would  have  scorned  to 
tread ;  and  now  new  fields  are  in  (^oration 
and  new  rules  hare  been  established  for  the 
guidance  of  prospectors,  the  honour  of 
which  Is  due  to  the  miner  and  not  the  scient- 
ist If  we  go  more  to  the  west  we  will,  in 
my  opinion,  discover  greater  fields  for  oil. 
We  have  It  recorded  that  the  first  oil  found 
fn  Canada  and  possibly  In  America  is  that 
discovered  In  Great  Manltoalin  Island.  It 
is  recorded  in  the  '  Belations  des  Jfisaites.* 
At  the  time  of  the  petroleum  oil  fever,  the 
Jesuits  were  at  ManitouUn  Island,  and  had 
been  there  for  a  long  time.  They  are  still 
tiiere,  looking  after  the  aplrltual  and,  to  a 
certain  extent,  the  temporal  Interests  of 
the  natives.  They  reported  to  parties  In 
Montreal  that  oil  bad  been  found  in  several 
places  on  the  island ;  that  oil  springs  are 
tp  be  found  there  as  they  were  in  the  United 
States  when  the  first  petroleum  pools  were 
struck;  and  that  great  probabilities  for  oil 
deposits  existed.  A  company  was  formed 
In  Montreal  In  1865,  composed  of  Mr.  Baby, 
Mr.  Berthelot  and  Delagrave  to  go  and 
bore  for  oil  ou  Manltoulln.  They  got 
there,  ibut  found  themselves  confronted 
with  the  fact  that  the  country  was  possess- 
ed and  owned  exclusively  by  the  Indians, 
who  had  no  desire  to  allow  the  white  man 
to  step  In.  This  was  before  confederation. 
They  came  back  to  the  governm'ent  of  the 
Union  asking  for  a  privilege  to  bore.  The 
government  were  willlDg  enough  If  tbe  In< 
dians  were.  At  first  the  Indians  refused 
point  blank,  objecting  to  holes  being  made 
in  the  ground  dlstprblng  the  placidity  of  the 
great  spirit  Finally,  the  Jesuits  possibly 
helping,  the  company,  obtained  leave  from 
thirty-five  or  thirty-seven  Indians  to  bore  for 
six  months  as  a  test.  That  arrangement 
was  confli'med  by  tbe  government  under 
very  rigorous  conditions.  For  example  the 
company  were  not  allowed — and  that  was 
all  right— to  bring  any  spirituous  liquor  to 
the  Island  under  forfeiture  of  all  their  rights 
ami  privileges;  there  were  also  other  condi- 
tions for  the  protection  of  the  morality  of 
the  Indians.  The  company  set  to  work,  as  j 
I  said  before,  and  at  the  same  time  the 
Hon.  Ur.  POIRIER. 


govemment  being  awake  to  the  pos^llity 
of  a  great  oil  field,  sent  Mr.  Bell,  the  gentle- 
man who  is  now  acting  Superintendent  ot 
tbe  Geological  Department,  to  the  Island. 
He  went  there  in  18G5  and  spent  twelve 
months  on  the  Island,  making  a  very  tbo^ 
ougU  report  of  the  geology  and  stratifica- 
tions of  the  Island.  Returning  home  In  1866 
he  passed  where  the  company  was  boring  on 
the  Indians  reserve,  in  the  month  of  May, 
and  reports  that  from  the  wells  they  were 
boring  they  had  gathered  about  sixty-seven 
barrels  of  oil  with  a  sand  pump,  and  when 
he  left  there  the  company  were  still  working. 
Sterry  Hunt,  of  whom  all  scientific  men  here 
know  as  being  the  foremost  authority  the 
United  States  have  produced  on  these  ques- 
tions, equal  to  our  Dawson  or  Logan— went 
there  In  the  spring  of  1866,  passed  where  the 
company  were  boring,  a  couple  of  months 
later  than  the  visit  of  Dr.  Bell,  and  reports 
of  oil  having  been  struck  In  the  well  men* 
tioned  by  Dr.  Bell,  and  in  a  second  well, 
where  120  barrels  of  excellent  oil— he  nses 
the  word  excellent  and  Sterry  Hunt  is  per^ 
haps  the  best  analyst  America  has  ever 
produced — obtained  by  the  sand  pump. 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  that  this 
was  in  the  iufaucy  of  the  oil  busi- 
ness. Those  gentlemen  went  there  with 
good  Instruments,  no  doubt,  but  proceed- 
ing Ou  no  scientific  basis  as  they  do 
now.  For  Instance,  they  did  not  shoot  or 
toriiedo  any  of  those  wells.  Nitro- 
glycerine was  not  known  then.  They 
set  no  power  pump.  It  was  Just  the  oil 
they  could  secure  with  sand  pumps.  Now. 
hon.  gentlemen  ask  me  what  has  become  ot 
the  company.  Nobody  knows.  Dead  silence 
covers  their  final  proceedings,  and  tbe  Ids- 
tory  of  the  company  is,  lost  after  1866. 
Xhore  is  no  report  In  the  deparbnent  here 
as  to  their  findings  and  the  cause  of  their 
abandoning  work,  although  the  previous 
correspondence  Is  to  t>e  found.  I  am  some- 
what of  a  searcher  after  things  antiquated, 
and  being  aware  of  these  facts  I  set  earn- 
estly to  work  to  see  If  I  could  discover 
a  solution  of  the  proMem.  I  went  to 
Manltoulln  Island  three  times  last  summer 
and  fall,  and  Interrogated  the  old  folks.  At 
the  period  in  question  there  were  no  white 
people  there.  Everybody  knows  of  the  oil 
being  there.  The  wells  are  still  there,  and 
I  was  shown  oil  myself ;  but  nobody  fcnev 
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even  the  name  of  the  compuDy  that  oper- 
ated tfiem.  I  went  to  tbe  Jesuits,  and  tliey 
were  perfectly  well  aware  of  the  existence 
of  oil.  The  Jesuit  Fathers  who  lived  at 
the  time  the  wells  were  bored  are  dead, 
bot  it  Is  notorious  that  the  Indians,  for 
many  years,  went  to  those  wells,  left  open, 
and  gathered  oil  and  Qsed  It  for  lubricating 
purposes.  Most  of  the  old  chiefs  had  died, 
but  I  found  one  who  remembered  perfectly 
all  the  circumstances,  and  he  told  me  of  hav- 
ing himself  worked  at  the  mine,  aud  he 
came  with  me  and  located  three  wells  in  the 
woods.  In  one  of  them  I  found  oU  my- 
self. The  mystery  still  existed— why  did 
the  company  leave  those  wells  at  a  time 
when  oil  was  selling  at  $10  a  barrel  ? 
Why  Is  it  that  a  well  equipped  com- 
pany as  Dr.  Bell  affirms,  they  were,  aban- 
doned the  business?  After  many  Inquiries 
and  searches,  I  finally  found  that  the  man 
who  made  the  boring  was  still  alive.  His 
name  Is  John  Ward.  I  hunted  him  up  and 
a^ed  him  If  the  reports  made  by  Sterry 
EuDt  and  Dr.  Bell  were  true.  He  said  of 
coarse  tbey  were  true.  I  asked  him  to  sliow 
me  on  a  map  where  the  wells  be  had  bored 
stood.  He  pointed  them  ont  to  me  correctly. 
I  asked  him  If  it  were  true  tliat  120  barrels 
Of  oil  Imd  been  slilpped  from  these  wells, 
lie  said  yes,  and  that  there  was  an  order 
for  500  empty  barrels  aftw  that.  I  said 
why  did  you  leave?  Well,  he  did  not  care 
to  tell  me.  I  asked  him  what  mystery  ex- 
isted.  *  Well,'  he  said,  using  an  expression 

tbat  would  be  uopariiamentory,  '  the  d  

Jesnits  set  the  Indians  at  us  and  we  had 
to  mn  for  our  scalps,'  It  is  easy  to  under- 
stand why  tbey  abandoned  the  wells  under 
the  circumstances.  There  was  a  restriction 
against  bringing  Intoxicating  liquor  on  tlie 
Island,  or  Aoing  any  net  prejudicial  to  the 
natives.  It  would  appear  that  the  company 
did  not  strictly  abide  by  some  of  the  rules  In 
thedecatogne.  At  any  rate  they  had  to  quit 
the  Island.  They  left  all  their  Instmements 
b^hid,  and  never  came  back  to  claim  any- 
thing, although  by  that  time  they  had  earn- 
ed what  would  have  given  them  a  privilege 
to  go  on.  The  department  offered  them  the 
privilege  but  tbey  could  not  be  found,  and 
the  whole  enterprise  was  left  as  it  is  now. 
The  geological  conditions  of  the  Manl- 
toolln  Island  oil  field  are  Identical 
with    the    conditions    that    obtain  In 


the  state  of  Ohio  to-day,  and  the  state  of 
Ohio  Is  the  largest  producer  of  oil  In  the 
United  States  not  excepting  Pennsylvania.  I 
gathered  some  of  the  oil  myself  and  bad  it 
analysed  here.  It  Is  excellent  oil,  as  I  was 
told  by  Sterry~Hunt  The  general  conditions 
that  obtain  In  the  Grand  Manitoulln  Isltfnd 
are  similar  to  those  at  TitusviUe,  and  at  Oil 
Springs,  in  Ontario.  That  Is,  what  oil  was 
ever  th^e  is  stUl  there,  entomt>ed  under  im- 
pervious capping  rocks,  because  there  has 
been  no  disturbance  whatever  of  the  strata. 
The  layers  are  perfectly  horizontal  undis- 
turbed, unibroken,  and  there  are  all  the 
conditions  that  are  necessary  for  the  exis- 
tence of  ' oil,  the  porosity  of  the  underlying 
rock  for  example,  which  is  highly  ihagnesi- 
an.  All  the  conditions  are  there,  but  on 
account  of  the  failure  forty  years  ago— 
and  public  opinion  being  rather  scep- 
tical in  reference  to  petroleum  specula- 
tion— the  field  has  remained  nnprospected 
except  upon  two  occasions.  About 
twelve  years  ago  a  man  from  Toronto  hav- 
ing gone  there — that  was  before  G-amey'a 
time  and  the  Island  was  not  so  universally 
familiar  to  us  as  it  is  now— having  found  at 
Pike  lake  traces  of  oil,  and  having  been  told 
by  inhabitants  there  that  oil  could  be  seen 
covering  the  little  lake  in  winter,  he  put  in 
three  thousand  dollars  to  bore  a  hole  on  the 
spot  He  was  not  a  miner,  and  he  bored  the 
hole  exactly  where  the  oil  oozed  from  the 
sou.  It  happened  tbat  there  is  an  exposure  of 
quartzltes  witliln  less  than  half  a  mile  from  It 
which  is  not  a  place  where  any  one  would 
seriously  undertalie  to  bore  for  oil.  He 
went  in,  however,  and  struck  oil  at  a  depth 
of  about  sixty  feet,  in  fair  quantities,  and 
the  oil  is  still  flowing  there.  Ton  can  get 
buckets  full  of  it;  but  he  Insisted  on  deep 
boring.  He  spent  his  f3,000  and  then  his 
courage,  and  the  patience  of  the  borers  In 
drilling  through  quartzite,  became  exhaust- 
ed and  he  dropped  it.  In  1897  two  parties, 
one  from  the  United  States  and  one  from 
Canada,  miners  who  bad  made  a  little 
money,  put  their  beads  and  purses  to- 
gether and  bored  on  the  Indian  reserve 
a  few  miles  from  where  the  company 
of  1865  had  worked.  They  bored  No.  1 
well.  I  do  not  believe  in  oil  and  mining  re- 
ports. I  would  not  believe  my  brother  or 
my  best  friend,  unless  be  swore  two  or  three 
times  on  the  Bible  to  the  truth  of  his  state- 
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ment.  However,  I  bare  been  told  by  no  less 
than  twelve  persons,  merchants,  farmers 
and  a  doctor,  tliat  the  first  well  over-liowed. 
I  was  assured  by  tiiese  men  that  samples  d 
oil,  which  they  showed  me,  came  from 
there.  Then  they  bored  a  second  well,  in 
1898  a  man  named  Bozelle  came  there  re- 
presenting himself  to  belong  to  the  Standard 
on  Company.  He  watched  the  operations 
until  the  two  men  who  were  borlDg  got  into 
altercations.  I  do  not  say  that  he  brought  up 
the  two  men — I  do  not  believe  it — the 
Standard  Oil  Company  will  not  buy  men— 
but  after  these  two  men  had  been  working 
six  or  seven  months  he  bought  their  outfit 
and  leased  some  fifteen  thousand  acres  from 
the  farmers.  Since  1866  a  portion  of  the 
Island  has  been  reserved  exclusively  for  the 
Indians,  and  the  rest  of  it  is  open 
to  white  men.  Bozelle  having  bought  the 
outfit  of  the  two  men  went  to  work 
and  bored  one  well  to  a  depth  of  600  feet. 
He  should  have  gone  000  feet  to  strike 
oil.  He  was  a  man  who  knew  what  he 
was  about,  and  the  calculations  are 
easily  made.  He  plugged  the  well  be- 
fore he  got  to  the  proper  depth. 
He  went  to  another  place  about  two  or 
three  miles  distance  and  got  some  oU  there, 
and  then  be  went  away  reporting  there  was 
no  oil.  So  be  released  the  fifteen  thousand 
acres  of  land  he  had  secured  from  the 
people,  and  thus  the  matter  stands  to-day. 
About  the  same  time  representatives  of  the 
Standard  Oil  Company  are  known  to  have 
interfered  with  propositions  of  a  similar 
character  In  the  United  States,  discouraging 
the  prospectors.  The  same  flelds  have  been 
of  late  years  taken  up,  and  are  to-day  highly 
productive.  It  is  sufficient,  however,  to  show 
that  there  Is  a  productive  field  of  oil 
in  Manltouliii  which  Is  yet  undeveloped 
and  which  It  might  be  worth  while 
to  test,  because  I  am  firmly  convinc- 
ed, having  studied  the  field  myself 
and  read  reports  of  experienced  men,  that 
we  have  on  tbe  Manltoulin  Island,  an  oil 
field  which  before  many  years.  If  properly 
handled,  will  equal  that  of  Petrolea.  It 
yields  a  superior  quality  of  oil,  as  has  been 
shown  by  analysis— superior  on  tbe  whole  to 
the  oil  of  Petrolea,  w^hlch  Is  the  very  best 
for  lubricating  purposes.  Going  further 
west,  I  now  approach  the  subject  of  my 
motion,  which  Is  the  western  oil  fields. 
Hon.  Ur.  POIRIER. 


We  know  as  yet  very  little  of  the 
possibilities  of  our  western  country.  I  be- 
lieve we  have  in  Canada  all  the  possibilities 
of  the  world  In  tbe  way  of  resources,  eltho* 
under  or  on  the  arnrface  and  especially  in 
our  Northwest.  For  many  decades  of 
years  it  has  been  known  that  out-cropplngs 
of  sand  tar  exist  north  of  Edmonton.  Onr 
geologists  have  reported  over  and  over 
again  on  those  deposits.  In  1894,  on  the  ad- 
vice of  Dr.  Dawson,  $7,000  were  voted  to  test 
tbe  oil  fields  of  the  Saskatchewan.  A  man 
named  Fraser  was  engaged  to  do  tbe  boring. 
He  thoroughly  understood  his  business,  and 
did  his  work  honestly.  About  two  hundred 
miles  north  of  Edmonton  there  is  a  coal  tar 
output  Of  course,  that  was  not  the  place 
to  bore  for  oil.  From  calculationi 
based  on  the  dip  of  tar-sand  layer,  It  was 
thought  that,  at  Atbabasca  Landing,  the 
continuation  of  the  layer  would  be  met  at 
1,800  feet,  and  that  oil  instead  of  tar  would 
t>e  struck.  Not  having  facilities  to  take  his 
rig  up  any  further,  where  Iwrings  would  not 
be  retqulred  to  be  so  deep,  he,  on  instructlofls 
given  him  by  the  department,  took  his 
outfit  to  Athabasca  Landing,  and  bored  the 
first  year  ten  hundred  and  elerrai  feet 
under  great  difficulty.  A  strong  flow  of  gas 
Interfered  considerably  with  bis  work. 
During  the  winter  he  did  not  bore.  In 
1805  he  continued  boring,  and  reached 
a  depth  of  1,731  feet,  being  considerably 
obstructed  aU  the  time  by  tbe  break- 
ing of  the  rock,  which  is  of  an  Inco- 
herant  nature,  and  especially  by  the  tre- 
mendous flow  of  gas,  which  would  force  his 
drill  np.  in  1886  he  continued  boring,  but  was 
only  able  to  get  down  thirty-flve  feet  furtfier 
that  season.  Among  the  obstacles  to  be  sur- 
mounted was  the  excessive  flow  of  gas.  It 
was  necessary,  according  to  calculations,  to 
go  down  1,800  feet  to  strike  the  oil  bearing 
stratum,  but  In  the  three  jeSrs  he  only  suc- 
ceeded In  boring  to  a  depth  of  1,770  feet 
having  to  use  casing  to  the  very  bottom,  the 
casing  becoming  smaller  and  smaller  tbe 
deeper  the  boring  went,  and  at  last  it  was 
found  to  be  unsafe  and  utterly  Impossible 
with  a  bore  hole  of  the  size  he  was  drilling 
to  go  any  deeper.  On  the  advice  of  Dr. 
Dawson,  the  department  decided  the  next 
year.  1897.  to  make  two  other  borings,  one 
of  them  half  way  between  Athabasca  Land- 
ing, and  where  the  tar  outcrops,  at  a  point 
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situated  Dear  tbe  moutb  of  the  .PelUcau 
rlrer,  where,  by  calculation,  the  oil  Bliould 
bare  been  found  at  800  feet  and  also  to  start 
another  well  at  Victoria,  on  the  Saskatche- 
wan. At  this  latter  place  the  estimated 
depth  to  bore  was  placed  at  2,000  feet. 
The  boring  at  Pellican  river  was  suc- 
cessful. They  struck  the  stratum  at  750 
feet.  Instead  of  800,  and  found  tbe  si\me  tar 
sand,  that  outcrops  one  hundred  miles  fur- 
ther up.  Tar  was  not  what  they  ex- 
pected or  could  have  expected.  It  was  a 
CDDtlnuation  of  the  same  wave  of  tar  but  no 
liquid  oil  was  there.  They  decided  to  go 
deeper,  but  all  they  could  do  was  to 
bore  seyenty  more  feet,  when  the  glutting 
of  the  tar  and  especially  tbe  force  of 
the  gas  rendered  it  Impossible  to  go  further, 
80  they  did  not  get  through  the  layer 
of  tar.  At  the  other  point,  Victoria,  they 
bored  for  three  successive  years,  and 
coold  not  get  down  to  the  desbred  stra- 
tum ou  account  of  the  excessive  flow  of  gas  ; 
all  they  could  do  was  to  go  down  1,840  Instead 
of  2,000.  All  this  goes  to  show  that  those  re- 
gions actually  abound  with  economic  gas. 
But  there  Is  something  better;  it  Is 
that  tar  sand,  the  value  of  which  we  all 
know.  We  get  our  asphalt  from  Trinidad 
and  the  Barbadoes  to-day.  We  hare  along 
tbe  Saskatchewan,  and  In  the  Athabasca 
ratley,  a  visable  supply,  computed  by  Mr. 
Conneii  to  be  at  least  six  cubic  miles 
of  tar— we  have  over  one  hundred  thou- 
nod  acres  of  that  deposit  It  runs  In 
more  than  one  hundred  miles  in  one  direc- 
tion, rarylag  In  thickness  from  one  hundred 
feet  to  two  hundred  and  twenty-two  feet 
by  measurement.  We  have  tar  and  bitumen 
there  sufficient  to  supply  tbe  world  for  cen- 
turies to  come.  Tbe  prospects  for  oil  all 
through  that  lower  area  do  not  appear  to  be 
glowing  :  the  immense  accumulations  of  pe- 
troieuQi  baring  long  ago  made  their  escape 
from  their  natural  reservoirs,  through  the 
denudation  of  the  overlying  capping  strata, 
and  become  sand-tar,  maltha  or  bitumen. 
But  further  north,  at  Great  Slave  lake, 
we  find  the  pure  tar  in  the  very  Devonian 
formation,  which  is  thought  by  all 
scientists  to  be  the  reservoir  of  all 
that  oil.  The  formation  is  thoroughly 
impr^ated  with  oil  and  with  the  beat 
quality  of  coal-tar,  which  the  Hudson 
Bay  Company  have  been  using  since  they 


first  explored  the  country — tar  of  great  eco- 
nomic value,  that  extends  up  to  the  Rocky 
Mountains.  There  Is  an  unlimited  field  of  it 
If  liquid  petroleum  is  to  be  found  at  ail  in 
those  regions  It  will  be  found  in  immense 
quantities  as  it  exists  In  Baku,  Russia,  or 
Beaumont  Texas.  In  fact  the  indications 
of  oil  are  greater  along  the  Peace  river  aud 
in  tbe  Great  Slave  lake  district  than  any- 
where else  in  the  world.  It  will  be  Interest- 
ing to  all  of  us  to  learn  that  tbe  proposed 
transcontinental  railway  wUl  pass  through 
those  regions,  bringing  within  reach  of 
civilization  those  rich  deposits  that  would 
otherwise  remain  untouched.  We  will  have 
and  hold  tbe  markets  of  the  world  in  the 
supply  of  tar  for  all  time  to  come  and  if, 
as  is  very  probable,  on  the  Peace  river  or 
further  north,  or  certainly  by  the  Bocky 
mountains,  oil  is  found,  and  found,  as  it 
needs  must  be  if  at  all,  in  immense  quanti- 
ties, Canada  will  be  able  to  supply  the  world 
with  petroleum  for  centuries  to  come.  It  is 
well  known  that  along  the  eastern  slope  of 
the  Itocky  mountains  range  valuable  oil 
areas  exist.  There  Is  a  company,  tbe  West- 
ern Goal  and  Oil  Company,  at  present  bor- 
ing for  oil  at  Lake  Waterton,  South  Alberta. 
OU  has  been  found,  not  in  excessive  quanti- 
ties, but  apparently  In  payii^;  quantities. 
They  are  also  -boring  for  oil  at  Crow's  Nest 
Pass. 

To  resume,  I  believe  that  the  attention  of 
the  government  should  be  directed  towards 
ascertaining  tbe  possibility  of  Canada  be- 
coming tbe  greatest  oil  producing  country 
of  the  world,  not  excepting  the  United  States 
or  Russia.  I  am  of  opinion  that  $7,000  Is 
too  small  an  appropriation  to  Investigate  the 
possibilities  of  onr  oil  fields,  and  that  the 
government  should  appropriate  a  larger 
amount  and  appoint  a  specialist  to  Invest!- ' 
gate  that  field.  They  should  be  very  care- 
ful who  tbe  expert  is,  because  one  of  the 
reasons  wby  tbe  development  of  oil  fields 
vas  so  retarded  in  the  United  States  Is  be- 
cause of  the  bad  advice  given  to  companies, 
and  to  the  government,  though  given  in  good 
faith.  United  States  geologists  and  ours  are 
to-day  at  absolute  variance  as  to  tbe  origin 
of  oil  with  tbe  geologists  of  some  other 
countries,  France  and  Russia,  for  example. 
According  to  the  United  States  geologists, 
oil  apparently  could  only  be  found  In  very 
few  places,  yet  prospecting  miners  have 


Digitized  by 


Google 


240 


SENATE 


found  It  where  sdentlsta  deemed  it  Impos- 
sible that  It  could  exist.  That  Is  be- 
cause their  opinion  as  to  the  origin  of  oil 
was,  I  believe,  erroneoos.  They  believed, 
and  to-day  it  Is  a  belief .  shared  by  English 
and  German  geologists,  that  the  origin  of  oil 
WAS  animal  and  vegetable  matter,  while  as 
a  matter  of  fact  it  Is  shown  that  no  organic 
matter  remains  is  entombed  In  the  gronnd. 
The  shells  which  we  find  are  totally  dennded 
of  flesh ;  DotblDg  was  ever  left  from  which 
oil  could  be  derived.  Inorganic  matter,  we 
know,  has  turned  to  peat  bogs,  lignite  and 
coal,  but  it  is  not  known  in  any  instance 
that  oil  has  been  formed  along  the  same  line 
as  coal,  although  it  Is  found  as  in  Pennsyl- 
vania, in  proximity  to  it.  The  school  of  to- 
day, to  which  I  adhere  anyway,  explains 
that  oil  is  of  volcanic  origin,  that  It  was 
formed  by  the  heated  waters  carrying  car- 
bonic acid  and  coming  in  contact,  under  pro- 
per pressure,  with  alkali,  thus  forming,  on 
■a  large  scale,  fields  of  petroleum.  These  are 
still  In  existence,  provided  they  are  suffi- 
ciently caM>ed  to  prevent  Its  escape.  This  is 
called  the  volcanic  origin  of  petroleum,  tar, 
and  of  mostly  all  the  hydro-carbons  found  In 
the  bowels  of  the  earth.  At  all  events,  not 
longer  ago  than  a  few  years,  Berthelot  and 
Moysan,  of  Paris,  who  staud  foremost 
In  chemistry,  who  are  unsurpassed  even  by 
the  great  English  chemists,  have  In  their 
own  laboratory  made  petroleum  out  of  the 
elements  I  have  mentioned,  showing  that 
nature  could  have  produced  petroleum  In 
that  way.  I  conclude  by  again  calling  the 
attention  of  the  government  to  the  possibili- 
ties of  oil  existing  In  Canada  and  to  the 
advisability  of  taking  some  step  towards 
Qnding  the  exact  localities  where  deposits 
of  oil  could  be  developed  and  to  make  it 
easy  for  capital  to  be  Invested  and  thus  add 
to  the  Immense  sources  of  wealth  of  our 
already  rich  Dominion.  If  the  members  of 
our  geological  staff  are  unavailable  for  hav- 
ing too  much  work  to  do  elsewhere,  and  I 
believe  they  have,— the  work  they  are  called 
upon  to  perform  every  year  is  simply  enor- 
mous, being  paid  therefor  very  Inadequately, 
nay  less  than  we  pay  here  for  the  services 
of  most  of  our  employees,— then  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  the  name  of  some  expert 
not  in  the  service  of  the  government,  and 
the  name  now  on  my  lips  is  Mr.  Bugene 
Coste,  of  Toronto,  whom  I  consldo:  equal  ta 
Hon.  Ur.  POIRIER. 


the  foremost  expert  in  oil  and  gas  ques- 
tions in  Canada,  and  Indeed  In  all  America. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudiere)-! 
am  sure  we  are  all  much  Indebted  to  the 
bon.  member  from  Sbedlac  for  the  Tery 
valuable  information  he  has  placed  before 
the  House.  He  has  even  told  us  that  he 
has  gone  to  the  trouble  of  visiting  the  Maul- 
toulin  Islands  three  times  himself  in  order  to 
get  information  about  the  flow  of  oil  tbere. 
He  might  have  got  a  lot  of  that  InformaUon 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  I  might  refer 
him  to  the  hon.  senator  from  GraarlJie 
(Sir  Atphonse  Pelletier)  and  the  bm. 
senator  from  Windsor,  Ont,  (Hon.  Mr.  Css- 
grain),  both  of  whom,  I  understand,  wera 
stockholders  In  the  Manitonlln  Island  Com- 
pany at  that  time.  The  hon.  senator  look- 
ed for  reasons  why  they  did  not  continae 
working  those  wells.  The  reason  Is  very 
simple  and  convincing— the  oil  would  not 
ffow.  Jt  proved  to  be  simply  surface  oil  and* 
consequently,  everything  had  to  abandoned. 
That  Is  all  that  took  place  at  Manltoulin 
Island. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  senator  from  Bhediac  for 
his  valuable  and  learned  disquisition  on  the 
subject  of  oil,  where  It  has  been  found  ami 
where  evidence  of  it  has  been  discovered  la 
various  parts  In  Canada.  I  doubt  v^ry  mucli 
whether  the  papers  we  are  able  to  bring 
down  will  furnish  the  hon.  gentleman  wltb 
any  fuller  information  than  he  seems  al- 
ready to  possess,  because  it  appears  he  has 
given  a  large  amount  of  time,  and  no  doaht 
of  money,  to  this  question  and  we  can  all 
sincerely  hope,  to  use  a  familiar  expression 
that  he  has  struck  oil.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  some  of  our  friends  have  not  been 
equally  successful  ;  but,  joking  apart,  the 
oil  Industry  is  a  very  Important  one,  and  lu 
many  countries  producing  oil,  particnlarly 
the  United  States  and  Russia,  there  is  no 
doubt  whatever  in  the  minds  of  those  wlio 
have  given  any  attention  or  thought  to  ^Uc 
subject  tnat  oil  will  eventually  be  found  in 
payliig  quantities  in  portions  of  Canada.  As 
hon.  gentlemen  know,  for  over  thirty  years 
it  has  been  a  very  Important  Industry  la 
sections  of  Ontario,  the  county  of  Lambton 
being  the  centre  of  It,  and  the  adjofohig 
counties  sharing  In  some  degree  the  pros- 
perity derived  from  oil.  There  are  no  donbt, 
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u  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has  St  a  f 93,  very  pro- 
fflislDc  indicatlODs  of  oil  In  parts  of  Alberta 
ud  In  the  Mackenzie  basin,  in  tbe  Athabuca 
district  and  oth»  sections  of  the  Nortbwest, 
and  also  in  Brltisb  Columbia.  I  shall  be 
very  glad  indeed  to  bring  down  all  the  In- 
formation there  Is  on  tbe  subject,  and  more- 
over will  call  tbe  attention  of  the  Minister 
of  tbe  Interior  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
bon.  gentleman,  to  consider  the  propriety  ot 
naming  a  special  expert  who  has  given 
more  thought  and  attention  to  the  subject 
perhaps  than  some  of  the  gentlemen  em- 
ployed on  tbe  geological  survey  have,  who 
probably  discuss  it  more  from  tbe  theore- 
tical and  sclentlflc  standpoint  than  from  the 
practical  view  taken  by  tfiose  who  are  more 
familiar  with  the  localities  where  oil  is  like- 
ly to  be  found. 

Hon.  Mr.  POmiER— Will  the  House  per- 
mit me,  not  to  Join  Issue  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  de  Lanaudi^re,  but  to  tell  him 
that  his  reason  is  one  of  tbe  many 
that  were  given  for  the  company  leav- 
ing BO  suddenly.  As  against  hearsay 
and  lay  r^mrts,  will  the  House  allow 
me  to  read  Just  half  a  page  from  the  report 
of  Dr.  Bell,  who  was  there,  and  who  was 
not  Interested  ?  He  was  not  a  shareholder, 
and  had  no  special  reason  to  conceal  the 
cause  of  the  company  abandoning  the  pro- 
ject Here  is  a  report  made  In  18G6  to  Sir 
W.  E.  Logan  by  Mr.  Robt.  Bell,  the  acting 
President  of  the  Geological  Bureau  here. 
At  page  170  he  says  : 

^rloss  of  petroleum  have  b«en  found  on  tbe 
Huth  side  oC  WequemakoQK  Bay,  where  three 
or  four  w«lla  are  now  being  buqIc.  One  of  tbesfl 
Is  now  (7'th  Majr.  1866,)  upwards  of  500  feet 
deep.  It  •tarts  upon  Che  Hudson  river  rocks, 
probably  about  the  middle  of  the  formation,  and 
ptsses  tbrouffh  the  Utlca  and  Trenton  strata. 
A  hard  quartz  rock  (probably  Huronlan)  has 
tunr  been  reached.  OH  accompaaied  by  gas,  was 
found  at  various  levels,  and  up  to  the  present 
tfaue,  it  appears  tbat  sevetitr-two  barrels  of  oil 
have  been  dipped  up  by  tbe  sand  pump,  during 
the  process  of  boring.  Surface  oil  Is  said  to 
hare  been  found  at  Bob's  portage,  on  the  east 
side  of  Uanltovaning  Bay,  and  also  In  Sbe-Kua- 
an-dah  Bay,  and  upon  Strawberry  laland.  A 
petroleum  spring,  on  one  of  the  Islands  north 
of  Haple  Point,  is  referred  to  In  our  general 
report 

These  springs  Issue  from  an  undisturbed 
stratunL  They  issue  only  where  tiie  capping 

Is  very  thin.  I  did  not  explain  the  geological 
fwrnatlon  of  the  Island  of  Manltoalln. 
There  Is  a  dip  of  about  SO  feet  to  the  mile  ; 
and  the  oil  bearing  rock  which  is  five  bun- 


dred  feet  down,  to  the  south,  comes  out 
to  tbe  nortli,  where  It  Is  thinly  covered  by 
the  Utlca  shale,  and  tbat  Is  where  the  oil 
crops  out,  but  all  the  oil  that  is  found  south 
of  it  along  the  antlclinals— and  Dr.  Bell  has 
located  several  antlcllnals— all  tbe  oil  that 
was  there,  If  there  ever  was  any.  Is  still  to 
be  found  there.  I  will  read  now  from 
Sterry  Hunt,  who  is  an  undisputed  author- 
ity. He  was  not  disputed  In  his  native 
country,  and  as  an  authority,  he  Is  not  dis- 
puted in  the  world  to-day,  unless  my  hon. 
friend  disputes  his  statements.  Sterry  Hunt 
states  as  follows : 

Borings  have  since  been  mode  In  the  lower 
Silurian  strata  at  Manitoulln,  with  considerable 
success.  One  of  tbe  wells  there  sunk  gave  soil  10, 
shales  140,  limestone  316-466  feet,  at  which  depth 
the  boring  was  suspended.  A  specimen  from 
the  bottom  was  a  soft  limestone,  and  portions 
of  rock,  from  depths  of  169,  189  and  210  feet, 
were  nearly  pure  limestone.  At  220  feet  from 
the  surface  a  vein  of  oil  was  encountered,  and 
another  six  feet  lower  ;  the  well  has  rlelded. 
In  all,  seven  or  eight  barrels  of  oil.  with  much 
gas.  This  Is  designated  by  the  Manitoulln  Oil 
Company  as  well  No.  2,  about  two  miles  from 
which  Is  No.  1.  This,  after  32  feet  of  soil,  and 
100  feet  of  black  shale,  penetrated  340  feet  of 
limestone,  to  which  succeeded  62  feet  of  red  slU- 
clous  sandstone,  the  last  20  feet  very  hard. 
There  tbe  boring  ceased.  At  192  feet  from  the 
surface  there  was  met  a  vein  of  saline  water, 
whose  analysis  Is  given  further  on,  and  at  192, 
248  and  270  feet,  veins  of  oil.  From  this  well 
120  barrels  of  excellent  petroleum  'have  been 
obtained.  , 

Is  that  surfuce  oil  hon.  gentlemen  1 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

EXPENDITURE  ON   PRINCE  EDWAKO 
ISLAND  RAILWAY. 

MOTION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  moved  : 

That  an  humble  addiresB  bo  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Ooveraor  General  ;  praying  tbat 
His  Ezceliency  may  be  pleased  to  lay  on  the 
table  of  the  Senate  a  return  giving  statements 
in  details  of  the  expenditures  on  Hillsborough 
bridge  and'  Murray  Harbour  Branch  Railway, 
Prince  Edward  laland,  contained  In  an  amotmt 
of  ;i,492,626.47,  stated  by  tbe  Mhilater  of  Fin- 
ance in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  30th  of 
September,  1903,  to  have  been  expended  on 
these  two  works  up  to  the  30th  of  June,  1903. 
Aind  also  shnllar  at»temenis  regarding  any  other 
expenditures,  If  any,  up  to  the  laat-mentloned 
date,  on  these  works,  not  Included  In  the  amount 
so  stated  by  the  Finance  Minister : 

1.  Expenditure  on  Murray   Harbour  Branch 
Railway  for— 
(a.)  Surveys, 

(b.)  Legal  expenses,  names  of  persons  to 
whom  paid,  and  amount  to  each. 

(c.)  Land  damages,  names  of  persons  to 
whom  paid,  and  amount  to  each. 
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(d.)  Oradlos  mnA  ballMtlns. 
(e.)  Track- larlng. 
(f.)  Fencing. 
<S>)  Equipment. 

.(h.)  Anr  other  expenditure.  If  any,  not  In- 
cluded in  these  headings,  to  make  up  the 
total  expenditure  up  to  June  80,  1903. 

2.  Expenditure  on  Hillaborough  bridge  for —  ■ 
(a.)  Surveys. 

(b.)  Legal   expenses,   to  whom   paid,  and 

amount  to  each, 
(c.)  Approaches,  including  land  damages,  to 

whom  paid,  and  amount  to  each, 
(d.)  Substructures. 
<e.)  Superstructures. 

it.)  Track-laying  tor  railway  and  general 
tralQc. 

(g.)  Any  other  expenditures.  If  any,  for  the 
same  period,  not  included  under  above 
headings. 

3.  A  detailed  statement,  as  above,  showing 
the  expenditure,  up  to  the  date  of  the  passing 
of  this  address,  of  the  whole  or  part  of  the 
•mount  of  |1,S30,000  voted  for  the  said  bridge 
and  railway  for  the  current  year. 

4.  A  detailed  statement,  as  in  Nos.  1  and  2, 
showing  the  estimated  application  of  any  part 
of  the  said  $1,230,000,  voted  last  session  for  the 
Mid  railway  and  bridge  and  unexpended  at  the 
date  of  the  passing  of  this  address. 

Statements  regarding  railway  and  bridge  to 
be  given  separately. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBa^L— In  the 
absence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  HarBh- 
field  I  beg  to  make  the  motion  which  appenn 
on  tbe  order  paper  In  hla  name. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

STANDING  COMMITTEE  ON  RAILWA18, 
TBLBQRAPHS  AND  HARBOUBS. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  l£r.  TBMFLBHAN  moved  : 

That  the  name  of  the  Honourable  Ur.  Thomp- 
son be  substituted  for  that  of  the  late  Honour- 
able Hr.  Dever  on  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Harbours. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bin  (8)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nova  Scotia 
Permanent  Benefit  Building  Society  and 
Savings  Fund. — (Hon.  Mr.  McDonald,  C.B.) 

Bill  (45)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Home  Bank 
of  Canada. — (Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowel].) 

Bill  (50)  An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  St. 
Maurice  Valley  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Cegrls.) 

Bill  (52)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Manitoba 
and  Keewatln  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Watson.) 

Bill  (55)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Canadian 
Northern  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Watson.) 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


Bill  (60)  An  Act  respecting  the  Kettle 
River  Valley  Railway  Oompai^.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Templeman.) 

Bill  (61)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Ttaorold 
and  Lake  Brie  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 

Mr.  Domville.) 

Bill  (62)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Welland 
and  Grand  Island  Bridge  Company.r-4HoD. 
Mr.  Edwards.) 

Bill  (69)  An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  Mo- 
narch Life  Assurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

Bin  (71)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Ottawa, 
BrockviUe  and  St  I^wrence  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Mitcbell.) 

Bill  (83)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nlpigon 
Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  McMullen.) 

Bill  (85)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  Alberta 
Railway  and  Irrigation  Company,  and  to 
provide  for  tbe  amalgamation  therewith  of 
tbe  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company,  the 
Canadian  Northwest  Irrigation  Ompany, 
and  the  St  Mary's  River  Railway  Company 
(Hon.  Mr.  Lougbeed.) 

Bill  ^  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  BM- 
semer  and  Barry's  Bay  Railway  Company. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Bill  (96)  An  Acl  to  Incorporate  the  Craw- 
ford Bay  and  St.  Mary's  Bay  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.) 

Bill  (114)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Western 
Assurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Frost) 

Bill  (115)  Ah  Act  respecting  tbe  British 
America  Assurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Frost.) 

BUI  (72)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  National 
Transcontinental  Railway  Act — (Hon.  Mr. 

Scott) 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Wedneaday,  June  1,  i904> 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  the  Caialr  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

BIH  (48)  Ad  Act  respecting  tbe  Nicola, 
Kamloops  and  Simllkameeo  Coal  and  Rail- 
way Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.O.) 
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Bill  (67)  Ad  Act  respecting  the  Ontario 
Accident  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

Bill  (77)  An  Act  respecting  the  Hamilton, 
Grimsby  and  Beamsville  EMectrlc  Railway 
Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 

BUI  (91)  An  Act  respecting  tlie  Toronto 
and  Hamilton  Railway  Company.— <Hon. 
Mr.  McMnllen.) 

Bill  (94)  An  Act  respecting  the  Timagaml 
Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Edwards.) 

Bill  (104)  An  Act  respecting  the  Tllson- 
bcrg,  Lake  Erie  and  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Wtlson.) 

BHI  (105)  An  Act  reEqpectlng  the  Lake 
]EBrle  and  Detroit  River  Railway  Company. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Casgraln,  Windsor.) 

Bill  $)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Oode,  1892.-r-(Hon.  Mr.  StMtt.) 

Bill  ^)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Code,  1S02.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott) 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  RBADINOS. 

BUI  (68)  An  Act  rejecting  the  Hudson 
Bay  and  Northwest  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  Kenr.  TorontoJ 

BBHBING  6BA  6SAL  FZSHSRIBS. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD,  (B.C.)  rose  to 

Call  the  atteDtion  of  the  gOTsrnment  to  tbe 
pmport  of  a  resolution  passed  the  Uniteil 
States  Senate,  requesting  the  President  of  that 
couDtry  to  take  the  necessary  steps  for  reopen- 
ing with  Great  Britain  the  Question  of  ths 
Pacific  ocean  and  Bebring  sea  seal  flshsrles, 
and  for  a  readJuBtmeot  of  the  award  made  on 
IStb  day  of  August,  lS9i,  at  Paris,  by  the  Arbi- 
tration Commission,  composed  of  eminent  men 
of  Prance,  Italy,  Sweden  and  Norway,  the 
United  States.  Great  Britain  and  Canada,  under 
tbe  treaty  of  February  1,  1892,  between  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States,  providing  for 
submission  to  arbitration  of  the  fur  tfeal  ques- 
tion. 

And  will  direct  attention  also  to  tbe  hlRbly 
Important  salient  points  decided  and  determined 
by  the  Arbitration  Commission  in  support  of 
the  contention  of  Great  Britain  and  Canada  ; 

That  Russia  admitted  that  her  jurisdiction  in 
Bebring  sea  should  be  restricted  to  the  reach 
oC  a  cannon  sbot  from  tbe  shore,  and  from  that 
time  (1888)  to  the  cession  of  Alaska,  in  1867, 
never  exercised  any  ezclusive  Jurisdiction  la 
Behring  sea,  or  any  rights  In  the  seal  fleherles 
outside  territorial  waters. 

Tliat  Great  Britain  did  not  concede  any  claim 
on  the  part  ot  Russia  in  Behring  sea  outalde 
territorial  waters. 

That  tbe  tribunal  considered  Bebring  sea  as 
a  part  of  the  Pacific  ocean,  therefore  open  to 
tbe  flshlng  and  commerce  ot  the  world. 
16* 


TbBt  wiiaterer  Jurisdiction  and  rights  Russia 
had  to  the  seal  fisheries  in  Behring  sea  passed 
unimpaired  to  the  United  SUtes  under  the 
cession  ot  Alaska  In  1897. 

That  the  United  States  has  not  any  right  of 
protection  or  property  in  the  fur  seals  frequent- 
ing tlie  Islands  pf  the  United  States  in  Behring 
sea,  when  such  seals  are  found  outside  the 
ordinary  tbree-mlle  limit. 

And  will  ask.  If  the  goremment  will  resist 
the  reopening  of  this  question  ;  but.  In  the 
eVent  of  the  British  government  acquiescing  In 
the  request  of  Uie  United  States,  will  tbe  Do- 
minion government  ioatat  that  a  majority  of  the 
British  commisflioners  shall  be  citizens  of  tbe 
Dominion,  possessing  a  luiowledge  of  tbe  seal 
question,  the  arguments  and  conteqtlon  whlob 
have  arisen  thereon,  as  well  aa  the  decisions 
arrived  at  1>y  the  Paris  tribune  in  Auguat, 
1893  T 

He  said  :  When  It  came  to  my  notice  some 
time  ago  that  tbe  United  States  Senate  had 
passed  a  resolution  for  the  reopening  of 
the  Behring  sea  question,  I  thought  It  proper 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  attention  of 
the  government  and  the  House,  al^ougb  it 
Is  quite  possible  the  government  may  know 
more  abont  It  than  I  do,  and  that  they  axe 
as  fnlly  alive  to  the  qnestton  aa  any  one  can 
be.  I  think  it  Is  a  public  question  of  great 
Importance.  It  Is  known  to  all  of  ns  In 
this  House  that  whenever  we  have  come  In 
contact  with  our  United  States  friends  In 
any  arbitration  we  have  always  got  the 
worst  of  it.  I  can  only  recollect  one  case 
where  we  received  fair-play  and  justice, 
and  that  was  In  the  treaty  of  Wadilngton. 
In  every  other  case  we  have  got  tbe  worst 
of  it,  and  I  hope  the  government  on  this  oc- 
casion will  resist  the  reopening  of  the 
Behring  sea  question.  It  cannot  be  for  the 
benefit  of  Canada,  It  must  be  entirely  for 
the  benefit  of  the  United  States  that  they 
propose  anything  of  the  kind.  The  hon. 
minister  from  Victoria  knows  perfectly  weH 
the  advantage  and  benefit  of  the  seal  fl^er^ 
ies  of  the  Pacific  to  tbe  province  of  ^Ittsh 
Coanmbla  as  well  as  to  the  whole  Dominion. 
There  are  a  great  number  of  active  young 
men  employed  In  that  Industry,  and  It  has 
been  a  source  of  some  wealth  to  the  Pacific 
province  and,  consequently,  Indirectly  to 
the  whole  of  Canada.  It  will  be  known  to 
the  House,  and  any  one  who  hag  taken  the 
trouble  to  read  the  notice  on  the  paper  will 
see,  that  tbe  tribunal  which  sat  In  Paris 
<!ompo8*i  of  very  eminent  European  gentle- 
men decided  five  of  the  disputed  pointi 
entirely  In  favour  of  the  contention  of  Great 
Britain  and  Canada^  and  that  the  United 


Digitized  by 


Google 


244 


SENATE 


States  lost  every  point  of  tbla  very  Im- 
portant matter.  The  first  Is  that  the  Rus- 
sians disclaimed,  after  a  time,  ali  rtght  be- 
Tond  the  three-mile  limit,  a  cannon  lAot 
IPDi  the  shore.  Before  then  they  had  the 
udacity  to  claim  the  whole  North  Pa'ciflc 
as  a  closed  sea,  from  the  Columbia  river  to 
Behrlng  sea,  but  the  United  States  helped 
Great  Britain  to  resist  that  coDteotlou  and 
finally  they  came  down  to  the  tliree-mlle 
limit  from  the  shore.  The  tribunal  fixed 
definitely  that  that  wag  the  only  right  con- 
ceded to  tbem  by  Russia.  The  tribunal  also 
decided  that  the  United  States  had  no  right 
in  the  protection  of  seel  fisheries  beyond  the 
three-mile  limit  Every  point  was  decided 
in  favour  of  the  British  contention,  yet  In- 
stead of  fixing  the  three-mile  limit  as  the 
line  outside  of  which  the  United  States  had 
no  Jurisdiction,  In  order  to  settle  matters 
they  decided  upon  a  zone  of  ^ty  miles 
around  the  PriibylofT  tslandfi  as  the  limit 
within  which  no  British  vessel  couid  fish. 
That  wflB  a  very  important  concession  and 
the  United  States  should  have  been  satis- 
fied with  it  The  tribunal  also  decided  tbat 
there  should  be  no  seal  fishing  north  of  the 
SSth  degree,  that  Is  about  San  Francisco, 
and  within  200  miles  of  Japan,  after  the 
first  of  May  ;  but  they  left  undone  just  what 
they  ought  to  have  done  In  this  matter,  and 
permitted  a  practice  which  goes  far  to  des- 
troy seal  life.  Our  sealers  leave  British 
Ckilumbla  in  the  month  of  January,  and  sail 
south  to  meet  the  seals  when  they  are  with 
young,  going  north,  and  kill  tbem  with- 
out knowing  whether  they  are  male  or 
female.  The  regulation  was  therefore  very 
unwise.  I  remember  speaking  to  a  counsel 
on  the  Paris  tribunal  and  asldng  him  why 
they  did  such  a  thing.  He  said  It  was  done 
at  the  last  moment.  Just  as  they  were  closing 
up  the  proceedings.  If  that  foolish  regnla-^ 
tlon  could  be  set  aside  I  wonld  not  In  the 
least  object  to  the  question  being  reopened. 
There  is  another  matter  of  very  great  Im- 
portance. There  showid  be  a  close  period 
of  one  year  every  three  or  five  years  in 
which  no  seal  could  be  taken  either  by  the 
United  States  or  by  British  fishermen.  That 
would  give  the  seal  herd  a  chance  to  recu- 
perate and  would  do  no  injury  to  the  revenue 
of  the  United  States.  The  restrictions  are 
very  large,  and  amongst  tbem  is  One  pro- 
viding for  the  issuing  of  licenses  for  the 
Hon.  ICr.  BfACDONALD  (B.O.) 


seal  fisheries,  and  the  regulations  provide 
that  tbe  two  govwmnents  shall  take  mea- 
sures to  control  the  fitness  of  the  men  en- 
gaged in  the  seal  fisheries.  That  has  never 
been  carried  out  by  either  government  The 
sealers  gather  up  such  men  as  they  can  get 
I  think  It  Is  reasonable  if  tbe  subject  Is  to  be 
reopened,  that  a  majority  of  the  commission- 
ers sbould  be  Canadian,  because  the  people 
of  the  mother  country  are  not  interested  in 
the  matter  in  any  way,  and  we  know  their 
desire  and  tendency  to  maintain  friendly 
relations  with  the  United  States  might  pre- 
judice the  interests  of  Canada.  In  this 
case  I  hope  the  government  will  stand  out 
and  see  that  the  fair  thing  la  done  for  the 
Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Until  an  actual  proiio- 
sal  is  made  to  reopen  the  question  it  would 
be  Impossible  and  Impolitic  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  to  foresliadow  what  their 
policy  would  be  under  the  circumstances. 
The  Senate  and  the  country  may  rely  upon 
It,  that  the  honour  of  Canada  will  be  main- 
tained by  the  government,  and  that  the  in- 
terests of  tbe  men  engaged  In  the  seal  fish- 
eries in  British  Columbia  shall  be  considei> 
ed  paramount  to  every-  other  consideration. 
As  boo.  gentlemen  know,  this  question  is 
one  In  which  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
ain have  mainly  conducted  the  controversy. 
The  regulations  were  made  chiefiy  by  Eng- 
lisb  representatlres.  They  had  the  control 
practically.  The  United  States  government 
have  time  and  again  presAed  for  a  reop^iing 
of  the  question,  but  they  have  been  resisted 
successfully.  The  arguments  used  by  the 
United  States  have  been,  mainly,  that  fur- 
ther regulations  are  necessary  for  the  pre- 
servation of  the  sea]  herd.  It  was  alleged 
that  the  herd  was  being  exterminated.  In 
order  to  test  the  correctness  of  that  state- 
ment, the  British  government,  a  few  years 
ago,  named  Mr.  Darcy  Thompson  and  a 
Canadian  to  inquire  Into  tbe  statements 
made  by  the  United  States.  They  reported 
that  the  herd  was  not  being  exterminated, 
and  therefore,  that  there  was  no  pressing 
necessity  for  reopening  tbe  seal  fisheries 
question.  At  the  same  time.  It  has  been 
conceded  tbat  It  would  be  well  to  have  an 
Intermediate  year  when  the  killing  of  .geals 
should  be  absolutely  prohibited.  That  pro-  * 
bahly  would  secure  tbe  continued  life  of  the 
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seal  herd,  ^be  argrament  set  forth  b7  the 
United  States  from  time  to  time  are  nn- 
doubtedlr  Instigated  by  the  parties  who  have 
the  monopoly  of  that  Indnstry.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen know,  from  reading  tbe  papers,  tuat 
on  one  or  two  occasions  they  adTlsed  con- 
gress to  exterminate  the  herd  absolutely,  be- 
cause they  maintained  that  It  was  being 
rapidly  killed  oxC  by  Canadian  sealers.  It 
was  found,  however,  that  there  was  no  Justi- 
fication tor  the  statement  My  hon.  friend 
may  rely  upon  it,  that  if,  under  pressure, 
the  qne^on  has  to  fie  reopened,  the  coun- 
try win  find  that  the  government  will  re- 
main firm  and  will  not  yield  to  tbe  demands 
made  by  Interested  parties  In  tbe  United 
States,  that  the  killing  of  tbe  seals  should 
be  more  limited  than  it  is  to-day.  There  is 
one  important  point  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
alluded,  that  Is,  the  kHling  of  seals  on  their 
way  to  the  breeding  grounds,  because  It  may 
mean  Indiscriminate  killing,  and  tbe  killing 
of  a  female  seal  may.  mean  killing  more  than 
one  and  tbe  skip  may  be  useless.  There 
may  be  that  point  and  otlier  details  that  tbe 
experience  of  the  last  five  or  six  years  has 
shown  wottid  involve  some  change  In  the 
regulations  for  the  preservation  of  the  hwd 
without  reducing  to  any  considerable  extent 
the  reasonable  profits  that  the  United  States 
lessees  are  entitled  to.  They  have  already 
secured  that  zone  of  sixty  miles  around  the 
Prlbylotf  islands,  and  tlTey  would  neces- 
aarily  desire  to  maintain  that  as  a  reserve ; 
but  it  Is  qnlte  likely  that  In  future  some 
changes  may  take  place  In  the  regulation. 
I  think,  speaking  from  memory.  It  was  un- 
derstood that  every  five  years  there  might 
be  a  proposition  to  change  the  regulations 
as  tbe  result  of  the  experience  gathered  in 
that  intervaL 

Hon.  Mr.  MXCDONALD  (BX:.)— That  was 
part  of  the  tribunal's  finding. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  might  afford  an 
argument  and  a  Justification  for  reopening 
the  question,  limiting  It  to  the  making  of 
new  r^rulations  with  a  view  to  preserving 
tbe  herd,  and  continuing  tbe  Interest  both 
of  Canada  and  of  the  United  States  In  the 
present  industry. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  said  It  Is  Impossible 
for  the  government  to  announce  Its  policy 
until  an  an>Ilcation  is  made.   Did  that  ap- 


ply to  the  first  portion  of  tbe  question,  that 
they  would  resist  any  application  for  re- 
opening it,  or  to  the  latter  portion  of  the 
question,  in  which  my  hon.  Mend  asks  If 
the  government  will  insist  upon  a  majority 
of  the  commissioners  being  Canadians  ?  1 
can  readily  understand  the  answer  to  the 
first  part  of  tbe  question  made  by  the  hon. 
gentieman  as  being  conslstMit  with  the 
general  policy  of  aU  goTemments^  bat  what 
I  shopld  like  to  know  Is  whether  his  answer 
applied  to  both  tliese  questions.  The  hon. 
gentleman  in  bis  reply  referred  to  the  Beh- 
rlng  sea  arbitration  and  said,  what  was 
true  that  the  majority  of  them  were  not 
Canadians,  but  I  think  every  one  in  Can- 
ada admits  that  tbe  presence  of  the  late 
Minister  of  Justice,  Sir  John  Thompson,  and 
his  talent  and  ability  In  deaHng  with  the 
question  was  of  very  great  value  to  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— To  bis 
presence  at  tbe  meetings  of  the  tribunal  we 
are  Indebted  for  even  tbe  concessions  which 
were  obtained.  Had  we  not  had  a  man  of 
his  eminent  legal  ability  representing  Can- 
ada at  that  time,  tbe  question  would  have 
been  settied  In  a  mann»  much  more  disad- 
vantageous to  us  and  advantageous  to  the 
United  States.  And  not  In  blm  alone  but 
to  other  able  representatives  are  we  indebt- 
ed. Young  Sir  Charles  Hlbbert  Tup  per  was 
present  and  displayed  talent  and  ability,  in 
dealing  with  the  question,  commendable  to 
himself  and  of  great  value  to  Canada.  Can- 
ada's representatives  dlq;>layed  ability  in 
dealing  with  the  question  and  a  knowledge 
of  the  facts  and  legal  points  Involved,  mu<di 
greater  than  was  shown  by  tbe  foreigner  who 
was  upon  that  commission,  and  they  were 
in  every  respect  quite  equal  to  their  com- 
petitors representing  tbe  United  States,  i 
felt  that  in  Justice  to  a  late  colleague  I 
should  give  utterance  to  these  sentiments,  i 
think  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will  con- 
cur in  the  remarks  that  I  have  made  in  re- 
ference to  our  representatives  on  the  Behr- 
ing  sea  arbitration  to  which  attention  has 
been  called  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Vic- 
toria, I  should  like  to  aak  him  whether  I 
understood  bis  answer  to  the  question  to 
apply  to  botb  questions  that  were  put. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cordially  endorse  all 
that  tiie  hon.  gentlemen  has  said  with  rs- 
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f«rence  to  the  ability  with  which  Canada 
was  represented  on  that  occasion.  No  one 
for  a  moment  can  doubt  the  ability  di^laj- 
ed  by  the  late  Sir  John  Thompson,  and  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  Is  quite  right  in  mak- 
ing the  statement  that  it  is  due  probably  to 
the  ability  exhibited  by  him  and  his  col- 
leagues that  we  obtained  what  we  did.  I 
felt  that  way  and  I  think  the  experience  ol 
fwmer  arbitrations  and  sutwequent  ones 
conOrms  that  concln^on.  What  I  did  say 
was  that  nntU  the  occerion  arose  It  wpnid 
be  In^ioisslble  to  foreshadow  what  policy  the 
goremment  should  adopt.  We  cannot,  of 
conrse,  anttolpate"  the  manner  in  which  the 
subject  may  arise.  It  Is  liable  to  arise  at 
any  time.  What  I  said  was  that  I  thougnt 
the  people  of  Canada  might  rely  upon  the 
gorernment  to  maintain  the  dignity  of  the 
country  and  preserve  tilie  Interests  of  tliat 
special  Industry.  That  was  what  I  Intepd- 
ed  to  convey.  In  regard  to  making  the  sti- 
pulation that  a  majority  of  the  British  com- 
missioners shall  be  citizens  of  Canada,  I 
think  that  is  pretty  clearly  established  to  be 
In  line  with  our  policy.'  We  possibly  may 
fail  on  some  occasions^  because,  as  hon. 
gentlemen  know,  we  have  not  the  final  voice; 
but  I  think  it  is  in  evidence  that  during 
recent  years  we  have  taken  a  pretty  firm 
stand  in  selecting  the  men  who  were  to  de- 
cide where  the  Interests  of  Canada  In  this 
part  of  the  empire  were  particularly  aud 
exclusively  affected. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.C.)— Has 
there  been  any  communication  from  the 
Colonial  Office  on  this  subject  yet  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  so.  I 
do  not  remember. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.C.)— I  was 
told  on  pretty  good  authority,  by  a  person 
whose  name  I  <:annot  divulge,  that  Prof. 
Elliot,  who  was  responsible  for  branding 
the  seals  on  the  Islands,  has  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  pelagic  sea-ling  does  not  de- 
plete the  seal  herd  ;  that  it  Is  done  by  the 
practice  on  the  rookeries.  That  has  come  to 
the  ears  of  a  gentleman  high  In  authority 
who  told  me  about  It  the  other  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- I  have  not  heard  any- 
thing on  the  subject  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  were  any  despatches. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  think 
there  has  been  no  despatch,  but  it  might 
come  out  in  some  other  way. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


APPOINTMENT  OF  J.  B.  JACKSON. 
MOTION.  ■ 

Hon.  Bir  MACKBNZIB  BOWELL  moved: 

That  an  bumble  address  be  presented  to  HU 
BxcellflDcr  the  Governor  Oeneral  ;  prajrlns  tluit 
His  Excellency  will  cauBe  to  be  laid  upon  the 
table  ot  the  Senate,  a  copy  of  the  recommenda- 
tion made  to  the  executive  council  upon  which 
an  order  was  passed  appointing  J.  B.  Jackson, 
a  commercial  agent,  tn  England,  together  with 
a  cop7  ol  said  order  authorizing  aald  appoint- 
ment. 

He  said  :  I  was  induced  to  draft  this  mo- 
tion as  soon  as  the  return  was  laid  on  the 
table  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  from 
the  Deputy  Minister  of  Trade  and  Com- 
merce stating  that  there  had  been  no  cor- 
respondence in  reference  to  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  outside  recommen- 
dation X  think  It  was. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No, 
correapondmce  I  think  it  was.  I  am  de- 
sirous of  ascertaining  w^Ich  minister  It  was 
that  gave  ^e  recommendation — although  l 

presume  It  was  the  Minister  of  Trade  and 
Commerce — and  also'lBe  Order  In  Council, 
so  that  we  may  learn  the  reason  for  Mr. 
Jackson's  appointment,  and  the  exact  duties 
which  he  has  to  perform,  together  with  the 
remuneration  which  he  Is  to  receive. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  copy  of  the  Order 
In  CaUDCl'l  will  be  brought  down,  but  at  this 
moment  I  do  no}  know  whether  It  is  usual 
to  bring  down  the  recommendation  of  the 
minister.  If  It  Is  usnai  it  wUl  certainly  be 
brought  down.  I  am  qieaklng  now  with- 
out an  actual  knowledge.  The  Order  In 
Council  will  be  brought  down.  It  will 
show  on  whose  recommendation  the  Order 
In  Council  was  approved.  I  presume  it  was 
the  Minister  of  Trade  and  C(mimerce. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  desire  that  any  rule  governing  the  execu- 
tive council  should  be  varied.  But  I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that  there  can 
be  no  possible  objection  to  giving  the  In- 
formation asked  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Possible  not. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to, 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (60)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  St. 
Maurice  Valley  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Legris.) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  1.  19M 


Bill  (S2)  An  Act  reapectlng  the  Maoltoba 
and  Keewatin  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  WatBon.) 

BUI  (SB)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  GanaiUan 
^<nthern  Railway  company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Watson.) 

Bill  (62)  An  Act  respecting  the  WeHand 
and  Grand  Island  Bridge  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Edwards.) 

BUI  (71)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Ottawa, 
BrockvUIe  and  St.  Lawrence  Railway  Com- 
pany.—(Hon,  Hr.  Mitchell.) 

Bill  (83)  An  Act  req>ecting  the  Nlpigou 
Hallway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  McMoIlen.) 

HOMB  BANK  OF  CANADA  BILU 
8BC0ND  READING. 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL  moved 
the  second  reading  of  BIH  (45)  An  Act  re- 
ipecUng  the  Home  Bank  of  Canada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 1 
more  the  suspension  of  the  60th  rule  in  so 
far  as  the  same  relates  to  this  Bill.  The 
rale  provides  that  a  BUI  must  be  posted  for 
twenty-fonr  hoars  before  being  considered 
by  the  commltt^.  This  Is  an  ordinary  Bill 
and  as  It  Is  desirable  that  It  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with  as  early  as  pos^ble  I  malce  this 
moUon. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MONARCH    UFB    ASSURANCE  COM- 
PANY BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Gobonrg)  moved  the 
second  reading  of  felM  (69)  An  Act  to  Incor- 
porate the  Monarch  Life  Assurance  Com- 
pany. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobonrg)  moved  the  sas- 
penston  of  rale  00. 
The  motion  was  agreed  td. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  when  it  is 
proposed  to  suspend  the  rule  that  the  mem- 
ber who  moves  the  suspension  of  the  mlc 
mast  state'  what  the  rule  is.  We  do  not 
want  to  be  taken  by  surprise. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  ex- 
plained the  rule  when  I  made  the  motion. 


WBSTBRN  ASSURANCE  COMPANY 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON  (In  the  absence  of  Hon. 
Mr.  Frost)  moved  tbe  second  reading  of  Bill 
(114)  An  Act  respecting  the  Western  Assur- 
ance Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Before  tbe  motion  Is 
put  I  rise  to  a  question  of  order.  This  Bill 
has  not  been  distributed  nor  has  BUI  (IVSI 
been  dIMrtbnted. 

The  SPEAKER— It  Is  marked  as  havfxv 
been  printed  in  English  and  French. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Perhaps  I  might  be 
permitted  to  make  an  explanation,  with 

reference  to  tbe  objections  taken  by  my  bon. 
friend  with  regard  to  this  Bill.  Hon.  gentle- 
men are  well  aware  that  a  very  serious  con- 
flagration took  place  In  the  city  of  Toronto 
and  also  In  Baltimore,  by  which  one  of  these 
Insurance  companies  capital  to  the  extent  of 
$1,000,000  was  wiped  out,  and.  In  order  that 
legislation  may  be  put  through  as  speedily 
aa  possible,  we  are  asking  for  power  to  cut 
the  capital  In  one-half  and  to  Issue  new 
stock  for  another  million  In  order  that  the 
company's  business  inay  not  be  disturbed. 
That  is  the  whole  purport  of  the  Btll  and 
the  fme  following  It  I  move  the  suspension 
of  the  rule  to  obviate  tbe  necessit7  of  pott- 
ing of  the  BUI  fcnr  twenl7-four  bonn. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  Is  the  OOUi 
rule  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  relates  to  the  post- 
ing. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— It  does  away  with 
the  necessity  of  posting  of  the  Bill  tm 
twenty-four  hours. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tbe 
only  object  of  the  motion  Is  to  enable  tbe 
Bill  to  go  to  committee  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— The  60th  rule  reads 
as  foHows  : 

No  committee  on  any  private  Bill  orlRlnat- 
iDg  In  tbe  Senate  (of  wtalcb  notice  Is  required 
to  be  given)  Is  to  consider  the  same  until  oae 
and  after  eacb  notice  of  the  sitting  of  mKh 
committee  has  been  first  irasted  up  In  the  lobby* 
nor  In  the  case  of  any  such  Bill  origlnatlnic  In 
the  House  of  CommoDS  until  after  twentvioar 
hours  like  notlee. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


348 


SENATE 


This  Bill  came  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  motion  Is  made  simply  to  ex- 
pedite the  passing  of  this  measure. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

BRITISH  AMERICA  ASSURANCE  COM- 
PANY BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  G-IBSON  (in  the  absence  of  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Frost) — I  beg  to  more  the  second 
reading  of  Btil  (116)  An  Act  respecting  the 
British  America  Assurance  Company. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  iMr.  OIBSON— I  move  that  the  60th 
mie  be  snspeaded  In  so  far  as  the  same  re* 
lates  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  there  any  dUIer- 
ence  between  tbls  Bill  and  the  previous 
BIH  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— They  are  both  the 
same  kind  of  companies,  and  both  suffering 
In  the  same  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  find  It  is 
the  same  thing  at  all.  In  one  Bill  I  find  a 
provMon  that  the  capital  be  redtrced  to  60 
per  cent  once  for  all,  and  In  the  other  there 
Is  a  provision  that  it  may  be  reduced  from 
time  to  time  whenever  the  directors  see  fit 
to  do  so.  I  should  Ulie  to  know  the  reason 
of  sacb  a  difference  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  know  nothing  about 
the  internal  arrangements  of  the  different 
companies.  I  can  apeak  with  authority 
about  the  Western  Assurance  Company,  but 
I  fancy  the  British  America  Company  was 
-not  hit  as  hard,  to  use  a  common  expression, 
by  the  fire  as  the  Western  Assurance  Com- 
pany and  consequently  they  do  not  require 
to  wipe  out  their  capital  to  the  same  extent 
Bm  the  other  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— What  is 
tbe  necessity  for  the  wholesale  saspenslon 
of  rules.  It  is  only  In  urgent  cases  that  they 
Should  be  suspended. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— This  company  Is 
doing  a  large  business,  and  perhaps  the  ob- 
jection might  be  taken  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself,  if  an  agent  were  to  ask  him 
for  insurance  on  his  property.  He  might 
Hy  '^ell  you  are  wiping  out  half  of  your 
Hon.  Mr.  DAVID. 


capital  without  making -any  provision  to  re- 
place it.*  ThdB  company  is  going  to  wipe 
out  half  of  its  capital  and  Issue  another 
miinon  of  stock  to  take  the  place  of  tbe 
capital  wiped  on^  In  order  that  the  bnslneaa 
the  company  has  in  band  may  be  safe- 
guarded, and  the  company  may  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  pay  the  rl^s  that  may  occur  In  tbe 
meantime. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  I  am  well  inform- 
ed tbe  wiping  out  has  ta)[en  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON- No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  minister  says 

yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— The  meeting  Is  to  be 
held  on  the  19th  of  June,  and  ttaey  cannot 
carry  out  this  arrangement  until  the  l^s- 
lation  is  passed  ;  but  all  provision  has  been 
made  so  that  there  shall  be  no  interruptloa 
in  the  business  of  either  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— And  they  want  to 
confirm  what  has  been  done  by  the  directors. 

Hon.,  Mr.  GIBSON— What  Is  sn^ested  by 
the  directors  will  be  done  on  Thursday,  19tb 
June,  but  ttaey  require  the  legiadatlon  first 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understand  they  de- 
sire that  those  Bills  shall  be  assented  to  at 
an  early  date.  They  wish  to  get  them 
through  and  get  the  consent  of  the  Crown. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  want  to 
make  objection,  but  I  wish  to  call  afttention 
to  tbe  fact  that  not  one  of  the  Bills  on  the 
order  paper  for  to-day  marked  as  printed 
In  French  has  been  distributed.  Z  do  not 
say  they  are  not  printed,  because  they  are 
marked  as  printed  but  we  have  not  one 
of  them  in  our  files.  I  went  over  all  tbe 
Bills,  and  I  find  not  one  on  tbe  order  paper 
which  is  printed  In  French.  If  they  are 
printed  we  should  have  the  benefit  of  them. 
However,  I  make  no  objection. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  tbe  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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TEE  8EHATE. 

Ottatoa,  Thursday,  Jvne  S.  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  Toutine  proceedings. 
T|^IRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills,  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  were 
read  the  third  time  and  passed  nnder  sns- 
peosion  of  the  rules  :— 

Bill  (45)  An  Act  respecting  the  Home 
Back  of  Canada. — (Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell.) 

BUI  (114)  An  Act  respecting  the  Western 
Assnrauce  Oompany. — (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

BUI  (115)  An  Act  reapecting  the  British 
America  Assurance  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Gibson.) 

mSURANCB  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READING 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  moved  the 
aecond  reading  of  Bill  (8)  An  Act  farther  to 
amend  the  Insurance  Act. 

He  satd :  Wben  this  Bill  was  first  Intro- 
duced. I  felt,  as  It  was  <»ie  somewhat  ont 
of  the  ordinary  line,  that  it  was  due  to  the 
House  I  should  then  make  some  explana- 
tion as  to  the  Bill,  and  it  will  be  remember- 
ed by  hon.  gentleman  who  were  then  present 
that  Its  general  scope  was  explained  and  the 
aeceaslty  for  it  was  stated.  I  may.  perhaps, 
state  that  in  188S  the  Insurance  Act  was 
amended  so  as  to  enable  companies  doing 
business  on  the  assessment  plan  instead  of 
what  is  called  the  level  premium  plan,  to 
transact  business  on  the  assessment  plan  in 
Canada,  and  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
that  amendment  one  company,  at  all  events, 
has  undertaken  to  transact  and  has  transact- 
ed a  large  amount  of  business.  In  1890  the 
law  was  again  amended,  so  that  any 
assessment  company  so  licensed  to  do  busl-. 
ness  undOT  provlslmLS  of  that  Act  as 
BO  amended,  to  be  at  Ilber^,  upon  giv- 
ing notice  of  the  Intention  to  maintain  the 
reserves  required  by  the  Insurance  Act,  to 
transact  business  on  the  level  premium  plan. 
Under  that  provision  the  same  company 
which  had  taken  advantage  of  the  Urst 
amendment  gave  notice  of  Its  Intention 
to  transact  bu^ess  in  that  way,  and 


It  bas  been  transacting  business  In 
that  way,  liavlng  made  a  deposit  of 
the  reserve,  in  conformity  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  Circumstances 
have  arisen,  which  are  present  to  the  minds 
of  all  Jiere,  which  make  It  expedient  that 
some  provision  diould  be  made  now  for 
those  who  have  been  in  the  past  insuring 
with  that  company.  Although  the  reserves 
have  been  maintained,  the  deposits  having 
been  made  with  the  government  in  com- 
pliance with  the  requirements  of  the  In- 
surance Act  on  the  assessment  plan,  and 
under  that  provision  a  considerable  sum  of 
money  Is  now  in  the  hands  of  the  govern- 
ment aa  security  for  the  policy-holders,  the 
company  has  also  been  making  necessary 
the  level  premium  plan,  on  which  they 
were  enabled  to  carry  on  business  under 
the  last  amendment  of  1899.  Although 
those  deposits  have  all  been  made  In 
conformity  with  the  requirements  of  the 
Act.  yet  the  business  of  the  company 
which  is  a  United  States  company  do- 
ing a  large  business  on  the  other 
aide,  has  declined  to  a  very  considerable  ex- 
tent, and  In  consequence  of  -the  change  in 
Its  position  there,  it  has  changed  the  char- 
acter of  a  large  part  of  its  business  to  the 
level  premium  plan ;  but  In  consequence  of 
these  and  otber  circumstances  the  business 
In  Canada  has  declined  to  one.  of  somewhere 
In  the  neighbourhood  of  $8,000,000.  Now, 
a  business  of  this  description  on  the  decline, 
being  a  business  that  In  point  of  fact  bad 
been  carried  on  for  some  years  actually  below 
the  cost  of  insurance,  must  more  or  less 
become  worse  and.  worse  each  year,  and  the 
position  of  those  who  are  assured  on  the 
assessment  plan  must  become  more  and 
more  difficult  The  result  Is  that,  in  order 
to  maintain  the  business,  large  assessments 
would  have  to  be  made  in  each  year.  In- 
creasing therefore  the  cost  of  maintaining 
those  assessment  policies.  Of  course  any 
increase  in  the  way  of  assessment  premiums 
Is  not  only  an  unpopular  thing,  but  is  looked 
upon  as  an  unjust  thing  by  those  who  are 
assured,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact  the  cost 
of  Insurance  would  be  so  much  enhanced 
if  something  were  not  done  for  the  relief 
of  those  insured  on  that  plan,  that  it  would 
be  almost  impossible,  ultimately,  for  those 
Insured  to  continue  their  payments.  The 
assessments  that  would  require  to  be  made 
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would  be  80  heavy  that  many  itersoDs  wonld 
l>e  obliged,  and  others  would  ^ect  to  drop 
tlieir  iiunrance,  and  so  the  residuum  of 
business  which  would  contioue  might  be 
fairly  clamed  as  being  nndeslrable  insur- 
ance, the  amount  of  Insurance  which  would 
be  continued  consisting  chiefly  of  those  who. 
by  reason  of  their  age,  could  not  at  any 
reasonable  rate  '  now  secure  insurance,  or 
who  by  reason  of  the  change  In  the  condi- 
tions of  their  ITSialth  would  not  be  able  t« 
renew,  or  insure  elsewhere.  This  leaves  it 
a  matter  which  must  be  one  of  considerable 
concern  as  to  what  shotild  be  done  The 
plan  which  has  been  thought  out  and  the 
principle  of  which  has  been  approved  of 
by  the  superintendent  of  insurance,  is  that 
which  Is  embodied  in  the  Bill  which  I  have 
presented  to  the  House.  By  that  plan  each 
policy-holder  on  the  assessment  plan  is 
allowed  three  options.  He  is  allowed  to 
change  his  policy  Into  one  on  the  fixed  pre- 
mium plan  for  the  same  amount  as  he  has 
now  on  the  assessment  plan.  In  that  case, 
however,  he  would  be  a  debtor  and  would 
continue  to  be  a  debtor  to  the  company  for 
the  difference  between  the  average  amount 
of  what  be  has  been  paying  on  the  assess- 
ment plan  and  the  amount  which  he  ought 
to  pay  upon  the  level  premium  or  fixed  pre- 
mlvm  plan,  in  order  to  provide  for  the  cost 
of  actually  carrying  his  policy.  The  other 
plan  would  be  one  by  which,  instead  of  In- 
creasing the  annua)  burden  upon  bim,  he 
might  have  a  credit  for  that  amount ;  In 
other  words  he  would  continue  to  pay  the 
average  amount  of  his  assessments,  the 
average  amount,  which  he  has  been  In  years 
past  paying  per  annum,  -and  the  difference 
between  that  and  what  he  ought  to  pay  as 
the  cost  of  insurance  I  would  remain  as  a 
charge  against  his  policy.  The  third  plan 
would  be  one  by  which  be  might  reduce  the 
amount  of  bis  policy  to  such  a  sum  as  the 
average  amount  of  bis  assessments  in  past 
years  would  actually  purchase  and  maintain 
Cor  him.  So  Uiat  in  these  ways  he  would  be 
enabled  to  maintain  insurance  for  the  re- 
mainder of  his  days — In  other  words  main- 
tain the  policy  which  was  accepted  by  this 
company,  but  which,  however,  under  per- 
haps changed  circumstances  he  could  not 
secure  in  another  company.  These  being 
tiie  principles  on  which  the  Bill  Is  Intro- 
duced and  that  being  the  plan  outlined  in 
Hob.  Mt.  KJBRIK.  (Toronto). 


the  Bill  which  contains  as  I  talce  it  the  ne- 
cessary provisions  for  carrying  ttiat  Into 
effect,  all  of  the  i^ans  to  be  carried  oat 
would  be  carried  out  nadet  the  direc- 
tion of  the  superintendent  of  insurance  who 
would  have  the  approval  of  the  plans  and 
the  amounts  which  would  become  payable, 
so  that  the  assured  would  have  the  vtt*- 
tectlon  of  the  superintendent  of  insurance, 
in  respect  of  the  amounts  which  they  would 
be  required  to  pay  and  the  amounts  of  the 
policies  which  they  would  tw  entitled  to  re- 
ceive.  In  this  "way  It  appears  to  me  that 
the  interests  of  those  who  are  now  liunred 
la  the  company  woold  be  maintained.  Od« 
other  thing  further  is  provided  for,  and.  that 
is  also  a  protection  of  the  assured  ;  it  li 
this,  that  the  amount  which  Is  on  deposit 
with  the  government  now  should  t>e  appor- 
tioned so  that  each  policy-holder  now  a 
policy-holder  would  receive,  in  one  form  or 
another,  in  the  shape  of  a  bonus  <m  his 
policy,  payable  when  the  poUey  would  b^ 
come  payable,  the  pr<^rtIon  of  that  deposit 
now  in  the  hands  of  the  government  to  which 
he  would  Justly  and  fairly  become  entitled 
under  a  proper  and  fair  apportionment  of 
that  fund.   So  that  the  policy-holder  would 
get  all  in-  the  shape  of  an  Insuradce  policy 
that  the  premium  which  he  has  In  the  past 
been  paying  would  entitle  him  to  get   If  he 
chose  to  take  a  credit  he  would  get,  for  the 
payments  which  sliould  have  been  made  Id 
the  past  but  which  would  remain  a  charge 
on  his  policy  In  the  future,  the  benefit  of  the 
increased  Insurance  which,  if  those  sums 
had  been  paid  In  the  past,  he  would  possess, 
but  leaving  the  charge  against  his  policy 
under  the  new  policy. 

Thus  in  whatever  position  he  maintained 
his  policy,  he  would  get  his  dne  pn^ortion 
of  the  funds  which  are  now  available  in 
Canada.  That  Is  the  extent  and  the  only 
extent  to  which  policy-holders  in  this  com- 
pany, a  foreign  ctAnpany  whldi  has  been 
licenced  to  do  business  in  this  coimtry, 
under  the  law,  as  amended  in  1885,  could 
be  protected— that  Is  the  only  measure  of 
protection,  benefit  or  advantage,  as  far  as 
I  can  see.  that  could  be  given  to  a  policy- 
holder. There  are  many  policy-holders 
whose  poUdes  have  lapsed  through  not 
paying  up  their  assessments  in  respect 
of  some  past  years.    There  has  seemed 
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to  me  a  great  deal  of  dlfflcally  in  mak- 
ing provision  for  sucb  cases.  I  admit 
Uie  advisability  of  doing  so.  I  concede 
the  advisability,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so— 
to  provide  for  the  revival  of  any  such  poll* 
des— bat  at  present  I  am  unable  to  see  ex- 
actly a  plan  for  tbat  vUcta  conld  be  fairly 
worked  oat  With  a  view,  hofrever,  of 
bavlng  the  whole  mattor  dealt  with  on  Ite 
merits,  dealt  with  for  the  protection  solely 
of  those  who  are  Interested  as  pollcy-holders 
In  this  company,  I  intend  to  ask  the  Senate, 
if  it  will  allow  the  second  reading,  to  permit 
the  Bill  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Bankhig  and  Oommerce,  where  all  the  mat< 
ters  connected  with  the  Bill  and  the  merits 
of  the  Bin.  If  It  has  merlte-and  I  believe 
It  has— where  all  the  rights  of  the  parties, 
both  those  who  are  at  present  in  the  com- 
pany and  who  have  been  in  the  past  Insur- 
ed In  the  company,  who  have  ceased  to  keep 
op  their  payoaents,  together  with  any  other 
rights  and  Interests  there  may  be  that  should 
be  T^eseated,  may  be  heard  and  discasaed, 
iDd  the  merits  of  the  matter  dli^osed  of  in 
t  way  tbat  could  not  conveniently  be  draie 
if  this  BUI  were  retired  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House.  I  would  appeaJ  to  hon. 
gentlemen  present  to  allow  the  Bill,  on  tbat 
■mderstendtne.  to  pass  the  second  reading, 
and  then  it  would  go  before  the  committee 
of  which  I  have  spoken.  In  that  way  we 
coQld  -hear  what  th<we  who  are  Interested  as 
poUcy-holdera.  and  who  have  been  confiect- 
«d  with  the  company  for  many  years,  have 
to  Bay  with  reference  to  the  maintenance 
of  their  rights,  how  far  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  win  meet  their  cases  individually  and 
collectively,  and  bow  far  those  who  have  in 
the  last  tew  years  ceased  to  be  Interested 
tn  the  company  will  be  protected.  In  tbl4 
way  the  merits  of  the  whole  proposition 
wblcb  Is  enAodled  In  the  Bill,  or  which 
should  be  embodied  In  the  Bill,  can  be  dealt 
with  in  a  satisfactory  way.  I  would  Just 
say  one  thing  further  with  reference  to 
the  fnnd  which  is  in  the  bands  of  the 
government  as  a  deposit  for  the  security  of 
policy-holders.  Of  course  it  will  be  readily 
understood  that,  as  matters  are  at  present 
all  those  who  are  continuing  policy-holders 
are  the  only  persons  who  are  entitled  to 
look  to  that  fnnd  for  protectloB  or  entitled 
to  resort  to  it  for  any  advantage  or  benefit 
However,  a  plan  may  be  devised  of  meeting 


the  cases  of  tboee  who  have  In  the  past  pei^ 
mitted  their  policies  to  lapse,  or  wtio  have 
been  obliged  perforce  to  allow  their 
policies   to   lapse ;   but  this  appears  to 

me  to  be  the  only  way  In  which  the 
actual  rights  of  the  present  policy-holders 
can  be-  worked  out  and  protected  in  the 
future.  The  only  alternative,  it  a^^ears  to 
me,  Is  that  those  who  now  are  and 
continue,  to  be  policy-holders  will  be  sub- 
jected to  assessments,  not  merely  to  the 
amount  which  is  needed  for  the  purpose 
year  by  year  of  maintaining  those  policle?* 
and  providing  for  the  death  claims  which 
may,  from  time  to  time,  arise,  bnt  tliey  only 
are  entitled  who  have  maintained  their  con- 
tracts and  kept  up  their  rights  as  against  the 
company.  A  person  having  a  claim  against 
a  mutual  company  of  this  kind  has  practi- 
cally no  other  remedy,  because  the  com- 
pany, not  being  a  stock  company,  having  no 
invested  funds,  except  those  which  are  the 
necessary  reserves  for  the  purpose  year  by 
year  of  providing  for  insurance,  until  the 
funds  are  replaced  by  new  assessments, 
having  no  funds  except  those  that  are  {Hedg- 
ed In  the  hands  of  the  company  for  the  pay* 
ment  of  the  debts  that  may  Immediately  fall 
In,  there  Is  no  other  practical  remedy  or 
provision  tbat  can  be  made  so  as  to  protect 
them  In  the  future ;  and  It  seems  to  me, 
therefore,  that  there  ia  only  the  alternative 
of  higher  assessments  in  the  future,  not 
only  to  cover  the  costs  of  maintaining  thwe 
in  the  future,  but  also,  perbaps,  to  provide 
for  deficiencies  with  reference  to  It  In  the 
past.  I  do  not  know  that  I  heed  say 
more  In  presenting  the  proposition  submitted 
by  this  BUI  than  I  have  ahready  said,  but  I 
do  think  that  it  is  an  occasion  when  we 
should  look  fairly  and  squarely  at  what  Is 
the  interest  of  those  at  present  In  the  com- 
pany, In  the  first  Instance,  and  see  wbat  It 
is  advisable  to  do  for  th^r  protection  as 
insured  In  a  company  which  has  been  li- 
censed by  this  government,  under  the 
authority  of  a  law  passed  by  this  parlia- 
ment and  wMch  company  has  been  con- 
tinuing to  do  business  on  that  system  with 
the  approval  of  the  saperlntendent  of  in- 
surance. 

Hon.  Mr.  liANDRT— Before  the  question  is 
put  I  should  like  to  raise  a  point  of  order. 
I  think  that  the  Bill  Introduced  by  my  hon. 
friend  should  be  a  private  Bill  and  not  a 
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public  BUI.  At  all  events,  It  might  be  placed 
in  tbat  class  of  Bills  vrMch  are  called  hybrid 
Bills.  I  refer  to  page  732  of  Bourlnot 

Hon.  Mr.  acOTT— Pei^ps  It  wUl  avoid 
dlscnsslon  If  I  say  a  word  to  my  bon.  f  rl«id. 
Tbe  intention  was  to  Introduce  a  clause 
Umltlng  this  BiU  entirely  to  this  Matoal  Re- 
serve Company.  The  provisions  of  the  law 
would  stand  as  they  are  as  far  as  all  other 
companies  are  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  fortifies  my  po- 
rtion. I  am  glad  my  hon.  friend  made  that 
declaration.  It  gives  the  Bill  Its  true  char- 
acter.  Bourlnot  says  : 

In  the  MMion  of  187E>  the  premier,  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie, moved  tm  leave  to  iortroduoe  a  public 
Bill  to  rearrange  the  capital  of  the  Northern 
Rallvay  of  Canada  to  enable  the  said  companr 
to  change  the  gauge  of  Its  rattvaj  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  leasg  of  the  government  Hoe  or  the 
road  on  federal  conditions.  Objection  having 
been  taken  that  some  ot  the  provisions  affected 
private  interests  and  altered  the  powers  of  the 
company  on  very  material  points  the  Speaker 
decided  tliat  the  Bill  ou^t  to  be  withdrawn. 

Separate  Bills  were  subsequently  passed 
by  the  Hons& 

On  page  734,  we  find  that  a  new  rule  was 

adopted  in  the  Canadian  House  of  Commons 

In  1883.  Bourlnot  writes  as  follows : 

But  a  Bill  proposing  to  amend  a  public  Act 
In  the  interests  of  certain  persons  will  not  be 
allowed  to  proceed  as  a  public  Bill. 

That  Is  precisely  the  case  of  the  Bill  pre- 
sented to-day.  Therefore,  i  ask  the  ruHng 
of  the  chair  on  this  Bill.   It  should  not  be 

proposed  as  a  public  BUI,  and  should  not  be 
allowed  to  be  proceeded  with  as  a  public 
Bin.  The  Bill  Itself  is  for  a  certain  class  of 
persons,  only  those  affected  by  a  certain  In- 
surance company,  and  the  declaration  Just 
made  by  the  government  gives  the  Bill  Its 
proper  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  iSOOTT— I  only  made  the  remark 
as  a  suggestion  to  remove  the  Impression 
fron^  the  mind  of  my  hon.  friend  tbat  It 
was  of  that  character.  If  he  takes  the  ob- 
jection, then  I  wHl  stand  by  the  BUI  as  It  is. 
The  BUI,  on  Its  face,  Is  a  public  BUI  wbicb 
applies  to  all  companies  similarly  situated. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  took  the  exception 
before  the  hon.  minister  made  his  declara- 
tion, and  that  proves  that  In  my  opinion  the 
BIU  In  question  was  a  private  BUI.  Subse- 
quently we  have  the  declaration  of  the  hon. 
minister  giving  the  same  feature  to  the  BUI, 
and  fortifying  the  position  I  took. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Surely  my  hon.  frieod, 
the  Secretary  ,of  States  does  not  intend  to 
force  this  Bill' through  the  House,  when  be 
knows  that  every  insurance  company  In  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  from  one  end  of  Can- 
ada to  the  other,  have  petitioned  against 
this  Bill  going  through,  In  Its  present  state, 
making  It  a  private  BUI  entirely.  Tbe 
other  InsuraDce  companies  wUl  not  recognise 
this  BIU,  as  a  public  BUI,  but  a  Bill  in  tbe 
Interests  of  a  company  named  In  the  Bill 
distlnctiy  apart  from  all  the  other  insurance 
companies.  If  the  Bill  Is  going  through  as 
a  public  Bill,  surely  the  objections  that  have 
been  sent  to  the  government  and  to  almost 
every  member  of  this  honourable  body, 
should  induce  us  to  give  them  an  opportu- 
nity of  stating  the  opinions  of  Insurance 
companies  which  are  affected  by  the  BUL 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  wUi  come  before 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 

question  Is  one  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— If  the  hoa. 
gentleman  would  see  his  way  to  withdraw 
the  poUi  of  order  I  shall  be  glad,  for 
I  am  not  asking  tbat  the  House  should 
be  committed   to  the   principle  of  this 
BUI  or  to  the  meUiod  of  Its  Introduc- 
tion as  a  public  or  private  Bill ;  the  oniy 
object  I  have  In  view  is  tbat  tbe  rights  and 
interests  of  those  who  are  affected  as  policy- 
holders in  this  country  should  be  dealt  with, 
not  in  a  haphazard  way,  not  merely  as  the 
result  of  a  debate,  wbicb  might  become  more 
or  less  heated  according  to  the  views  of 
different  memt>OTS,  but  In  a  Judicial  way 
such  as  the  Banking  and  Oommelce  Com- 
mittee could  deal  with  it  If  that  could  be 
done,  and  he  could  see  his  way  to  withdraw 
his  objection, '  I  should  be  glad  ;  If  not  I 
should  like  to  address  a  few  words  on  the 
question  of  order.  But  I  hope  the  hon.  ger- 
tieman  can  see  his  way  to  accede  to  uiy  re 
quest,  In  the  Interest  of  the  people  whom 
we  are  anxious  to  protect  and  serve.  When 
tbe  Bill  goes  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Commerce  they  can  come  to  the  con- 
clusion he  now  urges  or  they  can  determine 
the  matter  on  Its  merits  because,  as  my  hon. 
friend  will  see  by  reference  to  Bourlnot,  at 
page  727  It  Is  laid  down  as  follows  : 

Sometimes  doubts  may  arise  whether  &  BUi 
should  be  classed  as  public  or  private.  Many 
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eaaw  ot  this  Und  occurred  to  the  practice  of 
the  old  Canadian  leslalature,  but  the  House 
generallr  alloired  themaelTM  to  be  fuided  br 
the  decision  of  the  commttbee  to  whom  the  Bill 
might  bo  reterred. 

So  tlut  tliiB  committee  wltb  whom  we 
propose  to  place  It,  would  be  able  to  deter- 
mine, apart  ftrom  the  merits  of  the  matter, 
whether  the  Bill  was  in  the  right  form  or 
whether  it  wag  one  That  otight  to  be  dealt 
with  as  a  private  BUI.  It  la  possible  It  that 
Tiew  prevailed  with  them'  they  might  see 
tbdr  way  to  make  such  an  amendment  in 
the  BUI  aa  Would  meet  the  case  spoken  of. 
As  to  the  question  of  the  other  Insurance 
companies,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  not  the  point  of  order. 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRT— The  hon.  gentleman 
sboald  stand  to  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  EEBR  (Toronto)— I  think  it  Is 
In  perfect  order»  and  that  this  is  a  public 
Bill.  Let  us  see  what  the  law  is.  The  law- 
is  a  general  Act  and  deals  with  a  branch 
of  business.  It  is  the  Insurance  Act  which 
Is  being  dealt  with— a  Bill  to  amend  the  In- 
surance Act.  The  nature  of  the  amendment 
Isaoother  matter.  That  is  one  feoture  of  it, 
bat  the  Bill  Is  one  to  amend  the  Insurance 
Act;  it  is  to  amend  It  with  reference  to 
what?  With  reference  to  a  whole  class 
of  Insnrance,  with  reference  to  what  com- 
panies ?  Not  one  company  alone,  but  all 
companies  who  have,  or  might  hereafter 
aTail  themselves  of  it.  In  dealing  with  this 
juatter,  In  tliis  particular  way,  a  special 
enactment  wltb  reference  to  a  company 
dealing  with  its  affairs  and  its  policies, 
would  still  leave  the  law  In  a  form 
under  which  the  same  mistake  might 
be  repeated,  and  what  is  proposed  here 
is  ^at  those  who  have  taken  advant- 
age of  the  general  provisions  of  the  law 
shall  be  subject  to  the  amending  law  which 
it  is  now  proposed  to  enact  That  has  been 
done  by  one  company.  We  know  that  it 
has  been  done  by  one,  and  it  may  have  been 
availed  of  by  other  companies.  I  do  not 
know  whether  It  has  or  not,  and,  therefore, 
it  seems  to  me  that  It  is  proper  that  it 
should  be  done  by  a  general  Bill.  This  is 
more  or  less  a  vexed  question  as  to  what  is 
or  what  is  not  a  private  BUI— when  a  Bill 
ceases  to  be  a  public  Bill  and  becomes  one 

which  Is  to  be  caUed  a  ^vate  BlU.  There 


are  a  great  many  authorities  which  can  be 
referred  to  on  the  snbjecl.  I  have  taken 
the  trouble  to  look  Into  them  and  It  seems 
to  me,  in  view  of  what  I  have  Just  read, 
that  the  proper  course  is  to  leave  It  to  the 
committee  to  whom  the  BUI  may  be  referred 
to  deal  with  it  In  this  way.  That  Is  the 
plan  adopted,  as  is  stated  here^  In  the  old 
Houses  of  Canada  before  confederation. 
Bourlnot  states  : 

A  committee  has  under  buuD  clrcumBtances 
made  some  amendments  to  the  Bill  In  order  to 
obviate  the  difflcultr  and  bring  It  under  tbe 
category  of  a  public  or  private  Bill. 

So  tlMt  it  would  be  open  to  the  very  com* 
mlttee  to  whom  we  propose  to  refer  this  mea- 
sure hereafter  to  make  such  amendments  sh 
would  deal  with  It  in  that  way,  and  I  have 

in  my  mind  that  if  it  be  found  that  no 
other  company  has  availed  Itself  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1809,  then  an  amend- 
ment could  be  made  by  the  committee  which 
would,  in  tbe  words  I  have  referred  to,  bring 
it  within  the  cat^<»y  of  a  public  or  private 
Bill.  So  that  4n  that  way  I  think  X  may  fair- 
ly claim  that  X  am  within  my  right  In  pre- 
senting this  as  a  public  BUI.  At  page  729- 
Bourlnot  states  : 

As  a  rule  It  majr  be  stated  that  when  Bills 
iresi  of  matters  of  general  policy. 

And  that  Is  what  we  are  dealing  with  here 
-we  are  dealing  with  all  companies  who  may 
have  taken  advantage  of  the  right  given  to 
them  by  the  provisions  of  section  42a  pass- 
ed in  1899.  Whenever  a  company  has  done 
that  it  Is  to  be  governed  by  this  Act. 
Bourlnot  says  that  if  it  Is  a  question  of  gen- 
eral policy,  such  as  sanitary,  police  or  com- 
mercial, then  It  may  be  considered  of  a 
public  nature.  In  fact,  all  Bills  afTecting  the 
general  interest  of  the  community— and  what 
affects  this  communltr  more  than  this  ques- 
tion of  insurance  by  one  class  of  company  or 
another,  by  one  class  of  policy  or  another, 
so  that  the  Interests  of  the  whole  commnnl- 
ty  are  involved.  Such  measures  are  out  of 
the  category  of  private  Bills  dealing  with 

the  special  interests  of  corporations  or 
nssociations.  I  am  not  here  dealing  with  the 
private  Interest  of  a  corporation.  I  do  not 
propose  to  be  Identified  with  anything  of  the 
kind.  I  am  proposing  to  deal  with  interests 
it  the  other  end  of  the  business.  I  am  pro- 
posing to  deal  with  those  who  have  in  the 
past  held  policies  and  rights  against  corn- 
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pani^,  and  wbo  have  therefore  got  tbe  right 
to  come  to  parliament,  whl<di  has  plac- 
ed the  company  In  a  position  to  do  that  busi- 
ness, first,  by  the  operation  of  the  Act  of 
1885,  and  afterwards  by  the  Act  of  1899, 
and  aslc  that  this  siectloD  of  the  Act  be  re- 
pealed, exc^t  as  to  companies  which  may 
bare  already  availed  themselres  of  It  and 
tbe  policy-boldeTS  who  hare  acquired  rights 
under  it    Bourlnot  says  : 

It  is  unusual  to  repeal  or  amend  a  public 
Acf  'jy  a  Drlvate  BUI. 

The  only  way  this  could  be  dealt 
with  by  a  private  Bill  Is  by  dealing  direct- 
ly with  the  case  of  a  special  company,  and 
declaring  that  notwithstanding  the  general 
Act,  all  that  have  done  business  under  such 
Act  might  have  certain  rights.  That  Is 
surely  not  what  is  Intended.  In  tbis  country 
we  have  only  two  classes  of  Bills,  public  and 
private  Bills,  and,  classifying  tbem  in  that 
way,  this  la  fairly  to  be  determined  and 
dealt  with  as  a  public  BlU.  It  is  well  known 
that  in  England  they  have  'hybrid'  BiUs^ 
Bills  which  are  more  or  less  public,  bnt  still 
^Ivate  in  their  operations  ;  on  the  other 
hand,  Bills  which  are  more  or  less  private, 
but  stil!  public  in  their  operations,  and 
tiiose  are  dealt  with  as  '  hybrid  '  Bills,  not  as 
other  classes  of  Bills  under  the  other  classi- 
fication. Under  the  circumstances,  It  seems 
to  me  I  am  within  my  right  In  presenting 
this  as  a  public  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB—When  we  come  to  deal 
with  the  motion  which  will  be  presented,  If 
It  is  presented,  I  wiU  have  to  express  my 
objections  to  the  Bill  as  It  appears  befwe 
this  House ;  but  with  reference  to  tbe  ques- 
tion of  order  which  Is  raised,  it  seems  to  m.> 
that  there  is  no  ground  for  it,  with  all  de- 
ference toJ:he  hon.  gentleman  who  has  made 
the  objection.  This  Bill  is  surely  a  ptfblic 
Bill  on  Its  face.  When,  in  1899,  the  Insur- 
ance Act  was  amended,  and  section  42a  was 
added  to  the  Act,  surely  it  was  done  by  pub- 
lic BUI,  and  the  Bill  which  la  now  before  the 
House  4fl  of  the  very  same  nature.  It  deals, 
as  was  v«ry  pnH>OTly  said,  not  with  one 
company,  not  any  more  with'  this  Mutual 
Reserve  Association  than  with  any  other 
company.  It  Is  a  Bill  which  is  Intended  to 
apply  to  all  companies  doing  business  under 
the  assessment  system,  and  that  will  foe  one 
of  my  objections  on  the  merits  of  the  BUI ; 
because,  If  we  pass  this  BIU,  It  would  enable 
Hon.  SCr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


other  mutual  companies  to  violate  or  chai^« 
their  conditions  with  their  pollcy-holdtt« 
without  the  consent  of  the  Insured.  So  that 
It  Is  surely  a  pubUc  BUI.  It  does  not  affect 
tbis  company  more  than  any  other  company ; 
it  affecte  all  such  companies,  and  It  Is  to  be 
on  the  fltatnte-book  ontU  repealed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  9bare  the  view  taken  by  the  two  gentle- 
men who  have  Just  spokeo,  after  reading  tAe 
authorities  laU  down  in  the  book.  But, 
apart  from  that  I  would  express  my  sur- 
prise at  the  statements  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stete.  If  the  government  intend  to 
amend  this  Bill,  confining  ito  provisions  ex- 
clusively to  this  one  company,  then  It  be- 
comes de  facto  a  private  BUI.  That  brings 
It  at'  once  wltUn  the  meaning  of  Bonrlnot^s 
declaration  as  to  how  public  and  private 
Bills  shall  be  treated,  and  it  confirms,  to  my 
mind,  the  correctness  of  the  position  taken 
by  the  hon.  gentl«nan  from  Stadacont. 
Bonrlnot  says : 

A  BUI  proposing  to  amend  a  public  Act  

Now  this  is  to  amend  a  public  Act  beyond 
a  doubt 

A  Bill  proposing  to  amend  a  public  Act  in  thi 
Interest  of  certain  persoDS  

Now  this  Is  in  the  Interest  of  a  certain 

class  of  policy-holders.  It  does  not  say 
that  it  shall  be  confined  to  one  particular 
company,  but  It  is  confined  to  assessment 
companies  doing  hnsiness,  and,  consequently, 
comes  directly  within  the  meaning  of  this 
language : 

A  Ell!  proposing  to  amend  a  public  Act  In 
the  Interest  ot  certain  persons  shall  not  ba 
allowed  to  proceed  as  a  public  Bill. 

This  Bill  clearly  Is  in  the  interest  of  cer- 
tain persons,  and  tbe  whole  argument  of  my 
hon.  friend  who  Introduced  the  BUI,  has 
been  directed  towards  protecting  a  certain 
class  of  policy-holders  in  a  certain  assess- 
ment company.  X  admit  that  it  Is  a  Bill, 
which,  upon  the  face  of  It,  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  amending  a  BUI  which  was  Intro- 
duced by  the  government,  dealing  with  a 
question  which  tbe  government  alone  should 
take  the  responsibility  of  dealing  with.  I 
Intended  to  refer  to  that  in  ai^  remarks 
which  I  should  have  made  on  the  merits 
of  the  BU]  itself,  but  at  present  I  do  not 
propose  to  do  that  I  do  not  know  what  the 
views  of  the  Speaker  may  be,  but  what  we 
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have  to  deal  with  now  ts  whetber  tbts  Bill 
la  really  Introdiiced  as  a  public  Bill  Id  the 
iDterest  of  a  certain  class  of  persons.  My 
Impression  is  that  there  are  but  one  or  two 
companies  of  this  Und  In  addition  to  the 
one  with  which  we  are  now  dealing,  doing 
bDsloess  In  Canada.  We  aH  know  that  this 
Bill  Is  Introduced  in  the  Interest  of  one  com- 
pany and  not  In  the  Interest  of  the  others. 
It  is  made  an  amendment  to  the  General 
iDsorance  Act  for  the  purpose  of  meeting 
tUs  particular  case^  Whether  there  are 
any  other  conqunles  or  not  I  am  not  aware, 
bnt  if  there  are  time  will  demonstrate  the 
fact  that  tbey  will  find  themselves  In  the 
position  this  comjuny  has  got  itself  Into. 

Bum.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Bellerllle  has  misapprehended 
the  dMTerence  between  the  case  We  are  deal- 
ing with  now,  and  what  he  speaks  of  as 
tbe  interest  of  certain  persons.  This  is  a 
general  Bill  Introduced  in  the  public  Inter- 
est There  are  those  who  are  Interested  as 
policy-holders  of  this  company  as  well  as 
hi  other  companies  which  may  have  taken 
advantage  of  the  Act 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIj— It 
does  not  affect  any  bat  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— On  that  same 
principle,  no  one  could  Introduce  as  a  pul>- 
Uc  BUIf  an  amendment  to  the  Joint  Stock 
Oompanles  Act,  because  people  who  are 
ddng  business  under  'the  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies Act  may  have  found  It  necessary 
that  that  Act  should  be  amended.  These 
are  not  the  whole  public,  It  Is  true,  but 
people  who  are  Interei^ted  In  Joint  stock 
companies  are  a  very  numerous  portion  of 
the  public,  and  whatever  affects  them  af- 
fects the  public,  Just  as  whatever  affects 
poUcy-bolders  Interested  In  any  Insurance 
company  Interests  the  public.  I  would  also 
remind  him  that  only  last  session  we  had  a 
BIH  here  Introduced  as  a  public  measure  to 
amend  the  Exchequer  Court  Act.  That  was 
done,  not  because  the  welfare  of  the  people 
at  large  was  concerned  In  It,  except  as 
tlwy  were  Interested  In  railways  and  other 
companies  tb&t  were  the  subject  of  that 
trpedal  legislation.  In  determining  the  ad- 
Tteabillty  of  this  law,  I  was  illustrating  the 
necessity  of  it  by  a  case  which  Is  one  that 
wfll  be  affected  by  it,  and  where  there  is  a 
definite  grievance  to  be  redressed  and  a 


definite  difficulty  to  be  overcome  ;  bnt  surely 
everylDody  is  interested  In  the  insurance  iaw. 
Just  consid«  for  a  moment ;  supposing  a 
private  BlU  were  Introduced  with  refer- 
ence to  a  private  company  which  has  taken 
advantage  of  this  Act  and  has  applied  to 
them  the  law  as  amended,  the  law  would 
remain  unamended  as  applied  to  other  com- 
panies which  took  advantage  of  that  Act, 
and  we  might  go  on  getting  into  the  same 
difficulty  alleged  in  the  particular  case  in 
question.  What  I  propose  to  do  Is  to  amend 
the  law  here  so  as  to  provide  in  the  case  of 
every  company  which  has  taken  advantage 
of  the  Act,  or  may  take  advantage  of  it— 
t>ecause  It  Is  still  the  law— that  there  shall 
be  a  definite  remedy  applied  which  shall 
secure  to  all  policy-holders  In  any  such  com- 
pany that  which  Is  fairly  due  to  Uiem.  I 
illustrated  this  by  reference  to  a  special 
company,  but  I  do  not  understand  that  the 
Bill  Is  In  any  way  limited  to  that  particular 
company, 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— There  Is  no  doubt  that 
tbe  Bill  before  us  Is  a  public  BUI,  because 
It  is  to  amend  a  public  Act  The  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  cannot 
affect  the  nature  of  tbe  Bill.  Now,  If  a 
Bill  which  amends  a  public  Act  Is  a  public 
BiU,  it  Is  not  a  private  BUI  merely  because 
tbe  amendment  will  affect  a  certain  class. 
If  you  make  an  amendment  to  a  public 
Act  In  tbe  Intemt  of  tbe  policy-holders,  It 
generally  affects  a  certain  class  of  people, 
but  that  does  not  make  It  a  private  BIU. 
If  tbe  bon.  member  from  Stadacona  will 
allow  me  to  make  the  remark  ;  what  he 
does  be  must  do  in  the  Interest  of 
tbe  policy-holders.  Everything  he  has 
said'  and  done  so  far  shows  his  good 
feeling  towards  tbe  policy-holders.  If  his 
objection  was  well  taken,  what  would  be 
the  affect  of  the  Speaker's  decision  T  Would 
it  not  be  injurious  to  those  in  whom  he 
takes  such  an  Interest  1  If  he  succeeds  In 
preventing  this  Bill  from  passing,  what 
will  be  the  affect  ?  Will  not  the  policy- 
holders be  deprived  of  the  only  chance  they 
may  have  this  session  of  a  remedy  for  tiieir 
grievances  ?  If  a  BUI  Is  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  I  know 
that  that  committee  which  Is  a  strong  com- 
mittee, wilt  do  what  is  necessary  to  make 
it  as  good  as  possible  for  tbe  policy-holders. 
If  the  BUI,  becomes  a  private  Bill,  what 
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will  be  the  consequence  ?  Will  tbls  Honee 
be  In  a  position  to  pass  it  as  a  private  BUI  ? 
I  tbink  under  tbe  circa  mstancea  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  better  withdraw  bis  ob- 
jection If  he  Is  so  deeply  interested  in  tbe 
policy-holders. 

Hon,  Mr.  BEIQVE— I  wish  to  show  that 
this  BUI  Is  altogether  germane  to  section 
42a  of  tbe  Insurance  Act  which  was  intro- 
duced In  1899.  It  is  so  germane  that  it 
wq,uld  have  been  a  proper  provision  to  luve 
added,  to  -that  section  as  a  snbsectlou. 
The  first  clause  of  the  Bill  says  : 

42b.  Any  company  to  wblch  section  42b  of 
this  Act  applies  and  which  has  compiled  with 
the  provisions  ot  that  section,  aball  be  entitled 
to  obtain  a  license  under  section  4  ot  this  Act, 
whidi  license  shall  enable  the  company  to  en- 
ter In  Canada  into  contracts  of  life  insurance 
vlth  fixed  and  definite  premiums,  and  shall, 
except  as  hereinafter  provided,  from  the  date 
o!  the  said  license;  possess  and  enjoy  all  tbe 
rights  and  powers  and  be  subject  to  all  tbe 
llBbllities  enacted  by  this  Act  with  respect  to 
life  Insurance  companies  licensed  under  section 
4  of  this  Act. 

Then  It  goes  on  to  aay  :  '  For  the  purposes 
of  this  section  the  expression  ossessment 
premium  means  the  average  amount.  &r.' 
There  Is  nothing  In  this  Bill  which  shows 
on  tbe  face  of  it  that  It  applies  to  any  parti- 
cular company.  It  is  merely  by  chance  that 
the  Bill  may  affect  one  company  more  than 
all  other  companies  ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  It  would  affect  all  Insurance  companies 
doing  business  on  the  assessment  plan,  and 
for  my  part  when  I  saw  the  Bill  I  asked  the 
supeilntendent  ot  insurance :  '  1  under- 
stand you  approve  of  the  principle  of  this 
BUI.  but  are  you  taking  into  consideration 
that  If  passed  In  Its  present  shape  it  will 
allow  a  number  of  other  Insurance  compa- 
nies who  are  doing  business  under  the 
assessment  plan  to  change  their  obligations 
towards  their  policy-holders  ?'  His  answer 
was  that  he  approved  of  the  principle  of  tbe 
BUI.  but  that  the  BUi  would  have  to  be 
amended  considerably  b^ore  It  would  be  in 
an  acceptable  form.  As  far  as  the  question 
of  order  Is  concerned,  It  seems  to  me  that 
this  Is  a  publi<5'  BUI.  Even  If  applied  only 
to  a  company  it  can  be  considered  as  a  pub- 
lic BUI.  Subject  to  correction  my  present 
Impression  is  that  if  tbe  BID  had  for  its  ob- 
ject to  come  to  tbe  rescue  of  an  Ineurance 
company,  whether  the  Untual  Reserre  or 
any  other,  it  would  be  a  private  Bill ;  but,  if 
Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


it  has  for  Its  object  to  come  to  the  rescue  of 
nil  policy-holders  of  that  company  who  are 
not  stockholders,  It  at  once  changes  its 
character.  This  very  company  has  heea 
dealing  with  over  $22,000,000  of  Insurance 
and  a  very  large  number  of  people  are  inte^ 
ested.  It  has  been  stated  that  they  liave 
been  robbed  right  and  left  by  tbe  managers 
of  this  company,  that  their  money  has  be«i 
taken  to  the  United  States  and  squandered 
without  scruple.  Will  It  be  denied  that 
under  such  circumstances  it  would  be 
111  tbe  power  of  parliament  to  pass  a  Bill, 
which  would  be  a  public  measure  I  tblnk, 
for  the  purpose  of  coming  to  tbe  rescue  of 
this  large  class  of  tbe  community,  whose 
interests  are  at  stake  to  a  very  large  extent 
It  seems  to  me  that  it  would  stlU  be  a  pub- 
lic BUI,  because  It  would  not  have  for  its 
purpose  the  protection  of  tbe  interest  of  a 
corporation,  but  the  protection  of  the  In- 
terest of  many  persons  who  have  been  coo- 
nected  with  that  corporation.  But  that  Is 
not  the  question  before  this  honourable 
House.  The  question  Is  whether  tbe  Bill 
should  be  regarded  as  a  public  Bill  or  a 
private  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  may  say  a  word 
In  addition  to  what  has  been  stated  by  my 
hon.  friend.  The  authority  cited  Just  now 
will  be  my  answer.  The  hon.  member  who 
has  Just  spoken,  aald  that  It  must  be  a  pub- 
lic BUi  because  It  concerns  a  whole  class, 
not  only  the  poUcy-holders  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Life  Association,  but  tbe  whole 
class  comprised  in  the  assessment  plan,  il 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  Bourtnot, 
page  728,  be  wUl  find  that  in  the  session  of 
1865  a  Bill  was  brought  up  from  the  legis- 
lative councU,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
enable  the  church  societies  and  the  Incor- 
porated synods  of  the  Church  of  England 
diocese  in  Canada,  to  sell  all  the  rectoral 
land  in  that  diocese.  That  was  to  deal  with 
the  whole  of  them.  The  objection  was  takoi 
that  the  Bill  was  private  in  Its  character, 
and  that  It  ought  to  have  been  Introduced 
on  petition.  The  Speaker  decided  against 
tbe  Bill,  and  consequently  no  progress  was 
made.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto 
said  that  this  BUI  might  be  referred  back, 
and  he  asked  to  have  it  referred  back  to  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
Why  ?  If  it  Is  a  public  BUI  there  is  no  need 
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of  that,  but  he  wants  it  to  be  referred  to  the 
StandlDg  Committee  on  BankiDg  and  Com- 
merce because  tbere  are  private  Interests  in- 
rolred  and  he  wants  to  hear  from  those 
people.  He  asserts  himself,  by  that  remark, 
that  this  Bill  is  of  n  private  nature,  and  I 
say  it  ought  to  have  come  tn  as  a  private 
BUI.  It  may  be  a  hybrid  Bill,  but  If  so  It 
should  go  tbrongta  all  the  stages  of  a  private 
Bill. 

UoD.  Mr.  WATSON— This  House  has 
signiBed  Its  willingness  to  appoint  a  special 
committee  to  investigate  the  operations  of 
an  insurance  company  as  they  affect  a  great 
many  people  In  Canada.  The  House  having 
admitted  that  these  grievances  should  be 
investigated,  they  should  be  reached  by  le- 
gislation. Ton  could  not  deal  with  them  by 
a  private  Bill  because  the  company  would 
object  to  changing  their  own  regulations, 
and  they  would  not  do  that  I  suppose.  If 
yoa  deal  with  thera  at  all  it  must  be  by  a 
pnbllc  BUI  which  will  interfere  with  the 
operations  of  that  company  under  its 
charter.  It  appears  to  me  the  only  way  to 
reach  that  compai^,  and  redress  the  griev- 
ances of  Its  i>oIlcy-holders,  Is  by  the  Intro- 
doetion  of  a  public  Bill  which  will  reach 
this  company  doing  business  in  Canada.  I 
am  informed  that  they  are  licensed  to  do 
bnsiness  in  Canada  under  a  public  Act,  and 
this  BUI  is  a  public  measure  because  it  In- 
terferes with  some  of  the  privil^;es  the  com- 
pany possess  ander  that 'Act  It  appears  to 
me  If  they  are  to  be  brought  before  parlia- 
ment at  all,  it  must  necessarUy  be  under  a 
public  Bill,  t>ecause  these  gentlemen  are  j 
not  going  to  apply  for  a  private  Bill  and 
they  are  the  only  ones  who  could  do  so 
under  their  charter. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMtTLiLEN—The  further  we 
go  In  the  discussion  on  the  point  of  order, 
the  more  clearly  It  appears  that  the  objec- 
tion of  the  hon.  memoer  from  Stadacona  is 
well  taken.  He  has  very  plainly  set  out  his 
ground.  The  hon.  senator  from  Montreal 
Hays  that  If  the  Bill  of  1899  was  a  public 
Bill  this  must  also  be  a  public  BUI.  The 
BUI  of  189D  was  general  In  its  character,  al- 
Omxgb  it  was  introduced  and  passed  at  the 
urgent  request  of  this  very  company.  Still 
it  was  so  framed  tiiat  any  assessment  com- 
pany cobld  have  taken  advantage  of  it ;  but 
what  is  this  BUI  for  ?  This  BUI  Is  to  deal 
with  a  specific  company. 
17 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN- Yes,  it  fB  In  the 
form  of  a  public  Bill  providing  for  aU  as- 
sessment companies,  but  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  has  clearly  indicated  that  it  is  to 
apply  to  a  specific  number  of  people  In  this 
country  who  hold  policies  in  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Life  Association.  That  Is  what 
the  Bill  is  for,  and  therefore  In  its  characterr 
Its  application  and  effect  It  Is  a  private  Bill 
to  deal  with  a  certain  number  of  Individuals 
privately,  and  all  other  persons  are  excluded. 
No  one  will  come  under  the  operation  of  this 
Bill  unless  he  holds  a  policy  in  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Life  Association.  The  Bill  is,  there- 
fore, private  In  Its  character.  In  my  bumble 
opinion  the  point  Is  well  taken,  and  I  think 
the  decision  should  be  that  the  BUI  ought 
to  be  introduced  as  a  private  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  member  from  Wellington  how  It 
could  be  possible  to  Introduce  a  private 
Bill  to  Interfere  with  the  operations  of  this 
company. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 
very  easy  to  answer  that.  All  they  have 
to  do  Is  to  introduce  a  private  BUI  and  it 
will  accomplish  the  same  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— But  the  company  will 
not  introduce  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  ad- 
mit that,  but  some  member  might  Introduce 
the  BUI  on  behalf  of  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — No,  they  could  not  do 

it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Why. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Parliament  would  not 
accept  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  said  himself  that  he  would 
amend  this  BUI  so  as  to  confine  It  to  this 
company. 

The  SPEAKER — I  hare  had  no  notice 
that  this  question  was  to  be  raised.  If  I 
bad  bad  notice  Lshould  be  better  prepared  to 
deal  with  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— You 
can  reserve  your  decision  tintit  to-morrow. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hrst  thing  is  to  look 
at  the  Bill  itself.   The  BUI  Is,  ou  the  face 
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of  It,  a  public  Bill.    It  proposes  to  amend  a 

public  Act.  The  first  clause  says  : 

1.  Tbe  iDBurance  Act,  being  chapter  124  of  tbe 
revised  BtatuteB  of  Canada,  ia  taereb;  amended 
bT  Incertlng  therein  Immediately  after  section 
42a  tbe  following  section  as  sectioa  42b. 

Then  the  Bill  goes  on,  not  to  deal  witli 
any  particular  company,  but  to  deal  jritlt 
all  companies  which  come  under  sectloi) 
42a,  so  that  on  tbe  face  of  the  Bill  it  is  a 
public  Bin.  Then  is  there  any  reason  for 
thinking  that  it  is  not  a  public  Bill  ?  I  must 
confess  that  some  reason  has  been  given  for 
thinl^lng  80.  Tbe  statement  made  by  tbe 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  dfd  certainly  In- 
dicate diat  the  BUI,  although  apparently  a 
public  Bill,  was  not  In  fact  a  public  Bill, 
but  was  Intended  to  affect  just  one  com- 
pany. However,  the  BUI  is  not  a  govern- 
ment  Bill;  and,  further,  is  not  In  charge  or 
the  Secretary  of  State  and,  consequently, 
his  declaration  would  not  bind  the  House. 
The  hon.  gentleman  in  charge  of  tbe  Bill 
did  not  assume  the  same  attitude  as  the 
bon.  Secretary  of  State,  so  we  have  to  deal 
with  the  Bill  Itself  on  Its  face,  and  on  its 
face  It  Is  a  public  Blil.  I  may  be  allowed 
to  any  n  word  or  two  on  some  of  tbe  au- 
thorities which  have  been  cited.  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  recognize  the  fact  that 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  made  a 
very  good  case  on  behalf  of  tbe  point  which 
he  raised.  One  of  tbe  cases  to  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  referred  is  to  be  found  at 
page  728  of  the  last  edition  of  Bourlnot.  That 
was  a  Bill  with  respect  to  certain  churches, 
which  came  up  In  the  legislative  council  of 
old  Canada  in  1805.  It  was  an  Act  respect- 
ing certain  church  societies  and  the  incor- 
porated synods  of  tbe  Church  of  England 
dioceses  in  Canada,  to  enable  them  to  sell 
the  rectorial  lauds  in  those  dioceses.  These 
church  societies  have  always  been  dealt 
with  as  private  corporations.  Bourlnot  goes 
on  to  say  : 

All  Bills  respecting  ayaoAa  and  religious 
corporations  are  considered  private  Bills  since 
1867. 

I  Iinow  in  the  province  from  which  I  come 
they  were  considered  private  Bills  before 
that,  and  In  old  Canada  they  were  apparent- 
ly 80  regarded  ;  so  that  tbe  case  Is  not  so 
strong  as  It  might  appear.  Another  case  . 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  cited  was  one  re- 
ferred to  at  page  734  of  the  same  volume. 
It  is  as  follows  :— 
The  SPEAKER. 


But  a  BUI  proposing  to  amend  a  public  Act 
In  the  Intereat  ot  certain  persons  will  not  be 
allowed  to  proceed  as  a  public  Bill. 

When  reading  that  It  struck  me  as  a  rather 
broad  statement,  and  I  have  refenred  to 
the  case  In,  question.  That  case  came  op 
In  the  session  of  1883.  It  was  with  respect 
to  claims  to  lands  In  Manitoba.  The  right 
hon.  gentleman  who  led  the  government 
tlien,  said  the  Bill  was  a  private  Bill,  and 
the  gentleman  In  charge  of  the  measure 
in  the  House  of  Commons  did  not  attempt 
to  contest  that  statement  On  referring  to 
the  Act  which  was  proposed  to  be  amended 
by  that  Bill,  I  And  that  the  BUI  was  intend- 
ed to  confirm  the  titles  to  c^ain  lands 
granted  by  the  Hudson's  Bay  Company. 
That  Is  a  different  case  altogether  from  the 
one  before  us.  The  granting  of  lands  by 
the  Hudson's  Btay  Company  was  an  Act  of  a 
much  more  private  character  than  the  one 
now  before  us.  There  is  this  about  it,  that 
technical  rules  are  sometimes  used  to  protect 
the  public  interest  and  private  Interests  too, 
but  T  do  not  think  they  should  be  strained 
for  tbe  purpose  of  hindering  parliament  from 
granting  relief  to  persons  who  suffer.  I  find 
at  page  730  Bourlnot  says  that  In  1885  the 
government  took  charge  of  two  Bills.  One 
was  a  Bill  referring  to  the  Commercial 
Bank  of  Windsor,  and  the  other  to  the  Bank 
of  British  Colnmbia.  This  was  applying  a 
general  Act  to  Individual  cases.  Tbey  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce  before  consideration  in  Commit- 
tee of  tbe  Whole  and  that  I  understand  la 
tbe  course  projwsed  to  be  pursued  in  refer 
ence  to  this  Bill.    Bourlnot  says  : 

Whenever  public  Bills  Involve  private  Inter- 
ests wbich  should  be  carefully  guarded  they 
are  subjected  to  the  same  examination  pro- 
vided for  private  Bills. 

I  think  I  should  be  straining  the  technl- 
c'alit'es  too  f;ir  to  h)ld  th.it  tb's  was  not  a 
public  Bill,  and  then  again  I  do  not  see  that 
anj  h:irni  can  come  of  having  the  measure 
go  to  the  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 

is  not  a  reason. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  will 
excuse  me.  It  Is  a  reason  why  the  rale  should 
not  be  strained.  That  should  be  considered 
— it  always  Is.  Other  passages  might  be 
cited  from  Bourlnot.  It  has  been  stated 
that  the  committee  can  deal  with  the  matter 
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«o  as  to  remove  any  objection.  The  com- 
mittee may  report  that  the  Bill  shall  apply 
only  to  one  company  and  then  it  will  be 
for  the  SenaCiB  to  decide  whether  or  not  theiy 
will  act  on  the  report  of  the  committee.  It 
I  were  to  maintain  this  point  of  order  I 
should  take  the  whole  question  out  of  the 
power  of  the  Senate,  and  unless  a  very  clear 
case  were  made  I  shoald  not  be  Justified  in 
doing  that  I  therefore  rule  that  the  ques- 
tion of  order  Is  not  well  raised. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— I  have  given  some  at- 
tention to  this  Bill  because  of  the  interest 
Involved,  and  because  I  have  been  commu- 
nicated with  by  qaite  a  large  number  of  In- 
tonated parties  both  In  Montreal  and  out- 
side of  Montreal,  parties  who  hold  or  have 
held  lusnrance  with  that  company  and 
whose  policies  have  been  allowed  to  lapse. 
As  1  Cad  occasion  to  say  a  few  minutes  ago, 
if  we  consult  the  records  of  this  company 
we  find  some  |22,000.000  insurance  Involved 
in  this  enterprise,  and  I  refer  merely  to  the 
Canadian  pollcy-holdere.  Therefore  It  shows 
at  once  that  It  is  a  question  of  very  large 
Interest,  which  should  be  examined  with  the 
otmost  care  by  this  honourable  House.  As 
I  am  at  present  advised,  if  the  company, 
whether  represented  by  its  present  manage- 
ment or  by  its  old  management,  was  coming 
to  ask  for  relief,- 1  do  not  think  they  would 
be  entitled  to  any  relief.  But  I  think  It  is 
our  dnty  to  try  to  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
Canadian  iwllcy-holders,  and  if  we  fail  to 
find  means  to  do  it  I  am  quite  sure  that  their 
interests  will  be  sacrificed.  A  large  number 
have  grown  old  enough  to  make  It  prohibi- 
tive for  them  to  now  talie  an  Insnrance  with 
other  companies,  and  it  is  a  very  serious 
matter  for  tbem.  A  lai^e  number  of  them 
have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapse,  because 
the  assessments  became  prohibitive,  and 
they  were  unable,  in  reason,  to  respond  to 
the  assessments  that  were  made  against 
them.  Our  object,  as  I  understand  the  ques- 
tion, should  be  three-fold.  It  should  be  first 
to  devise  the  means,  if  possible,  of  recover- 
ing for  the  Canadian  policy-holders  all  the 
money  that  they  have  paid,  except  a  fair 
proportion  to  cover  charges  of  expenses  of 
administration.  Our  second  object  should 
be  to  revive,  if  possible,  on  fair  terms,  all 
policies  which  have  been  allowed  to  lapse 
for  non-payment  of  assessmeDts,  because 
the  assessment  had  become  prohibitive  ;  aud 
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out  third  object  would  be  to  convert  the 
policies  from  the  asseasment  plan  to  the 
level  preminm  plan.  These  I  take  to  be  the 
three  objects  of  this  Bill,  and  If  they  can  be 
achieved  we  would  safe-guard  and  we  would 
protect  the  interests  of  all  parties  who  have 
dealt  with  that  company,  and  I  think  all 
means  towards  that  end  should  be  exhaust- 
ed. I  may  be  over  sanguine,  but  I  am  under 
the  Impression  tliat  we  can  do  that,  and  at 
any  rate  we  can  ascertain  If  the  company 
cannot  t>e  made  to  accept  those  provisions 
to  achieve  these  objects.  The  great  trouble 
arose  because  that  company  carried  their 
operations  on  the  assessment  plan.  It  is 
well  known  that  United  States  companies 
doing  insurance  business  on  the  level  pre- 
mium plan  are  affording  as  good,  even  bet- 
ter protection,  to  the  parties  dealing  with 
them,  than  our  Canadian  companies,  be- 
cause United  States  companies  are  obliged 
to  make  a  deposit  sufficient  to  cover  all  the 
risks  involved,  sufficient  to  provide  for  all 
the  insured  being  reinsured  at  a  given 
momeut  if  the  company  were  to  fail.  This 
provlBion  affect  United  States  companies, 
and  In  the  States  they  liave  a  like  prorlsion 
affecting  all  Canadian  companies  doing  busi- 
ness there.  Therefore,  it  shows  the  advi- 
sability, if  it  is  possible,  of  converting  the 
policies  issued  on  the  old  plan  into  the  level 
premium  plan  or  regular  system  of  insur- 
ance. If  a  vote  were  to  be  taken  on  this 
Bill  in  Its  present  shap^  I  declare  that  for 
my  part  I  would  vote  against  it.  I  would 
vote  against  the  Bill,  first  because  It  would 
affect  all  comjianles  which  are  doing  busi- 
ness under  the  assessment  plan  and  It  would 
permit  them  to  change  the  conditions  of 
their  contracts  with  the  parties  who  have 
dealt  with  tliem.  The  second  reason  why 
1  would  vote  against  the  Bill  would  be  be- 
cause it  would  uot  afford  sufficient  relief, 
because  as  the  Bill,  as  framed,  docs  not  tend 
to  redeem  for  the  Canadian  pollcy-holdera 
the  money  that  they  have  paid,  and  which 
has  been  taken  to  the  States  ;  the  third  rea- 
son is,  because  the  Bill,  as  framed,  affords 
no  relief  to  some  fourteen  millions  of  policies 
which  have  been  allowed  to  lapse  because 
the  assessments  had  become  prohibitive. 
One  of  the  parties  who  have  written  to  me 
Is  the  Hon.  J.  Hall,  a  barrister  of  very 
high  standing,  lately  of  Montreal,  but  now 
residing  in  Calgary.   I  have  been  In  poa- 
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session  of  al]  the  correspondence  be  bas 
had  with  the  company,  and  I  can  appre- 
ciaf^  from  having  read  that  correspondence, 
how  it  became  unreasonable  for  the  parties 
who  were  Insured  to  continue  to  pay  their 
assessments.  They  were  told  that  if  they 
paid  the  first  aaaesBment  that  It  would  be 
a  final  aBsessmeat,  that  no  other  assessment 
would  be  demanded,  but  a  second  assess- 
ment, which  was  prohibitive,  was  made 
against  them,  and  a  large  number  of  the 
parties  who,  were  insured  with  that  com- 
pany l^ad  fo  allow  their  policies  to  lapse. 
Well,  to  my  mind  It  amounts  to  confiscation, 
and  kt  is  our  duty  to  use  all  the  means  at 
our  disposal  to  obtain  relief  for  the  parties 
who  have  dealt  with  that  company.  i 
agree  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  that  the  best  way  would 
be  to  send  the  BUI  to  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce.  It  should  be  ac- 
companied with  an  expression  of  opinion 
ill  the  direction  that  1  have  men- 
tioned, especially  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  this  Bill  being  made  ap- 
plicable to  all  the  companies.  I  think  that 
means  will  be  found,  when  the  Bill  Is  In 
committee  to  amend  it  in  such  a  way  that 
it  win  remain  a  public  BUI,  and  that  never- 
theless it  wUI  not  affect  other  companies 
operating  under  the  assessment  system.  I 
think  that  before  this  session  comes  to  an 
end  we  should  pass  another  Bill  amending 
the  Insurance  Act  applying  to  all  companies, 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  law  being 
abused  as  it  bas  been  In  this  case.  But 
this,  to  my  mind,  would  have  to  be  done  by 
a  separate  BUI,  while  the  object  of  the  Bill  in 
question  should  be  directed  as  much  as  pos- 
sible towaMs  giving  relief  to  all  parties  who 
ha:\-e  dealt  with  this  i>ertleular  company. 
Of  course.  In  coming  to  the  rescue  of  the 
several  classes  of  persons  who  have  denlt 
with  the  company,  means  would  have  to  be 
found  to  do  so  on  fair  terms  to  all.  This 
should  l>e  a  matter  of  serious  study  In  the 
committee  to  which  the  Bill  is  referred,  and 
I  have  strong  hopes  that  the  object  may  be 
achieved.  For  these  reasons,  and  without 
accepting  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  I  would 
be  in  favour  of  the  motion  for  the  second 
reading  and  of  Its  reference  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

Hon.  Sir  .MAOKBNZIB  BOWBLIv-To  my 
mind  the  suggestions  made  by  the  hon. 
Hod.  Mr.  BBIQUE. 


gentleman  who  has  Just  spoken  are  alto- 
gether Impracticable,  and  I  think  that  a 
moment's  reflection  will  show  him  that  that 
is  the  fact.  However,  I  will  endeavour  to 
deal  with  that  question  as  shortly  as  pos- 
sible after  making  some  other  remarks.  In 
the!  first  place  I  think  It  is  a  vicious  prin- 
ciple—that may  be  a  strong  word,  but  not 
too  strong  for  the  occasion— to  attach  to  a 
general  Act  upon  the  statute-book  an  amend- 
ment of  this  character,  for  the  reason  that 
it  places,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  bas  Just  pointed  out,  all  assess- 
ment companies  in  the  same  position,  or 
rather  places  them  in  a  [msitlon  by  which 
they  can  close  that  portion  of  their  business 
whenever  they  think  proper  to  do  so.  The 
Insurance  Act,  and  particularly  that  Act 
which  applies  exclusively  to  life  Insurance, 
has  been  in  the  past  under  the  sole  control 
and  responsibility  of  the  government  of  the 
day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
why  the  government  should  upon  an  im- 
portant question  of  this  kind  allow  a  pri- 
vate individual  to  deal  with  the  subject  I 
cannot  readily  understand.  We  all  know 
that  the  business  of  life  Insurance  Is  based 
upon  scteDtiflc  principles,  after  mature  con- 
sideration for  centuries,  I  might  almost  say, 
certainly  for  many  many  decades,  upon  prin- 
ciples that  have  been  arrived  at  as  safe  to 
the  comi>anieB  and  to  the  Individuals,  by 
those  vrbo  have  devoted  themselves  to  act- 
uarial studies.  The  action  of  the  govern- 
ment, I  think,  should  be,  if  the  House  will 
permit  me  to  say,  instead  of  adding  to  the 
difficulties  which  at  present  arise,  to  repeal 
that  clause  which  is  now  upon  the  statute- 
bool£  permitting  assessment  companies  to 
carry  on  business  in  the  manner  In  which 
it  has  been  carried  on  by  this  company  with 
which  we  are  now  dealing.  I  have,  like  my 
hon.  friend,  received  a  great  many  letters 
from  different  parts  of  the  country  asking 
my  opinion  as  to  what  they  should  do.  They 
have  sent  me  a  circular  which  bas  been  dis- 
tributed by  the  vice-president  of  the  com- 
pany to  policy-holders  asking  them  whether 
they  approve  of  the  Bill  Itself  and  asking 
them  to  notify  the  company  which  class  of 
the  three  they  should  accept  I  frankly  con- 
fe.ss  that  In  my  answer  to  these  friends  who 
have  written  me  I  was  unable  to  advise.  I 
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recommended  one  friend  to  write  to  tUe  com- 
(wity  '  and   ask   tbem    whut   position  he 
woDld  be  placed  In  by  accepting  any  one  of 
tlie  poUciea.    I  put  the  cnae  to  Itim  In  this 
way :  Snpposins  yon  are  insured  for  $1,000, 
and  yon  have  been  paying  Insurance  for  the 
last  eight  or  ten  years  or  longer,  ask  the 
company  what  position  you  would  be  In  if 
you  accept  the  first,  second  or  third  proposi- 
tlou,  and  when  you  get  an  answer  to  that 
you  will  be  enabled  to  Judge  for  yourself 
wIiEch  course  to  pursue.  It  is  Duly  by  placing 
before  the  policy-holder  the  results  which 
would  follow  either  one  of  the  tlwee  pro- 
positions that  he  would  be  enabled  to  Judge 
as  to  whether  it  would  be  advisable  to  drop 
his  policy  altogether  or  to  oontinue  paying 
bis  assessments  upon  It.    The  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  In  his  remarks  upon  this  mat- 
ter, when  it  was  before  the  House  on  a 
prevloas  occasion,  made  a  most  extraordin- 
ary statement  He  said  that  the  parties  who 
acc^ted  this  mode  of  insurance  adopted  the 
gambling  principle.    Now,  if  there  is  any 
gambling  principle  about  It,  It  must  be  upon 
the  part  of  the  company  Itself  and  not  of 
the  IndiTlduai.    How   many   widows  are 
there,  I  know  many— who  have  been  in- 
veigled into  taking  a  policy  of  this  char- 
acter by  tbe  agents,  on  the  pretense  that  it 
was  a  cbeaper  system  than  the  regular  sys- 
tem, and  they  pointed  out  hundreds  and 
tbonsands  of  people  who  had  taken  insur- 
ance of  this  character  because  of  the  great 
advantages  it  offered.   The  parties  who  In- 
sured under  this  system  never  thought  of 
entering  into  a  gambling  arrangement.  If 
there  were  any  gambling  at  all  it  must  have 
been  upon  the  part  of  the  agent  or  the  com- 
pany, and  not  on  the  part  of  the  party  who 
paid  his  money  and  accepted  the  policy,  and 
tor  that  reason  I  think  the  remark  of  the 
hoD.  gentleman  was  altogether  uncalled  for, 
and  not  applicable  at  all  to  the  parties  who 
took  oat  policies.    My  hon.  friend  who  has 
Just  spoken  suggested  the  Idea  that  parties 
whose  policies  had  lapsed  should  be  protect- 
ed, and  that  parliament  should  pass  an  Act 
compellins  the  association  to  recognize  tbe 
Tights  of  the  Individuals  who  have  paid 
large  amounts  of  money  Into  the  coffers  of 
the  company,  but  who  on  account  of  the 
excessive  assessments  which  had  been  made, 
allowed  their  policies  to  lapse.    How  far 
would  that  be  Jnat  to  the  company  ?  We 
are  told  that  this  company  has  had  id 


Canada  between  128,000.000  and  ¥30,000,000 
In  policies. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOM  V I LLE— ^,000.000. 

Hon.'  Mr.  McMILLAN— How   much  Is 

there  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-?8.000.000. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-How- 
ever,  that  makes  no  difference  in  my  argu- 
ment; it  only  makes  my  argument  still 
stronger.  Would  this  parliament  be  Justified 
in  passing  an  Act  compelling  the  company 
to  recognize  the  rights.  If  they  have  any— 
and  I  do  not  think  they  have— of  those  who 
have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapse  ?  They 
took  out  an  Insurance  policy  under  certain 
terms  and  certain  regulations,  and  these 
terms  and  regulations  were,  in  part  to  pay 
each  assessment  to  meet  the  death  rates 
which  might  occur  during  the  time  their 
policy  was  in  existence.  Another  rule  and 
regulation  under  which  they  took  the  poUc.v 
was  that  If  they  failed  to  pay  tbe  assess- 
ments which  were  made  upon  -them  then 
their  policies  would  be  null  and  void.  Now, 
that  is  a  fair  bargain,  and  can  any  scheme 
be  devised  by  which  the  company  could, 
under  the  circumstances,  be  asked  to  recog- 
nize a  claim  on  a  policy  that  had  been  allow- 
ed to  Ijipse  ?  The  individual  who  took  the 
policy  might  have  been  inveigled  into  It 
and  Innocently  accepted  the  policy,  and, 
under  the  regulations,  subsequently  found 
IL  was  Impossible  for  him  to  meet  assess- 
ments which  were  made  upon  him  and 
therefore,  allowed  his  policy  to  drop. 
Under  tbe  regulations  and  rules  governing 
the  company  his  rights  would  cease  when 
the  payment  was  not  met  The  system  itself 
was  wrong,  and  all  such  companies  should 
be  compelled  to  wind  up  as  soon  as  they 
could  and  as  equitably  as  they  could. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Does  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  say  that  the  assess- 
ment' system  is  wrong  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-The 
assessment  system,  as  practised,  I  believe 
to  be  wrong  and  has  resulted  in  the  past 
and  will  result  in  the  future  In  the  same 
difflculty  as  this  company  has.  We  are  told 
that  in  1885  the  gorernment  of  the  day 
amended  the  Insurance  Act,  which  Is  quite 
correct-  and  allowed  this  system  to  be 
carried  on  under  certain  circumstances  and 
conditions.    We  have  also  been  told  that 
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tbat  law  compels  the  asaessment  companies 
to  cease  doing  business  upon  the  assess- 
ment principle.  That  was  the  position  taken 
by  the  repTesentatlTes  of  the  company, 
and  was  represented  as  being  the  fact 
Now,  if  yoa  ecamine  the  law  you  will  find 
U  is  not  correct  The  law  makes  provision 
that  If  a  company  desires  to  retire  from 
that  class  of  business  they  can  do  so  by 
giving  certain  notice  to  the  government 
and  after  having  given  that  notice  that 
character  of  business  must  cease.  This 
company  did  tbat,  and  ceased  to  do  busi- 
ness upon  the  assessment  plan,  and  con- 
sequently It  left  all  the  people  who  held 
policies  under  that  system  In  the  position 
which  has  been  strongly  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  Introduced  this 
Bill.  That  is,  falling  to  continue  to  accept 
new  policies  upon  the  assessment  principle, 
ir  Imposes  on  those  who  still  continue  in 
that  class  of  Insurance  the  onus  of  having 
*  to  pay  the  enormous  assessments  which 
have  been  Imposed  upon  them,  and  the 
longer  that  condition  exists  and  the  greater 
the  number  of  deaths  that  occur,  just  so 
In  proportion  will  the  assessments  have  to 
be  increased,  and  there  is  where  I  agree 
with  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  so  far  as  It 
relates  to  that  particular  point.  I  asked  the 
question  of  the  representative  of  the  com- 
pany the  other  day,  what  Is  to  be  the  effect 
of  non-acceptance— providing  the  Bill  be- 
comes law— upon  those  who  still  hold  their 
policies  ?  Well,  he  said  they  will  have  to 
pay  an  enormous  sum  and  be  wiped  out  of 
existence. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-They 
say  that  boldly,  and  It  must  necessarily 
result  In  that.  Hence  I  do  not  object  to  that 
principle  of  the  Bill,  proTldtng  for  granting 

0  new  policy  ooramensurnte  with  the  amount 
that  they  have  paid  in,  and  If  tbat  can  be 
extended  to  those  whose  policies  have  laps- 
ed so  much  the  better. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— What  would 

become  of  these  policies  ?  Who  would  have 
to  pay  these  extraordinary  assessments  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL!.-!  have 
Stated  that  already,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
ban  not  listened  to  me.  I  say  the  result 
would  be  that  they  would  have  to  continue 
to  pay  enormous  assessments  or  drop  out 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIG  BOWBL.L. 


altogether,  and  when  they  all  died,  exo^ 
the  last  one,  I  suppose  he  would  have  to 
pay  hlB  own  policy.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— We  have  dropped 
enough ;  we  do  not  want  to  drop  any 
more. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWBLL-I 
agree  with  that  bnt  that  will  be  the  result 

of  continuing  the  policy  und^  the  law  as 
it  Is  on  the  statute-book,  but  as  this  is 
to  affect  a  private  company  alone,  and  ouly 
one,  It  would  be  a  private  Bill.  The  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
that  they  Intended  to  confine  Its  operation 
to  one  company  takes  this  Bill  at  once  from 
the  category  of  public  Bills  and  places  It  In 
the  category  of  private  Bills,  and  by  allow- 
ing tliat— I  do  not  desire  to  say  it  is  an  at- 
tempt at  sharp  practice,  but  we  might  con- 
tinue to  Introduce  Bills  of  that  kind  and 
thereby  relieve  parties  affected  by  it  of  pay- 
ing the  fee  necessary  to  obtain  a  private 
bill.  That  would  realty  be  the  result  of 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  friend.  I  desire 
also  to  call  attention  to  the  statement -made 
by  the  hem.  gentleman  from  Toronto  when 
he  introduced  the  Bill,  as  to  the  statement 
alleged  to  have  been  made  by  Mr.  Wells. 
I  had  never  seen  the  report  and  I  must 
confess  I  was  somewhat  staggered  when  he 
read  a  part  of  the  report  In  which  It  is 
stated  that  Mr.  Wells  had  spent  ¥10,000  in 
purchasing— I  suppose  I  may  use  that  expres- 
sion—or in  influencing  the  members  of  par- 
liament and  the  members  of  the  govern- 
ment Knowing  tbat  I  was  not  only  & 
member  of  parliament  but  a  member  of  the 
government  and  also  a  member  of  the 
treasury  board  which  has  to  deal  with  all 
these  qu^tions,  I  was  naturally  anxious 
to  know  what  the  facts  were.  I  think 
any  one  who  listened  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  and  who  will  read  the 
official  report  as  It  appears  upon  what  la 
termed  the  '  Hansard '  must  come  to  the 
conclusion,  that  he,  I  will  not  say  Intention- 
ally, led  the  House  to  believe  that  Mr. 
Wells  had  made  this  statement  in  an  affi- 
davit which  he  had  made  during  an  in- 
vestigation which  took  place  by  the  In- 
Burnuce  Department  in  the  State  of  New 
York.  On  looking  at  the  report  I  find  that 
is  not  the  casfc 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.   I  made  no  statement  about 
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ao  affidavit  and  what  I  stated  U  reported 

definitely.    I  said  : 

It  Is  reported  by  the  Inaurancfl  Department 
In  their  report  as  follows  

And  I  stated  exactly  what  it  was  and 
QDOted  the  language. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
know  that  and  I  intended  to  read  it.  X  do  not 
accose  the  bon.  gentleman  of  Intentlonaily 
misleading  the  House,  but  I  do  say  that  if 
the  bon.  gentleman  bad  been  fair  he  would 
bare  said  that  that  statement  was  in  the 
affidavit  made  by  the  vice-president  of  the 
company  in  retailing  a  conversation  that  he 
saya  took  place  with  Mr.  Wells,  and  that  it 
Is  not  a  part  of  the  report  as  coming  from 
tbe  insurance  department  by  Mr  Vander> 
poel.  In  making  tbis  report  to  the  insur- 
auce  department  of  the  State  of  New  York, 
Mr.  Vanderpoel  incorporates  in  his  report 
SD  affidavit  made  by  Mr.  Eldridge,  the  vice- 
president  of  the  company,  in  which  he  pur- 
ports. I  do  not  say  be  is  telling  the  truth  or 
be  is  not  telling  tbe  truth— to  retail  a  con- 
rersation  which  be  had  witb  Mr.  Wells  in 
coonection  with  the  claims  be  had  against 
the  company.  Let  us  hear  Wells'  version  of 
tbat  matter— and  that  is  why  I  was  anxious 
Ibis  investigation  should  take  place — when 
we  will  ascertain  whether  Mr.  Wells  con- 
firms the  statement  made  by  Mr.  Eldridge, 
aud  tbe  interpretation  which  Mr.  Eldridge 
puts  tipon  bis  language  If  be  ever  nsed  It. 
I  place  myself  In  the  judgment  of  those  who 
listened  to  the  remarks  of  the  bon.  gentle- 
man, whether  any  such  impression  as  that 
which  I  have  Indicated  was  given  by  the 
lion,  gentleman,  when  he  made  that  state- 
meat  ;  tbe  impression  made  upon  tbe  House 
was  that  Mr.  Wells  had  made  an  affidavit 
statbig  that  he  bad  spent  $10,000  in  secur- 
lug  that  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEHK— I  made  no  statement 
of  that  kind  and  left  no  such  impression. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  did 
uot  say  that  tbe  bon.  gentleman  did.  1  am 
not  complaining  so  much  of  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  said,  but  what  he  left  unsaid. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— And  I  made  no  sugges- 
tion of  anything  of  the  kind.  What  I  said 
appears  In  this  report. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL^-The 
bon.  gentleman  states  that  be  left  no  such 
impression.    I  am  afraid  he  Is  as  reckless 


in  that,  as  he  was  unfair  in  the  manner  in 
which  he  made  the  statement  before.  I 
venture  to  say  there  are  dozens  in  the  House 
to-day  who  will  rise  and  verify  the  state- 
ment I  have  made  that  the  impression  left 
upon  their  minds,  whether  intentionally  or 
not,  was  that  which  I  indicated. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Hear.  bear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Can 
the  hon.  gentleman  have  a  better  evidence 
of  that  than  the  conversation  he  had  witb 
tbe  hon.  member  from  DeLorlmler  when  we 
discussed  the  question  the  other  day,  before 
I  had  seen  this  report,  whether  it  was  pos- 
sible to  get  Mr.  Wells'  affidavit,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  present  and  we  then  said  If 
it  is  possible  to  get  that  affidavit  let  us  get 
It  In  order  that  we  may  investigate  tbe 
charges  which  be  has  made.  I  think,  in  all 
fairness,  the  bon.  gentleman  might  have 
said  that  'that  statement  was  made  by 
Mr.  Eldric^e  as  baring  been  made  by  Mr. 
Wells*  and  not  have  left  the  impression 
upon  my  mind  and  also  on  the  mind  of  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  DeLorlmier,  because 
we  both  took  that  view  of  it,  aud  in  conver- 
sation with  tbe  bon.  gentleman  himself  we 
suggested  tbe  propriety  of  getting  this  docu- 
ment, if  we  conld,  in  order  to  fasten  upon 
Mr.  Wells  what  I  declare  to  be  a  slander  not 
only  upon  tbe  members  of  tbe  govmiment 
and  tbe  House  but  every  member  of  the 
treasury  board. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  do  not  think 
the  bon.  gentleman  wants  to  do  me  any 
Injustice  about  this  matter.  When  I  wart 
asked  about  it,  instead  of  making  the  state- 
ment, what  I  said  was  that  I  would  put  In 
your  bands  a  copy  of  tbe  report  I  read  from. 

Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Cer- 
tainly.  What  I  am  explaining  is  that  tbe 
bon.  gentleman  did  not  state  who  the  party 
was  that  made  tbis  statement.  That  is  what 
I  am  complaining  of,  and  I  said  In  making 
that  complaint,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  left 
the  impression  upon  tbe  House  and  those 
who  listened  to  him  that  it  was  Mr.  Wells 
that  made  this  statement  under  oath  during 
this  iUTestlgation.  I  may  bare  been  in  error, 
but  I  have  spoken  to  one  or  two  gentlemen 
since  without  calling  their  attention  to  It 
afterwards,  and  have  asked  them  what  they 
understood  by  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gen- 
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tleman,  and  th^  took  tbe  same  view  as  I 
did. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB— I  do  not  want  to  inter- 
rupt, but  I  do  not  want  to  be  misunderstood 
or  bave  any  implicBtlon  made  about  what  I 
stated.  I  will  read  from  the  ■hortband 
report  of  tbe  debate  and  I  will  ask  the  bon. 
gentleman  to  do  me  the  justice  of  saying 
that  I  am  correct.  The  report  of  my  re- 
marks reads  as  follows : 

I  have  here  the  accotint  that  was  siTeo  of ; 
the  layestlgatioD  and  ot  the  interview  with 
Mr.  Wells  respecting  that. 

And  then  I  read  the  account  of  that  Inter- 
view with  Mr.  Wells  as  reported  In  that  1 
case.  I  did  not  say  Wells  had  made  an  ; 
affidavit  or  who  had  made  It.  I  gave  an 
account  of  tbe  evidence  that  was  given  as  to 
that  statement,  and_that  Is  tbe  statement 
and  there  is  no  question  Welts  made  that 
statement  In  conversation.  If  that  evidence 
is  true. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
taon.  gentleman  is  begging  the  qnestlon 
altc^tber.  I  did  not  accuse  him  of  stating 
It  What  I  say  is  that  be  ought  to  have 
stated  the  source  from  which  be  got  his 
iuformation. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  did— tbe  report. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE   BOWELL— The  j 
hon.  gentleman  did  read  from  the  report,  but : 
the  House  must  understand  that  he  did  not  | 
tell  us  that  [his  &tutement  was  made  by  , 
tbe  vice-president  ci  this  very  company.  | 
Had  that  been  done  we  would  have  undur- ! 
stood  it  and  tbe  impression  would  not  have 
been  left  upon  tbe  mij^ds  of  the  mem- 1 
bers  who  listened  to  his  speech  that  this 
statement  bad  been  made  by  Mr.  We  la 
under  oath  during  the  Investigation.  That 
Is   what  I  complain  of.    I  did  not  say 
that  the  bon.  gentleman  stated  it  was  un- 
der oath ;   neither  can  be  draw  the  In- 
ference from  what  I  have  already  said 
that  I  made  any  such  statement.    I  am 
not  a  lawyer,  in  tbe  habit  of  cross-ques- 
tloniuB  or  brow-beating  witnesses,  and  con- 
sequently I  must  let  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
understand  distinctly  that  I  do  not  desire 
to  impute  to  him  an  Intention  to  mislead. 
T  say  he  did  mislead  by  the  manner  In 
which  he  dealt  with  tbe  question  and  I 
think  it  was  extremely  unfair ;  and  if  this 
nun  Wells  ever  comes  here  I  shall  en- 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  DOWDLL. 


deavour,  for  my  own  justification  and  tor 
the  Ju9tiflcatioD  of  the  govetninent  of 
which  I  was  then  a  member,  and  I  tbink' 
in  justice  to  members  of  parliament  who 
are  impugned  by  tbe  statement  of  Mr.  Sld- 
ridge,  to  find  out  who  those  parties  relly 
were.     I  understood  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  to  say  that  parUament 
should   not   take   steps   to   interfere  In 
this  matter  and  that  the  companies  were 
not    entitled    to    any    relief.     If  this 
Bill  had  for  Its  object  tbe    relieving  of 
the  company  of  any  of  Its  responsibilities 
to  the  shareholders,  I  would  give  it  my 
most  strenuous  opposition,  but  I  under- 
stand tbe  object  of  the  Bill  whatever  the 
principle  of  It  may  be.  la  to  give  some 
relief  to  those  policy-holders  whose  policies 
ore  still  In  existence,  and  If  that  can  be 
done  by  any  means — I  tbink  it  ought  to 
be  done  by  a  private  Bill — every  member 
of  the  Senate  would  lend  his  aid  to  re- 
lieve them.    It  Is  not  relieving  tbe  com- 
pany, as  I  have  already  pointed  out  l^e 
assured  accepted  the  policies  under  certain 
naies,  regnlatlonsr  and  by-laws.      If  the 
policy-holders,  through  excess  of  assess- 
ments were  obliged  to  cease  payment,  and 
thereby  lose  the  advantages  they  expected 
to  accrue  to  their  families  at  tbelr  death, 
and  if  we  can  come  to  their  relief  by  pass- 
ing n  law  enabling  the  company  to  give 
to  each  policy-holdw  a  regular  policy  which 
would  cover  the  amount  that  they  hare 
paid  and  cmitinue  their  payments  as  in  the 
regular  life  companies,  I  think  It  Is  our 
duty  to  do  it.    That  is  not  relieving  the 
company,  because,  if  we  refuse  that  con- 
cession, then  the  company  will  continue  and 
each  policy-holder  that  exists  now  will  be 
obliged,  through  excessive  assessments,  to 
cease  paying  and  will  be  wiped  out  and 
tbe  whole  amount  of  receipts    upon  the 
policies  covering  $48,000,000  will  be  left  in 
tbe  hands  of  tbe  company  without  any 
relief  whatever  to  the  policy-holders.  I 
think  it  would  be  a  great  mistake,  and  It 
would  t>e  the  duty  if  the  Bill  goes  to  the 
committee— and  I  do  not  object  to  that 
because  It  Is  the  best  way  to  try  and  ac- 
complish tbe  object  we  all  have  In  view- 
it  will  be  tbe  duty  of  the  committee  to 
make  such  regulations  as  will  be  equitable 
to  the  policy-holders,  without  any  conceni 
whatever  for  the  company.  If  the  charges 
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which  hare  been  made  on  the  floor  of 
this  Hoase  be  sostained  by  the  committee 
appointed  to  Investigate  the  aflTalrs  of  the 
company,  then  I  take  it  to  be  the  daty  of 
tbe  gorernment  to  cancel  the  company's 
license  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 
I  go  further ;  in  order  to  prevent  difficul- 
ties in  the  future,  I  trust  the  government 
will  take  the  responsibility  upon  Itself  of 
repealing  that  section  In  the  present  Act 
which  allows  this  class  of  Insurance  to  be 
carried  on.  I  hold  in  my  baud  a  copy  of 
tbe  'Economist,'  a  publication  which  deals 
ezclnslrely  with  this  queqtlon^  and  any 
one  who  has  received  this  last  number  will 
tad  facts  and  figures  given  in  reference  to 
a  numt)er  of  these  companies,  showing  that 
tbey  are  all  dwindling  down,  and  the  un- 
fortunate policy-holders  are  gradually 
dropping  out,  until  mllUonB  are  dropping 
down  to  thonsands.  and  the  result  will  be 
In  a  very  ahmt  time  that  the  whole  of 
them  will  be  wiped  out  of  existence.  The 
sooner  parliament  sets  its  face  against  that 
class  of  insurance,  the  better  it  will  be 
for  the  public. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN   moved   the  ad- 
Joamment  of  tbe  debate. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (22)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Brant- 
ford  and  Hamilton  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  McHush). 

BlU  (28)  An  Act  respecting  the  Temls- 
couata  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Sir  Al- 
pbonse  Pelletler). 

Bill  (30)  An  Act  respecting  the  Guelph 
Jonctlon  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Mullen). 

bui  (31)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Guelph 
and  Ooderlch  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
»r.  HcHuUen). 

BUI  (82)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Wal- 
kerton  and  Lucknow  Railway  Company. — 
(Hon.  Mr.  McMulIen). 

Bill  (43)  An  Act  respecting  the  Quebec 
and  Lake  Huron  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Sir  Alphonse  Pelletler). 

BUI  (47)  An  Act  req>ecttng  the  Kootenay 
Central  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Tenr- 
pieman). 

BUI  (49)  An  Act  respecting  the  James' 
Bay  RaUway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Hngb). 


BUI  (53)  An  Act  respecting  the  North  Am- 
erican   Telegraph    Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 

(iibson). 

Bill  (04)  An  Act  respecting  the  Strait  of 
Canso  Bridge  Ccnnpany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Church). 

BUI  (66)  An  Act  respecting  the  Pacific, 
Northern  and  Omlneca  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Baker). 

Bill  (lO)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Young). 

Bill  (46)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Boun- 
dary, Kamloops  and  Cariboo  Central  Rail- 
way Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Watson). 

Bin  (03)  An  Act  respecting  the  Edmon- 
ton and  Slave  Lake  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Polrier). 

SECOND  READINGS. 

BUI  (85)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Al- 
berta Railway  and  Irrigation  Company, 
and  to  proviue  for  the  amalgamation 
therewith    of  the  Alberta   Railway  and 

Coal  Company,  the  Canadian  Northwest 
Irrigation  Company,  and  the  St  Mary's 
R  iver  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Lougheed). 

Bin  (91)  An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto 
and  Hamilton  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  McMullen). 

Bill  (94)  An  Act  respecting  the  Tlma- 
gaml  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Ed- 
wards), 

Bill  (105)  An  Act  respecting  the  Lake 
Erie  and  Detroit  River  Railway  Company. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Casgrain,  Windsor). 

The  Senate  adjourned  untU  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  June  S,  1904. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  ito<riE  tbe  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Railways.  Telegraphs  and 
Harbours  were  read  a  third  time  and  passed 
under  suspension  of  the  rule. 

Bill  (<SZ)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Welland 
and  Grand  Island  Bridge  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  C<^ee.) 
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Bill  (71)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa, 
Brockvllle  and  St  Lawrence  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Legrls.) 

Bill  (55)  An  Act  rejecting  the  Canadian 
Northern  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Wait  son.) 

Bill  (62)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba 
and  Keewatln  Railway  Company. — (Hod. 
Mr.  WatEwn.) 

Bill  (50)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  St. 
Maurice  Valley  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Legrls.) 

Bill  (83)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nepigon 
Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  McMnllen.) 

Bill  (85)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Al- 
berta Railway  and  Irrlgallon  Company  and* 
to  provide  for  the  amalgamation  therewith 
of  the  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company, 
the  Canadian  Northwest  Irrigation  Company 
and  the  St  Mary's  River  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Longheed.) 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (34)  An  Act  respecting  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Dandurand.) 

Bill  (SSi)  An  Act  reeppectlng  the  Essex 
Terminal  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Casgrain,  Windsor.) 

Bill  (86)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Code,  1892,  respecting  the  punishment  of 
fraodulent  debtors.— (Hon.  Mr.  B61que.) 

THIRD  READING'S. 

Bill  (33)  An  Act  respecting  the  Vancouver, 
Victoria  and  Eastern  Railway  and  Naviga- 
tion Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.) 

Bill  (24)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian 
Fire  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Longheed.) 

SECOND  READIN<}S. 

Bill  (44)  An  Act  respecting  the  Berlin, 
Waterloo,  Wellesley  and  Lake  Huron  Bail- 
way  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Memer.) 

Bill  (61)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Okotoks 
and  High  River  Lumbering  and  Develop- 
ment Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Longheed.) 

Bill  (92)  An  Act  respecting  certain  Fatents 
of  William  A.  Damen.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr. 
Cobonrg.) 

Bill  (61)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Ttaorold 
and  Lake  Erie  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Domvllle.) 


Bill  (96)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Craw- 
ford Bay  and  St  Mary's  Railway  Company. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.) 

Bill  (48)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nicols, 
Kamloops  and  Simllkameen  Coal  and  Rail- 
way Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 

Bill  (77)  An  Act  respecting  the  Hamilton, 
Grimsby  and  Beamavllle  Electric  Railway 
Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 

Bill  (67)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ontario 
Accident  Insurance  (^mpany. — (Hon.  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  Monday  n^t 


THE  SENATE. 

OttatBO,  Monday,  June  6,  190^. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
INSPECTION  OF  IMMIGRANTS. 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBERTSON — Before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I  wish  to  bring 
to  the  notice  of  the  government  an  article  in 
this  morning's  '  Citizen  *  which  reads  aa  fol- 
lows : 

DEPORTING  PHYSICAL  WRBGK8. 

Quebec,  June  4, — Dr.  Bryce,  medical  conunli- 
sloner  of  the  Department  of  Interior,  has  ar- 
rived in  the  city  to  inspect  the  medical  branch 
of  the  Immigration  department  in  tills  city. 
This  morning  he  visited  the  new  bouse  of  de- 
tention at  Savard  park  and  examined  the  num- 
erous eases  of  trachoma  confined  there  for 
treatment.  One  Immigrant  named  Dorlsh  Rus» 
adjudged  insane,  who  came  out  in  the  SS. 
'  Tunisian,"  will  be  returned  to  England  tliii 
evening  on  the  same  vessel,  as  well  as  twenty- 
flve,  at  least,  of  the  Syrian  immigrants  out  of 
the  forty-five  detained  among  the  passengers 
that  came  to  the  port  by  the  French  eteamer 
'  Malou,'  when  she  leaves  for  her  return  trip 
ID  France.  A  confereoce  Is  to  take  place  to- 
day at  the  hospital  between  Drs.  Bryee,  Howe, 
Potvln  and  Gauthier,  after  an  examination  of 
the  traclioma  parties,  when  It  will  be  decided 
now  many  of  them  will  be  deported. 

What  I  wish  to  ask  is,  what  is  the  reason 
that  those  patients  effected  with  such  an 
abominable  disease  as  trachoma  are  allowed 
to  come  across  the  ocean  at  ail  ?  Why  is 
there  not  an  inspection  before  they  come  on 
board  the  steamers,  and  why  are  they  not 
kept  on  the  other  dde  of  the  Atlantic  ? 
Their  associating  with  other  Immigrants 
coming  across  on  the  same  steamer  is  pro- 
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bably  the  source  of  a  good  deal  of  danger. 
I  tblnk  the  goverDment  sbould  provide 
means  by  which  they  should  be  prevented 
from  coming  across  the  Atlantic  at  all, 
wbicfa  would  also  save  the  expense  of  re- 
turning them  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  ships  leave  very 
many  ports  in  Kurope,  Antwerp,  Liverpool, 
London  and  various  other  ports,  it  wouid  be 
almost  Impossible  for  the  government  to 
place  agents  at  all  those  points  in  anticipa- 
tion of  an  emigration  from  each  particular 
city  or  town.  I  think  there  is  an  inspection 
at  Liverpool,  At  every  port  where  it  is  flu- 
ticipated  that  there  will  be  any  conslderahJe 
migration,  there  is  an  agent,  but  it  would  be 
quite  impossiiile  to  place  agents  at  all  the 
porta  in  Europe  to  watch  for  objectionable 
emigrants.  The  United  States  may  do  it 
to  a  limited  extent,  but  they  rely  largely  on 
ibe  examination  made  either  of  Immigrants 
ooming  into  the  United  States  via  Halifax 
or  St.  John  or  immigrants  lauding  ut  New 
York  or  Boston.  Those  are  the  main  ports. 
It  woald  be  very  desirable  not  to  bring  those 
nnfortannte  people  across  the  Atlantic,  but 
It  may  not  be  feasible  to  prevent  it  except 
from  certain  ports  known  and  rect^nized 
from  whleta  steamships  sail  with  emigrants 
-ports  such  as  Liverpool. 

Hon.  Hr.  BOBERTSON— On  every  one  of 
tbose  steamers  there  is  a  physician,  and  he 
Bboald  .be  authorized  io  prevent  such  emi- 
grants going  ou  'board  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLKN— There  ought  to  be 
very  pointed  reference  made  in  all  pampb- 
Ifts  issued  by  Canada  encouraging  Immigra- 
tion to  this  country  to  the  fact  that  If  peopit 
come  here  with  diseases  such  as  have  been 
referred  to,  tliey  will  be  sent  back  to  the 
port  from  which  they  embarked.  I  can  un- 
derstand the  dilUcaltles  in  tbe  way  of  an 
examination  at  tbe  port  of  departure  ;  it 
would  be  very  expensive  to  appoint  immi- 
gration inspectors  at  so  many  ports,  but  the 
next  best  thing  to  do  is  to  publish  In  all  im- 
migration literature  the  fact  that  diseased 
immigrants  will  be  returned  to  the  ports  of 
departure. 

Hon.  Mr.  LUUUHUJSD— My  recollection 
it,  tiiat  wben  last  session,  or  tbe  session  be- 
fore, the  ImmlgraUoQ  Bill  was  being  dis- 
cussed. It  was  strongly  urged  upon  the  gov- 
ernment the  necessity  of  imposing  penalties 


upon  masters  of  ships,  should  they  permit 
diseased  Immigrants  to  be  brought  to  this 
country.  There  is  no  reason  why  such  pen- 
alty should  not  be  imposed  and  collected  and 
the  owners  of  the  sblps  made  responsible. 
It  is  idle  to  say  thai  we  cannot  surround  onr 
Immigration  system  with  tbe  necessary 
safeguards.  Penalties  of  this  kind  are  im- 
posed upon  masters  of  ships  with  reference 
to  other  matters,  and  there  is  do  reason  why 
the  government,  if  they  give  proper  con- 
sideration to  it,  should  allow  diseased  im- 
migrants to  be  brought  into  tbe  country.  I 
would  suggest  to  my  hon.  friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  the  propriety  of  giving  some 
consideration  to  that  phase  of  restriction. 
j.ae  government  is  certainly  possessed,  In 
the  law  officers  of  the  Crown,  of  sufficiently 
good  legal  talent  to  work  out  a  Bill  of  that 
Character,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  it  would 
act  as  a  very  salutary  protection  in  tbe 
future  against  this  kind  of  tblng  which  has 
been  taking  place  year  after  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANUUKAND— There  Is  a  pen- 
alty already  provided  against  steamship 
owners  who  bring  unsuitable  Immigrants  to 
the  ports  of  this  country.  They  are  obliged 
at  their  own  cost  to  return  the  immigrant 
wbo  is  declared  nnflt,  to  the  place  whence 
he  came,  j-here  Is  always  that  check  on 
the  ship-owners.  I  understand  there  is  a 
very  strict  clause  In  the  contract  between 
tbe  government  and  the  steamship  com- 
panies that  bring  immigrants  from  the 
north  of  Europe.  They  have  a  certain  bonus 
for  all  Immigrants  they  bring,  and  they  are 
obliged  under  the  contract  to  return  all  un- 
fit immigrants,  and  even  to  have  them  in- 
spected before  they  leave  for  Canada.  As 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  said,  immi- 
grants wbo  wilt  be  found  nnflt,  will  find 
their  way  to  this  country,  and  althongb 
there  is  very  strict  supervision  over  immi- 
gration into  the  United  States,  at  the  ports 
of  embarkation  as  well  as  at  New  York  and 
other  United  States  ports,  stUl  a  number  of 
tbe  arrivals  are  wee-.y  or  monthly  returned 
to  Europe,  and  I  suppose  we  cannot  expect 
our  experience  to  be  different  from  that  oC 
our  neighbours. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  would  point  oat 
to  my  bon.  friend  that  tbe  ship-owners,  In  the 

meantime,  co-ect  passage  money  from  those 
immigrants.    The  cost  of  their  deportation 
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as  agalDBt  the  cost  of  embarkation  does  not 
amount  to  anyttilng  of  conseqtieuce.  Tbe 
very  fact  of  this  occurring  from  year  to 
year  should  exemplify  to  tbe  satisfaction  of 
everybody  that  the  existing  restrictions  are 
not  effectual.  We  find  the  medical  frater- 
nity pointiDg  out  year  after  year  that  num- 
bers of  diseased  Immigrants  are  being 
brought  to  tms  country  by  shipping  com- 
panies and  scattered  from  the  Atlantic  to 
the  Pacific,  and  It  Is  time  that  we  adopted  a 
system  which  would  really  be  restrictive. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKKNZIE  BOWELL— There 
Is  a  good  deal  of  force  in  tbe  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  dlf- 
flcdlties  which  present  themselves  In  check- 
ing undesinble  Immigration  at  the  ports  of 
departure ;  but  there  was  an  effective  sys- 
tem in  operation  a  number  of  years  ago. 
Every  ship  ascending  the  St.  Lawrence  was 
obliged  to  report  at  quarantine,  where  a 
thorough  examination  of  all  the  passengers 
took  place.  If  there  was  any  contagious 
^Usease  on  board  the  vessel  or  any  immi- 
grants that  could  be  classed  amongst  those 
prouiDlted  from  coming  into  the  country, 
they  could  be  prevented  from  landing.  Tbe 
difficulty  with  the  ship-owner  or  captain 
would  be  this  :  the  passengers  might  all 
have  passed  medtcaJ  examination  at  the 
port  of  embarkation,  and  disease  might 
break  out  during  the  voyage,  of  which  he 
could  have  no  possible  knowledge.  If  the 
quarantine  regulations  in  the  St  Lawrence 
were  rigidly  enforced.  In  cases  where  dis- 
ease is  found  on  board  a  vessel,  and  the 
vessel  held  until  tbe  danger  of  contagion  is 
obviated,  and  tben  tbe  captain  of  the  vesseJ 
be  compelled  to  take  back  all  emigrants  who 
are  found  unfit,  the  dlttlcuJty  would  be  over- 
come. Why  that  regulation  is  not  rigidly 
enforced,  I  cannot  understand.  There  is 
great  danger  in  bringing  immigrants  afflict- 
ed with  disease  as  far  as  Quebec  or  Mont- 
real and  then  turning  them  loose  to  scatter 
disease  all  the  way  from  Quebec  to  Port 
Arthur  and  other  western  points.  I  do  not 
know  whether  those  regulations  are  still  en- 
forced or  not ;  if  they  are  not,  they  ought  to 
be,  and  if  they  have  been  repealed,  they 
should  be  re-enacted  and  rigorously  en- 
forced. 

lion.  Mr.  SCUaa — The  regulations  are 
still  k^t  up,  and  I  fancy  they  are  enforced 

Hon.  Hr.  LOUOHEDD. 


with  even  greater  strictness  than  In  tormw 
years.  Tbe  same  gentleman  has  been  at  the 
head  of  the  service  for  a  great  many  years. 
Among  the  diseases  with  which  Assyrlaos 
are  particularly  affected  is  a  disease  of  the 
eye.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  may  break 
out  after  they  have  passed  the  examination, 
but  certalnJy  the  examination  Is  made  at 
quarantine.  But  Immigrants  are  coming  In 
from  all  quarters.  Many  come  through  the 
united  States,  and  they  are  allowed  to  pass 
through  the  United  States  ports,  when  their 
destination  Is  Canada,  and  we  have  no  way 
of  making  an  inquiry  until  tbe  medical  man 
has  had  an  opportunity  to  see  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLLIS.— With  reference  to  what 
the  boo.  leader  of  the  opposition  says,  there 
ure  really  two  systems  iu  operation  In  Can- 
ada. There  is  the  ordinary  quarantine  sys- 
tem under  the  control  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture,  by  which  vessels  with  con- 
tagious diseases  on  board  are  examined  and 
reported  to  the  quarantine  officers.  In  ad- 
dition to  that,  at  all  tbe  ports,  Halifax.  St 
John,  Montreal  and  Quebec,  there  are  medi- 
cal officers  of  the  Immigration  Department 
to  examine  every  Immigrant.  Of  course  It 
is  quite  possible  that  some  one  or  two,  or 
perhaps  a  dozen,  may  escape  observation  m 
the  course  of  a  season,  but  there  Is  a  very 
rigid  inspection  by  medical  officers  of  the 
department,  and  the  moment  a  man  is  found 
with  tbe  disease  he  is  put  in  one  of*tbe  de- 
tention hospitals,  and  the  ship  that  brought 
him  out  is  compelled  to  carry  him  back.  As 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  Montreal  said.  It  is 
quite  an  infliction  upon  the  sfaip-owntt  to 
take  tbe  passenger  back,  and  although  It  ■« 
quite  possible — I  have  not  made  the  calcula- 
tion to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Cal- 
gary refers— that  It  may  be  profitable  to 
bring  a  man  across  the  Atlantic  and  then  to 
take  him  back,  yet  the  ship-owners  do  not 
care  to  do  that,  nor  the  ship  masters  elthw. 
and  as  far  as  possible  they  avoid  doing  it 
There  Is  quite  a  check  on  the  Importatloh  of 
disease,  but  I  do  not  say  there  is  an  absolute 
prevention,  because  that  might  be  Impos- 
sible. Sometimes  this  disease  of  the  eye 
will  develop  three  or  four  or  five  days  after 
the  emigrant  has  left  the  old  country,  or  per- 
haps after  he  has  landed  In  Oanada.  How- 
ever, there  is  a  much  more  rigid  system  of 
infection  in  force  than  one  would  Inter 
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from  the  discos^on  wbicb  tiai  taken  place 

put  DOW. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcdonald  (B-O  — Ta^e  the 
aise  of  the  emigrants  who  are  sent  back 
to  England  diseased,  and  the  authorities  re- 
fuse to  {permit  them  to  be  landed  there. 
In  sncb  an  event  the  captain  would  be  be- 
tveea  the  devil  and  the  deep  sea.  He 
could  not  land  them  at  either  place.  It  Is 
quite  clear  the  only  way  is  to  prevent  them 
being  taken  on  board  the  ship.  All  the  ships 
carry  doctors  and  they  can  inspect  the  emi- 
grants and  see  that  they  are  free  from  dis- 
ease before  they  are  allowed  to  embarlc.  De- 
portliig  tbem  does  not  obviate  the  danger. 
Those  men  being  co<ved  up  with  hundreds 
of  others  for  days  on  board  ship  might  Im- 
part that  disease  to  them.  The  only  way  to 
stop  it  is  to  make  the  steamship  companies 
liable  to  certain  penalties  If  they  caiTy 
tliese  persons  out  here.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  will  confer  with  his  col- 
leagues and  see  that  there  is  something  done, 
because  we  do  not  want  the  country  flood- 
ed with  those  people.  Deporting  of  them 
does  not  obviate  the  difficulty.  They  spread 
ooQtaglon  In  the  ship  and  going  back  to 
England  they  m>read  contagion  again,  being 
i.'ooped  up  with  other  people  on  their  re- 
turn. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN.— With  reference  to 
tills  disease  of  the  eye,  there  Is  a  form  that 
wmetimes  occurs  In  this  country,  which  is 
called  granulated  eyelids.  But  this  mali- 
gnant type,  trachoma,  brought  in  by  Im- 
ml^nts  Is  contagious.  There  Is  no  stage 
of  incubation  about  this  at  all.  If  a  man 
(las  It  you  see  It.  If  you  do  not  see  it  he 
iifls  not  got  It.  It  Is  quite  easy  to  deter- 
mine the  question  by  looliing  at  the  man. 
There  Is  an  intolerance  of  light  and  a  dia- 
L-harge  from  tbe  lids.  It  is  not  the  eyeball 
which  is  affectetl,  but  the  membrane  cover- 
ing the  eyeball.  The  matter  streams  out  and 
glntinates  the  lids  together  so  that  there 
is  an  Intolerance  of  light  and  a  peculiar 
expression  about  the  face  that  any  one 
eoald  determine.  What  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria  suggests  I  think  is  the  proper 
way  to  prevent  it;  that  is,  to  prohibit  ship* 
plug  masters  from  taking  such  persons  on 
beard.  That  can  be  easily  done.  If  you 
Inflict  a  fine  or  punishment  on  the  owners 
of  tbe  vessel  there  Is  no  hardship  at  all 


about  compelling  them  to  make  a  rigid  in- 
si^ee'don.  The  United  States  government  do 
not  allow  such  immigrants  Into  the  United 
States  and  take  care  that  emigrants  are  ex- 
amined at  the  point  of  shipping  before  em- 
barkation, as  I  understand  it.  I  do  not 
know  whether  Canada  has  adopted  that 
system  or  not,  but  if  you  want  to  prevent 
the  Introduction  of  disease  like  trachoma 
there  is  no  use  trying  to  do  it  here.  It 
might  escape  the  notice  of  ordinary  prac- 
titioners who  have  not  seen  persons  i^lcted 
with  the  disease.  They  might  think  It  was 
an  ordinary  case  of  inflammation  of  the  eye- 
I>all.  I  believe  the  only  sure  way  is  to 
inflict  a  penalty  on  the  ship-owner.  If  the 
steamer  carries  a  physician  he  would  be 
responsible,  and  the  captain  would  order 
him  to  examine  the  emigrants.  He  would 
make  sure  there  was  no  diseased  person 
on  board  and  In  that  way  would  prevent 
the  Introduction  of  trachoma  as  effectually 
a«  we  prevent  the  introduction  of  small- 
pox which  can  hardly  be  placed  in  the  same 
category,  because  small-pox  might  be  In  pro- 
cess of  incubation  some  time  t>efore  It  is 
discovered,  ^ere  will  be  no  difficulty  about 
trachoma  if  we  have  a  thorough  inspection 
of  emigrants  before  they  embark. 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO. 

His  Honour  the  Speaker  Informed  the  Sen- 
ate that  he  had  received  the  following  com- 
muniontlon  from  the  Governor  General's 
Secretary:— 

OfBce  of  the  Governor  General's  Secretary, 
Ottawa,  June  S,  ld04. 

Sir, — I  have  tbe  honour  to  liirorm  you  that 
the  HoQourable  Mr,  Justice  Sedgewick,  acting 
as  Deputy  to  His  Excellency  the  Ooveraor 
General,  will  proceed  to  tbe  Senate  Gbambre 
this  afternoon  at  4  o'clock,  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  assent  to  certain  Bills  wblcb  have  passed 
the  Senate  and  House  of  Commons  during  tbe 
present  Session. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be.  Sir, 

Your  obedient  servant, 
P.  S.  MAUDE,  Major. 
Qovemor  Qeneral's  Secretary. 

The  Honourable 
The  Speaker  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  was  adjourned  during  pleas- 
ure. 

After  some  time  tbe  Senate  was  resumed. 

The  Honourable  Mr.  Justice  Sedgewick, 
acting  as  Deputy  to  His  Excellency  the 
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Governor  Qeneral,  being  seated  at  tbe  foot 
of  the  Tbrone. 

Tbe  Honourable  tbe  Speaker  commanded 
tbe  Gentleman  Usber  of  the  Blade  Rod  to 
proceed  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  ac- 
quaint that  House  :  '  It  Is  the  Deputy  Gov- 
ernor's desire  that  tfaej  attend  him  immedl- 
atelr  in  this  House.' 

Who  being  come  with  their  Speaker, 

The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  In  Chancery  read 
the  titles  of  tbe  Bills  to  be  passed  seTerally. 
as  follows 

An  Act  to  ravtve  and  amend  the  Acts  re- 
specting tbe  St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Canal 
Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  British  Columbia 
Soutliem  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian  PaciSc  Rail- 
way Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Atlantic  and  North- 
-west  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa,  Northern  and 
Weetem  Railway  Company. 

Ad  Act  respecting  tbe  Montreal,  Ottawa  and 
<3eorglan  Bay  Canal  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Atlantic,  Quebec  and 
Western  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  French  River  Boom 
Company,  Limited. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Poatlac  and  Inter- 
proviDClal  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cascapedla  Hanu- 
facturlng  and  Trading  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Colllagwood  General 
and  Marine  Hospital. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Campbelltord,  Idke 
Ontario  and  Western  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  North- 
western Railway  Company  of  Canaia. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  Ibe  White  Hoise  and 
AlBek  Railway  Company, 

An  Act  to  confer  on  I  he  Oommlsaioner  of 
Patents  certain  powers  for  the  relief  of  the 
Honourable  Charles  Algernon  Parsons. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Petition      Right  Act. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  o*  JameJ  E  Taylf.r. 

An  Act  tor  the  relief  of  Robert  Jamee  HcDuff 
Rodger. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Wosturn  Assurance 
Company. 

An  Act  respectiqg  the  BrJtleh  American  As- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  reBpecting  ihe  Cnelph  Juuolion  Rail- 
way Company. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Guelph  and  Qode- 
rlch  Railway  Compaay. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Walkerton  and 
liucknow  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  (i'lebec  aul  I<ake  Huron 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Koocenay  Central 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Xorth  American  Tele- 
graph Company. 


An  Act  respecting  the  Strait  of  Canso  Bridge 
Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Pacific,  Northera  and 
Omineca  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Boundary.  Kam- 
loops  and  Cariboo  Central  Railway  Company 

An  Act  respecting  tbe  Edmonton  and  Slin 
Lake  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  St.  Maurice  Valley 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and  Keevi- 
tin  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian  Ncrtbera 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Welland  and  Grind 
Island  Bridge  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa,  3roeanUe  and 
St.  Lawrence  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Nlplgon  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Alberta  Rallnar 
and  Irrigatloo  Company,  and  to  provide  for  the 
amalgamation  therewith  of  the  Alberta  Rallwar 
and  Coat  Company,  the  Canadian  Northwest 
Irrigation  Company,  and  the  St.  Mary's  River 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  VancoTiver,  Victoria 
and  Eastern  Railway  and  Navigation  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  "Canadian  Fire  Ininr- 
ance  Company. 

To  these  Bills  the  Royal  Assent  mis  pro- 
nounced by  the  Clerk  of  tba  Senate  (n  tbe 
following  words  : — 

In  His  Majesty's  name,  His  Honour  the 
Deputy  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  General 
doth  assent  to  these  Bills. 

The  Deputy  Governor  was  then  pleased 
to  retire,  and  the  House  of  Commons  wltb- 
drew. 

BILLS  INTRODCTGBD. 

Bill  (100)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Pilotage 
Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 

Bill  (103)  An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  Can- 
ada Artillery  Association.— (Hon.  Mr.  Tem- 
pleman.) 

Bill  {X12)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Act  re- 
specting the  Navigation  of  Canadian  waters. 
-(Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 

LEAD  BOUNTIES  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons  with  BUI  (127)  An  Act  to  am- 
end tbe  Act  providing  for  tbe  ptiyment  of 
bounties  on  lead  contained  in  lead-bearing 
ores  rained  In  Canada.  Tbe  BUI  was  read 
the  first  time. 
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Hod.  Mr.  TBMPLEMAN  moved  tbat  tbe 
BUI  be  read  tbe  second  time  on  Wednesday 
next  He  Bald  :  This  Bill  Is  practically  only 
(^plying  the  Bounty  Act  of  last  session  to 
tbe  QDanclal  year  beginning  the  first  of  July 
last  The  Act  was  interpreted  as  applying 
tbe  bounty  to  the  financial  year.  It  Is  cor- 
recting merely  a  technical  error. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SfiCOND  BEADING. 

BUI  (J)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Ellsa  Bob- 
iDSon.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobonrg.) 

CBIMINAL  CODE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (3)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Code  (1W2).  He  said :  Under  the  criminal 
law  there  are  certain  cases  where  an  accus- 
ed is  permitted  to  elect  whether  he  shall  be 
tried  by  a  Jury  or  by  a  presiding  Justice  or 
magistrate.  There  Is  no  provision  In  the  \ay. 
lor  a  case  of  minors,  persona  under  16,  and 
this  simply  enacts  tbat  in  those  ease:*  tbe 
parents  or  guardian,  or  any  one  having 
cbargeof  the  accused,  shall  be  consulted  first, 
on  the  basis  tbat  a  person  of  perhaps  ten, 
twelve  or  thirteen  years  would  not  be  In  a 
position  to  Judge  whether  he  ought  to  be 
tried  by  a  Jury  or  by  the  presiding  magis- 
trate. It  Is  felt  that  It  would  be  only  right 
that  tbe  magistrate  should  allow  the  parent 
or  guardian  to  be  consulted. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
tras  read  a  second  time. 

CBIMINAL  CODE  A3IENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
inK  of  Bill  (5fi)  An  Act  to  amend  the 
Criminal  Code  (1892).  He  said  :  Subsection 
six  of  section  902  of  the  Criminal  Code 
provides  a  very  severe  penalty,  ^80,  on  a 
magistrate  or  Justice  of  the  peace  who  omits 
or  neglects  to  make  a  return  at  the  proper 
time,  and  to  pay  In  the  fees  that  he  may 
have  received  belonging  to  tbe  county  or 
moQicipatlty.  The  object  of  tbe  present 
Bill  Is  to  widen  that  and  to  provide  tbat : 

Brery  Justice  who  upon,  or  in  connection  with 
or  under  colour  or  pretense  of,  any  Informa- 


tion, complaint  or  Judicial  proceeding  or  fn- 
qutrjr  bad  or  taken  before  him,  ezacti,  re* 
ceives,  appropriates  or  retain*  anr  fees,  monejn 
or  paymentB  which  he  Is  not  br  Isw  authorised 

to  receive  or  to  be  paid. 

The  present  law  simply  provides  for  tbo 
case  where  tbe  trial  has  been  had  and  the 
magistrate  has  Imposed  a  penalty,  and  he 
has  failed  to  pay  it  to  the  municipality. 
This  Is  a  little  wider,  as  hon.  gentlemen 
will  see. 

Hon.  Mr.  MCMILLAN— Is  the  penalty  iu- 
creased  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— No ;  the  penalty  Is  the 
same. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUQHBiED— Why  did  not  th<i 
government  go  a  little  further,  and  pro^de 
tbat  such  a  Justice  Should  not  have  Jurisdic- 
tion hereafter  to  try  cases  ?  It  seems  mon- 
strous that  a  Justice  of  tlie  peace  should  ex- 
ercise Jurisdiction  after  committing  such  an 
offence. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  presume  some  cases 
of  the  kind  have  been  brought  to  tbe  at- 
tention of  the  department  Tbe  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  a  very  good  one, 
but  we  have  made  no  change  In  the  law  since 
It  was  codified  In  1882. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUOHEED— You  are  not  going 
far  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAXD— I  should  think 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  course  tbat  tbe  com- 
mission of  a  Justice  of  tUe  peace  would  b-' 
withdrawn  in  a  ca  se  of  the  kind.  We 
cannot  settle  the  disqualification  of  parties 
appointed  by  tbe  local  executives,  hut  It 
goes  without  saying,  and  as  a  matter  of 
course,  I  suppose,  tbat  a  person  condemned 
under  such  circumstances  would  have  his 
commission  withdrawn  by  tbe  minister  hav- 
ing charge  of  tbe  administration  of  Justice 
In  the  province. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— While  the  federal 
sovernment  could  not  interfere  with  the 
commission,  it  could  clearly  say  that  such 
a  Justice  sbould  not  exercise  jurisdiction. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

The  motion  was  Agreed  to,  aud  tbe  Bill 
Was  read  the  second  time. 
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KING'S  SHILLIXO  LEGAL  TENDER 
BILL. 

SECOND  READXNO. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 
SecoDd  reading  Bill  (E)  An  Act  to  make  the 

King's  ShtlltDs  a  Legal  Teader  In  Canada.— 

(Hon.  Mr.  DomTlUe.) 

Hon.  Mr.  THOMPSON,  in  the  absence  ot 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Domvllle,  moved  the  second 
reading  of  ttae  BUI.  . 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  advised  tbe  hon. 
senator  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  that  * 
fear  It  is  not  a  Bill  which  the  House  would 
adopt  When  he  brought  tbe  subject  to  ttie 
notice  of  tbe  Honse,  it  certainly  was  received 
with'  a  good  deal  of  sympathy.  It  seems 
raitber  bard  that  a  British  siTbJect  arriving 
at  Halifax  or  St.  John,  who  has  nothing  but 
British  staUlings  In  his  pocliet,  should  not 
be  able  to  buy  bread  or  obtain  other  neces- 
saries with  it ;  but,  on  making  inquiry,  I 
find  tiiat  ttie  hon.  gentleman  was  not  quite 
•  correct  In  assuming  that  provision  had  nor 
'been  made  for  cases  of  the  kind.  On  inquiry 
ftt  the  D^artment  of  Uie  Interior  I  have  re 
celved  an  answer  which  was  addressed  to 
the  F"lnance  Minister,  as  follows  : 

Referring  to  your  verbal  Inquiry  ot  this 
morning,  I  beg  to  aUte  that  the  department 
baa  made  special  provision  tor  the  exchange  ot 
money  at  the  immigration  buildings  at  Hali- 
fax, St.  John  and  Quebec.  This  work  has  been 
intrusted  to  Mr.  O.  D.  Martin  at  Halifax,  to 
Mr.  J.  M.  Robinson  at  St.  John,  and  to  Mr. 
James  Macnider  at  Quebec.  In  addition  to  free 
ofBce  accommodation  In  the  Immigration  build- 
ing, these  parties  are  granted  a  certain  yearly 
allowance  for  their  work. 

I  send  you  herewith  a  schedule  showing  the 
rates  of  exchange  In  force  at  these  ports.  I 
may  point  out  tbat  under  our  piresent  arrange- 
ments brokers  are  bound  to  give  the  Immi- 
grants Canadian  or  foreign  currency  at  the 
lowest  rates  of  exchange,  and  notices  are 
posted  on  tbe  walls  ot  the  Immigration  build- 
ings giving  the  value  of  foreign  coins  In  dif- 
ferent languages. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— What  is 
the  rate  for  the  shilling  that  is  quoted  thereV 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Twenty-two  cents. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDOXALD  (B.C.)— That  Is  a 
very  large  discount  It  is  worth  twenty- 
four  cents. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  rates  of  exchange 
are  reasonable.  They  seem  to  have  gone 
very  fully  Into  the  question  of  exchanging 
European  coins.  Ample  provision  seems  to 
have  been  made. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — Is  that  rate  under 
the  ordinary  rate  that  the  banks  charge  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understand  It  Is  the 

same  as  the  bank  charges. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— Are  these 
private  money  exchanges  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  are  authorized 
by  the  department,  and  paid  a  certain  sum, 
and  get  office  accommodation,  and  the  rates 
of  exchange  are  posted  up  in  their  offices— 
tbe  rates  at  which  Immigrants  arriving  ma; 
exchange  foreign  coin  for  Canadian  cnr- 
reney. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDOXALD  (C.B.)— The  BriUsh 
shilling  passes  at  the  banks  for  twenty-four 
cents. 

Hon.   Mr.   SCOTT— Where  provision  of 
that  kind  is  made  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
matter  to  Interfere  with  our  Currency  Act; 
and  would  only  lead  to  very  great  disturb- 
ance.  It  Is  better  that  provision  should  be 
made  for  the  exchange  of  coin  at  a  fixed 
value,  and  It  cannot  be  contended  that  the 
rates  quoted  for  these  small  sums  are  at  all 
excessive.    It  would  be  rather  a  grave  In- 
terference to  make  tbe  British  shilling  an 
exception  and  Interfere  with  tbe  Currency 
Act  of  Canada.  I  do  not  suppose  under  any 
conditions  it  would  Involve  tbe  delu^  we 
have  had  of  American  silver  at  various 
I  times  in  our  history.    We  all  know,  those 
I  who  have  memories  running  back  forty  or 
I  Sfty  years,  the  trouble  we  bad  at  one  time 
[  to  get  rid  of  United  States  currency.  Sir 
i  Francis  Hincks  was  the  particular  statesman 
!  who  bad  to  deal  with  It  and  be  wrestled 
!  with  It  for  years.   It  was  only  by  very  de- 
I  cided  measures  being  taken  tbat  finally  Can- 
ada got  rid  of  United  States  money,  and 
then  established  a  Canadian  currency.  Now 
that  we  have  the  Canadian  currency  we 
ought  to  keep  It  unFhipalred. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKEXZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  not  met  the 
question  before  the  House.  The  Bill  bas 
no  reference  whatever  to  the  value  of  tbe 
exchange  or  of  tbe  coins  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  referred.  The  question  Is 
whether  the  King's  shUling  Is  at  tbe  present 
time  legal  tender  even  for  twenty-two  cents 
in  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  It  is  not 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  what  ttie  Bill  proposes  to  provide  for.  It 
provides  for  setting  n  value  npon  the  Eng- 
lish shilling,  and  that  It  shall  be  a  legal 
tender  for  the  face  of  that  value  which  Is 
put  npon  It  bj-  law.  That  is  what  you  would 
bare  to  provide  for.  You  would  have  to  re- 
strict it,  no  doubt,  if  you  did  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  ;  you  would  have  to  provide 
for  the  amount  of  silver  which  would  con- 
stitute a  legal  tender.  In  the  Consolidated 
.Statutes,  chapter  30,  provision  ts  made  set- 
dog  a  value  upon  the  English  sovereign,  and 
also  npOD  the  United  States  eagle,  but  there 
Is  nothing  whatever  said  about  English  or 
United  States  silver.  Under  the  old  law, 
Introduced  by  Sir  Francis  Hlncks,  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  referred,  and  which  I 
remember  very  well,  provision  was  made 
to  reduce  the  value  of  United  States  silver 
20  per  cent.  That  remained  the  law  for  a 
number  of  years,  until  we  got  rid  of  what 
was  termed  in  those  days  'The  silver  nui- 
sance.' It  was  Just  after  the  civil  war  in 
the  neighbouring  country,  and  Canada  was 
flooded  with  the  United  States  currency. 
In  looking  at  the  statutes,  I  find  that  the 
clause  regulating  the  value  of  the  United 
States  silver  was  r^>ealed.  I  think  the  gov- 
ernment  ought  to  take  It  Into  their  serious 
consideration  to  see  that  there  Is  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  Canada  silver  minted  to  supply 
the  requirements  of  the  country.  One  can- 
not travel  on  any  railroad  or  steamer  In  the 
country  and  have  a  bill  exchanged  without 
getting  half  of  the  sliver  In  United  States 
cnrrency. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— That  is 

CO. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  have 
laid  It  down  as  a  principle  always  to  refuse 
it,  and  if  everybody  else  would  do  the  same 
thing  we  would  soon  get  rid  of  It.  Across  the 

line  our  silver  and  even  our  bills  will  not  be 
taken,  except  In  a  few  places  where  they 
have  a  good  deal  of  trade  with  Canada.  In 
New  York  I  have  had  to  allow  a  discount  or 
ten  per  cent  on  a  Bank  of  Montreal  bill,  and 
even  on  Dominion  notes.  In  some  hotels 
visited  by  large  numbers  of  Canadians  they 
will  take  our  money  without  discount,  but 
It  is  generally  refused.  If  It  be  possible, 
witliout  too  great  interference  with  our  own 
cnrrency  laws  to  do  so,  I  think  the  value  ot 
18 


the  English  shilling  should  be  made  knowif^ 
to  the  people,  and  that  it  should  be  made 
legal  tender  to  a  certain  extent,  say  $5.  I 
would  again  impress  on  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  the  Importance  of  calling  the  at- 
tention of  his  colleague,  the  Finance  Minis- 
ter, to  the  necessity  of  having  a  much  larger 
amount  of  Canadian  silver  minted  for  cir- 
culation. The  banks,  I  believe,  will  not 
take  United  States  silver,  except  at  a  dis- 
count I  can  understand  the  dlfficnlty  very 
well  in  places  on  the  border,  but  so  long  as 
the  people  of  the  United  States  refuse  to 
tnke  Canada  sliver  we  should  refuse  to 
take  theirs  except  at  a  discount.  If  the  cir- 
culation of  the  United  States  currency  in 
this  country  Increases,  as  it  seems  to  be  in- 
creasing, some  measure  will  have  to  be 
adopted  to  prevent  Its  circulation'  or  it  will 
displace  our  Canadian  currency. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  am  entirely  op- 
posed to  legislation  of  this  character.  Can- 
ada Is  peculiarly  a  silver-producing  country, 
and  very  little  encouragement  is  being  given 
to  the  development  of  our  silver  resources. 
The  hon.  gentleu^an  who  introduced  this 
BUI  was  led  away,  I  think,  by  sentiment  in 
Its  Introduction  here.  But  this  Is  something 
more  than  a  matter  of  sentiment.  Canada 
will  be  depriving  Itself  of  a  very  substantial 
revenue.  Our  silver  coins  are  wortb  scarce- 
ly more  than  50  per  cent  of  their  face  value 
In  silver.  And  the  government  of  Canada 
by  admitting  

Hon.  SlP  MACKENZIE  BOWELI,-Our 
silver  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Yes,  otu-  silver; 
by  admitting  English  specie  of  this  kind 
at  practically  par  value  would  be  depriving 
ourselves*  of  the  advantage  of  coining  silver 
sufficient  for  our  circulation,  and  thus  losing 
almost  50  per  cent  in  the  matter  of  bullion— 
and  particularly  as  we  are  about  bulling  a 
mint,  I  say  we  should  reserve  to  ourselves 
the  exclusive  right  to  make  legal  tender,  par- 
ticularly in  silver. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  quite  agree 
with  what  the  hon.  gentleman  has  said,  and 
I  would  say  with  reference  to  the  question 
suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  pre- 
ceded him,  that  I  should  like  to  know  exactly 
bow  far  the  doctrine  of  retaliation  which  he 
^tu^gests— although  he  did  not  like  to  use 
that  word— would  be  carried.    How  much 


Digitized  by 


Google 


274 


SENATE 


would  we  set  for  our  25  ceut  sliver  coin  In 
London  How  many  places  would  he  get"  In 
London  to  take  it  at  all?  How  much  would 
he  get  for  our  Dominion  four  dollar  bill  or 
two  dollar  bill  in  London,  and  how  many 
places  would  he  be  able  to  pass  It?  And, 
therefore,  if  the  Idea  Is  that  becanse  the  Can- 
ada four  dollar  bill  will  not  be  received  In 
tbe  United  States,  except  at  a  large  discount, 
and  some  places  not  received  at  all,  or  used 
in  circulation,  then  what  is  the  difference 
between  the  treatment  it  receives  there 
and  in  England  ?  Therefore,  If  we  re- 
fuse a  United  States  coin,  why  should  we  not 
also  refuse  an  English  shilling,  when  the 
English  people  will  not  take  our  Canadian 
coins?  If  the  matter  of  sentiment  is  to  be 
considered,  It  ought  to  be  a  Canadian  senti- 
ment. If  the  matter  of  sentiment  Is  intro- 
duced at  all,  I  think  we  are  carrying  it 
a  great  deal  too  far.  We  have  our 
own  coin  as  a  legal  tender;  let  us  use  our 
own  coin  and  leave  the  coins  of  other  coun- 
tries to  find  their  own  value. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  want  to 
mention  one  Incident  wyicta  Is  rather  bu- 
roiliatlng.  At  the  post  office  at  Victoria  I 
have  seen  au  English  shilling  refused  and 

a  five  cent  United  States  nickel  taken  at 
Its  face  value.  If  we  have  any  patriotic 
feeling  we  should  give  preference  to  our 
own  money,  and  we  should  not  refu.se  the 
English  shilling  or  half  crown,  if  we  accept 
United  States  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— In'  to-nlghfs 
'  Free  Press '  there  is  an  article  signed  by 
^Ir.  E.  J.  Darby,  which  rends  an  follows  :— 

Editor  •  Free  Press.'— Having  made  a  pur- 
cbsBe  yesterday,  amoDgst  the  coin  I  offered  In 
payment  was  a  BritiBh  shilling,  of  1896.  which 
was  accorded  the  value  of  only  20  cents.  To 
this  I  objected  saying  that  at  the  least  It  was 
worth  24  cents,  but  without  avail.  I  had  ac- 
cepted it  previously  In  change  as  25  cents.  I 
would  reBpectfulIy  ask  ;  '  Why  American  paper 
$1  silver  certlflcatee  should  be  accepted  at  par 
and  British  coin  within  the  empire  in  this 
capital  of  the  Dominion  be  subject  to  a  dis- 
count of  25  per  cent  '  ?  The  sterling  exchange 
table  gives  the  value  of  a  British  shilling  as 
10.24-3.  In  view  of  the  fact  that  our  Canadian 
bank  bills  are  refused  on  the  other  side  of  the 
line  except  in  frontier  towns,  why  should  we 
cast  a  stigma  on  British  coin  within  the  em- 
pire. 

K.  J.  DARBY. 

Ottawa.  June  4.  1M4. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMrLEMAX— I  am  Inclined  to 
think  that  the  Instance  mentioned  by  my 
Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


Uon.  friend  from  Victoria  must  bajre  been  a 
mistake.  The  British  sbniing  is  common  In 
circulation  in  the  city  of  Victoria,  and  Is 
taken  at  the  banks  and  all  public  institutions 
and  by  the  public  generally  as  freely  as  the 
Canadian  25-cent  piece,  and  Is  taken  for  ^ 
cents.  I  never  heard  In  all  uay  life  of  a 
British  shilling  being  refused  in  the  city 
of  Victoria.  Probably  the  one  offered  by  the 
gentleniiin  to  whom  my  bon.  friend  referred, 
was  a  bad  coin,  or  might  hare  been  refused 
for  a  special  reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Does  the 
hon.  gentleman  know  that  flve-cent  United 
States  nickels  are  taken  at  the  post  office? 

Hod.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAX— Certainly,  they 
are  taken  everywhere  in  the  city  of  Victoria. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  know- 
equally  well  that  the  English  shilling  was 
refused. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  must  say  I  am 
disposed  to  sympathize -somewhat  with  the 
bon.  senator  from  Rothesay  in  this  matter- 
to  make  the  English  shilling  l^al  tender  for 
•25  cents,  though  I  do  not  wish  to  urge  It 
in  the  face  of  the  statement  the  Secretary 
of  State  bus  made.  However,  I  do  think 
we  should  introduce  some  legislation  that 
would  put  a  stop  not  only  to  the  inflow  Into 
Canada  of  United  States  silver,  which  Is 
generally  taken  at  par,  as  has  been  stated 
by  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  but  United 
States  silver  certificate  bills  that  are  also 
in  circulation  and  are  taken  at  par.  I  do 
think  that  we  should  not  permit  that  to  go 
on  to  the  extent  it  does.  In  face  of  the  fact 
that  you  cannot  pass  a  Canadian  bill,  as  has 
been  already  stated  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  In  the  United  States  outside  of 
the  border  cities,  except  at  an  enormous 
discount. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Nor  can  one 

ill  Englniid. 

Hon.  Mr.  SicMULLEX— Xo.  perhaiis  not, 
ln'it,  after  all.  there  are  a  great  many  favours 
and  considerntioiis  that  we  receive  from 
Enjilnnd  that  we  do  not  get  from  the  United 
States.  There  are  a  great  many  things  that 
wc  are  indebted  to  England  for  that  we  are 
not  Indebted  to  the  United  States  for.  If 
the  United  States  ever  treated  us  with  the 
measure  of  IMierniity  thnt  England  treats  us. 
we  would  be  willing  to  accept  their  money 
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on  reasonable  terms,  but  tliey  do  not  do  It. 
We  owe  tliem  notbiiif?.  They  do  not  do  any- 
tiling  that  would  Induce  us  to  accept  their 
2o-c?nt  silver  coin  at  its  face  value,  nor  their 
hills  either.  I  say  we  should  have  legislation 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  circulation  of  United 
States  silver  and  hills  in  Canada.  You  cannot 
cross  Into  the  United  States  and  pass  Can- 
adian money  anywliere  unless  at  a  discount, 
except  at  Buffalo  and  Detroit,  and  border 
tonms  where  they  take  it  l>ecause  they 
know  It  Is  as  good  as  gold.  I  have  ti-avelled 
throutrh  the  states  to  t!ie  (Julf  of  Mexico,  and 
out  ill  those  western  states  you  could  not 
pass  a  ten  dollar  bill  for  one  dollar.  They 
do  not  take  Canadian  money  anywhere.  I 
have  been  on  a  street  car  when  the  con- 
ductor refused  to  talce  n  25  cent  piece  for  a 
ride  and  I  had  to  Iwrrow  from  a  gentleman 
who  recognized  my  ditficulty.  uutll  I  go^  my 
money  exchanged.  That  Is  Iiow  our  money 
is  treated  in  the  United  States.  I  say  we 
should  have  legislation  to  meet  that  con- 
dition. I  sympatliize  with  the  Bill  to  make 
tbe  King's  shilling  legal  tender  in  Canada, 
l)ecause  I  revere  the  stamp  on  Its  face,  and 
t  do  not  like  tbe  idea  of  Canada  refusing  to 
accept  it  at  par ;  at  the  same  time  if  we 
decide  to  have  a  mint  of  our  own— and  I 
fnlly  agree  that  we  ought  to  have  one— we 
should  encourage  the  clrpulation  of  our  own 
coin.  I  agree  also  with  the  view  expressed 
by  tbe  lion,  leader  of  the  opposition  when  he 
said  tliat  a  good  suiiply  of  Canadian  silver 
of  all  denomluatlons  should  he  provided  and 
pat  In  circulation,  half  dollars,  25  cents  and 
10  cents,  and  we  should  discount  the  circu- 
lation of  United  States  sliver,  else  we  shall 
be  forced,  as  we  had  to  do  years  ago— to 
declare  tbe  value  of  a  United  States  2r>  cent 
-coin  to  be  20  cents  and  a  half  dollar  to  he 
40  cents.  The  result  of  that  policy  after  the 
TjQlted  States  rebellion  was.  the  silver  cur- 
rency, was  called  iu  and  recast  into  Canadian 
money.  I  think  out  of  courtesy  to  my  bon. 
friend  from  Rothesay,  who  is  absent  attend- 
ing a  funeral,  that  we  should  adjourn  the 
debate  uutll  he  can  be  present. 

Hon.  Mr.  COFrEE— In  a  matter  of  this 
kind  we  should  go  very  slowly.  We  all 
know  that  in  the  i)rovince  of  Ontario  it 
would  he  a  very  serions  matter  for  the  busi- 
ness community  if  we  put  a  large  disconnt 
on  United  States  money.  Excursions  from 
■the  United  States  come  to  London,  Hamilton. 
18J 


Toronto,  and  other  places,  bringing  with 
them  a  considerable  .  quantity  of  United 
States  money,  and  in  passing  through  our 
citie.s  these  visitors,  especially  the  ladies, 
make  a  great  many  purchases,  and  if  we 
placed  a  large  discount  on  United  States 
currency  these  people  might  button  up  their 
pocket-books  and  not  speud  anything.  We 
must  remember  also  that  United  States  cur- 
rency is  very  easily  negotiated  and  English 
currency  Is  difficult  to  negotiate.  With 
reference  to  people  going  to  the  United 
States,  we  all  know  that  In  Ontario  a  person 
who  has  a  bank  account  can  go  to  his  bank 
and  deposit  a  certain  amount  of  money  and 
receive  in  return  United  States  currency. 
That  has  been  my  experience.  I  can  get 
United  States  currency,  foO  or  $100  at  any 
time  from  my  banker  In  exchange  for  Can- 
adian cnrrrency.  I  think  If  we  prohibit  tlie 
circulation  of  United  States  slU'er  in  Can- 
ada It  will  be  a  serious  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  hope  my  hon. 
friend  did  not  misunderstand  me.  All  I 
spoke  of  was  the  circulation  of  silver  and 
silver  bills.  The  ordinary  Issue  in  tbe  United 
States  Is  all  right.   We  all  know  that 

Hon.  Mr.  McGregor— I  do  not  think  the 
matter  requires  legislation.  It  is  in  the 
hands  of  every  man  to  do  as  he  pleases.  The 
man  who  accepts  the  United  States  silver 
gets  something  which  he  thinks  Is  worth 
what  he  is  parting  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  law  Is  plain.  Under 
our  Currency  Act,  we  provide  a  value  for 
gold  and  then  provide  for  the  coinage  of 
silver  and  copper,  and  then  we  declare  : 

That  no  other  sliver,  copper  or  bronze  coin 
than  those  which  Her  Majesty  causes  to  ba 
struck  tor  circulation  In  Canada  or  in  some 
province  thereof  shall  be  a  legal  tender  In 
Canada. 

You  cannot  prevent  people  taking  United 
States  bills  if  they  chose  to  do  so.  but 
you  need  not  accept  them.  You  can 
say  '  I  do  not  regard  that  as  money.* 
It  cannot  be  proffered  as  legal  tender  for  a 
debt  or  purchase,  but  If  people  chose  to  take 
it  you  cannot  interfere  with  their  doing  so  ; 
and  the  freedom  of  action  rests  with  every 
individual.  Referring  to  the  Bill  under  con- 
sideration, the  only  reason  given  by  the  hon. 
senator  for  pressing  the  matter  was  be- 
cause, he  explained,  the  British  immigrants 
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had  no  way  of'  exchanging  their  silver  and 
gold  coin  for  Canadian  money.  I  have  given 
the  House  evidence '  that  x*rovision  is  made 
at  Halifax,  St.  John,  Quebec,  and  wherever 
immigrants  are  arriving,  for  the  exchange  of 
foreign  coins,  not  only  British  but  French, 
German  and  Norwegian. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^But 
that  provision  is  not  made  by  the  govern- 
ment. It  Is  done  by  private  brokers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  a  provision  made 
by  the  government.  The  parties  who  act  as 
brokers  are  not  allowed  to  chari^  more.  We 
give  them  a  small  fee  and  they  cannot 
charge  more  than  the  figures  I  have  given. 
It  is  all  on  the  same  scale,  taking  the  sov- 
ereign at  $4.86  as  a  basis. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZlJiJ  BOWEi,L— IDe 
law  defines  what  a  sovereign  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  that  Is  the  basis. 
The  law  does  not  recognize  the  British  shil- 
ling or  German  franc  as  legal  tender,  but  for 
the  convenience  of  the  emigrants  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  to  facilitate  the  ex- 
change of  coin.  That  Is  the  only  possible  ex- 
case  for  a  Bill  snch  as  we  are  now  discussing 
and  when  I  explained  this  Bill  to  the  hon. 
s^ator  who  Introduced  it,  be  said  at  once  : 
'  I  will  drop  the  BUI,  on  the  explanation  you 
give.'  I  said  the  government  could  not 
allow  a  Bill  of  that  kind  to  pass.  You  are 
going  to  interfere  with  the  currency  of 'the 
country.  If  a  British  shilling  is  to  be  ad- 
mitted, then  the  sixpence,  and  the  three- 
pence, and  all  the  smaller  coins  mast  be  ad- 
mitted, and  in  the  same  way  you  would 
have  just  as  good  a  right  to  take  the  coins 
of  other  countries  that  emigrants  are  bring- 
ing to  this  country.  Each  country  endeav- 
ours to  preserve  its  own  currency  Intact. 
Canada  is  the  only  country  that  takes  a 
larger  view  of  It,  and  we  do  It  because  we 
are  adjoining  the  great  republic,  and  It  is 
a  matter  of  convenience  for  our  people  to 
take  it.  I  have  refused  It.  but  you  can  pass 
it  on  the  street  cars  and  in  the  shops.  The 
banks  will  take  it,  and  the  only  reason 
why  the  banks  take  it  is  for  the  conveni- 
ence of  their  customers.  We  all  hare 
Knowledge  of  the  conditions  existing  in  the 
states,  and  if  we  want  to  cross  the  line,  we^ 
must  provide  ourselves  with  United  States 
bills.  It  is  a  convenience  to  have  them.  It 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


is  very  unneighbourly  of  course.  I  said,  in 
conversation  with  an  American  gentleman: 
'  Our  bills  are  gold;  yours  are  only  silver  and 
worth  sixty  cents  a  dollar.'  I  can  remem- 
ber very  well  when  our  dollar  bUls  were 
taken  at  a  value  of  two  dollars  and  forty 
cents  on  the  other  side  of  the  border. 

Hon.     sir     MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 

When? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— -Just  after  the  civil 
war.  I  have  frequently  thrown  down  a  ten 
or  twenty-dollar  bill  and  t>ought  ten  or 
twenty  dollars*  worth  of  goods,  and  got  a 
large  amount  of  onange  as  well. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^-Silver 
was  at  a  premium  at  that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  use  fight- 
ing against  it.  Simply  provide  yourself  with 
United  States  money,  when  you  go  to  tbe 
United  States.  Nobody  need  take  It  in  Can- 
ada, nor  tbe  silver  coin  of  any  other  conn- 
try.  It  is  certainly  our  duty  to  stand  by 
our  own  coinage  and  our  own  currency.  I. 
therefore,  move  that  the  Bill  do  not  now 
pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  UAMJUKANU — Our  situation 
is  similar  to  the  situation  all  over  tl>e  world. 
Every  country  has  its  own  currency,  but  for 
convenience  sake  and  to  accommodate  busi- 
ness on  the  border  in  each  country  you  will 
have  Italian  money  taken  In  Switzerland  and 
you  will  have  It  taken  on  the  borders  of 
France.  It  Is  so  all  over  the  world.  I  do  not 
see  any  reason,  when  we  have  our  own 
national  currency,  why  we  should  be  carried 
away  by  a  sentiment  to  alter  our  system 
and  make  It  different  from  what  It  is  all 
over  tbe  world.  I  think  ^e  Bill  should  be 
withdrawn. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BoWELL— We 
have  drifted  away  from  the  point  at  Issue. 
My  remarks  were  exclusively  confined  to 
tbe  circulation  of  United  States  silver.  The 

hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  lays  down  the 
principle  that  because  you  cannot  pass  Can- 
adian bills  or  silver  in  England,  that  there- 
fore you  should  take  the  United  States  bills 
and  silver.  I  remember  very  well,  when  in 
Honolulu,  offering  an  English  sovereign  to 
pay  for  goods  I  had  purchased  there,  and 
they  would  not  look  at  It.  The  Yankee  wbo 
was  with  me  said  :  *  I  have  been  all  over  the 
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world,  and  it-  is  tbe  first  time  I  have  knowD 
aa  English  sovereign  refused.'  That  verifies 
what  I  have  said.  Every  country  has  its 
own  laws  and  its  own  mode  of  doing  busi- 
ness. I  should  Ill£e  to  see  a  larger  amount 
of  Canadian  silver  mined  iu  our  own  coun- 
try and  for  our  own  circulation,  and  then 
the  people  will  refuse  to  take  that  which  is 
not  worth  Its  face  value,  the  Yankee  silver. 
United  States  paper  currency  is  altogether 
a  different  thing.  Tiiat  is  issued  upon  an 
entirely  different  basis  from  tbe  silver  coin. 
I  do  not  think  it  Is  quite  as  safe  as  our  own, 
but  It  is  Issued  upon  a  different  principle 
altogether,  and  the  United  States  bill  there 
is  worth  a  dollar,  while  tbe  silver  is  not. 
(Johd  and  Canadian  silver  currency,  just  at 
the  time  of  the  American  civil  war.  were 
worth  a  great  deal  more  than  40  per  cent 
premium.  1  remember  travelling  in  the 
west  once  and  handing  out  a  five-cent  piec^ 
to  buy  a  newspaper,  and  a  man  who  had 
been  In  the  west  said :  *  I  have  not  seen  a 
piece  of  silver  for  two  years.  I  wish  you 
would  give  me  that.'  I  handed  him  tbe  coin 
as  a  relic  of  the  past.  I  repeat,  tbnt  -n  iiile 
it  would  be  impolitic  to  pass  this  iflil.  for 
tbe  reasons  pointed  out  by  tbe  bon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  there  is  the  other  point  that 
I  think  It  well  that  people  would  act  upon 
the  principle  of  refusing  to  accept  foreign 
coin  in  payment  for  a  debt.  My  bon.  friend 
from  London  says  be  is  afraid  tbe  United 
States  people  would  not  spend  their  money 
if  we  adopted  that  plan.  Has  that  ever  pre- 
vented a  Canadian  from  going  to  New  York 
or  any  other  foreign  place  ?  If  be  takes 
Canadian  money  to  the  United  States  or  any 
other  country,  be  goes  to  a  broker  and  gets 
his  money  changed  and  pays  the  discount. 

Hon.  Mt.  DAXDURANty-What  la  the  dif- 
ference between  the  broker  taking  that 
money  and  tbe  United  States  people  taking 
It? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI>I^I  am 
Pimply  saying  what  the  practice  is,  and  I  am 
showing  that  the  United  States  people  com- 
ing into  this  country  would  do  what  we  ar-i 
obliged  to  do  when  we  visit  the  United 
States.  I  should  like  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  to  point  out  under  what  provision  tbe 
gorernment  get  tbe  authority  to  declare 
what  a  broker  shall  sell  or  buy  exchange  nt. 
If  they  give  any  such  authority,  it  is  certain- 


ly, unless  I  am  gravely  iu  error,  usurping 
a  power  for  which  they  have  no  authority. 
My  hon.  friend  can  open  a  broker  shop  in; 
this  city,  and  if  be  wants  to  change  money 
he  can  cbarge  what  discount  be  pleases. 
Any  private  individual  can  do  that;  but  tbere 
is  no  auth<M^ty,  so  far  as  I  know,  that  gives 
any  member  of  the  government  power  to  de- 
line  what  tbe  rate  of  exchange  shall  be, 
or  at  what  rate  you  shall  accept  United 
!>tates,  English,  German,  or  any  other  silver 
coin.  If  there  Is  any  law  of  that  kind,  1 
should  like  to  know  where  to  find  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  law  of  that 
kind,  and  all  the  government  do  Is  done  for 
the  convenience  of  the  people,  for  their  own 
protection,  in  order  that  they  may  not  be 
lleeced.  They  might  go  elsewhere  and  the. 
broker  might  <^er  them  fifty  cents  fbr  tbeir 
dollar,  or  twenty-flve  cents,  for  that  matter. 
The  government  thought  proper  to  protect 
the  people,  and  therefore  tbe  immigrant  can 
exchange  his  money  for  Canadian  currency 
nt  the  rates  which  I  have  read.  We  thought 
that  was  the  proper  thing  to  do,  l>ecausc 
otherwise  tbe  immigrants  would  be  fleeced. 
The  government  order  the  highest  possible 
value  to  be  given  for  these  moneys  consist- 
ent with  tbe  exchange. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN-To  whom  did  they 
give  that  order  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  employ  at  thoS3 
points  persons  whose  duty  it  Is  when  an  im- 
migrant lands  in  Canada  to  see  what  foreign 
money  he  has,  and  to  say  to  him  :  '  If  you 
want  to  have  it  exciianged,  we  can  exchange 
It  for  you  at  these  rates.*  It  Is  simply  to 
insure  that  they  receive  full  value  for  their 
money.  It  is  advertised  and  put  up  In  the 
shape  of  notices.  I  read  a  letter  stating  that 
there  were  agents  at  all  those  points,  and 
they  have  the  notices  up  at  tbe  various 
points  where  Immigrants  frequent,  and  they 
are  told  that  they  can  exchange  their  bills 
for  Canadian  currency. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Might 
I  suggest  to  the  Secretary  of  State  that  this 
Bill  should  not  be  dropped  in  tbe  absence 
of  the  gentleman  from  Rothesay  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  THOMPSON-I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Order  of  the  Day  be  discharged,  and 
that  It  be  placed  on  the  order  paper  for 
Thursday  next. 
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Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— I  desire  to  say  one 
word  on  tbis  matter  of  legalizing  tlie  coin  of 
any  otber  country.  I  see  no  reason  for 
legalizing  tbe  British  sbilllng  in  this  country 
any  more  tb»n  any  foreign  coin  ;  but  tbat  Is 
not  tbe  matter  I  -wish  to  speak  upon.  It  Is 
this  question  as  to  tbe  treatment  of  our 
neighbours  to  the  south  of  ua.  Any  one  who 
knows— and  I  think  we  all  know  as  to  the 
coDditious  or  the  style  of  paper  tbat  is  issued 
by  the  two  countries— will  make  a  very  dis- 
tinctive difference  between  tbe  two.  Tb.-; 
government  is  responsible  for  every  bill 
issued  by  tbe  United  States  Treasury,  and 
therefore  the  bill  Is  an  entirely  different 
article  from  that  wbicU  is  issued  by  the 
banks  of  Canada,  and  it  is  simply  absurd 
to  presume  for  one  moment  that  each  and 
every  individual  in  such  a  great  country  as 
the  United  States  kuows  tbe~value  of  tbe 
bills  issued  by  our  banks.  It  is  simply  ab- 
surd to  say  that  we  receive  bad  treatment  In 
the  United  States.  What  are  the  conditions  ? 
One  hon.  gentleman  said  :  '  You  cannot  go 
to  tiie  United  States  and  use  our  curfency  at 
all.'  That  is  not  tbe  case.  You  can  go 
through  New  York  and  the  otber  states  or 
the  union,  and  in  any  place  where  our  banks 
are  known  our  bills  are  taken  ;  aud  yon  will 
find,  where  they  are  posted  In  that  respect 
tbat  they  have  a  list  of  our  banks,  and  once 
they  get  that  list  if  tbe  bill  is  one  that  is 
approved  of  it  Is  accepted.  I  bad  a  very 
striking  illustration  of  the  matter  myself.  I 
went  to  New  York  without  Ji  single  dollar 
of  United  States  money.  It  was  an  over- 
sight on  my  part ;  I  usually  take  United 
States  money  with  me.  I  returned  from 
New  York  at  a  loss,  so  far  as  exchange  was 
concerned,  of  cents.  It  was  only  in  one 
place  that  I  had  any  exchange  to  pay.  Sup- 
posing you  have  a  little  exchange  to  pay, 
is  it  not  absurd  to  presume  for  one  moment 
tbat  no  country  ttas  the  right  to  charge  ex- 
change on  our  money  ?  You  cannot  go  down 
to  one  of  our  banks  and  make  a  draft  on 
New  Yoi'k  without  paying  something.  There 
is  some  exchange  one  way  or  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUR AND— Even  on  a  draft 
to  Montreal. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARI>S-Yes.  In  dt-*illng 
with  questions  of  this  kind  let  bon.  gfutle- 
men  entertain  as  much  antipathy  as  they 
please  to  the  United  States,  but  let  us  be 
perfectly  fair  in  financial  transactions. 
Hod.  Mr.  THOMPSON. 


So  far  as  my  knowledge  goes,  there  is 
no  difference  between  the  two  coun- 
tries In  regard  to  that  matter  at  all,  except- 
lug  this,  that  wlien  we  are  receiving  a  United 
states  dollar,  every  Canadian  knows  Its 
value,  but  in  offering  our  bank  notes  in  tbe 
United  States  the  same  knowledge  does  not 
exist  there,  because  many  people  of  that 
country  do  not  know  the  standing  of  our 
banks.  - 1  simply  desire  to  make  these  few 
remarks  to  express  my  opinion  as  to  dis- 
cussions of  this  nature.  We  should  deal  with 
them  fairly  on  their  merits,  and  not  make 
insinuations  which  are  not  warranted 
against  any  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Oue  word  in  re- 
ply. In  New  York,  Buffalo,  Boston,  i>ossibly 
in  Portland  and  those  New  England  states, 
Canadian  money  is  accepted;  but  I  contend 
that  when  you  go  west  or  south  you  cannot 
use  Cimtidlan  money;  they  will  not  take  it 
at  any  price.  If  you  go  to  Houston,  Okla- 
homa, San  Antonio,  Galveston  and  Kansas 
City  you  could  not  get  a  night's  lodging  for 
a  Canadian  ten  dollar  bill.  I  admit  that 
«bat  my  hon.  friend  says  may  be  true,  be- 
cause Canada  has  very  close  business  i-e- 
latlons  with  New  York.  It  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at  that  our  money  should  be  tiiken 
in  New  York,  but  when  you  go  beyond 
Chicago  and  get  into  tbe  interior  of  the 
statfs.  th*"  pfui)lc  there  will  not  take  a 
Canadian  five-cent  piece  or  a  dollar  bill. 
You  might  go  to  a  broker  and  make  an  ex- 
change, at  a  heavy  discount.  I  went  to  a 
broker  and  he  offered  me  eight  dollars 
Uuited  States  money  for  a  ten  dollar  Can- 
adian bank  bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— What  guorantee  have 
these  people  that  our  Canadian  bank  bills 
are  safe?  Did  tbe  hon.  gentleman  present 
a  Villa  Marie  Bank  bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN~No. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— How  would  a  mer- 
chant In  tbe  south  or  western  states  know 
whether  tbe  bill  was  good  or  not?  Tbey 
have  no  guarantee  that  the  bills  are  good. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-I  want 
to  repudiatn  tbe  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Ottawa,  when  he  attributed  to 
those  who  took  a  different  view  from  hiin- 
self-either  prejudice  or  dislike  to  the  United 
States.  In  dealing  with  this  matter  I  try 
to  deal  with  It  on  the  principle  which  he 
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himseir  Jaid  cIowd,  what  I  consider  to  be  a 
common  seuse  view,  witliout  any  animosity 
to  our  friends  across  tlie  border,  and  if  lie 
Attributed  that  prejudice  to  myself  X  must 
siiy  that  lie  Is  labouring  under  a  mlsnp- 
prelieuslon,  as  be  is  in  most  of  bis  free  trade 
Ideas. 

Hod.  Mr.  EDWARDS— Tbe  repudiation  of 
my  bon.  friend  was  entirely  unnecessary  ; 
lie  was  not  In  my  mind  and  would  never  be 
la  niy  mind  in  mailing  sucb  a  statement. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

Tbe  Oi'der  of  the  Day  being  calleil: 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  mo< 
lion  for  second  reading  Bill  (H>  An  Act  fur- 
ther to  amend  tbe  lastirance  Act. — (Hon.  Mr. 
McMullen.) 

Hon.  Mr.  JfcMULLEN-I  want  It  to  be 
distinctly  understood  tbat  In  anytblng  I  bave 
to  say  upon  the  Bill  before  tbe  House,  wltli 
regard  to  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve 
Life  Association.  I  entertain  no  ani- 
mosity wbatever  to  that  Institution,  tiiat 
my  sympathies  are  entirely  with,  the  policy- 
holders, who,  unfortunately,  were  led  into 
accepting  insurance  In  tbat  company.  As 
I  stated  before,  tbe  parliament  of  Canada, 
aafortuuately,  in  188!i,  made  a  mistake  when 
tbey  accepted  from  tbat  company  a  deposit 
clotbed  them  tu  a  legalized  garb  and 
licensed  thein  to  go  out  and  do  business  with 
tbe  people  of  Caiiada.  It  was  said  by  tiie 
-promoter  of  the  Bill  tbat  these  people  wfi-e, 
iuvlted  to  come  to  Canada  to  do  business. 
My  hon.  friend  was  not  In  parliament  at 
tbe  time,  but  I  fancy  if  be  bad  been  bei-e 
then  he  would  not  venture  to  make  such  a 
statement,  because  there  was  no  invitation. 
Tliey  came  to  pnvllnmeiit.  Tlicy  not  only 
caiue  pnce,  hut  they  cam^  a  second  time 
ami  asked  parliament  that  they  should  be- 
ston'  upon  them  the  dignity  of  being  re- 
cdgiilzed  by  the  government,  and  accepting 
from  them  a  deposit  of  fifty  thousand  dol- 
lars, and  iu  return  for  tbat  dei-foslt  tbat 
tbey  shonid  be  authorized  to  do  business 
within  tbts  Dominion.  As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  have  no  antipathy  towai"ds  this 
company,  but  I  feel  that  the  House,  in 
justice  to  itself,  and  to  Its  own  dignity, 
should  not  proceed  with  this  Bill  until  sucb 
tltiie  as  the  committee  tbat  we  bare  ap- 


pointed to  investigate  and  report  to  this 
House  have  a  fair  and  reasonable  op- 
portunity to  make  that  Investigation  and 
that  report.  I  ttaluk  we  should  not  do  our- 
selves tbe  Injustice  of  doing  op.e  tbing  one 
day  and  virtually  the  next  day  undoing  It. 
If  we  should  now  pass  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  what  would  we  be  doing  ?  We 
would  be  ignoring  the  action  of  the  Senate 
a  few  dnys  ago  In  appointing  a  committee  to 
investigate  and  report  to  this  House  the 
peculiar  incidents  tbat  have  led  up  to  tbe 
disastrous  financial  condition  in  which  tbe 
company  is  placed  to-day. 

Tbat  committee  Is  clothed  with  authority 
to  hold  an  Investigation  and  directed  to  re- 
port to  this  House.  What  would  be  the  use  of 
the  committee  proceeding  to  hold  an  in- 
vestigation If  we  were  to  now  give  this 
Bill  a  second  reading  and  refer  it  to  tbe  com- 
mittee, In  the  face  of  tbe  fact  tbat  the 
special  committee  Is  actually  taking  steps 
to  carry  out  tbe  Instructions  of  this  cham- 
ber ?  I  certainly  think  this  Bill  ought  not 
to  be  proceeded  with  until  the  committee  has 
bad  a  fair  opportunity  of  reporting  its  finding 
to  the  House.  There  is  another  feature  of 
this  Bill  to  which  I  decidedly  object.  Ob- 
jection has  been  raised  by  others— I  had 
my  own— that  the  Insurance  Act,  on  which 
rests  all  stock  In  Insurance  companies, 
should  not  be  amended  to  make  it  a 
vehicle  to  give  this  company,  a  new 
standing  in  Canada.  If  it  is  financially  em- 
barrassed ;  if  disasters  have  overtaken  It, 
If  the  policy-holders  are  In  such  a  position 
that  they  do  not  know  what  Is  best  to  do, 
the  better  plan  is  to  bring  in  a  Bill  exclus- 
ively for  tbe  relief  of  the  policy-holders  of 
the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insur- 
ance Company,  and  not  attempt,  by  an  am- 
endment to  the  Act,  to  give  the  company  a 
standing  again  in  this  country.  If  we  press 
this  Bill  we  shall  be  inviting  every  assess- 
ment company  in  Cauada,  to  look  forward 
for  relief  In  the  same  way  If  anytblng  should 
hiippen  to  render  such  a  step  desirable  or 
necessary.  There  are  many  other  assess- 
ment companies  in  existence  in  the  Domin- 
ion that  stand  well  to-day,  but  unforeseen 
difficulties  may  arise.  They  may  get  Into 
cramped  financial  position,  suffer  losses,  or 
(luarrel  among  themselves,  as,  I  believe  this 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Assurance  has 
done,  and  may  squander  their  resources. 
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If  they  do,  with  this  Bill  as  a  precedent,  they 
will  come  to  parliament  to  get  relief  by  nn 
amendment  of  the  Insurance  Act.  Now,  we 
should  not  encourage  that.  The  law  that 
i-egulates  joint  stock  companies  and  the  law 
that  regulates  assessment  companies,  should 
be  separated  bj  a  clear  line  of  demarkatlon. 
The  one  should  not  be  allowed  to  interfere 
with  the  other.  The  law  that  regulates  Joint 
stock  companies  should  not,  under  any  pre- 
tense, or  for  any  purpose,  be  made  to  ap- 
X>ly  to  assessment  companies.  If  assess- 
ment companies  want  relief,  let  them  come 
and  seek  it  by  a  private  Bill,  and  I  am  sure 
the  Senate  will  give  its  very  best  couslder- 
fttiou  to  any  Bill  Introduced  In  the  Interest 
of  the  policy-holders.  What  does  this  Bill 
propose  to  do  ?  There  are  a  certain  uumbei- 
of  policy-holders  of  this  company  iu  Canada. 
The  Bill  offers  to  these  policy-holders  an  al- 
ternatl^-*.  If  you  are  a  policy-holder  iu  the 
New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  As- 
sociation, tlie  company  by  this  Bill  say  to 
you  :  Xou  have  to  consent  to  an  impairment 
of  your  policy  to  an  amount  that  the 
average  contributed  by  you  by  way  of  as- 
sessment for  the  last  fifteen  years  would  se- 
cure for  you  a  policy  in  an  old  line  company. 
That  is,  supposing  you  held  a  policy  of  $2,- 
000  on  which  you  have  paid  an  average  as- 
sessment of  $30  per  year  for  the  last  twelve 
or  fifteen  years,  you  would  secure  a  policy 
nt  the  age  of  thirty  of  about  $1,400  at  the 
present  scale  of  charges.  Now  they  say 
'  We  will  cancel  your  policy  of  ?2.000  and 
issue  a  policy  of  $1,400  and  will  carry  that 
for  you  at  the  average  of  what  you  were 
called  upon  to  pay  for  the  last  fifteen  years.' 
The  average,  say,  was  $30  per  year.  The 
man  entered  the  company  when  he  was 
thirty  ;  he  is  now  forty-five.  Now,  how 
much  of  a  policy  In  a  Joint  stdck  company 
will  $30  per  year  get  when  a  man  has  reach- 
ed forty-five,  or  what  per'  cent  would  lie 
have  to  pay  on  a  policy  at  forty-flve  in  n 
regular  company  ?  He  would  have  to  pay 
$48.30  for  $1,400.  What  does  the  New  York 
Mutual  Beserve  Fund  Life  Association  pro- 
pose to  eaiTy  them  for  ?  They  purpose  by 
this  Bill  to  carry  them  for  $30,  and  to  pay 
that  policy  when  It  matures.  Now,  if  the  old 
line  conipnnies  have  all  they  can  do  to  pay  a 
reasonable  interest  to  their  stockholders  and 
pay  their  policies  when  they  mature  on  n 
charge  of  $48.30  per  $1,400,  bow  can  the 
Hon.  Mr.  HcMULLBN. 


New  York  Mutual  Reser^'e  Fund  Life  As- 
sociation carry  a  policy  of  $1,400  for  §30  a 
year  ?  I  say  it  is  impossible.  The  financial 
basis  on  which  they  proposed  to  work  rend- 
ers success  impossible.  They  cannot  meet 
their  obligations  when  they  mature,  on  a 
basis  of  that  kind.  They  say  they  have 
on  deposit  $228,000  In  the  bands  of  the 
Dominion  government.  Now  they  purpose 
setting  aside  two-thirds  of  that,  about  $150,- 
000.  What  are  they  going  to  do  with  tlie 
rest  ?  They  admit  tUey  have  $8,000,000  of 
insurance  in  Canada.  What  reserve  should 
they  carry  on  $8,000,000  insurance  for  poli- 
cies under  the  old  line  all  life  system?  Tbey 
should  caiTy  nt  least  $80,000  for  every  mil- 
lion ;  that  would  be  a  very  low  estimate. 
They  have  $8,000,000  in  risks,  and  their 
necessary  reserve  under  this  calculation 
would  be  $640,000.  They  have  only  $150,000. 
How  do  they  propose  to  put  up  the  money  ? 
They  ask  by  this  Bill  that  they  be  empower- 
ed to  mortgage  every  man's  policy  for  a 
proportionate  sum  to  make  up  the  balance 
between  what  Is  necessary  to  get  them 
their  license  and  the  sum  they  propose  to 
provide  themselves.  As  I  say,  they  propose 
to  put  up  $150,000  ;  their  necessary  deposit 
with  the  government  Is  $650,000  ;  then  tUey 
propose  to  ask,  by  this  Bill  power  to  mort- 
gage the  policies  for  $500,000.  a  proportion- 
ate share  against  each  policy  of  the  eight 
million  dollars,  and  that  will  stand  as  a 
charge  against  the  policy.  I  have  read  over 
this  circular  that  the  company  have  sent 
out  to  the  different  policy-holders,  and  I 
must  "say  that  a  more  misleading  document 
I  have  never  put  my  eye  on. 

Take  the  first  proposition  In  the  thhtl 
clause.   They  say : 

The  principle  of  this  Bill  has  been  approT«a 
by  the  Canadian  Department  of  Insurance. 

I  was  amazed  when  I  saw  that.  I  went 
to  the  Insurance  Department  and  saw.  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  and  asked  :  'Is  it  true  that  you 
have  approved  of  the  principle  of  that  Biil'V 
Ho  said:  *  No,  we  have  not.  all  that  we  have 
done  is  this — we  have  acquiesced  In  the  in- 
troductlon  of  the  BUI.  We  are  willing  that 
It  should  be  Introduced,  with  the  hope,  per 
Uaps,  that  something  might  be  brought  out 
in  the  interest  of  the  policy-holders  ;  but  we 
have  never  sanctioned  nor  Iu  any  way  ap- 
proved of  the  Bill.'  I  was  given  a  new  idea 
with  regard  to  the  mortgaging  of  a  policy. 
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Clause  seven  refers  to  the  seeoud  method. 
Tiie  first  method  is  a  reduction  or  impair- 
ment of*the  policy  from  |2,000  to  ¥i,400. 
The  second  proposition  Is,  if  you  do  not 
want  to  Impair  your  policy,  that  you  pay 
a  sum  equal  to  the  amount  that  yoo  would 
have  to  pay  In  one  of  the  old  line  coni- 
pituies.  deducting  the  amount  of  the  assess- 
ments you  have  paid  from  th6  gross  amount 
yon  would  have  had  to  pay  in  a  stocli  com- 
pany. Now  let  me  go  bacli  to  the  proposi- 
tion I  made  before.  I  bare  said  that  about 
the  average  assessment  in  the  New  York 
Motnal  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  on  a 
policy  of  ^.000. 'commencing  at  the  age  of 
tblrty,  would  not  be  more  than  $30  per  year. 
I  question  whether  the  average  payment 
would  be  as  much  as  that,  because  they 
commenced  at  a  low  rate.  They  carried  some 
policies  at  as  low  as  $1.10  a  mouth,  which 
would  be  V18.20  a  year,  so  the  average  wll] 
not  exceed  $30.  If  you  had  gone  into  a 
stock  company  at  the  age  of  thirty  for  an 
alt  life  policy  of  $2,000,  you  would  have  had 
to  pay  $40.  Now  you  have  to  pay  $12  more 
with  the  accumulated  interest  every  year  for 
the  afteen  years  ;  that  is  $180  saved,  and  In 
addition  to  that  the  accumulated  interest, 
wtilch  would  come  to  pretty  nearly  half  that 
amount,  making  $270  you  would  hare  to 
pay,  In  addition  to  all  the  assessments  which 
you  have  already  paid.  Then  you  would 
start  with  a  policy  of  $2,000  on  the  system 
that  along  with  the  money  you  paid  in  as- 
sessments altogeth^,  the  average  of  timt 
would  be  the  amount  they  would  require 
you  to  pay  until  such  time  as  your  policy 
matured.  With  regard  to  that  let  me  di'aw 
your  attention  to  the  seventh  clause  of  the 
circular  which  Is  as  follows  :— 

If  you  cbose  the  latter  method  to  which  I 
have  been  drawing  attention,  the  reserve  re- 
quired by  the  Insurance  Act  can  b«  a  charge 
against  rour  pollc7,  bearing  Interest  at  ii  per 
cent,  with  00  personal  llablUtr  on  rour  part 
to  pa;-  such  charge. 

I  a.sk  iiny  hon.  gentleman,  if  that  is  not  a 
misleading  statement  ?  They  say.  we  will 
charge  lo  your  policy  a  sum  sufficient  to 
make  up  your  proportion  of  the  $500,000,  in 
addition  to  what  Is  In  the  hands  of  the  Do- 
mlulou  government  now  to  enable  ua  to  se- 
cure our  license  to  go  on.  and  we  mortgage 
your  policy,  along  with  the  others,  but  it  is 
no  charge  against  you  ;  It  is  something  you 
are  not  going  to  be  asked  to  pay— there  is 


no  personal  responsibility.  Well,  where  does 
it  come  In  ?  I  win  tell  you  where  ;  it  comes 
in  that  four  and  one-half  per  cent  from  that 
date  to  the  time  the  policy  matures,  and 
when  the  man  dies  the  mouey  is  deducted 
from  his  policy.  lu  the  very  next  clause 
they  say  : 

But  If  you  chose  to  relieve  yourself,  if  you 
prefer  a  policy  without  a  charge,  you  may  at 
any  time  pay  it  oft  In  caah. 

That  Is  a  liberal  offer,  is  it  not  ?  If  you 
do  not  waut  to  have  the  mortgage  continue, 
you  can  pay  it  off  in  cash,  and  in  the  pre- 
vious )>ortion  of  the  same  paragraph  they 
say  *  there  is  no  personal  liability  against 
you  nt  all  to  pay  this  money.*  Now,  I  con* 
tend,  that  when  an  Insurance  company  deal- 
ing with  the  public  are  forced  to  ask  for 
uew  tariffs  they  ought  to  be  plain,  explicit 
and  honest,  and  give  those  who  are  doing 
bu!4iness  with  them  au  opportunity  of  Judg- 
ing what  their  intentions  are.  These  prin- 
ciples that  they  lay  down  have  about  each 
a  catch,  no  matter  which  way  the  man  holds 
bis  Insurance.  But  let  me  point  out  another 
thing ;  all  the  policy-holders  in  the  New 
York  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association 
are  included  in  these  two  classes.  They 
ail  Insured  upon  the  assessment  plan.  They 
have  paid  for  twelve  or  fifteen  years  on  that 
plan  ;  now  the  company  comes  down  and 
asks  to  be  placed  In  a  position  to  deal  with 
these  people  only  on  two  grounds,  and  what 
are  they  ?  Either  they  must  submit  to  an 
impairment  of  their  policies  to  an  amount 
which,  if  paid,  would  have  got  them  a  policy 
in  an  old  line  company,  or  pay  a  sum  in  ad- 
dition to  all  they  have  been  paying,  to  bring 
them  up  to  the  amount  they  would  have  had 
to  pay  If  they  had  gone  Into  a  Joiut  stock 
company  In  the  first  place.  These  are  the 
two  pmpositlons  :  what  proirasltlou  la  there 
for  the  man  who  says,  *  I  do  not  want  to 
be  forced  into  either  of  these  two  conditions; 
I  do  not  want  to  take  a  new  policy,  I  do  not 
want  my  policy  Impaired.'  There  Is  no 
place  for  him  in  this  Bill  ;  he  is  shut  out, 
all  he  has  paid  is  gone.  He  must  take  cue 
or  the  other  of  these  propositions,  or  be  shut 
out  altogether.  Is  that  fair  legislation?  Is  It 
fair  to  legislate  away  the  $228,000  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  government,  and  say  to 
men  who  have  been  paying  their  money  '  We 
will  close  you  out  unless  you  take  one  or 
the  other  of  the  two  positioua  offered  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill.' 
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Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — I  do  not  wish 
to  inteiTupt  tbe  bon.  gentleman,  but  I  tbink 
be  bas  entirely  misunderstood  tbe  BID.  It 
coutiilna  Qotblng  compulsory  whatever.  It 
Is  entirely  optional  with  people  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  it  or  not.  The  man  who  wishes 
to  i;eei>  on  paying  itss!e!<.siuents  can  do  so  as 
long  as  he  likes.  His  contract  is  untouched, 
unless  he  ebooses  to  take  the  option— be 
bas  tbe  privilege  of  paying  assessments 
necessary  to  carry  bis  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  McilULLEX— There  is  no  pro- 
vision in  this  Bill  which  warrants  the  bon. 
gentleman  lu  making  that  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  KEUR  (Toronto)— I  beg  the  bon. 
gentleman's  pardon,  there  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMtJLLEN— The  BfU  deals 
with  only  two  classes  ;  I  defy  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman to  deny  tUat.  What  are  the  two 
classL's?  l-'irst,  those  who  will  submit  to  an 
impairment  of  their  policies,  and,  second, 
those  who  will  con.sent  to  ])ay  an  Increased 
sum  to  bring  their  coutributioDS  up  to  the 
rates  under  the  old  line  life  system. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — I  am  quite 
sure  tbe  bon.  gentleman  does  not  want  to 
mislead  the  Senate,  but  if  be  will  only  look 
at  the  first  opening  lines  of  tbe  secUou,  he 
will  see  distinctly  that  there  Is  nothing 
whatever  in  this  BUI  that  says  a  policy- 
holder's rights  under  the  present  contract 
sJiall  cease  at  all,  but  the  words  show  it  is 
purely  optional' — the  amount  of  each  policy 
shall,  at  tile  option  of  the  assured,  be  either 
so-and-so  or  so-aud-so.  He  has  the  right  to 
remain  as  he  is.  He  can  exercise  any  one 
of  three  options,  not  two,  as  stated  by  the 
bon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUi-i^iiN — I  cannot  see  It  as 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  sees  ft,  but  If  he  can 
explain  to  the  satisfaction  of  tbe  House  that 
tbei"e  is  any  provision  for  those  who  will 
not  take  one  or  tbe  other  of  the  options 
which  this  Bill  provides  for,  I  should  like 
to  point  it  out.  I  have  read  tbe  Bill  and 
cannot  see  any  provision  whatever  for  those 
who  do  not  take  one  or  other  of  these  posi- 
tions. There  Is  another  provision  In  the  Bill, 
to  which  the  insured  has  to  consent.  He  has 
not  only  to  consent  to  an  impairment  of  bis 
policy  to  bring  It  down  to  a  sum  that  he 
could  have  got  Insurance  for  in  an  old  line 
company,  or  pay  an  increased  sum  equal  to 
Hon.  Mr.  UcMULLSK 


what  he  would  have  liad  to  pay  If  he  had 
been  insured  in  a  Joint  stock  company;  bat 
he  must  consent,  by  this  Bill,  to  i^ay  5  per 
cent  upon  the  amount  of  Insurance  that  be 
bas  paid  each  year  to  meet  expenses.  My 
hon.  friend  admitted  that  Canadian  policy- 
holders had  $2:i,U00.0UU  in  this  company. 
Supposing  that  Is  cut  down  to  ?20,iXR).0W, 
and  that  they  receive  an  ordinary  rate  of 
assessment  of  $30,000  for  each  million,  5 
per  cent  on  their  annual  Income  will  yield 
them  $33,U00.  a  year  for  exi>enses.  That  is 
the  amount  that  those  who  come  under 
either  one  of  tbe  conditions  lu-ovided  for 
here  would  have  to  pay. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEKK  (Toronto)— Does  tbe  bon. 
gentleman  mean  to  say  that  anybody  has 
stated  here  that  the  present  amount  of  in- 
surance is  $20,000,000? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMLLLliN— The  bon.  genOe- 
man  said  $22,(M}U,0UO. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Torouto) — Pardon  me,  I 
sajd  it  was  at  one  time  ?*J*.i.00O.00O,  but  that 
it  has  now  fallen  to  ?S,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMtt-t-E-N— AVe  will  take  it 
at  ?s,000.000.  The  average  payment,  as  I 
have  said,  is  $30,0(i0  per  million;  that  will  be 
¥240,000  a  year  as  the  income  for  the  ?8,- 
UOO.Oiiu.  On  that  tbe  policy-holders  would 
have  to  pay  five  per  cent,  w^hicb  would 
yield  $12,000  a  year.  One  thousanij  dollars 
a  month  will  be  collected  out  of  those 
who  contribute  the  money  to  meet  tbe  year- 
ly x>ayments  upon  their  policies.  That  $12,- 
000  a  year  would  not  go  into  the  funds  to 
meet  maturing  policies,  but  would  be  used 
to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  executive  only. 
That  is  the  proposition  of  the  Bill.  Now 
in  the  eleventh  paragraph  of  this  circular 
that  the  company  have  issued  they  say  :— 

According  to  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Bill 
your  share  of  two-tblrds  of  this  deposit  (tbat 
is  the  deposit  with  the  government)  will  ba 
apportloaed  to  you  in  paid-up  insurance,  or  If 
you  choose  the  option  providing  for  a  chargt 
on  your  policy,  in  reducing  the  sum  charged. 

Xow  I  should  like  to  know  if  It  Is  possible 
for  any  ordinary  insurer  to  understand  that 
provision.  It  says  the  policy  to  he  issued  to 
you  will  be  apportioned  to  you  In  a  paid  up 
Insurance,  or  if  you  chose  the  option  provid- 
ed for,  a  charge  on  your  policy  in  reduction 
of  such  charge  ?  Any  ordinary  person  would 
fancy,  rending  that  pnragrnph,  that  It  was 
the  intention  of  the  company  to  issue  a 
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policy  for  a  certalu  paid  up  amount,  flccord- 
iug  to  tbe  sum  already  contributed  to  tbe 
New  York  Mutual  Reserre  Fund.  There  ia 
actually  no  such  intention.   The  statement 

Is  misleadiug,  because  it  is  not  the  Intention 
to  issue  ijaid  up  policies  for  the  amount  that 
tliese  people  have  paid  In.  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  do  all  I  can  for  the  poIiey-Uolders. 
but  I  object  to  giving  legislation  to  this  com- 
pany on  the  lines  of  this  BUI,  and  perhaps  in 
t«ii  years  hare  them  rapping  at  the  doora  of 
Iinrliament  for  another  measure  of  relief. 
We  made  a  mistake  In  1885;  let  us  not  repeat 
it  now.  If  this  company  is  to  be  set  upon  a 
basis  authorizing  it  to  continue  its  insurance 
business  here,  let  ua  be  sure  that  it  is  upon  a 
basis  that  we  can  fairly  hope  that  by  reason- 
ably good  management  It  will  be  prepared  to 
meet  maturing  policies,  and  if  the  basis  It 
proiioses  Is  not  of  that  kind,  then  I  contend 
tlie  Senate  would  not  be  doing  Justice  to  the 
iiiitifv-bolders  if  we  gi-ant  relief  in  neeord- 
anee  with  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  I  fear- 
lessly assert  that  it  is  absolutely  Impossible 
for  this  company  to  meet  maturing  obliga- 
tions on  the  lines  laid  down  in  this  Bill.  I  am 
interested  in  a  Joint  stock  Insurance  company 
and  am  director  of  that  company,  but  I  am 
not  hostile  to  this  company.  All  I  want  is 
(Lat  when  this  company  renews  its  con- 
ditions and  re-enters  the  insurance  field  and 
aslts  for  new  insurance,  that  its  position  will 
Ik.-  such  that  it  will  hare  at  stake  an  amount 
of  uoney  that  will  secure  to  those  who  take 
insnrance  In  the  company,  and  those  who 
now  hare  Insurance,  that  when  their  i>ollctes 
mature,  their  money  will  be  there  for  them. 
Tlint  is  the  duty  of  parlinmeut,  and  that  Is 
m.v  desire.  The  company  In  which  1  am 
interested  has  $400,000  of  stock  subscribed, 
and  $100,000  paid  up.  At  tbe  last  annual 
meeting,  after  making  provision  for  every 
obligation,  including  re-Insurnnce  of  erery 
man  and  woman  that  holds  a  policy  In  the 
company  on  the  old  line  basis  in  a  good 
stock  company,  and  after  providing  for  tlie 
amount  of  money  paid  In  by  the  stock- 
holders, $100,000  In  cash,  we  have  a  respec- 
table surplus  still  left;  but  what  would  be 
tbe  condition,  in  our  case,  if  anything  hap- 
pened that  we  had  an  enormous  number  of 
deaths?  Every  stockholder  on  our  books 
would  have  to  pay  up  to  the  last  dollar  of 
liis  stock.  We  have  $300,000  stock  that  has 
not  been  called  In.  That  Is  liable  to  be 


called  in  any  day  if  the  necessities  of  the 
I  c<mipany  should  require  it.  If  a  number  of 
j  deaths  occur,  and  we  have  not  the  money  to 

meet  the  payments  we  bare  to  call  on  the 

'  stockholders  to  the  last  dollar  subscribed. 
■  Wiiat  is  tlie  condition  of  this  company,  it 
j  has  no  stock— not  a  dollar;  all  they  have  is 
;  simply  the  deposit  that  they  made  with  the 
government  here,  ami  they  ask,  as  I  said 
before,  to  mortgage  all  the  jwUcIes  to  raise 
a  sum  in  addition  to  enable  them  to  get 
their  license.     I  decide<lly  object  to  any 
life  Insurance  company  being  placed  In  that 
!  i)Osltion.     I  object  to  clotliing  tiiem  anew 
'  and  sending  them  out  to  do  business  with 
I  tbe  iieople  of  Canada.  T,et  them  form  a  Joint 
'  stock  company.    If  they  come  to  parlia- 
ment and  say  :  '  We  are  going  to  ask  our 
stockholders  to  contribute  in  the  way  of 
stock  one-half  of  their  entire  policies— say 
that  they  Ijave  eight  million  dollars,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Itothesay  satd,  get  tbe 
men  who  hold   these  policies  to  agree  to 
sign  a  eontribntiou   of  one-half  of  their 
policies  in  stoci;,  and  on  that  agree  to  pay 
ten  per  cent ;  that  would  be  four  million 
dollars.  Ten  per  cent  on  four  million,  would 
be  $400,000.   Take  that,  along  with  the  one 
'  hundred  and  fifty  thousand,  and  they  could 
\  make  their  deposit  with  the  government 
i  and  get  their  license.    If  any  man  who  be- 
comes a  stockholder  is  unable  to  pay  the 
ten  per  cent  on  his  stock,  and  Is  allowed  to 
'let  it  stand  a  charge  against  his  policy  in 
that  case,  then  what  kind  of  company  have 
'  you  7   You  have  n  company  with  four  mll- 
I  lion  subscribed  capital,  with  ten  per  cent 
I  paid  up,  and  an  amount  as  subscribed  cap- 
j  ital  upon  which  you  can  fall  back  if  your 
I  company,  of  necessity,  has  to  do  it  In  order 
to  meet  Its  maturing  obligations.  That  would 
1  be  a  Imsis  ui>on  which  the  policy-holders 
would  be  safe.     Were  I  a  policy-holder,  I 
would  be  quite  willing  to  take  that  position, 
and  you  would  have  something  then  to  rely 
upon,   but   In   tiiiit   case   the  stockholders 
would   control   the   company.     They  could 
put  in  whom  they  like  as  managers  anil 
director.^  and  presidents  and  everythinic  el'^e. 

I  do  not  know  whether  that  would  suit 
the  present  Incumbents  or  not.  They 
might  say  :  '  No,  we  do  not  want  that ;  we 
want  things  to  remain  as  they  are  and  just 
go  on  in  our  present  shape.*  I  say  that 
would  be  a  solid  basis  upon  which  to  start 
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anew.  But  we  have  an  insurance  depart- 
ment here ;  we  have  an  eminent  man  at 
the  bead  of  the  department,  Mr.  (t'itz- 
gernld,  a  man  bigb  up  in  the  business  of 
iusurauce.  Let  the  company  go  to  Mr.  Fitz- 
gerald, or  to  the  Minister  of  Finance  or 
the  deputy,  let  them  lay  down  a  sch^e 
wh^eby  a  reasonable  and  safe  relief  can 
be  offered  to  the  policy-holders  of  the  New 
York  Mutual  Reserve,  and  after  they  have 
matured  that  scheme,  bring  it  to  us  and  we 
will  give  it  our  very  best  consideration  ; 
but  to  come  here  with  a  Bill  that  has  re- 
ceived the  sanction  of  nobody,  unless  the 
promoters  of  the  compaay— they  are  the 
only  persons  and  the  solicitors  who  have 
advised  the  Bill— and  ask  us  to  pass  it 
and  give  It  a  second  reading  and  go  into 
committee  and  possibly  frame  a  Bill  that 
would  grant  them  relief  under  it— I  say.  as 
one.  I  am  not  i>repnred  to  do  that."  We  want 
them  to  show  a  reasonably  good  basis  upon 
which  they  ask  to  go  out  and  do  business 
with  the  people  of  this  country,  and  unless 
they  do  that  we  are  not  discharging  our 
duty  to  the  policy-hotders  and  the  people 
of  Canada  in  passing  this  Bill.  We  must 
see  that  we  do  not  repeat  the  error  of  1885. 
It  is  time  we  should  take  that  stand.  I 
think  I  hare  covered  almost  every  point  in 
the  Bill.  I  have  endeavoured  honestly  to 
point  out  what  I  consider  the  peculiar  pro- 
vision.'! of  it.  I  declare  it  to  be,  in  my 
humble  judgment,  an  exceedingly  imprudent 
Bill  for  this  House  to  undertake  to  pass. 
In  the  first  place,  It  Is  imprudent  because  it 
is  interfering  with  the  law  relating  to  in- 
surance companies  on  the  assessment  plan 
of  this  Dominion,  in  asking  to  graft  upon 
that  law  a  provision  that  wilt  let  this  com- 
pany out  of  its  present  dilemma,  and  it  Is 
unsafe  because  we  are  opening  the  door, 
by  tlie  imssage  of  this  Bill,  to  all  assess- 
ment companies  to  come  here  and  ask  for 
relief  If  any  disaster  overtakes  them  suoh 
as  overtook  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve 
Life.  In  the  third  place,  the  tinnncial  basis 
on  which  they  ask  to  be  permitted  to  go 
out  and  do  business  with  the  people  of  this 
country  is  not  such  as  would  warrant  this 
House,  nor  wnirant  the  superintendent  of 
insurance,  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  could  fairly  hope  to  meet  their  policies 
at  maturity.  They  have  no  rest  account. 
They  have  no  stock.  They  have  nothing 
Hon.  Mr.  HrMULLEN'. 


behind  them  whatever  to  meet  maturing 
obligations.  If  an  extraordinary  or  even 
an  ordinary  number  of  deaths  took  place, 
they  would  in  a  short  time  find  themselves 
In  the  same  dilemma  in  which  they  are 
placed  to-day.  We  should  not  start  them 
anew  unless  their  financial  position  is  sQcb 
that  we  would  feel  Justified  in  recommend- 
ing the  peo|)le  of  this  country  to  do  business 
with  them,  and  that  the  policy-holders  who 
have  been  In  that  company  could  look  for- 
ward fairly  to  getting  their  money  when 
tiieir  policies  matured.  On  the  other  baud, 
this  five  per  cent  that  they  propose  to  col- 
lect, shows  clearly  that  the  executive  is 
looking  very  sharply  after  their  own  in- 
terests. They  are  not  wililug  that  their 
salaries  should  be  paid  in  the  ordinary  way. 
They  are  not  willing  to  trust  to  the  board 
and  the  policy-holders  for  their  annual  in- 
come, but  they  want  to  be  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion that  five  per  cent  shall  be  paid  by  ever; 
policy-holder  upon  his  annual  pnymeot  lo 
order  to  provide  a  sum  that  will  directlj 
enter  the  pockets  of  the  executtve,  of  whicb 
they  have  absolute  control  themselves.  Let 
the  company  sluk  or  swim,  the  officers  are. 
sure  to  be  paid  as  long  as  the  contributions 
are  made  from  year  to  year  to  meet  tlie 
maturing  sums  upon  the  policies.  That  Is 
another  feature  of  it,  that  I  do  not  like.  In 
the  last  place,  1  say  if  they  are  going  to  be 
put  In  that  position,  let  them  come  before 
the  Honse  as  a  Joint  stock  company.  Why 
do  not  these  wealthy  men  In  New  York  form 
.1  Joint  stock  company  and  contribute  two 
or  three  millions,  or  say  a  million  of  stock, 
and  on  that  million  pay  up  say  twenty-five 
per  cent,  which  would  be  $250,000,  and  apply 
$150,000  of  the  amount  that  is  here  and  get 
their  license  In  that  way  ?  Instead  of  doii^ 
that,  they  are  taking  nil  the  money  standiug 
to  the  credit  of  the  poor  policy-holders,  and 
by  this  Bill  are  asking  power  to  mortgage 
their  policies  as  well  to  enable  them  to  raise 
these  moneys.  I  do  hope  that  the  com- 
mittee, as  one  of  the  matters  for  investi- 
gation, will  give  thorough,  careful  attention 
to  what  w^ere  the  causfes  that  led  up  to  the 
present  financial  condition  of  that  company 
and  report  fairly  and  fearlessly  to  this 
House  when  they  have  done  so,  and  If  they 
find  that  the  company  met  with  disaster  of 
an  unusual  character  and  that  their  embar 
rassment  was  brought  about  by  unforeseen 
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disasters  which  they  could  not  overcome, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  show  them  con- 
sideratiou.   But  It  the  company  have  sacri- 
flced  the  money  of  the  people,  if  they  have 
abused    the    powers    with    which  they 
vere    clothed    in    1885.    and    if  they 
bare  sqaandered   the   resoarces   of  tlie 
association,  I  say  they  do  not  deserve  con- 
sideration at  our  hands  only  so  far  as  It  Is 
in  the  interest  of  the  policy-holders,  for  I  do 
sympathize  with  those  who  were  unfortun- 
ately inveigled  Into  insuring  in  this  company 
and  after  being  bled  from  year  to  year,  are 
now  told  after  fifteen  or  twenty  years  that 
the  company  have  ho  money  to  pay  maturing 
claims,  and  there  is  nothing  left  bat  to 
mortgage  their  policies  for  a  sum  that  will 
enable  the  company  to  get  a  license,  and  the 
policy-holders  must  consent  to  pay  Ave  per 
cent  upon  all  the  money  paid  in  year  after 
year  to  enable  the  executive  to  run  a  little 
longer.     The  policy-holders  are  told  the 
company  bare  no  money  to  do  the  work  and 
they  do  not  want  to  put  a  dollar  Into  the 
Institution.    That  is  virtually  the  language 
of  the  Bill.    I  hope,  after  the  special  com- 
mittee have  done  their  duty  and  reported  to 
the  House,  that  the  Bill  will  receive  the 
consideration  it  deserves,  and  as  a  matter  of 
Jnstlce  and  courtesy  to  that  special  com- 
mitte,  I  hope  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
will  not  be  proceeded  with  until  they  have 
made  their  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  the  adjouni- 
meat  of  the  debate  until  Wednesday  next 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

kUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  COMMITTEE. 
CONSIDERATION  OP  REPORT  POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called  : 

Conalderatlon  of  the  second  report  of  tlit 
Select  Committee  appointed  to  iav«stlsat«  tbe 
position  in  Canada  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association  of  New  York.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Cloran.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  asU  that  this  report 
be  allowed  to  stand.  There  may  be  a  dls- 
cnssion  upon  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Why 
should  there  be  a  debate  ?  Tbe  House  tiiis 
referred  that  matter  to  the  committee,  and 
it  is  necessary  that  the  usual  course  sbitll 
be  pursued.  If  the  goTernment  is  going  to 
oppose  the  grant  of  a  certain  amount  of 


funds  to  carry  on  the  Investigation  we  will 
know  what  they  are  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN.— Tbe  committee  can- 
not proceed  until  this  question  Is  disposed  of. 
We  are  in  a  peculiar  position.  We  have 
come  to  a  decision  not  to  assume  tbe  pos- 
ition of  prosecutors  but  to  act  In  a  aeml- 
jiulicinl  position  and  remain  absolutely  Im- 
partial, and  the  committee  wish  that  tbe 
company  and  other  Interested  parties  should 
be  represented.  It  will  be  absolutely  neces- 
snry.  under  these  circumstances,  to  have 
counsel,  and  I  cannot  understand  why  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  desire  the  delay. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Secretary  of  State 
has  a  duty  to  perform  In  this  matter.  The 
motion  Is  a  motion  of  want  of  confidence 
it)  one  of  the  most  important  departments 
of  the  government.  I  made  inquiry  if  the 
committee  had  called  on  Mr.  Fitzgerald, 
the,  head  of  the  department.  One  would 
suppose  that  out  of  courtesy  to  tbe  gentle- 
man charged  with  the  administration  of 
insurance,  that  the  committee  would  have 
called  on  the  head  of  the  department  to 
ascertain  if  there  was  any  justification  for 
the  action  they  proposed  taking.  I  nnder^ 
stand  they  have  not  done  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— AcUon  has  been  taken 
in  that  matter,  not  only  with  reference 
to  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  but  also  to  the  Minister 
of  Finance,  who  recommended  tbe  commit- 
tee to  employ  counsel  If  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  my  hon.  friend 
is  entirely  mistaken,  but  I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  that.  All  I  can  say  Is  that  under 
the  law  the  duties  that  this  committee  pro- 
pose to  assume  are  specially  applied  to  and 
reserved  for  the  Department  of  t'lnance,  to 
the  Treasury  Board  and  the  official  who  is 
at  tbe  bead  of  what  ia  called  the  Insurance 
Branch.  I  hold  the  law  on  tbe  subject 
in  my  hands,  and  his  duties  are  clearly 
defined.  When  there  are  any  Inquiries  to 
be  made,  they  are  to  be  made  through  hlito. 
He  is  tbe  proper  channel.  I  suggest  that 
the  committee  should  call  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
before  any  further  expense  Is  incurred,  and 
if,  after  bearing  his  explanation,  it  is  found 
tbat  it  Is  going  to  be  in  tbe  Interest  of 
tbe  policy-holders,  it  would  be  then  for  the 
House  to  consider  whether  the  appeal  for 
counsel  should  be  entertained.    At  present. 
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I  am  not  disposed  to  acquiesce  in  the  lesolu- 
tton.  because  It  is  a  very  nnusnal  tiling, 
untieui-d  Of  In  fact,  except  when  moved  ns 
ft  was  in  years  past  wlien  ttie  goTernment 
had  an  adverse  majority  in  the  chamber, 
and  inquiries  were  made  by  the  House 
which  ouglit  directly  to  have  been  conducted 
by  the  government  of  the  day.  I  am  not  go- 
ing to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  It,  but,  as  1 
said  before,  no  possible  good  can  arise  from 
this  inquiry,  if  any  good  was  going  to  re- 
suit  the  committee  would  require  a  number 
of  experts,  and  the  Inquiry  must  extend 
over  a  considerable  number  of  months.  It 
is  certainly  not  an  Inquiry  that  can  result 
in  any  benefit  whatever  for  the  unfortunate 
policy-holders.  I  should  ask  therefore  thnt 
this  motion  stand  until  Wednesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— I  th\nk  if  this 
committee  are  to  do  any  business,  the  sooner 
they  get  at  it  the  better.  The  session  is  pro- 
gressing, and  we  cannot  remain  here  all 
summer.  We  have  done  nothing  yet.  If  we 
follow  the  advice  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Wellington,  that  we  are  to  do  nothing 
with  the  Insurance  Bill  until  the  report  of 
tlie  special  committee  shall  have  been  pre- 
sented to  this  House  as  the  result  of  the 
investigation,  we  are  not  likely  to  receive 
it  until  the  last  days  of  the  sesKion.  It  will 
then  go  to  the  Commons,  and  no  legislation 
to  rt'lieve  the  policy-lioledrs  can  l>e  put 
through  this  session.  I  think  tlie  govern- 
ment ought  not  to  throw  anything  in  the 
way  of  the  Investigation  that  is  to  talie 
place.  The  second  reading  of  this  Bill 
should  be  postponed  from  day  to  day  until 
we  have  the  report  from  the  special  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  feel  like  voting  against 
thnt  Bill,  because  I  do  not  fee]  that  I  have 
<Miough  evidence  to  satisfy  me  that  that 
Bill  perhaps  may  not  be  the  very  best  Bill 
(hat  can  he  presented  to  this  House  for 
the  relief  of  the  policy-holders,  and  under 
the  circumstances  I  think  it  would  be  Judi- 
cious to  defer  the  second  rending  of  the 
Bill  until  we  have  the  repoi-t  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  the  head  of  the 
Insurance  Department  has  not  been  called 

I>efore  the  committee,  it  Is  owing  to  a  letter 
received  from  the  Tinnnce  Minister.  We  con- 
snlted  with  tlie  Minister  of  Justice  in  regard 
to  counsiel.  He  was  quite  willing  but  said 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


that  matter  pertained  to  the  duties  and  re- 
sponsibilities of  the  Finance  Department. 
We  immediately  went  into  commanication 
with  the  Finance  Minister,  and  we  received 
a  letter  which  Is  In  the  hands  of  the  Law- 
Clerk,  which  letter  stated  that  the  Interior 
Department  and  the  Finance  Department 
would  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  investiga- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear.  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Why  call  tbem. 
when  they  would  have  nothing  to  do  with 
it  ?  The  letter  wound  up  by  saying  that  If 
counsel  was  necessary  It  was  for  the  Senate 
to  say  so.  The  committee  come  before 
this  House  and  say  that  it  Is  absolutely  ne- 
cessary under  the  circumstances,  in  view  oT 
the  position  the  committee  will  take,  and  1 
would  not  preside  over  the  deliberations  un- 
der any  other  condition — that  is  to  assume 
II  semi-Judicial  position,  that  Is,  to  be  per- 
fectly fair  to  both  parties,  I  do  not  see  why 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  objects  to  coun- 
sel. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  have  nothing 
to  say  with  reference  to  the  position  the 
hon.  gentleman  takes,  that  he  wants  to  sit 
on  that  committee  in  a  semi-Judlclal  capa- 
city ;  but  it  is  quite  refreshing  to  hear  tliat 
statement  as  coming  unanimously  from  the 
committee,  because  one  member  of  tbe 
committee  Is  tlie  gentlemau  who  laid  the 
indictment,    one    who    was    willing  to 
risk   his   seat    and  reputation    in  mak- 
ing   out    the    case.      He    brings  the 
charges    against    the    company,    and  all 
he  wants  is  an  opportunity  to  lay  his  evid- 
ence before  the  committee,   l  should  be  sur- 
prised If  the  House  concurs  in  the  state- 
ment tbe  hon.  gentleman  makes,  that  he 
M'ants  to  sit  as  a  judge  in  this  matter  and 
not  as  an  accuser  ;  but  I  will  not  dwell  long 
on  tliis  jiliase  of  tlie  question  because  the 
lion,  gentleman  from  Rothesay  is  not  here. 
He  accused  me  personally  of  having  an  open 
mind  on  this  question.     He  had  no  open 
mind  on  this  matter ;  he  had  a  closed  mind. 
This  Is  not  tbe  state  of  mind  which  is  proper 
for  a  Judge  sitting  upon  a  case,  but  I  w.'li 
pass  to  another  feature  of  the  situation,  if 
this  committee,  which  contains  two  mem- 
bers of  the  bar  of  the  province  of  Quebec, 
does  not  feel  that  it  Is  strong  enousli  in  that 
line,  (It  Is  no  doubt  very  great  modesty  on 
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their  part),  I  would  press  tbem  not  to  malQ- 
talD  the  position  and  would  suggest  tbat  tue 
committee  might  be  enlarged  and  some  lion, 
gentlemen  from  this  body  could  be  added, 
before  we  employ  counsel  to  help  the  gentle- 
mnn  who  has  all  the  evidence  In  his  hands, 
who  belongs  to  the  commitfee,  and  who  only 
asks  that  he  should  be  given  a  chance  to 
lay  all  that  evidence  before  the  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI-^The 
position  taken  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  Is  that  this  Is  a  direct  attaclv  upon 
the  government  of  one  of  the  departments. 
1  do  not  understand  that  It  Is  so.  This 
company  may  have  complied  with  every  pro- 
vision of  the  law,  so  far  as  It  comes  within 
the  jurisdiction  and  Investigation  of  the 
superintendent  of  insurance.  They  may 
have  done  all  that.  I  believe  they  have. 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  member  of  the 
Senate  or  a  member  of  parliament  who  has 
greater  confidence  In  Mr.  Fitzgerald  than  I 
have  myself  from  experience  with  him,  and 
when  I  made  Inquiry  some  time  ago  as  to 
the  state  of  this  Insurance  company— that 
is  during  the  last  session  of  parliament— he 
assured  me  that  every  provision  in  the 
Canadian  law  had  been  compiled  with  by 
the  company.  It  was  upon  that  distinct 
understanding  I  voted  for  tlie  investigation. 
The  charge  made  by  the  bon.  senator  from 
Rothesay  Is  not  against  the  department.  If 
I  understand  It.  It  Is  against  the  action  of 
the  company  as  it  has  been  carried  on  In  the 
I'ast.  and  the  misrepresentations  which  had 
been  made  to  those  persons  who  bad  taken 
out  policies.  No  charge  has  been  made,  so 
far  as  my  recollection  carries  me  back, 
against  any  officer  of  the  Finance  Depart- 
ment or  Insurauee  Department,  and,  upon 
that  principle,  the  charge  is  that  the  com- 
pany had  conducted  its  affairs  In  a  manner 
that  should  receive  the  condemnation  of  the 
people  of  Canada.  Mr.  Fitzgerald  has  ful- 
filled to  the  very  letter  his  duties.  I  believe, 
In  regard  to  this  company,  and— speaic- 
Ing  for  myself,  and  I  think  X  am 
speaking  the  views  of  those  gentlemen  who 
voted  for  the  committee,  they  never 
had  the  remotest  idea  of  casting  any  re- 
flection upon  the  Finance  Department  or  the 
superintendent  of  Insurance.  I  can  say  to 
my  hon,  friend,  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee, that  he  has  but  one  course  to  adopt 
when  he  wants  any  officer  of  the  Finance  i 


Department,  and  that  is  to  Issue  a  summons 
to  him  to  appear  before  the  committee,  and, 
he  Is  obliged  to  come.  It  makes  no  differ- 
ence whether  he  says  '  I  do  not  want  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  It*  Vou  have  the 
power  in  that  committee  to  compel  the 
attendance  of  any  official  of  the  govern- 
ment, even  from  the  minister  down,  so  that 
he  need  not  be  at  all  backward  in  issuing 
bis  summons  demanding  his  presence  be- 
fore the  committee.  I  am  quite  satisfied 
when  Mr.  Fitzgerald  comes  there  he  will 
repeat  exactly  what  he  said  to  me,  tluit 
so  far  as  complying  with  the  terms  of  the 
Act  is  concerned  this  company  has  com- 
plied with  every  provision  in  that  Act,  but 
it  is  not  his  duty  to  go  outside  to  Inquire  as 
to  how  they  conduct  their  business  or  as  to 
how  they  secure  their  policies.  Xo  man 
would  take  that  position  if  the  responsibi- 
lity was  thrown  upon  his  shoulders,  so  that 
the  reason  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  no  basis  or  foundation  in  fact,  and  I 
think  he  will  come  to  that  conclnsion  blm- 
self. 

Hon.  Mr.  srOTT— The  law  is  clear  and! 
definite.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  superintend- 
ent to  visit  the  offices  of  companies  that 
are  suspected  of  not  keeping  up  their  re- 
serve. He  is  obliged  to  do  it. .  If  It  ap- 
pears to  the  superintendent  that  the  lia- 
bility of  any  life  insurance  company,  in- 
cluding matured  claims,  and  the  full  re- 
serve and  reinsuring  of  outstanding  policies 
are  not  kept  intact,  It  is  his  duty  to  call 
attention  to  It  and  to  take  action.  It  Is 
his  duty,  in  the  first  place,  because  he  has 
the  right  to  examine  the  booiis  and  the 
oHlcials,  to  make  the  moat  nilimte  inquiry — 
all  the  inquiry  that  this  committee  could 
make;  and  all  I  intended  to  convey  to  the 
HouHe  was  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald  ought  first 
to  he  called  before  the  committee.  If  the 
senator  who  made  these  charges  were  pre- 
sent, be  would  probably  be  able  to  explain 
to  Mr.  Fitzgerald  the  particulnv  cliarges 
that  be  intended  to  estublisli.  Jiiul  Mr.  I-'itz- 
.urerald  might  be  able  to  tlu'ow  considenibie 
li;:ht  on  them.  It  may  be  that  he  himself 
may  have  investigated.  It  may  he  he  might 
have  foreseen  what  has  actually  occmred. 
I  think  there  was  a  great  de:il  of  misconcep- 
tion connected  wllli  tliis  unfortimnte  com- 
pany, and  1  suppose  a  good  deal  of  it  might 
bi'  cleared  away   If   Mr.   Fitzgerald  were 
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called  and  examiaed  In  tbe  first  lustance. 
If,  after  be  has  given  nny  explanatiou  that 
may  be  nsked  for,  the.  committee  still  In- 
sist and  believe  that  the  liiquii*y  can  result 
in  any  good  the  pollcy-liolders.  I  will 
not  oppose  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-I  think  there  is  a 

misconception  here.  We  are  not  to  investi- 
gate the  official  relations  between  the  iu- 
surance  department  and  the  company ; 
those  were  all  right,  as  far  as  the  books 
show.  The  charges  are  on  different  grounds. 
It  is  a  serious  charge  against  the  company, 
and  the  charge  is  the  malversation  of  in- 
surance moneys.  That  Is  the  sum  and  sub- 
stance of  it,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  policy- 
holders and  tbe  company  I  hope  that  the 
charge  is  not  well-founded,  that  all  the 
money  that  has  been  gathered  in  has  been 
honestly  distributed,  and  tbe  question  is,  is 
this  company  now  seeking  new  legislation 
entitled  to  it  ?  If  their  administration  is 
lionest  and  fair,  give  them  all  they  are  en- 
titled to.  We  want  counsel  to  prepare  a 
plan  of  investigation.  We  do  not  want  to 
sit  as  prosecutors,  M'e  do  not  want  to  be 
forced  to  put  leading  questions  to  witnesses, 
or  to  examine  them  to  extract  the  proof 
from  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUKAND— Who  has  ac- 
cused the  company  of  malversation  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  ^on.  gentleman 
from  Rothesay  made  the  statement  on  the 
floor  of  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAN DU RAND— Does  be  not  sit 
on  that  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tea,  but  be  stated 
before  the  committee  that  his  duty  was 
done. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— Does  he  not  de- 
clare he  was  ready  to  establish  bis  charges  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— He  takes  the  position 
tbat  any  honourable  member  would.  He 
says  :  *  I  have  done  my  share  of  the  work  ; 
now  you  will  have  to  do  the  i-emainder.  I 
am  not  going  to  sit  here  as  an  accuser.  I 
have  accused  tbem  before  public  opinion, 
and  the  Senate  and  I  will  accuse  them  no 
longer.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DAN'DURAND— So  that  from 
the  position  of  accuser,  be  passes  on  to  tbe 
bench  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Somebody  has  to 
accuse. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand  until 
Wednesday. 

GRAND     TRUNK     PACIFIC  RAILWAT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

« 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAND  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (34)  An  Act  respect- 
ing the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Hon.     Sir    MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 

sliould  like  an  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAXD— The  Bill  Is 
simply  authorising  the  company  to  accept 
the  amendments  to  the  new  contract  which 
has  been  entered  into.  It  Is  simply  giving 
the  company  the  right  to  accept  tbe  amend- 
ed contract  which  has  been  made  with  tbe 
government. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEH^ 
Would  It  not  be  better  to  postpone  this  Bill 
until  tbe  contract  has  been  ratified.  The 
other  measure  has  not  passed  yet. 

Hon,  Mr.  DANDTJRAND— If  the  BUI  1ft 

rejected,  this  measure  would  fall  to  the 
ground  ;  but  we  can,  notwithstanding,  send 
it  to  the  committee.  We  can  take  the  second 
reading  to-ulgbt,  and  it  will  go  to  com- 
mittee in  the  ordinary  course. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

Tbe  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEKATE. 

Ottatca,  Tuesday,  June  7,  199^. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

GRAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
BILL. 

MOTION  FOR  SECOND  READING  RBSCI.N'DED. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Owing  to  an  inadvert- 
ence yesterday.  Bill  (34)  An  Act  respecting 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Company, 
which  bad  not  been  reported  upon  by  the 
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Standing  Orders  Committee,  was  read  a 
second  time.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bin 
to  that  fact,  so  that  it  may  be  corrected  to- 
day by  moving  that  the  motion  for  second 
reading  yesterday  be  rescinded  and  that  the 
BUI  be  placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  for 
some  fature  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— lu  compliance 
with  the  suggestlou  of  the  tion.  gentleman, 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  motion  carried  yester- 
day for  second  reading  of  Bill  (34)  An  Act 
respecting  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Com- 
pany be  rescinded  and  that  the  Bill  be 
placed  on  the  ordws  of  to^ay  for  second 
reaOing  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

LIGHTHOUSE  KEEPER  AT  CRANE 
ISLAND. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired: 

When  was  Mr.  Joseph  Paincbaud  ai>pofDted 
keeper  of  the  lighthouse  at  Crane  Island  ? 

What  were  the  motives  oC  public  Interest 
vblcb  determined  the  Minister  of  Uarlne  to 
dispense  with  the  services  of  this  old  em- 
ployee ? 

When  WHB  Mr.  Joseph  Palnchaud  notified  of 
this  declBioD  of  the  Minister  of  Marine  ? 

Was  a  complaint  broagbt  against  Mr.  Paln- 
chaud  ? 

By  whom  ? 

Of  what  was  Mr,  Palnchaud  accused  ? 
Was  the  complaint  in  questloD  communicated 
to  Mr.  Palnchaud  with  a  request  to  answer  it  ? 
It  in  the  afBrmatlve,  what  was  the  answer  of 

the  accused  ? 

It  in  the  negative,  why  did  the  Minister  of 
Marine,  hetore  acting,  refuse  Mr.  Palnchaud  the 
right  to  disprove  the  accusatfon  brought  against 
bim  ? 

Did  Mr,  Palncbaud  ask  for  an  inquiry,  and 
wbr  and  upon  whose  recommendation  was  it 

refused  him  ? 

Is  it  the  Intention  of  the  government  to  afford 
Mr.  Palnchaud  an  occasion  to  disprove  the  ec- 
cusation  of  which  he  is  the  victim,  or  Is  It  to 
be  understood  that  the  policy  of  the  government, 
at  least  In  the  present  instance,  is  to  chase  out 
of  its  emplorment  an  emploree  with  forty-three 
years  of  service,  without  any  form  of  trial,  and 
to  cause  him  to  lose  the  pension  to  which  he 
had  a  right  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  minister  of  the 
department  to  which  the  motion  has  refer- 
ence suggests  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
shoirid  move  for  papers  and  they  will  be 

brought  down, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Shall  I  bring  it  in 
tile  form  of  a  motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  accept  this  as  a 
motion  for  papers. 
19 


THE  SAVARD  PARK. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  : 

1.  Has  the  government  acquired.  In  the  course 
of  the  spring,  in  the  suburbs  of  Quebec,  a  pro- 
perty or  a  part  of  a  property  Imown  under  the 
name  of  the  Savard  park  ? 

2.  What  was  the  extent  of  this  park  ? 

3.  What  is  the  extent  of  the  part  acquired  by 
the  government  ? 

4.  How  much  has  the  government  paid  tor  the 
part  bought  ? 

6.  Has  the  amount  agreed  upon  been  paid  in 
full,  or  has  a  part  thereof  been  retained  to  meet 
the  payment  of  the  hypothecs  with  which  the 
property  in  question  mJght  be  charged  ? 

6.  In  what  proportion  ? 

7.  How  much  still  remains  to  be  paid  ? 

8.  From  whom  was  this  property  bought  ? 

9.  For  what  object  ? 

10.  How  much  baa  the  government  spent,  and 
how  much  does  it  propose  to  spend,  above  the 
purchase  price,  to  put  this  part  of  the  property 
in  a  state  to  receive  the  alck  persons  who  are 
to  be  sent  there  ? 

11.  What  class  of  sick  persons  does  the  gov- 
ernment intend  to  send  to  thla  hospital  ? 

12.  What  is  the  staff  of  such  establishment, 
and  how  much  a  year  does  it  cost  in  salaries  ? 

13.  What  are  the  names  and  resldencea  of 
the  physicians  whom  the  government  baa  ap- 
pointed to  this  establishment  ? 

14.  What  is  the  annual  salary  of  each  of 
them  ? 

15.  How  much,  in  the  estimate  of  the  govern- 
ment. Is  the  annual  maintenance  of  such 
eatabllshment  going  to  cost  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answers  are  as 

follows  : 

1.  Yes,  part. 

2.  We  have  no  information  in  the  depart- 
ment as  to  the  total  area  of  this  park. 

3.  Three  acres  and  the  buildups. 

4.  Purchase  price,  including  two  build- 
ings, ¥14.000. 

6,  6  and  7.  The  sum  of  $8,000  was  paid 
on  account,  leaving  a  balance  of  ¥tt,OUO. 

8.  From  Mr.  EIz6ar  Savard. 

9.  For  a  detention  building  and  hospital 
for  sick  ImmiiErrnnts. 

10.  It  is  estimated  that  the  cost  of  re- 
pairing ami  fitting  up  tbe  buildings  will  be 
about  $14,000. 

11.  Tbe  persons  to  be  treated  In  tills 
hospital  are  those  who  may  be  r^ected  un- 
der the  medical  regulations  of  the  depart- 
ment at  the  seaports  and  who  may  be  found 
to  be  afflicted  with  minor  contagious  dis- 
ea.ses  such  as  ti-achoma,  favus,  and  any 
other  diseases  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
medical  officers,  are  sufficient  to  require  the 
deportation  of  such  Immigrants  if  they,  or 
tbe  titansportation  companies  bringing  tbem 
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to  Canada,  are  not  wHUns  that  they  should 
be  treated. 

12.  The  staff  of  the  hospital  Includes  the 
medical  superintendent,  matron,  two  Inter- 
preters who  also  act  as  guardians,  a  mes- 
senger and  a  female  servant.  The  estimated 
amount  required  for  their  salaries  is  about 
¥3,400. 

13,  14  and  15.  The  physician  in  charge  is 
Dr.  A.  Gauthler  and  his  salary  is  ¥100  a 
month.  The  cost  of  the  maintenance,  an- 
nually, of  the  establishment  will  depend  on 
the  amount  of  work  that  will  be  required, 
but  the  transportation  companies  are  re- 
quired to  pay  a  rate  which  is  estimated  to 
be  sufficient  to  cover  the  whole  cost  of  main- 
tenance. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man say  that  six  thousand  dollars  has  yet 
to  be  paid  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  It  because  the 
money  has  to  be  paid  to  other  parties  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  reasons  are  not 
given.  There  may  be  some  cause  for  It  of 
which  I  have  not  been  informed. 

THE  MARTELLO  TOWERS  AT  QUEBEC. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired: 

Does  the  soTemmeot  know  that  one  st  the 
Martello  towers  at  Quebec,  the  ooe  which  stands 
oil  the  historic  ground  where,  on  the  13lh  of 
September,  1759,  the  battle  Icnown  under  the 
name  of  the  battle  ot  the  Plains  of  Abraham 
took  place,  la  now  used  br  the  Ross  Rifle  Man- 
ufacturing Company  to  serve  as  a  pedestal  lor 
an  enormous  and  unsightly  tub,  in  which,  in 
summer  only,  the  water  accumulates  which  the 
company  needs  lor  the  purposes  ol  its  lactory  ? 

Has  the  sovemment  ever  given  Us  authority 
tor  such  a  use  of  military  properties  for  In- 
dustrial purposes  ? 

Were  the  military  authorities  conMiIted  upon 
this  subject,  and  is  it  also  with  their  know- 
ledge and  with  their  approval  that  this  part  ot 
the  fortiBcatlona  or  Quebec  has  been  granted  or 
leased  to  the  Ross  Rifle  Company,  and  that  the 
very  roof  of  the  tower  has  been  pierced  In  order 
to  permit  the  construction  ol  the  carpentry 
which  serves  as  a  base  for  the  tub  In  ques- 
tion ? 

When  was  this  permission  given  ? 
Upon  what  conditions  and  for  what  length  ot 

time  ? 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  was  the  consent  ot  the 
Mayor  of  Quebec  asked  for  beforehand,  and  was 
It  obtained  ? 

Is  it  the  intention  ot  the  government  to  cause 
the  unsightly  addition  which  the  Ross  Company 
bas  made  to  the  Hartello  tower  to  disappear 
as  soon  as  possible,  this  being  of  no  utility  to 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


the  company,  at  least  in  winter,  thanks  to  the 
rigour  of  our  climate  ? 

Is  it  equally  the  intention  of  the  government 
to  withdraw  the  use  of  these  historic  tow«rs 
from  the  industrial  operations  of  a  private  com- 
pany, and  to  preserve  Intact  towers  which  are 
an  ornament  for  tli«  old  city  of  Quebec  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  minister  considers 
that  these  questions  are  not  tn  parliament- 
ary form  ;  that  the  questions  ought  to  be 
put  direct ;  there  should  be  no  Innuendo, 
preamble  or  Insinuation.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  Introduced  opinions  and  conclu- 
sions of  his  own  which,  perliaps,  the  depart- 
ment might  not  slwi-e,  and  he  should  there- 
fore remove  those  particular  phrases  from 
the  question  and  put  It  in  a  more  direct 
shape  and  he  will  get  a  reply. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  point  out  what  the  infractions  of  the 
rule  of  parliament  are  ?  Perhaps  the  min- 
ister will  have  no  objection  to  answer  the 
questions  which  are  put  In  the  right  form  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  presume  the  objection 
Is  to  the  insinuation  that  the  Martello  towers 
hnve  been  degraded  by  having   a   *  tub ' 

placed  on  top  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  I  cannot  call  it  any- 
thing else  but  a  tub. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  geiitlemriii 
has  given  his  own  coucluslon  ;  perhaps  he 
will  put  the  question  In  a  more  direct  form 
and  I  will  try  to  get  it  answered.  The  boii. 
gentleman  says  that  the  Martello  towers  are. 

Now  used  by  the  Ross  Rifle  Manufactnrins 
Company  to  serve  as  a  pedestal  far  an  enorm- 
ous and  unsightly  tub,  ii>  whlcb,  in  summer  only, 
the  water  accumulates  which  the  company  needs 
for  the  purposes  ot  Its  factory  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  only  thing  I 
can  drop  out  of  U  is  the  part  which  states 
that  it  Is  used  to  accnmutate  water,  but  I 

cannot  describe  It  better  than  by  calling  it 
a  tub.  Perhaps  I  can  meet  the  nilnlster'8 
view  by  calling  It  a  reservoir. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  the 
estlietic  term  that  would  suit  my  friends  In 
the  deiiartment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  will  try  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Minister  of  MlUtla. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  Is  the  usual  pnictlce. 
In  the  other  House,  as  hou.  gentleman  know, 
to  put  questions  direct  without  any  deduc- 
tion or  expression  of  opinion.      The  hou. 
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gentleman  expresses  an  opinion  of  bis  own 
in  this  question.  The  better  way  Is  to  ask 
the  question — direct — for  what  purpose  It  is 
used,  ami  in  what  way  the  Martello  tower 
Is  being  used.  I  need  uot  suggest  to  my 
hon.  friend ;  be  can  very  readily  frame  u 
qaestlon  whkb  tbe  department  will  have  to 
answer. 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  want  to  know  from 
tbe  government  if  they  propose  to  leave  tliat 
tab— or  shall  I  call  It  reservoir  there.  Tliat 
is  tbe  principal  qnestion.  However,  I  slinli 
pat  the  qnestion  in  a  form  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  tbe  Minister  of  Mllltla. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  would  suggest  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  put  bis  questions  in  u 
more  direct  form. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— I  shall  do  bo. 

THE  TRANS-CAXADA  ItAILWAY. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  : 

Whether  the  Trans-Canada  Railway  Company 
has  made  overtures  lo  the  government  to  ob- 
tain a  subsidy  to  aid  In  tbe  construction  of  a 
railway  from  Quebec  to  Port  Simpson  ? 

What  is  tbe  nature  of  the  subsidy  asked  ? 

What  is  the  amount  per  mile  and  tor  how 
m&aj  miles  ? 

Has  this  request  for  subsidies  been  recom- 
mended by  any  one,  and  by  whom  ? 

Does  the  government  Intend  to  grant  the  aid 
asked  for  ? 

Hare  any  negotiations  taken  place  between  the 
government  and  the  Trans- Canada  Railway 
Company  or  any  party  whatever  with  tbe  view 
of  inducing  tbe  Trans-Canada  Railway  Com- 
pany to  give  up  Its  charter  for  any  part  of 
its  line  Intended  to  become  a  part  of  the  Xa- 
tlonal  Transcontinental  Railway  ? 

Aa  a  matter  of  fact  or  policy,  will  the  Na- 
lional  Transcontineatal  Railway  travel  over 
the  ground  and  serve  the  country  the  Trans- 
Canada  intended  to  cover  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  will  take  this  as  an 
order  for  papers  and  I  ask  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  let  it  stand. 

The  Inqniry  was  allowed  to  stand. 


THE  PAST  LINE  AND    THE  WINTER 
PORT. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  : 

Are  there  at  present,  or  have  there  been 
since  last  session,  any  negotiations  going  on  en 
the  subject  of  the  establishment  of  a  fast  line 
of  trans-Atlantic  steamers  ! 

With  whom  have  these  negotiations  taken 
place  ? 

On  what  basis  ? 


What  Canadian  port  has  been  designated  as 
the  terminus  of  ocean  and  river  navlglfition  In 
summer,  In  connection  with  the  eAabllshment 
of  the  fast  line  ? 

Which  is  the  winter  port  ? 

What  speed  are  the  ships  of  the  fast  line  to 
have  ?   What  draught  of  watar  T 

At  what  date  approximately,  or  at  least  In 
what  year,  will  the  first  vessel  of  this  line 
make  Its  first  voyage  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  have  been  no 
negotlationa  since  last  session  of  parliament. 


THE  ROSS  RIFLB. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  I/ANDRY  Inquired  : 

Mas  the  Ross  Rifle  Company  sold  any  rifles  to 

the  government  ? 
When,  in  what  quantity,  and  at  wbOt  price  ? 
How  much,  on  tbe  average,  in  tbe  past,  tias 
been  the  cost  of  the  purchase  of  each  rifle  of 
the  different  models  which  have  been  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Canadian  Hllltla  since  con- 
federation ? 

Does  the  government  know,  and  can  it  inform 
us  of,  the  price  of  the  flre-arm  with  which  the 
American  Infantry  is  armed  to-day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  there  are  none  ac-  ^ 
tually  delivered.   There  was  a  contract  to 
deliver  a  c«taln  number  of  them— 100,000— 
and  the  price  fixed  was  $25  each  rifle,  bnt 

none  have  so  far  been  delivered. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— My  Inquiry  goes  a 
little  further.  I  should  like  to  know  the 
average  price  of  tbe  different  models  of 
rifles  which  have  been  Issued  to  the  Cana- 
dian militia  since  1867,  nnd  the.  price  paid 
Id  the  United  States  for  rifles  which  they 
are  putting  Into  tbe  hands  of  tbelr  mllitln. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  If  tbe 
department  would  be  Informed  as  to  the  last 
question.  Perhaps  it  would  be  as  well  to 
let  the  Inquiry  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yes,  and  communi- 
cate tbe  question  to  tbe  department. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  already  done 
so,  and  that  Is  the  only  answer  they  gave 
me,  that  no  rifles  had  been  delivered — that 
there  had  been  a  contract  to  deliver  rifles 
and  that  the  contract  price  was  $25  for 
each  rifle. 

PETITIONS  RB  GRAXD  TRUNK  PACI- 
FIC BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)  rose  to  : 

Direct  the  attention  of  tbe  Honourable  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  the  advisability  of  placing 
before  the  Senate,  necessary  to  an  Intelligent 
i  understanding,  before  tbe  second  reading  of  tbe 
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Act  to  amend  the  National  TranacontlDental 
Railway  Act,  copies  or  the  originals  of  all  re- 
quest*  and  pfttltlgnB  bjr  provincial  governments, 
muntcipa.Iltle8,  boards  of  trade,  mercantile  men 
or  assoclatiODS,  manufacturers,  steamship  com- 
panlea,  producers  and  raisers  of  cereals,  horses 
and  caitle,  aod  by  the  purchaiera  of  such  pro- 
ducts, showing  the  necessity  for  Increased  tran- 
sportation facilities,  and  praying  for  the  con- 
struction "of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway. 

He  Bald :  I  tbliife  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  will  consider  this  a  reasonable  request 
that  all  petitions  and  qnestlons  from  differ- 
ent bodies,  from  provincial  governments, 
municipalities  and  transportation  companies, 
should  be  laid  before  the  Senate  before  the 
discussion  on  tbe  Transcontinental  Hallway 
Is  proceeded  with.  It  is  a  very  Important 
matter  tliat  we  should  know,  because  some 
of  us  oppose  that  scheme  and  we  would  like 
to  ascertain  on  what  foundation  it  has  been 
supported.  I  have  no  intention  of  making 
any  quotations  in  regard  to  this  matter,  but 
the  Montreal  '  Gazette '  of  to-day  has  fallen 
Into  my  bands,  and  I  see  that  in  Montreal 
the  Transportation  Commission  Is  now  sit- 
ting, and  it  met  the  boards  of  trade,  and 
mayor  of  Montreal  and  a  num'ber  of  com- 
mercial men  and  the  chief  thing  they  press- 
ed on  the  commissioners  .was  with  reference 
to  Increased  harbour  facilities  and  elevators 
nnd  things  of  that  kind  in  the  improvement 
of  the  harbour.  Then  they  go  on  to  the 
question  of  transportation  direct,  and  they 
state  as  follows  : 

It  was  urged  that  because  of  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Erie  canal,  which  might  divert  to 
Oswego  traffic  passing  through  the  Wellaod 
canal,  the  deepening  of  tbe  Welland  canal  was 
no  longer  advisable  and  that  instead  the  Imme- 
diate prosecution  of  the  work  of  deepening  and 
canallng  the  French  river  should  be  most  ener- 
getically advocated  ;  that  It  should  take  pre- 
cedence of  all  other  works  lo  connection  with 
transportation  routes,  and  that  the  canalisation 
of  the  Ottawa  river  should  be  proceeded  with 
to  give  an  alternative  all-water  route  from 
North  Bay.  The  cost  of  deepening  these  rivers 
to  accommodate  vessels  drawing  20  feet  would 
be  about  |86,(HK),000. 

The  only  reference  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  is  as  follows  : 

That  the  board,  which,  as  stated  In  its  reso- 
lution of  December  10,  1!'02,  favours  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Grand  Trunk  system  westward 
from  Northern  Ontario  to  tbe  Pacific  ocean, 
advocates  the  early  completion  .of  such  exten- 
sion. 

There  is  no  reference  in  tbat  resolution, 
or  that  opinion  of  tbe  Board  of  Trade  of 
Montreal  to  the  continuation  of  the  road 
Hon.  Mr.  HACDONALD  (B.C.) 


from  northern  Ontario— that  is  Lake  Xlpis- 
slng  or  North  Bay  down  to  Moucton. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  reference,  which 
my  hon.  friend  has  read,  was  before  the 
present  scheme  was  brought  to  the  notice 
of  parliament ;  It  was  not  evolved  for  some 
six  or  eight  months  after  that.  That  refer- 
ence which  my  bon,  friend  is  quoting  from 
when  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  first  proposed 
to  build  a  line  from  North  Bay  to  a  point  at 
the  end  of  the  road  was  In  1892.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  are  any  communications. 
I  shall  make  some  inquiries  ahoot  it,  bat 
there  were  none,  within  my  knowledge,  in 
the  various  sources  from  which  my  hon. 
friend  has  quoted.  If  there  are  any  I  will 
be  very  glad  to  bring  them  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.CO— I  wish 
to  see  what  foundation  the  goremment  is 
proceeding  on,  and  I  think  if  the  govern- 
ment had  waited  until  the  commission  re- 
ported it  would  luiTe  been  a  wise  thing. 

BILL  INTBODTJOBD. 

Bill  (110)  An  Act  respecting  certain  patents 
of  tbe  Canadian  General  Electric  Company 
and  others. — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (8)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Nova  Scotia 
Permanent  Benefit  Building  Society  and 
Savings  Fund. — (Hon.  Mr.  McDonald,  C.B.) 

Bill  (104)  An  Act  respecting  the  Tilson- 
barg.  Lake  Erie  and  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany.—(Hon.  Mr.  Wilson.) 

Bill  (57)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Inter- 
provlncial  Railway  Bridge  Company  of  New 
Brunswick. — (Hon.  Mr.  Domrille.) 

Bill  (93)  An  Act  respecting  a  certain  patent 
of  B.  A.  Small.— (Hon.  Mr.  Mitchell.) 

Bill  (90)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Bes- 
semer and  Barry's  Bay  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Bin  (60)  An  Act  respecting  the  Kettle 
River  Valley  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 

Templeman.) 

APPOINTMENT  OF  J.  B.  JACKSON. 
RETURN  LAID  ON  THE  TABLE. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  to  lay  on  the 
table  of  tbe  House  tbe  return  ordered  by 
the  House  on  June  1.  wjth  reference  to  tbe 
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appointment  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Jackson.  The 
Order  In  Council  Is  brought  down,  bat  the 
recommendation  to  council  Is  not  among 
tbe  papers  furnished  me.  It  wag  conslder- 
ed  confidential.  I  said  that  was  the  prac- 
tice. In  this  case  It  makes  Ho  difference, 
because  I  know  it  was  simply  on  tbe  recom- 
mendation of  tbe  Minister  of  Trade  and 
Commerce. 

Hon.  Sir  StACKBNZIE  BOWELL— I  dare 
»ay  thiat  will  give  all  the  luformatlon  I  re- 
quire, but  the  reasons  advanced  for  not  pro- 
dncing  tbe  recommendation  would  make  one 
Infer  that  there  was  a  division  in  tbe  cabinet 
as  to  the  propriety  of  making  the  appoint- 
ment, which  I  have  no  doubt  there  was, 
owing  to  tbe  character  of  it 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednetdajf,  June  8,  X9&4. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 
o*clf>ck. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

QUEBEC  GOLF  CLUB. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  : 

1.  Has  tbe  government  leased  to  the  Que- 
bec Golf  Club  the  exclusive  use  of  tbe  Cov« 
Fields  ? 

2.  At  what  price  per  year  T 

3.  When  does  tbe  lease  expire  ? 

4.  Is  it  tbe  Intention  of  the  covemment,  on 
the  expiration  of  the  lease,  to  lease  anew  the 
same  land  to  the  same  club,  with  the  same 

exclusive  reserve,  or  to  offer  it  in  a  general 
manner  to  any  person  who  would  like  to  lease 

ft  on  the  same  conditions  of  payment  and  of 
mafntenaace.  but  with  tbe  obligation  to  keep 

It  open  and  accessible  to  the  public  of  Que- 
bec r 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answers  are  as 
follows  : 

1.  Yes,  subject  to  the  department  resum- 
ing possession  Id  tbe  event  of  the  land  being 
required  for  military  purposes. 

2.  $200. 

3.  1st  May, 

4.  This  matter  will  be  considered  In  due 
time. 


DISMISSAL  OF  LIGHTHOUSE  KEEPER 
AT  CRANE  ISLAND. 

MOTION. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  : 

That  an  bumble  address  he  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Governor  General;  praying  that 
His  Excellency  may  be  pleased  to  cause  to 
have  laid  before  this  House  a  copy  of  all  doc- 
uments, papers  and  correspondence  relating 
to  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Joseph  Palnchaud 
to  the  keepershlp  of  tbe  lighthouse  at  Crane 
Island,  of  the  complaints  brought  against  him, 
of  the  dismissal  of  that  officer,  and  of  the  re- 
quests for  an  inquiry  made  by  him,  and  of  tbe 
refusal  of  the  department  to  srant  them. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

FRENCH  VERSION  OF  MILITIA 
ORDERS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  rose  to  call  tbe  atten- 
tion of  tbe  House  to  the  following  facts  :— 

1.  On  the  9th  of  April,  1902,  Honourable  Hr. 
Landry  made  tbe  following  Inquiry  : — 

'  Honourable  Mr.  Landry  inquired  of  tbe  gov- 
•rnment— 

1.  In  what  year  were  published  tbe  last  re- 
gulations and  orders  tor  the  militia  of  Can- 
ada ? 

2.  Has  the  French  version  of  these  regula- 
tions ever  been  published,  and  in  what  year  ? 

3.  If  such  version  has  never  been  published, 
why  ? 

4.  Does  the  government  intend  to  put  at 
the  disposal  of  the  French  officers  of  the  Cana- 
dian militia  the  French  version  of  the  afore- 
said regulatlonB,  and  when  will  it  be  distri- 
buted ? 

honourable  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answer  seat 
me  by  tbe  department  Is  as  follows  :— 

1.  ias8. 

2.  No. 

3.  Because  tbe  issue  was  a  provisional  one. 

4.  Yes,  shortly." 

II.  On  tbe  9tb  of  June,  1908,  after  having 
repeated  the  above  Inquiry.  Honourable  Mr. 

Landry  put  the  following  question  :— 

'  'Wlien  will  the  French  ofDcers  of  the  Cana- 
dian militia  be  expected  to  be  put  on  a  foot 
of  equality  with  the  other  officers  of  the  Cana- 
dian militia,  in  getting  the  French  edition  of 
tbe  regulations  and  orders  for  the  militia  of 
Canada '  ? 

The  following  answer  was  then  given  : — 
'  Honourable  Mr.  SCOTT— On  the  9th  April, 
1902.  orders  had  been  given  for  the  immediate 
revision  of  the  regulations  and  orders,  and  it 
wnn  the  Intention  to  have  copies  in  the  French 
issued  as  soon  as  possible  thereafter.  The 
revision  was  practically  complete  In  the  early 
autumn,  whpn  the  work  was  suspended  in 
view  of  the  intention  to  revise  the  Militia  Act 
durini;  the  now  current  session.  As  tbe  new 
Mllltla  Bill  will  not  be  proceeded  with  during 
this  session  (1903).  instructions  have  been 
given  to  complete  the  revision  of  the  regula- 
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tloiti  and  oMerB  cominenced  last  year,  and  to 
bring  it  up  to  date,  and  new  regulations  and 
orders,  both  In  Englleh  and  French,  will  he 
published  and  issued  to  all  concerned  vlth 
the  least  possible  delay.' 
And  that  he  will  ask  the  gOTemmeat— 
A  year  having  elapsed  since  the  above  pro- 
mises have  been  made,  and  the  French  offi- 
cers of  the  Canadian  militia  having  never  had 
tho  French  version  of  the  last  regulations  and 
orders  for  the  militia,  when  does  the  gov- 
err  ment  of  Canada  Intend  to  do  Justice  to 
the  French  element  of  our  Canadian  militia  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT.  The  work  of  revising 
the  regulations  and  orders  bas  been  nil- 
vanced  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so  before 
the  new  Militia  Bill  becomes  law.  As  soon 
as  this  is  done  the  work  will  be  completed, 
and  a  French  edition  will  be  at  once  pre- 
pared. 

Hon.  Mr.  L.iNDRY— Do  I  understnnd  the 
French  edition  is  prepared  concurrently  with 
the  English  edition  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  presume  so,  because 
It  says  '  and  a  French  edition  will  be  at  once 
prepared.  * 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  the  other  one  Is 
finished  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  are  waiting  now. 
There  will  be  some  changes  and  the  othei- 
oqe  will  have  to  be  revised  when  the  new 

Militia  Act  comes  into  operation.  And 
when  that  Is  done  the  French  edition  will 
be  circulated. 

POLITICS  IN  MILITIA  APPOINT- 
MENTS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called  I  should  like  to  direct 
the  attention  of  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  following  article  in  this^  morning 
'  Citizen  •  :— 

A  MILITARY  SENSATION. 

Lord  Dundonald's  Speech  at  Windsor  Banquet. 

Deplores  the  interference  of  politicians  with 
the  appointments  to  the  Caaadlan  volun- 
teer force — The  condition,  he  says,  is  in- 
tolerable. 

Toronto,  June  7. — The  '  World '  this  morn- 
ing publishes  the  following  sensational  story 
under  an  Ottawa  date  : — 

A  Montreal  ofHcer  who  was  present  at  the 
military  dionor  at  the  Windsor  Saturday, 
stated  here  to-day  that  Lord  Dundonald's  sen- 
sational speech,  although  carefully  written  out 
and  intended  for  publication,  had  been  care- 
fully suppri'ssed  by  the  Montreal  newspapers. 

This  Is  vl.nt  the  general  said  : 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


When  a  nation  is  In  peril  the  commanding 
offlner  has  the  supreme  control  of  the  mill- 
iarv  appointments,  and  he  is  responsible  to 
his  country  for  its  efficiency  In  war.  In  lime 
of  peace,  unhappily,  through  political  intri- 
guers, we  are  in  their  web,  and  appointments 
are  made  without  regard  to  military  efficiency 
and  to  the  ^reat  peril  of  the  nation's  safety. 
Offlcers  in  command  of  the  forces  of  this  coun- 
try should  not  be  selected  because  of  their 
paT-ticuiar  politics,  but  unfortunately  this  It 
the  case 

A  most  flagrant  instance  of  political  inter- 
ference hns  recently  come  before  me  In  con- 
nection with  the  appointment  of  officers  in 
the  new  eastern  townships  cavalry  regiment, 
the  Scottish  Light  Dragoons.  The  cotmnand- 
ing  officer  of  the  corps  had  selected  offlcen 
because  of  their  apparent  fitness  from  a  mili- 
tary point  ot  view.  The  names  reached  me 
and  were  sent  to  council,  and  gentleman,  what 
do  you  think  happened  ?  The  list  having  my 
approval  was  returned  with  the  name  of_  one 
ofncer  atrlclien  off.  and  Initialled  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture. 

Tha  gentleman  whose  name  was  stricken 
from  the  list  was  Dr.  Pickel,  the  mayor  of 
Sweetaburg.  and  warden  of  the  county  of  Mis- 
sisquoi,  a  man  chosen  ot  the  people  and  well 
qualified  to  serve  his  King  and  country.  Hii 
political  colour  was  not,  however,  that  of  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture,  and  consequently  he 
wns  not  considered  fit  to  serve  his  King  1b 
xY.'i  military  force  off  Canada. 

'  If,'  said  Lord  Dundonald,  '  the  Hon.  Sydney 
Fisher  has  been  as  well  versed  In  aolderlng 
as  in  agriculture,  he  would  have  better  under- 
stood the  responsibilities  of  offlcers,  and  this 
would  not  have  happened.' 

After  making  a  few  more  remarks,  the  gen- 
eral said  :  'It  is  Intolerable  that  my  recom- 
mendations, made  In  the  best  Interests  of  tha 
force,  should  be  so  grossly  interfered  with  by 
any  minister,  not  connected  with  the  depart- 
ment.' 

Lord  Dundonald's  speech  was  greeted  with 
tremendous  applause. 

Lt.-Colonel  Whibbard  also  made  a  speech  in 
which  he  endeavoured  to  shield  the  Minister 
ot  Agriculture,  saying  that  It  was  dlfflcult  to 
suppose  that  Hon.  Mr.  Fisher  would  he  guilty 
of  SI  ih  an  act. 

It  goes  without  saying  that  the  speech  Is 
the  talk  of  both  Ottawa  and  Montreal. 

I  have  no  doubt  my  hon.  friend  has  seen 
this  article,  and  that  he  Is  In  a  position  now 
to  give  us  some  Information  on  the  subject. 
I  want  to  know  if  the  major  general  has 
made  the  speech  which  I  have  just  read, 
nnd,  if  so,  whether  the  statements  therein 
ccmtalned  are  facts  ?  I  want  to  know  If  it 
is  true  that  the  Hon.  Mr.  Fisher  has  ^pped 
his  plongh  to  pick  up  the  sword  and  whether 
the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in  this  country 
Is  stronger  than  the  Minister  of  Militia  ?  1 
want  to  know  if  the  Minister  of  Agriculture 
has  interfered  in  a  matter  which  belongs  to 
another  department;  to  the  extent  of  de- 
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ciding  that  an  officer  Tvho  has  served  his 
King  and  country  is  not  fit  to  do  so  any 
longer  If  he  happens  to  be  opposed  to  the 
gOTemment  of  the  day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— When  I  read  the  morn- 
ing paper  I  saw  that  there  was  an  announce- 
ment about  a  mUitaiy  sensation,  but  as  I 
l>elong  to  the  peace  party  I  rarely  read 
speeches  from  military  men.  I  certainly  did 
not  read  a  slngile  line  of  that  article,  and 
the  incident  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  referred  Is  new  to  me.  It  Is  the  first 
time  I  ever  heard  of  it.  I  should.  In  ttie 
first  piace,  doubt  the  authenticity  of  the 
report,  and  until  Lord  Dundonald  himself 
assumes  the  authorship  of  It,  I  would  be 
unable  to  make  any  comments  wnatever. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  bring  un- 
der the  notice  of  his  colleagues  the  fact  that 
d  speech  purporting  to  be  delivered  by  the 
major  general  has  been  read  in  the  Senate, 
and  to  nscertain  whether  it  be  correct  or 
not.  If  correct  it  shows  an  Interference 
with  the  Department  of  MillUa  on  the  pnrt 
of  a  minister  of  another  department  whicli 
nnder  the  circumstances,  would  be  unjusti- 
fiable. I  do  not  pretend  to  say,  however, 
that  even  the  Secretary  of  State  would  be 
exempt  from  responsibility  for  the  action  of 
his  colteagnes  on  this  or  any  other  matter 
unless  he  repudiated  it.  The  charge  is  of 
such  a  grave  character  that  in  the  interest 
of  the  force  Itself  and  of  the  community 
as  a  whole,  we  should  know  whether  a  gen- 
tleman occupying  the  high  position  that 
Lord  Dundonald  holds  has  made  such  a 
statement.  I  shall  not  give  an  opinion  now 
on  this  question.  I  have  good  reason  to 
know,  from  past  experience,  that  whether 
this  be  true  or  not  there  are  many  Instanceft 
of  a  somewhat  similar  character  In  which 
politics  has  had  more  to  do  with  the  ap- 
pointment, the  promotion,  and  the  removal 
of  officers,  than  their  efficiency.  And  here 
IS  a  statement  purporting  to  have  been  made 
by  the  highest  military  authority  in  tht 
country  that  he  recommended  a  certain  gen- 
tleman, who,  from  the  position  he  holds  in 
the  county  of  Missisquoi,  must  certainly, 
to  say  the  lenst  of  it,  be  i  respectable  and 
rentable  man,  and  he  is  struck  off  the  list 
of  officers  on  account  of  the  political  opin- 


ions that  he  may  hold.  Such  an  act  Is 
enough  to  destroy  the  efficiency  of  the  mili- 
tary force  in  the  country,  and  it  the  force 
cannot  be  managed  and  controlled  without 
Introducing  the  question  of  politics,  It  Is  btgb 
time  that  the  country  expressed  an  opinion 
of  a  character  w.hloh  would  bring  condemna- 
tion upon  any  minister  who  Interferes  in 
the  manner  In  which  the  Minister  of  Agri- 
culture is  alleged  to  have  Interferred  in  this 
case.  I  could  give  instances  of  capital  offl* 
cers,  men  who  had  served  in  the  volunteer 
force  for  years,  men  who  wen:  efficient  in 
every  particular,  having  been  rejected  and 
refused  commissions,  and  It  la  not  only  be- 
lieved but  known  that  It  was  on  account  of 
their  political  complexion.  I  know  furtiier 
that  when  certain  politicians  of  the  other 
House  came  to  Ottawa  and  represented  to 
the  Minister  of  Militia  that  a  certain  young 
man  was  desirous  of  being  employed  in  the 
sen  lce  of  his  country  on  the  active  for^e, 
he  did  get  a  commission  but  it  was  not  until 
after  tdat  member  of  parliament  hud  repre- 
sented to  the  government  that  he,  his  father 
and  his  own  relations,  belonged  to  the  Li- 
beral party.  Now,  from  my  personal  knowl- 
edge of  that  young  man  I  can  say  that  he 
was  as  capable  and  as  worthy  of  having  a 
position  in  the  militia  foi<ce  as  any  man  In 
Canada.  He  stood  high  in  the  profession, 
and  passed  the  very  best  examinations,  .';r.d 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  objecting 
to  his  appointment.  I  think  it  was  a  worthy 
appointment,  but  what  I  object  to  Is  that 
no  appointment  to  any  of -those  battalions 
was  made  or  could  be  made  until  it  was  re- 
presented that  the  man  to  be  appointed 
belonged  to  the  Liberal  party.  If  we  have 
trouble  with  any  other  country  we  should 
not  have  to  d^end  upon  one  party  ex- 
clusively, whether  it  be  Liberal  or  Con- 
servative. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^And 
in_  a  matter  of  this  kind.  If  there  Is  any 
(juestion  that  should  be  impressed  on  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  Canada.  It  Is  the 
idea  that  we  are  a  unit  in  the  defence  of 
our  country,  and  no  matter  what  our  poli- 
tical views  may  be  we  pride  ourselves  on 
being  British  Canadians  as  has  been 
amply  shown  during  the  trouble  in  South 
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Africa  and  on  otber  occasions.  A  man's 
political  complexion  and  views  have  noth- 
ing whatever  to  do  with  that  fealty  which 
he  owes  to  the  country  in  which  he  lives, 
and  to  the  sovereign  who  governs  the  coun- 
try. I  speak  somewhat  warmly  on  this 
auestion,  because  I  have  been  during  the 
larger  portion  of  my  life  connected  with  the 
volunteer  force,  and  when  the  Conservatives 
were  in  ix>wer  I  laid  down  the  principle 
very  strongly,  when  approaches  were  made 
to  me  when  acting  as  Minister  of  Militia, 
to  have  promotions  and  appointments  de- 
cided upon  the  question  of  politics,  I  put  my 
foot  down  upon  it  as  firmly  as  I  possibly 
could,  and  declared  that  no  question  of  poli- 
tics or  religion  should  ever  influence  the 
department  while  I  had  anything  to  do  with 
It,  in  the  appointments  to,  or  promotion  in 
the  volunteer  force  ;  that  merit  alone  and 
service  would  be  the  only  principle  that 
should  guide  the  department  while  1 
had  anytbing  to  do  with  It  I  urge  upon 
the  Secretary  of  State,  and  I  do  It  In 
all  sincerity,  to  bring  this  question  un- 
der the  notice  of  his  colleagues,  and  If  it. 
be  shown  that  the  major  general's  statement 
is  correct,  then  it  will  be  for  the  country  to 
condemn  the  minister  who  interferes  in  the 
manner  in  whicli  he  did  for  the  reasons 
which  he  alleged,  and  in  Justice  to  Lord 
Dundonald,  if  he  did  not  make  that  state- 
ment, It  should  receive  a  contradiction  or  an 
explanatloa  at  the  earliest  possible  momeut. 

Hon,  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  do  not  beileve 
that  It  Is  the  proper  time  to  discuss  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Militia  Department  on 
a  simple  incident  that  arises  through  the 
publication  of  a  partial  report  of  ii  speecb 
made  by  an  employee  of  the  government  in 
the  city  of  Montreal. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— Who 
ployee  ? 


Is   the  em- 


Hon.  Mr.  DAXDUIIAND— I  will  mention 
the  name  presently.  Hon.  gentlemen  need 
not  be  afrnld,  It  is  Lord  Dundonald.  An  ex- 
pression has  fallen  from  the  lii)s  of  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition,  upon  which  I  wish 
to  comment,  and  it  is  that  a  grave  charge 
has  been  made  by  the  reading  of  this  news- 
paper Teport.  I  agree  with  him  to  the  ex- 
tent that  n  grave  charge  has  been  made,  and 
I  should  not  like  to  condemn  the  party  who 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


is  charged  with  the  offence  mentioned  Id 
that  report  until  I  know  that  he  accepts  the 
responsibility  for  the  offence.  Lord  Dun- 
donald Is  accused  of  having  made  an  after 
dinner  speech  In  which  he  condemned  a 
minister  of  the  Crown  for  his  action  in  tbe 
administration  of  tbe  Department  of  Militia. 
I  do  not  see  how  the  report  referred  to  could 
bear  the  signature  of  the  hon.  Minister  of 
Agriculture,  except  that  he  would  be  re- 
presenting for  a  time  the  Minister  of  Militia 
himself,  and  I  cannot  admit  for  one  moment 
that  an  employee  of  the  government,  who- 
ever he  may  be,  would  hare  such  a  dull 
sense  of  his  duty  as  to  criticise  bis  employw 
and  a  minister  of  tbe  Crown  In  tbe  way  that 
is  mentioned  In  that  newspaper.  I  should 
not  admit  it  for  one  single  moment.  There 
are  otber  ways  for  an  employee  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  show  how  dissatisfied  he  is  wltt 
the  administration  of  tbe  department.  It  is 
for  bim  to  sever  his  connection  with  ttiat 
department,  and  I  credit  Lord  Dundonald 
with  enough  common  sense  to  feel  that  if 
be  wants  to  sever  bis  connection  wltb  the 
Department  of  Militia,  be  would  have  taken 
another  mode  than  tbe  one  he  is  charged 
with  having  taken,  because  it  goes  without 
saying  that  it  would  simply  mean  the  de- 
parture, the  abrupt  departure  of  Lord  Dua- 
donald  from  tbe  service  of  tbe  Dominion  of 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  em  not  aui^ 
prised  at  the  observations  wbicb  the  boa. 
gentleman  has  addressed  to  the  House,  for 

the  rensun  that  when  I  read  the  paper  this 
morning  I  felt  a  very  great  deal  of  surprise 
at  tbe  outspolien  nature  of  this  declaration 
by  Lord  Dundonald.  I  saw  this  reitort  yes- 
terday iu  some  otber  paper,  not  tbe  '  Citizen.' 
It  ai)peared  In  the  Montreal  press  yesterday, 
and  this  morning  It  was  rei>roduced  In  tbe 
*  Citizen,'  and  it  occurred  to  me  that  my 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  would  be 
eagrer  to  get  on  his  feet  wlien  he  met  this 
House  to-day  to  make  some  explanation 
with  regard  to  this  most  extraordinary  state- 
ment of  the  action  of  his  colleague  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  who  Is  residing  at  Ottawa 
at  this  momeut.  I  think  It  extraordinary 
that  my  hon.  friend  did  not  communicate 
with  hlni  and  ascertain  tbe  facts  with  re- 
gard to  this  statement.  I  agree  with  my  bon. 
friend  that  it  does  seem  ratber  extraor^ 
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dlaary  tbat  Lord  Dundonald  should  bare 
spokeu  So  opeuly,  if  he  did  so  bs  indicated 
iQ  the  newspaper  rejwrt.  We  have  details 
and  names  given,  all  the  particulars  ;  every- 
ttaiog  is  there  In  a  detailed  way  and  it  is  of 
such  importance,  dealing  with  the  military 
qaestioii  In  this  conntry,  that  1  must  express 
my  very  great  surprise  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  did  not  Interrogate  his  colleagues 
before  he  came  to  this  House  and  did  not 
cause  inquiry  to  be  made  as  to  -whether 
liord  DundonaM  made  the  statement,  or 
whether  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  bad  in- 
terfered with  the  administration  of  the 
Unitla  Department  to  such  an  extent  as  is 
Indicated  In  that  report  It  has  now  gone 
two  days  without  contradiction,  and  the  as- 
Bamption  is  that  there  must  be  a  very  large 
grain  of  truth  in  the  charge,  otherwise  the 
Btatement  would  not  have  been  made  and 
we  would  not  have  been  left  without  a  con- 
tradiction either  from  Lord  Dundonald,  the 
UlQister  of  Agriculture,  or  the  leader  of  the 
government  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  do  not  propose  to  add 
anything  to  what  I  have  said.  I  stated 
tmtbfolly — and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  observing  the  ordinary  courtesy  in 
soch  matters — that  I  saw  nothing  of  the 
article.  When  I  saw  the  beading  of  Lord 
Dundonald's  speech  I  did  not  read  It.  I 
aerer  heard  of  it  till  it  was  mentioned  by 
the  bon.  gentleman,  and  I  am  not  going  to 
diicDSs  a  hypothetical  question  as  to  what 
shoQld  be  done.  I  know  the  action  that 
would  be  taken  If  the  facts  were  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— I  want  to  say 
that  I  regret  very  much  If  there  Is  a  justi- 
fi'able  foundation  for  the  report  that  has 
been  published  in  the  '  Gazette.'  I  agree 
largely  with  the  views  that  have  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition 
when  he  says  tbat  in  defence  of  our  country 
we  should  not  know  either  Grit  or  Tory  and 
If  any  minister  of  the  Crown,  In  the  dis- 
charge of  bis  duty,  permits  himself  to  be 
actnated  by  political  spleen  In  either  reject- 
ing or  choosing  officers  for  the  militia  I 
would  say  at  once  that  he  is  not  fit  for  his 
position.  I  can  hardly  believe  that  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  lent  himself  to  what  is 
charged.  I  earnestly  hope  that  It  Is  not 
true.  I  hope  that  whenever  the  matter 
comes  to  be  fully  explained  that  It  will  be 


found  there  were  some  other  reasons  than 
simply  that  this  officer  was  a  Conservative, 
for  the  course  the  minister  tooli,  if  he  'did 
what  is  charged.  I  hope,  for  the  credit  of 
the  Crown  and  the  government,  that  no 
minister  would  be  small  enough  to  be  actn< 
ated  by  mere  political  spleen  In  such  a  mat- 
ter, and  for  that  reason  and  that  reason  only 
to  scratch  a  man's  name  oET  the  list  when 
he  is  recommended  by  Lord  Dundonald  for 
a  certain  position  in  the  militia.  I  hope  It 
Is  not  true.  I  hope  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  will  iiiqulre  Into  the  whole  matter  and 
be  able  to  report  to  ns  tbat  the  statement 
made  by  Lord  Dundonald  Is  largely  over- 
drawn. I  should  llke«tbat  to  be  the  result. 
If  it  Is  not  the  result,  if  Mr.  Fisher  Is  guilty 
of  what  is  charged  I  can  only  say  that  I  am 
exceedingly  sorry  that  any  minister  should 
lend  himself  to  such  a  transaction. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  take  exception 
to  the  words  used  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
DeLormier  (Hon.  Mr.  Dandurand).  I  think 
that  he  did  not  select  his  language  carefully. 
My  bon.  friend  on  the  other  side  (Hon.  Mr. 
Landry)  had  a  perfect  right  to  call  attention 
to  this  matter.  I  have  been  in  the  militia, 
and  know  that  while  I  served  under  the  Con- 
servatives I  got  fair-play  from  them,  al- 
though they  knew  that  I  was  fighting  them 
every  Inch,  and  I  think  the  Liberals  of  this 
country  are  prepared  to  do  the  same.  If  a 
mistake  has  been  made,  well,  sometimes 
people  will  make  mistakes,  and  too  much 
importance  should  not  be  attached  to  af- 
ter-dinner speeches.  When  my  lion,  friend 
calls  Lord  Dundonald  an  employee  I  take 
exception  to  that  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— What  Is  he  ^ 

Hon.  :Mr.  DOMVILLE— He  Is  sent  out 
here  by  King  Edward  of  England. 

Hou.  Mr.  DANDL'RAND — I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon,  he  Is  our  paid  employee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  understand  the  question.  He 
tiiliPK  up  too  many  questions  in  a  wrong 
way  in  this  House  when  be  does  not  under- 
stand them  and  he  is  evldentiy  not  posted 
on  this.  The  leader  of  the  opposition  has 
been  a  colonel  of  a  regiment  and  a  minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  he  knows  that  there  Is  a 
royal  warrant  governing  the  position  of 


Digitized  by 


Google 


298 


SE^'ATE 


the  general  commanding  here,  and  if  we  aek 
England  to  send  us  a  general  officer,  It  does 
not  follow  that  he  is  an  employee.  Who  is 
the  general  commanding  ofEcer  ?  Did  he  sit 
ffere  and  blow  off  wind  when  there  was  war 
in  South  Africa  '!  No,  he  fought  througb 
the  war  and  proved  himself  a  most  success- 
ful general.  Politics  should  be  set  as^  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind.  Let  us  all  rememt>er 
we  are  part  of  the  British  nation,  and  It  is 
our  duty  to  stand  by  His  Majesty's  com- 
niajiding  officer  in  Canada.  I  know  very 
little  of  Lord  Dundonald  personally.  I  have 
never  met  him  socially,  and  merely  exchan- 
ged greetings  w^Ith  him,  but  he  has  come 
out  to  t^is  country!  covered  with  laurels 
gained  In  fighting  the  Boers.  Uany  generals 
did  not  succeed  in  that  war  ;  he  did,  and 
when  he  has  been  sent  Bere  to  command 
our  forces,  I  say  to  refer  to  him  as  an  em- 
ployee is  au  Insult.  He  is  not  hired.  What 
does  he  get  here  ?  Xot  a  fraction  of  what 
he  got  when  he  was  in.  England  or  what  he 
would  get  if  he  were  in  the  east.  He  comes 
here  to  do  his  best  for  Canada  and  for  the 
empire,  and  to  speak  of  him  as  an  employee, 
as  If  be  was  simply  a  clerk  in  the  civil 
service,  or  as  a  man  we  hire  to-day  and 
send  away  to-morrow  is  unwarranted,  and 
I  am  sure  no  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House 
w^ould  endorse  such  language.  My  bou. 
friend  may  smile  ;  I  have  seen  blm  smile 
on  o'tber  occasions,  and  perhaps  before  we 
are  through  here  there  will  be  some  more 
smiling  ;  but  this  honourable  body  ought  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentlemau  to  withdraw  that 
word  •  emiiloyee.'  In  case  of  war,  parlia- 
ment disappears  and  our  forces  must  then 
defend  our  country  as  b^st  they  can  and 
conduct  the  war  to  the  best  of  their  ability. 
The  hon.  Secretary  of  State  answered  the 
Inquiry  very  appropriately  ;  he  had  not  look- 
ed into  the  matter.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  needs  'looking  into.  We  know  that  after- 
dinner  speeches  sometimes  do  not  mean 
anything.  1  am  sure  my  hon.  friend  from 
DeLorimier  will  regret  hereafter,  If  he  does 
not  already  regret,  that  he  has  thrown  a 
slur  on  a  British  general  who  has  fought 
for  the  emi>ire  and  is  covered  with  medals 
and  with  honours  for  the  services  he  has 
rendered. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUIIAND— I  see  no  odium 

iu  the  expression  '  employee.'    We  are  all 
to  a  certain  d^ree  more  or  less  employees 
lion.  Mr.  DOUVILLB. 


of  somebody.  We  are  here  ourselves  as  em- 
ployees of  the  people  of  Canada.  I  think  it 
Is  a  high  honour  to  be  a  high  salaried  offi- 
cer of  the  Dominion,  and  that  Is  the  posi- 
tion of  Lord  Dnndonafd  whom  we  can  ap- 
point or  dismiss  when  we  please. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  tae  is  an  employee  here.   I  am 

not.   I  am  an  employee  of  nobody. 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBERTSON— I  think  we  are 
making  a  little  too  much  of  this  discussion. 
You  will  notice  this  report  is  not  given  by 
any  of  the  newspaper  men  of  Montreal,  but 
by  a  private  individual  who  reports  It  with- 
out giving  bis  name.  Therefore  my  oplnioo 
is  that  there  is  no  truth  in  the  report,  and 
that  the  whole  thing  will  be  contradicted. 

BILLS  INTRODtXED. 

Bill  (106)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Chi- 
coutimi  and  Northeastern  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  DomvlHe.) 

BUI  (109)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Mont- 
real, Nipissing  and  Gteorglan  Bay  Railway 
Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

Bill  (K)  An  Act  respecting  the  Northern 
Bank. — (Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

THIRD  READINGS. 

BUI  ((38)  An  Act  respecting  the  Hudson's 
Bay  and  Northwest  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

BUI  (,9i)  An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto 
and  Hamilton  Railway  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  McMnllen.) 

Bill  (10r>)  An  Act  resiiecting  the  Lake  Erie 
and  Detroit  River  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Casgraln,  Windsor.) 

Bill  (44)  An  Act  respecting  the  Berlhi, 
Waterloo,  Wellesley  and  Lake  Huron  Rail- 
way Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Merner.) 

Bill  (06)  Au  Act  to  incorporate  the  Craw- 
ford Bay  and  St.  Mary's  Railway  Comiiany. 
— (Hon.  Mr.  Templemau.) 

Bill  (4S)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nicola, 
Kamloops  and  Slmilkameen  Coal  and  Rail- 
way Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (103)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cana- 
dian Artillery  Association. — (Hon.  Mr.  Tern- 
pieman.) 


Digitized  by 


Google 


299 


NATIGATIOX  OF  CANADIAN  WATERS 
ACT  AME»JDMDNT  BILL. 

SECOND  READING 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (112)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act 
respecting  the  navigation  of  Canadian 
vaters.  He  said  :  The  object  of  this  Bill 
Is  to  amend  section  14  of  chapter  70,  which 
provides  the  signs  and  signals  to  be  given 
br  the  different  ships.  It  Is  merely  a  matter 
of  detail.  There  have  been  a  good  many 
coHfsiong  of  late,  and  the  object  is  to  make 
Bnch  changes  as  to  avoid  in  future  collisions 
which  experience  has  shown  may  be  avoid- 
ed. It  Is  a  mere  matter  of  signals. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

BOUXTIES  ON  LEAD  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPL££UAN  moved  the 
necond  reading  of  Bill  (127)  An  Act  to  amend 

tiie  Act  providing  for  the  payment  of  boun- 
ties on  lead  contained  in  iead-bearing  ores 
mined  In  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBt—Is  this  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Bill  which  -WAS  passed  last 

jear  ? 

Hon.  TEMPLEMAN— No.  there  Is  only 
one  clause  providing  that  the  payment  of 
boDntles  may  be  made  from  a  certain  date. 
It  Is  to  clear  away  an  ambiguity  in  the  law 
passed  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Does  it  extend  the 
time  for  payment. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— It  does  not 
affect  the  law  at  all  ;  it  is  only  making  it 
clear  that  a  bounty  Is  to  be  paid  from  the 
beginning  of  last  financial  year  instead  of 
from  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

CRIMINAL  CODE  AMENDMENT  BILLS. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

The  following  Bills  passed  through  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  and  were  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

Bill  (3)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Code,  1802.— <Bon.  Mr.  Scott.) 


Bill  (56)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal 
Code,  1892.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 

INSURANCE   ACT   AMENDMENT  BILL. 
DEBATE  RESUMED 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Resuming  the  further  adjourned  debate  on  th« 
motion  for  the  second  reading  Bill  ^H)  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act. 

Hon.  yit.  CLORAN  said  :  As  hon.  gentle- 
men will  remember,  last'  evening  I  moved 
the  adjournment  of  this  debate  on  account 
of  the  absence  of  the  hon.  senator  from 
Rdthesay.  I  have  very  little  to  say  in  regard 
to  the  Bill  and  Us  merits  at  present.  Pro- 
bably if  I  were  not  In  the  position  which  I 
hold  to-day  in  regard  to  the  company,  I 
would  have  a  good  deal  to  say  owing  to  re- 
presentations made  In  the  matter  by  highly 
interested  parties,  such  as  the  united  asso- 
ciation of  Insurance  agents  In  Canada,  who 
have  written  me  protesting  against  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Bill  on  very  strong  grounds.  I 
will  not  detail  them  here  now.  I  have  had 
also  representations  from  many  of  our  lead- 
ing citizens  throughout  the  Dominion, 
stating  that  the  Bill  Is  more  or  less  of  a 
cover  for  the  wroug-doing  of  the  past.  Whe- 
ther that  is  true  or  not  I  am  not  In  a  posi- 
tion to  say,  consequently  I  vr\\\  not  discuss 
the  merits  of  these  representations  to-day, 
but  my  position  In  regard  to  this  Bill  is  this: 
As  far  as  I  can  see,  It  is  a  measure  proposed 
for  the  relief  of  the  company.  Now,  If  the 
company  Is  in  a  sound  position,  doing  goodf 
legitimate,  profitable  business  for  the  policy 
holders  there  is  no  need  of  this  Bill.  If  the 
company  Is  In  another  position,  one  where 
wrong-doing  can  be  legally  and  rightfully 
charged,  then  I  say  that  the  presentation  of 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  is  exceedingly 
premature  In.  view  of  the  action  already 
taken  by  this  honourable  body.  This  House 
has  decided  by  a  vote  that  an  investigation 
into  the  affairs  and  the  position  of  this  com- 
pany, as  far  as  it  does  business  In  Canada, 
is  absolutely  necessary.  A  few  days  after 
that  decision  a  Bin  is  presented  to  this 
House  to  decide  and  conclude  what  should 
be  done  before  the  investigation  is  held. 
It  is  like  a  physician  recommending  a  re- 
medy before  diagnosing  the  case.  The  duty 
of  the  House  is,  not  to  pass  the  Bill  before 
the  case  is  diagnosed.  We  have  to  find  out 
the  evil,  and  If  no  evil  exists  there  is  no 
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necessity  for  the  Bill.  If  there  is  evil  In 
the  administration  of  the  affairs  of  this 
company,  this  Bill  will  not  remedy  that 
evil.  The  men  best  authorized  to  speak  in 
regard  to  that  question  are  the  insurance 
agents  of  this  couDtry,  and  In  a  putrlic  meet- 
ing In  Quebec  last  week  they  untinlmonsly 
passed  a  resolution  denouncing  the  Bill,  so 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  I.  as  a  sena- 
tor, contend  that  the  presentation  of  the 
Bill  Is  premature.-  It  is  an  argument  used 
by  the  friends  of  the  measure,  that  it  can 
be  amended  in  committee,  and  the  evi]  re- 
medied there.  Why  suggest  the  remedy  be- 
fore the  erll  Is  known  ?  That  Is  the  question 
which  this  honourable  body  will  hare  to 
settle,  so  that  as  far  as  I  am  concerned  In 
the  matter  I  contend  that  this  BUI  Is  pre- 
mature to-day.  I  am  not  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss the  merits  of  the  Bill,  owing  to  the  po- 
sition I  hold  as  chairmau  of  the  committee 
appointed  to  Investigate  the  matter ;  and  in 
regard  to  that  committee  I  say  that  we  are 
not  there  to  find  a  verdict  for  or  against  the 
company.  The  sole  duty  of  the  committee 
Is  to  ascertain  the  facts,  to  ascertain  the  po- 
sition of  that  company  in  Canada,  and  And 
out  what  they  have  done  with  the  money 
paid  to  them  by  the  Canadian  policy-hold- 
ers. That  is  our  only  duty  in  relation  to  it, 
and  why  such  agitation  should  arise  about 
this  matter  Is  more  than  I  can  understand. 
The  company  may  have  nothing  to  suffer  by 
the  Investigation.  If  the  facts  that  will  be 
ascertained  are  to  the  credit  of  the  company, 
the  company's  credit  will  be  benefited 
througiiout  the  Insurance  world.  If  the 
facts  are  against  the  company  the  sooner 
they  are  made  public  the  better  for  the 
policy-holders  of  Canada  nnd  throughout  the 
world.  That  Is  the  position  I  hold.  The 
committee  of  Investigation  are  simply  there 
to  ascertain  facts,  and  when  they  have  as- 
certained them,  they  will  report  to  this 
honourable  House,  and  the  Senate  will  talie 
the  course  that  ought  to  be  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIl.LE— I  hold  a  most  un- 
fortunate position  before  this  honourable 
body.  I  came  here  In  good  faith  to  protect 
the  policy-holders  of  Canada.  Month  after 
month  has  passed  by  and  I  have  been  met 
with  every  obstacle.  As  my  hon.  friend  has 
juat  said,  If  there  Is  no  wrong-doing  what 
barm  Is  there  in  the  investigation  ?  When 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


a  celebrated  case  occurred  In  the  United 
States  and  a  man  was  charged  with  bribing 
the  government  at  Washington,  what  did  he 
say  ?  He  asked  '  How  can  there  be  a  funeral 
if  there  is  no  corpse '  ?  There  was  no  corpse 
and  therefore  there  was  no  funeral.  Bnt  my 
hon.  friends  who  are  opposing  me,  are  treat- 
ing me  and  the  bleeding  policy-holders  as  if 
we  were  trying  to  defraud  this  country,  as 
if  we  were  not  asking  simply  for  our  rights, 
and  to  my  mind  It  is  peculiar  that  the  com- 
pany should  have  so  many  advocates  or  so 
many  people  defending  them.  Are  they  not 
a  corporation  that  bare  "been  attacked  right 
and  left  ?  Have  they  not  been  fighting  in 
the  United  States  and  turned  down  right 
and  left,  but  all  of  a  sudden.  In  our  Canada, 
our  own  Canadian  home  for  Canadians,  we 
tind  this  representative  body,  the  highest 
body  In  Canada,  endeavouring  to  shield  the 
company  from  something.  Why  shield  them"; 
I  know  It  Is  the  duty  of  an  advocate  to  make 
the  'best  case  he  can  for  his  client,  but  we 
are  not  advocates  here  and  we  are  not  em- 
ployees. We  are  here  to  legislate  for  tbe 
people  of  Canada,  and  it  will  be  a  very 
great  mistake  if  by  any  sophistry  or  any 
wire  pulling  or  any  work  that  I  will  not 
designate  as  I  might  designate,  this  Inquiry 
should  be  defeated  ;  but  if  that  is  done  then 
let  the  Senate  take  the  responsibility  before 
Canada.  Let  them  be  In  a  position  to  atand 
forth  as  I  can  and  say  to  tbe  people,  '  I  have 
worked  for  you.  I  have  done  my  best.'  It 
bon.  gentlemen  who  think  as  I  think  that 
there  siiould  be  an  Investigation,  strictly 
within  parliamentary  lines,  and  we  are  de- 
feated in  our  object,  what  wiU  the  people 
say  ?  Where  Is  the  Senate  ?  Tbe  Senate  is 
doing  good  work  ;  tbe  Senate  Is  endeavour- 
ing to  protect  us,  and  bow  are  we  defeated. 
Wire  pullers  are  at  worii  all  through  the 
corridors  night  and  day.  Members  have 
been  button-holed.  I  say  It  fearlesly.  I 
have  never  asked  any  hon.  gentleman  whe- 
ther be  would  support  my  motion  or  not.  1 
left  it  to  them  as  Independent  men  to  do 
what  they  thought  to  be  right.  What  made 
these  wire  pullers  button-bole  hon.  members? 
Are  bon.  gentlemen  here  as  advocates  ?  Yes. 
They  are  here  as  advocates  but  not  for  great 
eor[joratious.  not  for  individuals,  but  for 
Canada  who  sent  them  here.  If  Sir  J. 
Ma-cdonald  appointed  senators  on  that  side 
of  tbe  House  he  did  so  thinking  they  bad 
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the  public  confidence,  and  on  the  same  line  | 
when  Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrler  sent  members  to . 
this  House  He  sent  theni  believing  they ; 
would  work  in  the  interests  of  Canada  and  ] 
not  as  advocates  for  any  special  company  or  I 
special  canse.  Xow  we  are  brought  dOT\-n 
to  this  Bin.  What  does  it  mean  ?  My  hon. 
filend  said  I  was  talcing  op  the  time  of  the 
House.  I  have  taken  np  no  time.  Tbey 
hare  talien  ap  the  time  bnrktns  me — I  with- 1 
draw  that  expression  becanse  it  Is  not  par- 
linmentary — but  what  they  have  done  has 
been  in  a  large  measure  to  frustrate  my 
efforts  on  behalf  of  the  public.  What  does 
the  Bill  propose  to  do  ?  Why  was  it  brought 
in  ?  I  am  not  blaming  the  government.  The 
hon.  gentleman  told  me  there  Is  an  Insurance 
law  on  the  statute-book,  and  that  the  gov- 
ernment had  compelled  this  company  to  con- 
duct their  business  strictly  as  the  statute 
allowed  them  and  they  could  not  go  any 
further.  Therefore,  the  government  stands 
aside  and  if  the  required  deposits  are  made 
the  department  stands  aside.  But  if  a  Bill 
is  needed  in  the  interests  of  policy-holders 
who  should  be  responsible  ?  Tbe  govern- 
ment of  the  day  should  bring  It  in.  If  that 
Insurance  law  is  wrong — I  do  not  say  it  is 
wrong  or  right,  because  you  know  condi- 
tions change  in  a  number  of  years  and  it 
becomes  necessary  sometimes  to  change  a 
law  and  it  may  be  necessary  to-day,  why 
^nld  my  taon.  friend  undertake  to  do  it 
himself  ?  Why  should  be  be  the  champion. 
Did  I  not  give  notice  In  the  Senate  ttiat  I 
would  bring  In  a  Bill  last  year.  I  was  not 
allowed  to  go  any  further.  I  w^ithdrew  it. 
I  started  again  this  year,  but  my  hon.  friend, 
like  Sampson  pulling  down  the  pilars,  ste\t» 
in  before  me  and  says  I  will  do  it.  The 
P«^le  will  ask  why  Is  the  government  not 
taking  up  thla  matter  and  why  Is  tbe  hon. 
gentlenun  bringing  In  a  Bill  tiiat  nobody 
wants  ?  The  insurance  companies  had  their 
meeting  recently  in  Montreal,  and  at  that 
meeting  they  passed  resolutions  condemning 
this  Bill  in  every  respect.  They  said  it 
strould  never  pass,  and  they  sent  copies  or 
the  resolution  to  this  honourable  House  and 
to  the  government.  The  Insurance  com- 
panies, the  public,  the  actuaries  and  those 
gentlemen  who  understand  the  whole  busi- 
ness declare  it  to  be  a  fatal  Bill  to  pass. 
Who  does  want  it  ?  The  government  wasn 
their  hands  of  it ;  it  is  so  reported  in  the 


debates  if  we  may  refer  to  It.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  announced  that  the  Bill  was 
going  to  be  introduced  but  he  took  It  back 
and  said  he  had  made  n  mistake,  and  now 
my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  presents  a  Bin 
and  says  '  I  am  going  to  give  you  a  Bill  gra- 
tuitously.' Who  is  he  cbampioniug  ?  Tbe 
government  will  not  have  anything  to  do 
with  his  Bill,  and  the  Insurance  people  will 
not  have  anything  to  do  with  It,  and  tbe 
poor  unfortunate  policy-holders  say  you  are 
going  to  rip  ns  riglit  up  the  back  with  it. 
Who  is  i(  for  ?  The  hon._  gentleman  frojn 
Victoria  says  *  Oh,  why  not  wait,  to  hear  ?■ 
Why  send  this  Bill  out  broadcast  ?  Why 
adopt  It  in  the  House  without  knowing  any- 
thing ?  I  will  tell  you  what  the  effect  will 
be.  I  hold  In  my  hnnH  a  circular,  sent 
broadcast  through  the  country,  which  says 
that  this  Bill  is  nccei>tnble  to  the  insurance 
Department,  and  they  send  out  proxies  for 
members  to  vote  yen  or  nay.  They  say  this 
Bill  is  going  to  meet  tbe  case  and  the  poor 
unsophisticated  policy-holders  will  sign 
proxies  everywhere,  ttelleving  that  this  do- 
cument which  has  been  sent  to  thorn  is  in 
the  right  direction  because  it  has  the  olH- 
cial  stamp  and  signature  of  the  government. 
Is  that  not  deception  ?  I  am  an  unfortunate 
policy-holder  In  this  association  and  I  have 
Just  received  a  notice  to  pay  my  premiums 
and  what  does  the  notice  sfiy  ? 

Tbe  new-  business  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Life 
Insurance  Company  from  January  first,  1904,  to 
May  23rd,  I'JOi,  equals  the  new  business  froa 
January  1st,  1803.  lo  July  25th,  1903.  The  com- 
pany is  two  months  ahead  oF  1903  ;  date  for  data 
[he  gain  In  new  business  amounts  to  three 
million  dollars.  The  members  are  the  com- 
pany and  IfJ  prosperity  is  their  prosperity. 

My  hon.  friend  made  an  apology  for  them 
In  this  respect,  that  they  had  gone  Into  busi- 
ness under  certain  conditions  and  the  times 
had  not  been  prosperous  and  the  business 
had  not  worked  out  as  tbey  expected  it 
wouJd  work  out  and  they  were  entitled  to 
the  relief  of  lieing  able  to  load  up  these  poli- 
cies and  charge  what  they  liked,  and  then 
they  come  out  Tith  this  clix;ular,  the  ink  on 
which  Is  barely  cold,  congratulating  the 
company  on  Its  prosperity.  I  stand  here  as 
the  advocate  of  the  policy-holders,  and  why 
should  we  be  opposed  by  tbe  bon.  gentlemen, . 
and  why  Is  he  going  to  force  a  Bill  on  us 
that  we  do  not  want  which  virtually  wipes 
us  out  ?  I  can  understand  what  might  drift 
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through  my  mind  If  I  were  doing  !t.  1 
mlg4it  say  to  the  public  '  I  bare  saved  you  ; 
It  Is  true  parliament  should  take  the  Bill, 
but  they  would  not  accept  it  They  only 
take  the  name  of  it  ;  but  if  you  look  at  the 
Bill  as  passed  by  the  House  you  will  see 
I  have  been  your  salvator  mundi,  and  this 
other  cheap  Jack  from  Bothesay— we  wipe 
him  out'  On  the  other  hand  the  public 
will  say .  *  Bow  did  you  take  this  Vbing  up 
and  why  did  you  not  abide  by  it  ?  Why  did 
you  not  allow  them  to  go  on  ?  The  company 
wUl  send  out  circulars  "  Parliament  met 
and  the  attack  was  a  determined  one  against 
us  but  the  government  knew  better.  They 
give  us  a  Bin.  It  has  gone  to  a  second 
readiug."  And  that  is  put  in  their  circular 
to  the  policy-holders  to  dupe  them  Into  sup- 
plying more  money  for  the  directors  to 
spend.  I  can  give  my  hon.  friend  the  de- 
tails of  that  Bill.  There  are  more  lawyers 
than  one.  There  are  lawyers  of  the  House 
as  well  as  in  the  House  who  know  what 
they  are  talking  about.  We  were  some- 
what forewarned  as  to  what  was  going  to 
occur  by  the  brief  that  was  placed  In  my 
han^.  This  brief  Is  not  asking  parliament 
to  do  something,  but  it  starts  out  by  a  black- 
mail against  Mr.  Wells  who  was  at  one  time 
vice-president  of  the  company.  Is  that 
someching  to  influence  this  House  ?  Will 
they  be  deceived  by  drawiug  a  herring  across 
the  track  ?  What  has  the  blackmailing  to 
do  with  It  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  who  had 
this  brief  and  dropped  it  on  the  floor  will 
not  claim'  It  They  have  not  claimed  it  un- 
til to-day,  and  I  am  prepared  to  prove  on 
oath  by  gentlemen  withlu  the  sound  of  my 
voice  that  this  brief  Is  altered  In  the  hand- 
writing of  Mr.  Kldridge,  the  president  of 
the  company.  I  think  Mr.  Eldrldge  was 
closeted  with  some  gentlemen  this  morning. 
I  do  not  say  they  were  senators,  and  he 
gave  them  a  brief  in  which  he  teUs  them 
what  they  are  to  do  at  the  last  He  is  In- 
structing them.  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
said  the  other  day  that  the  company  had 
nothlnt:  to  do  with  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  say  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  company  had  noth- 
ing whatever  to  do  with  the  Bill  in  the  in- 
ception of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE, 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Has  the  insurance 
company  nothing  to  do  with  this  Bill  to- 
day ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  explained. 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Tell  me  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  insuranc*  company 
are  in  no  way  responsible  for  the  BUI. 
I  am  responsible  for  the  BUI  and  I  explain- 
ed bow  it  arose. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  Is  on  some- 
body's shoulders  now.  We  have  been  try- 
ing for  two  months  to  get  that 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  explain  it  after 
awhile. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  accept  what  my 
hon.  friend  says  that  he  is  responsible,  and 
th^efore  not  fhe  government — be  person- 
ally is  resi)onsibIo. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  separate  my- 
self from  the  government 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  gentleman  ;  he  is  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  government  here.  Do  I 
understand  it  Is  a  government  Bill  V 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  ftill  make  my  own 
explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Now  we  have  it 
in  a  quasi  official  position.  It  is  getting  a 
father  at  last.  Where  does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman come  in  7  There  is  the  Mikado  and 
the  Ticoon.  It  Is  like  JInks's  baby— with- 
out a  father.  Hon.  gentlemen,  there  Is  no 
joke  about  this  thing.  It  Is  too  important 
for  anybody  to  abstain  from  threshing  oat 
Its  merits,  and  nobody  need  be  afraid  of  the 
result.  As  to  this  brief,  perhaps  my  hon. 
friend  Is  ofiTeuded  at  my  reading  the  brief, 
as  It  Is  his  Bill.  It  was  picked  up  off  the 
floor  and  brought  to  me.  The  Bill  calls  tor 
consldera4)ie  attention.  Hon.  gentlemen 
must  feel  tfhat  this  Is  an  important  matter 
and  must  ask  themselves,  are  they  serving 
God  or  Mammon  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  wish  the  hon.  genUe- 
man  to  understand  perfectly  that  I  said  the 
origin  of  tbe~BiilI  was  due  to  myself.  I  had 
nothing  to  do  with  t^e  drafting  of  the  Bill. 
I  had  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  framed  in  a 
way  to  relieve  the  unfortunate  policy-hold- 
ers, and  that  was  my  sole  motive.   I  said 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JCJfE  8,  1904 


303 


the  details  could  be  examined  when  the  Bill 
went  to  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  D0M\1LLE— I  accept  my  hon. 
frlead'3  position.  I  am  not  here  hired  by 
the  company  or  the  public.  I  am  not  an 
employee.  I  am  simply  here  In  the  interests 
of  tbe  public,  and  I  bold  the  trumi^  I  want 
no  more  cards.  I  hold  the  trumps— t 
bold  Canada.  I  have  behind  me  56,000,000 
people  who  have  t)Sen  swinged.  I  am  ad- 
Tocatlns  the  rights  of  30.000,000  of  people— 
Dot  20.000,000  as  has  been  stated  in  tbe 
debate.  My  hon.  friend  wag  wrong  In  his 
detflils.  When  we  got  to  millions  it  marie 
BO  difference  which  either  it  was  20  or  60 
millious — get  the  man  oft,  the  millions 
amount  to  uothlog.  What  is  the  effect  of 
tbe  Bill  ?  First  of  all  you  are  asked  to  break 
a  sacred  contract  by  an  Act  of  parliament. 
Will  yon  do  that  ?  Will  you  break  my  con- 
tract and  tbe  other  man's  conti'act  because 
a  Bill  Is  brought  In  by  niy  hon,  friend  from 
Toronto  ?  Are  you  going  to  break  my  con- 
tract and  allow  these  pet^Ie  to  take  away 
my  rights  and  tbe  rights  of  mHUons  or 
people  ?  I  do  not  think  it  is  raasonable  to 
ask  it  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the  company 
bare  got  into  tbe  condition  in  whicb  they 
ore.  If  they  had  our  consent  it  would  be 
good  policy  to  get  such  a  Bill  passed  as 
would  put  them  iu  a  sbape  which  would 
Boit  tbeni,  but  we  would  not  accept  It.  When 
they  secured  their  legislation  in  New  York 
aniiet  the  Registration  Act,  they  registered 
as  a  company  on  the  level  premium  system, 
aod  they  offered  to  take  us  in,  l>ut  we  said 
no,  we  will  not  go  In  with  you.  We  mafle 
a  contract  for  a  policy  on  the  assessment 
plan;  we  made  a  contract  with  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Life  Association  of  New  York,  but 
you  start  another  company  under  another 
name  and  you  say  we  must  come  in  Ttnit 
take  tbe  conditions  you  choose  to  offer.' 
Who  are  the  people  V  The  managers.  How 
they  get  the  management  ?  Simply  be- 
cause they  are  in  control.  Hon.  gentlemen 
niigUt  say:  'Why  don't  you  get  control  V 
Vou  are  all  policy-holders  'I  Every  policy- 
bolder  has  a  vote.  Why  don't  you  get  con- 
trol ?  I  stated  in  the  House  the  other  uignt 
that  we  could  not  get  control,  because  when 
Ur.  Harper  died  he  ifai  ail  tbe  proxies  of 
all  the  policies  in  his  possession,  and  what 
is  more,  Mr.  Burnham  stated  that  Mr.  Har- 


per had  willed  all  these  proxies  to  Mr.  Bum- 
ham,  and  that  Mr.  Burnham  with  those 
proxies  controlled  the  situation ;  they  were 
in  the  citadel  and  could  do  what  they  liked. 

They  signed  this  document  and  stated  that 
Mr.  Harper  never  made  a  will  giving  proxies 
to  Mr.  Burnham,  and  he  goes  further  and 
says  Mr.  Burnuam  never  used  them.  This 
is  made  on  honour  to  the  hon.  gentlemen  of 
this  House.  Every  one  of  them  has  a  copy 
signed  by  Mr.  Buruham  and  Mr.  Eidridge 
and  Mr.  Camp,  saying  they  never  had  prox- 
ies willed  to  them,  and  never  used  them. 
I  am  prepared  to  prove  that  Mr.  Harper 
willed  the  proxies  to  Mr.  Burnham,  and  that 
Mr.  Burnham  used  those  proxies  to  keep 
himself  In  power.  Who  is  he  V  .Nothmg 
but  an  official  of  the  company,  but  their 
strength  is  so  great  and  their  power  so 
omnipotent  that  they  were  able  to  control 
that  comi>any  and  they  control  it  to-day,  and 
they  turn  to  the  unfortunate  policy-holders 
mid  say,  '  we  will  bleed  you  to  death. 
We  will  load  you  up  with  calls  that  bring 
your  i)oIicy  down  to  nothing.  We  will  call 
so  much  money  from  you  that  it  will  ruin 
you  to  pay  it,  or  we  will  give  you  an  alter- 
native of  getting  out  and  we  will  take  the 
money.*  Supposing  the  policy-holders  are 
wiped  out,  what  will  the  trust  be  ?  Wbere 
will  tbe  fiduciary  trust  go  ?  It  will  go  to 
whoever  will  take  It,  and  we  who  have  paid 
our  money  and  In  good  faith  insured  with 
them,  have  no  redress  whatever.  Whore 
can  we  go  to  obtain  a  remedy  ?  We  come  to 
the  Senate  and.  ask  this  honouraMe  body  to 
help  us.  We  do  not  bring  politics  to  bear 
on  it.  We  do  not  say  what  nationality  we 
are,  but  we  ask  you  to  give  us  justice.  Is 
there  any  harm  in  that  ?  Why  do  they  at- 
tack me  ?  They  have  been  attacking  me  be- 
hind my  back  in  the  corridors,  making  all 
sorts  of  charges  which  are  not  correct,  be- 
cause something  has  to  be  done,  Tbey  are 
in  difficulty ;  they  are  iu  their  death 
throes,  and  something  must  be  done  for 
them.  Why  whitewash  them  ?  As  my  hon. 
friend  (Hon.  Mr.  C'loran)  has  said,  if  they  are 
all  right  the>'  do  not  require  it.  They  say 
the  hon.  member  from  Rothesay  does  not 
know  what  be  is  talking  about  If  so,  par- 
liament will  have  said  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Association  is  all  right,  and  the  company 
can  s«y  :  'We  are  licensed  to  rqb,  cheat, 
swindle  '—that  Is  the  arst  part  of  their  Bill 
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It  ia  to  compel  pollcy-hoMers  to  get  out 
If  we  stay  in,  what  then  ?  It  bas4)een  stat- 
ed around  the  Jobbles  to-day,  '  you  are  rob- 
bing the  company.'  There  Is  no  company  ; 
BO  many  gentlemen  have  agreed  to  stand  to- 
gether and  to  assess  one  another,  and  to 
pay  off  claims  as  the  policy-holders  die. 
There  are  no  stock-holders.  We  cannot  get 
hold  of  them,  and  now  we  are  trying  to 
save  what  there  is  out  of  the  wreck,  and 
we  are  met  by  the  cry,  you  are  ruining  some- 
body—that Is  to  say,  tiie  policy-holders  are 
ruining  the  management,  who  cannot  have 
all  the  money  they  want  to  spend  ;  they 
cannot  hire  counsel  to  defend  them  all  over 
the  world  ;  their  job  is  gone,  and  they  plead 
with  the  House  to  save  them  ;  and  In  doing 
BO,  they  bring  up  all  sorts  of  false  Issues 
to  try  and  influence  votes  In  the  Senate.  I 
do  not  suppose  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
wants  to  endorse  this  company.  I  cannot 
see  what  his  object  would  be  In  doing  so. 
He  says  the  company  consulted  blm. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Xo ;  I  said  wben  I 
heard  the  hou.  gentleman's  observations,  I 
■^as  very  much  touched  with  them.  I  saw 
it  meant  ruin  to  a  great  many  people,  and 
I  got -hold  of  the  solicitor  of  the  company 
and  said  :  *  You  must  do  something  ;  this 
company  must  make  some  reparation  to  the 
people  who  are  suffering,  and  I  suggest  you 
return  to  those  who  are  still  members  of  it 
something  of  what  they  have  paid.'  I  did 
not  promote  the  Bill,  but  I  suggested  some 
lines  on  which  the  Bill  ought  to  be  prepared 
—that  they  should  give  some  money  to  those 
who  have  been  paying  assessments. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man met  the  solicitor  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIL.LE— My  hon.  friend 
might  have  said  further  that  the  solicitor 
waited  on  him.  How  otherwise  could  he 
have  met  the  solicitor  ?  If  this  Bill  becomes 
law,  it  will  do  just  what  I  have  stated- 
It  will  wipe  us  out.  The  Mutual  Reserve  has 
spent  thousands  of  dollars  to  induce  mem- 
bers to  give  up  their  present  contracts  for 
other  contracts  provided  for  In  this  Bill.  In 
December,  19(^,  less  than  one-third  of  the 
members  in  Canada  had  consented  to  make 
a  change.  This  Bill  goes  further  ;  it  makes 
Hod.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


parliament  a  party  to  the  illegal  transactions 
of  the  Mutual  Resrarre  in  Canada  and  else- 
where. I  know  I  am  up  against  some  very 
sharp  lawyers.  I  do  not  know  how  many 
are  engaged  in  this  thing,  but  he  who  runs 
may  read.  They  argue  :  '  When  you  took 
a  policy  in  that  company  you  must  have 
known  what  you  were  doing.  Xou  made  a 
contract,  and  what  have  you  got  to  say.  as 
would  be  said  in  the  law  courts,  -in  defence 
of  your  finding  fault  to-day  ? '  Our  defence 
is  very  simple.  .We  fall  back  on  the  statute 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand.  It  says  : 

No  portion  of  any  moneys  received  from 
asseasments  or  tor  death  claims  shall  be  used 
for  any  expenses  whatever,  and  every  notice  of 
any  asaessmeDC  shall  truly  specify  the  cause 
and  purpose  thereof. 

Every  British  subject  is  supposed  to  know 
the  law,  but  we  may  ask  why,  after  devot- 
ing our  mouey  to  other  purposes,  have  you 
permitted  them  to  do  so  ?  Why  bolster  them 
up  now  1  We  took  our  policira  under  sub- 
section 4  of  clause  39,  having  faith  in  the 
integrity  of  all  parties,  and  we  find  that  the 
money  has  been  taken  illegally  and  used 
elsewhere,  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  the 
law  of  our  country. 

Are  you  going  to  legislate  for  the  past 
and  say  that  those  who  have  broken  the 
law,  who  have  taken  our  money  and  used 
it  to  organize  a  company  elsewjiere,  when 
they  find  they  are  in  deep  water,  when  they 
find  they  cannot  swim  any  longer,  when 
there  are  Judgments  against  them  every- 
where ;  are  you  going  to  come  to  their  re- 
lief 1  We  have  asked  for  a  committee  to 
look  into  this  matter.  We  say  that  we  bare 
been  robbed  and  cheated  by  these  peo^e  -. 
that  we  cannot  get  redress  anywhere,  and 
we  ask  you  to  look  into  our  case.  It  Is 
i-eaJIy  laying  a  petition  before  the  Throne. 
This  House,  in  its  goodness,  has  granted  un 
a  committee  to  Investigate.  A  charge  is 
made  to-day  that  I  am  on  the  committee  as 
a  judge.  Judge  of  what  ?  What  finding  can 
I  bring  in  ?  All  that  the  committee  can  do 
is  take  evidence ;  we  cannot  manufacture 
evidence.  If  we  attempted  to  do  bo.  tiiere 
are  hon.  gentl^en  on  the  fioor  of  the  House 
now  who  would  see  that  no  manufactured 
evidence  is  brought  in.  At  any  rate,  this 
branch  of  parliament,  in  its  wisdom,  con- 
sented to  the  appointment  of  a  committee. 
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and  the  public  of  Canada  are  looking  to  tbe 
Senate  to  help  out  the  policy-holders  who 
are  the  victims  of  this  comimny.  If  you 
can  bring  In  ft  Bill  tbat  ia  any  good  we  will 
a«cq>t  it  cbeerfnUjr,  but  we  are  not  prepared 
to  bare  a  Bill  chocked  In  as  was  done  the 
other  day.  We  are  told  to  take  tbe  pre- 
amble ;  we  do  not  want  any  preamble.  We 
can  bring  Id  a  BUI  onrselves,  and  In  sucii 
shape  that  It  will  be  satlefactory  to  this 
honorable  body.  Too  are  passing  a  Bill  which 
Is  tantamount  to  saying  that  the  company 
have  compiled  with  tbe  law.  If  they  have 
compiled  with  tbe  law,  wby  glre  tlhem  legis- 
lation to  use  wltb  the  public  ?  Perhaps  my 
bon.  friend  may  tell  me  now  tbat  If  tbe 
policy-holders  were  to  accept  this  Bill  and 
policies  were  issued  under  It,  what  would 
the  present  policy-holders  get  In  any  indi- 
Tidoal  case  ?  How  much  would  he  be  load- 
ed up  witb,  or  bow  many  premiums  would 
be  have  to  pay  to  keep  hie  policy  alive  ? 
If  they  do  not  accept  either  one  of  the  pro- 
positions, bow  much  would  they  get  if  ttaelr 
policies  were  cancelled  ?  If  I  had  bronght  a 
BQl  before  the  House  I  would  have  shown 
tbat  I  would  toave  provided  that  a  gentle- 
man Insured  in  that  company.  In  changing 
his  policy  wooid  get  so  and  so  in  the  new 
policy,  bat  tbat  has  not  been  provided  In 
tUs  case.  It  Is  a  herring  dragged  across  the 
trail  by  this  company.  Look  at  tlieir  state- 
ment I  So  sure  were  they  of  ttaelr  premises, 
so  well  had  tbey  done  their  work,  so  care- 
(nJly  had  they— I  will  not  use  the  word  can 
Tassed  ;  I  must  keep  within  parliamentary 
twands— so  carefully  had  they  done  their 
work,  that  when  they  Issued  this  pamphlet, 
vhlch  every  member  has  seen,  they  were 
tore  that  they  bad  Influence  in  parliament, 
directly  or  indirectly.  Ttaey  said  In  clause 
",  page  36  : 

Had  the  reaolutloo  of  inquiry  been  adopted 
and  nferred  at  once  to  a  committee  of  this 
honourable  Senate,  bearing  on  the  necessity  ot 
such  an  inTestlgatioa.  the  company  would 
Ctadly  have  presented  (ts  tacts  to  such  a  com- 
mittee. 

This  Is  a  tisane  of  falsehoods  from  top 
to  bottom,  as  I  shall  be  prepared  to  show, 
and  before  this  honourable  body  had  acted 
upon  tbe  motion  to  appoint  a  committee, 
po  Bore  were  tbey  that  they  had  a  power 
behind  the  Throne  which  wonld  allow  them 
to  do  anything  they  liked  In  this  parliament 
20 


that  tbey  Issued  this  statement  to  every  hon. 
I  Kt'ntlemen  and  told  them  that  my  resolution 
I  was  not  to  pass-  This  was  Issued  In  ad- 
vance of  the  decision  of  tbe  Honse.  They 
'  are  well  accustomed  to  this  work  ;  they 
j  have  been  accuRtomed  to  lobbying  in  Wash- 
I  ington.  They  could  not  use  money  here  as 
I  they  have  useil  It  elsewhere.  My  hon.  friend 
presents  a  Bill  which  he  says  Is  in  our  in- 
terest. We  do  not  want  the  Bill.  We  say 
it  will  ruin  us.  Supposing  you  pass  this 
Bill  and  confiscate  our  rights,  what  Is  onr 
legal  position  ?  Yon  have  broken  our  con- 
tract we  cannot  go  before  the  courts  and 
ask  for  redress.  Why  ?  Because  parlia- 
ment is  legalising  everything  this  company 
has  done.  We  say  tbey  have  acted  illegally, 
have  committed  every  possible  rascality  and 
now  this  House  is  asked  to  give  tbem  a  Bill 
which  will  white-wash  them  and  they  can 
go  on  and  rob  without  restriction.  There- 
fore, aside  from  breaking  our  contract,  you 
are  asked  to  legalize  violations  of  tbe  law 
which  I  have  Just  read.  Why  all  these 
H^ulean  efforts  ?  There  is  nobody  dying 
here.  I  had  supposed  that  when  I  brought 
this  matter  np  I  would  have  bad  the  un- 
animous support  of  hon.  gentlemen.  I 
did  not  suppose  I  was  to  have  legal  talent 
arrayed  against  me  ;  I  did  not  suppose  I 
had  to  flght  at  Ephesus.  Of  course  tbe 
details  of  this  measure  are  hardly  worth 
exposing  now,  because  If  the  Bill  goes. to 
committee  we  will  flght  every  detail  of  It 
I  am  now  opposing  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  It  is  vicious  to  ask  us  to  pass 
a  Bill  In  advance  of  the  Investigation  by  the 
special  committee.  The  committee  must 
report  with  great  care,  and  as  quickly  as 
possible,  and  they  will  do  so  unless  im- 
pediments are  thrown  In  their  way.  It  !■ 
quite  possible  tbat  some  bon.  member  may 
move  to  load  up  the  committee  and  embar- 
rass us  again.  When  I  submitted  my  motion 
to  the  House,  a  good  many  spoke  favounibly 
of  it  but  when  the  vote  was  taken,  -th^y 
voted  ns  down  by  one  of  a  majority.  They 
bad  a  perfect  right  to  do  so.  We  ask  for  n 
committee,  and  they  said  we  will  not 
grant  a  committee.  We  will  not  allow 
these  people  to  be  '  investigated.  You 
are  Interfering  with  tbe  anointed,  so  to 
speak.    I  shall  not  be  surprised  to  see  a 
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iDg.  The  directors  write  to  the  insured  for 
proxies  and  re-elect  themselves.  1  have  had 
some  transactions  with  the  Union  Mutual  Com* 
pany  of  Maine.  Some  years  ago  the  inspector  or 
commissioner — I  do  not  know  what  the  title  Is 
—of  Massacbusetts  threw  some  doubt  upon 
the  position  of  this  company  and  it  left  its 
business  to  a  number  of  Individuals  connected 
with  Insurance  In  different  states. 

He  goes  on  to  describe  the  enoriuous  ex- 
pense connected  with  a  small  company  of 
that  klM  in  which  he  was  interested.  He 
says  : 

I  bave  had  myself  (56  returned  at  one  time, 
and  it  got  down  the  next  time  to  |22  and  a  tew 
cents,  and  I  believe  that  the  next, year  there 
was  nothing  divided  at  all,  whereas  I  was  as- 
sured in  the  policy  that  the  profits  would  be 
Increasing  from  year  to  year  because  I  paid  a 
very  high  premium. 

Mr.  Dickey  aJso  spoke  on  the  subject,  and 
quoted  what  he  thought  would  be  a  safe- 
guard. He  quoted  the  clause  introduced 
In  the  Consolidated  Insurance  Act,  of  1877. 
Mr.  Dickey  says  he  thinks  that  with  this 
clause  in  it,  it  might  safely  go.  He  reads 
the  clause  as  follows : 

The  Finance  Minister  may  from  time  to  time, 
instruct  the  superintendent  of  insurance  to  visit 
the  bead  offlce  of  any  company  licensed  under 
this  Act  and  incorporated  elsewhere  than  within 
Canada,  and  to  examine  Into  the  general  condi- 
tion  and  affairs  of  such  company  ;  and  if  such 
company  declines  to  permit  such  examination, 
or  refuse  to  give  any  information  necessary  for 
such  purpose  in  its  possession  or  control,  its 
license  shall  be  withdrawn. 

Then  Senatw  Poirier  to<A  a  very  strong 

stand  and  spoke  as  follows  : 

Our  laws  are  very  strict  with  regard  to 
stock  companies,  whicb  are  called  old  l]ne  oom- 
panles.  They  have  to  make  a  heavy  deposit 
and  have  a  large  reserve.  Before  they  can  get 
a  permit  to  begin  business  they  must  deposit 
150,000  witb  the  Minister  of  Finance,  and,  fur- 
ther, they  have  to  deposit  additional  sums  as 
the  Minister  of  Finance  and  the  superintendent 
of  Insurance  think  proper,  and  we  know  that 
some  strong  companies  have  deposited  with  the 
government  as  much  as  |T5O,0O0.  I  believe  that 
Is  perfectly  right,  and  that  we  should  protect 
the  people  who  Insure,  because  that  business 
is  not  well  understood  even  by  lawyers,  and 
laymen  who  do  not  understand  It  at  all,  should 
be  protected.  '  I  a#prove  of  rigorous  measures 
being  adopted,  but  under  this  Bill  those  mea- 
sures would  only  apply  to  companies  which  are 
already  safe  and  which  have  cr^ltal  in  some 
oases  amounting  to  $30,000,000  or  140.000.000, 
while  the  assessment  companies  having  no 
assets  whatever,  are  permitted  to  enjoy  all  the 
heneflts  of  the  law  while  they  incur  cone  of  Its 
charges  or  obligations.  Again.  I  think  that  is 
not  right.  We  ought  to  protect  our  ueople  and 
protect  the  regular  companies  doing  business 
on  sound  principles,  against  companies  which 
have  no  assets  whatever  and  cannot  even  be 
brought  before  a  court  of  Justice  to  compel 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


them  to  meet  their  obligations — companies  rep- 
resented by  respectable  men  some  of  ihem,  but 
others  having  at  their  head  men  -vho  have  not 
a  cent  of  tbelr  own  invested.  If  such  companies 
should  fail,  as  I  could  prove  they  almost  all 
Invariably  do,  because  their  basis  is  a  false 
one,  they  ought  to  be  required  lo  he&r  the  same 
burdens  as  regular  companies.  They  should  not 
enjoy  all  the  privileges  and  be  ^-ubject  tr>  none 
of  the  responsibilities  imposed  by  the  law  upon 
stock  companies. 

Another  gentleman  who  spoke  very  strong- 
ly was  the  late  Senator  Ogilvy.  He  objected 
to  the  Bill  because  It  contained  some  clauses 
that  were  most  vicious.    He  said  : 

Many  of  these  companies,  vhen  they  are 
started  have  not  the  loasi  backxrounl  -o  «ork 
on.  Take  a  stock  company  which  has  to  de- 
posit (50,000  with  the  Finance  Department,  and 
you  have  not  only  the  security  of  the  stock- 
holders, but  you  have  also  the  security  of  tlitt 
deposit.  Now  these  mutual  insurance  companies 
preieud  to  Insure  for  almost  nothing,  which 
everybody"  knows  cannot  be  done,  and  they  go 
on  doing  a  business  that  kills  the  regular  in- 
surance companies,  and  does  not  at  the  same 
time  protect  the  interest  of  the  people  who  are 
insured  with  them.  I  could  mention  more  than 
one  case  In  Canada  already  where  policy-holders 
have  come  to  grief,  simply  because  this  was  not 
done.  I  hope  the  Minister  of  Justice,  with  bis 
usual  care  of  all  Acts  that  are  introduced  here, 
when  the  Bill  comes  before  us  again  will  look 
into  it  most  carefully  and  see  that  provision  is 
made  for  a  proper  deposit  before  such  com- 
panies are  allowed  to  go  Into  operation  at  all. 

That  was  pretty  good  warning  aa  to  tlie 
folly  even  dl  recognizing  those  mutual  as- 
sessment companleB.  Mr.  Wells  seems  to 
have  been  very  successful  however.  ue 
managed  to  get  the  law  put  on  the  statute- 
book.  1  hold  in  my  hand  the  last  number 
of  the  '  Economist '  for  the  month  of  May. 
Tihey  seem  to  entertain  a  much  better  opin- 
ion of  this  Bill  than  my  hmi.  friend  does, 
but  before  referring  to  that  I  will  Just  read 
some  of  the  comments  they  make.  They 
quote  the  Bill  and  they  say  : 

Each  holder  of  an  assessment  policy  shall 
within  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  the  license, 
give  notice  to  the  company  which  of  the  options 
he  selects,  and  in  default  of  such  notice  be 
shall  be  deemed  to  have  selected  the  first. 

This  proposed  legislation  has.  doubtless,  been 
framed  as  a  measure  of  self  preservation  by 
some  of  those  connected  with  asseaements 
who  are  far-sigbted  enough  to  anticipate  the  In- 
evitable. But  the  question  will  naturally  arise, 
if  the  assessment  system  of  life  Insurance  is 
impossible  as  a  permanent  success,  why  was 
that  not  discovered  long  ago  by  the  actuarial 
and  financial  experts  who  are  supposed  to  ad- 
vise those  members  of  the  government  who  are 
not  deeply  versed  in  these  matters  ? 

And  be  goe»  on  to  discuss  the  Act  of  188&. 
When  the  Bill  of  1889  was  brought  up  there 
was  another  discussion  and  he  says  : 
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It  does  seem  eariotu  to  me  tbat  the  sovem- 
ment  should  allow  these  assessment  compaaies 
to  so  forth  and  do  business  in  Caneda.  stamped 
witb  the  sBDction  of  the  gOTernment,  when  their 
own  superinteodeDt  of  Insuraace  tells  them  that 
the  principle  upon  which  they  do  business  Is 
not  one  which  he  can  recommend,  which  Is 
purely  experimental,  and  he  does  not  know 
whether  it  Is  sound  or  not. 

Sir  Bit-hard  Cartwrlght  also  strongly  criti- 
cised tiie  form  of  the  Bill,  and  he  quotes 
a  number  of  gentlemen  of  high  Integrity 
who  condemn  that  system  also,  but  tbis 
paper  does  not  hesitate  to  say  that  It  Is  a 
mere  matter  of  time  vhen  they  mast  come 
down.    They  further  say  : 

The  I.  O.  P.  of  Canada,  an  assessment  society 
which  operates  under  Dominion  Incorpuratton. 
has  Insurance  in  force  of  over  $238,000,000,  but 
Its  accumulated  funds  only  amount  to  some  $30 
per  $1,000  insurance  In  force.  [Assessment 
societies  should  be  compelled  to  provide  the 
proper  reserve  for  each  policy  each  year  ami 
also  submit  a  valuation  of  their  assets  and 
liabilities  to  the  Insurance  Department,  la  order 
tbat  policy-holders  may  be  protected. 

They  also  quote  the  Ancient  Order  of 
Unltt'd  Workmen,  and  they  say : 

The  A.  O.  U.  W.  of  Ontario,  which  has  over 
$72,000,000  insurance  in  force,  is  on  the  eve  of 
collapse.  Some  thirty-five  Canadian  assessment 
Insurance  societies  have  already  gone  to  the 
wall. 

So  that  this  compimy  does  not  stand  alone. 

This  company  has  maintained  Its  footing, 
but  they  have  seen  the  folly  of  It  and 
declined  to  issue  any  mnttiat  policies  since 
1899.  I  think  this  question  Is  a  very  Im- 
portant one.  I  did  think  of  sending  this 
Bill  to  the  special  committee,  though  not  as 
representative  as  I  should  like  to  bare  seen 
It.  It  is  not  the  proper  way  to  deal  with  a 
large  subject  of  this  character,  and  on  that 
account  I  took  strong  objection  the  other  day 
to  the  formation  of  that  committee.  I  con- 
sidered that  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
■Committe**.  a.s  a  representative  body,  em- 
bracing a  very  large  number  of  members 
of  this  Honse  was  a  better  committee,  and 
I  felt  if  they  could  make  some  suggestion 
it  would  receive  the  consideration  of  this 
chamber,  and  that  Is  the  sole  reason  for 
my  action.  My  hon  friend  Interpreted  my 
action  as  an  endeavour  to  sustain  this  par- 
ticular company.  X  am  doing  nothing  of  the 
kind.  I  am  simply  calling  attention  to  the 
general  ptinciple.  The  company  seems  to 
have  recognized  the  fallacy  of  insurance  of 
this  sort,  and  have  long  since  ceased  to  do 


business  In  Canada  on  tbat  basis,  and  I 
know  tbat  no  possible  good  could  arise  by. 
a  report  of  the  committee,  because  there 
is  no  report  they  could  make.  They  could 
perhaps  damage  the  company,  and  In  that 
way  make  It  perhaps  Impossible  for  them 
to  allot  any  compensation  to  the  unfortunate 
policy-holders  tbat  are  caught  In  this  net, 
but  in  matters  of  contract  between  the  com- 
pany and  the  policy-holders  that  is  entirely 
within  the  prerogative  of  the  provincial 
legislature.  We  have  no  power  to  disturb 
a  contract  existing  between  the  policy-hold- 
ers and  the  company,  and  therefore,  we 
could  accomplish  nothing.  No  good  could  be 
gained.  It  is  a  matter  of  notoriety.  I  think! 
I  have  given  abundant  evidence  that  all 
these  companies  were  extravagantly  man- 
aged. The  temptation  was  very  strong. 
They  got  a  lai^e  amount  of  money  on  a 
percentage  basis  to  carry  on  tiie  affairs  oC 
the  company,  which  money  went  to  the 
management.  Those  highest  In  office  pro- 
bably got  the  most,  therefore  It  did  not  seem 
to  me  If  the  committee  was  delegated  to 
point  out  how  relief  could  be  obtained, 
that  they  were  seeking  the  right  method 
of  doing  It  I  think  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  misrepresentation.  This  company 
has  been  conducted  probably  on  very  much 
safer  and  better  Hues  than  other  companies' 
I  am  speaking  merely  of  the  system,  and 
not  of  the  merits  or  demerits  of  this  par-* 
tlcular  company.  I  am  speaking  entirely 
of  the  principle  upon  which  the  mutual 
assessment  plan  is  based.  The  representat- 
ions which  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time  by  the  bon.  Senator  from  Rothesay, 
I  think  have  been  exaggerated.  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  seriously  believed 
the  statements  he  made,  because  it  seemed 
absolutely  Impossible  that  the  absurd  pro- 
posal and  statements  that  were  put  before 
me  here  could  be  true,  because  there  are 
certainly  people  near  headquarters  that 
would  have  discovered  this  who  would  not 
have  allowed  It  to  go  on,  and  the  only  effect 
of  an  investigation  by  the  committee  that 
I  can  see,  would  be  to  still  further  weaken 
If  iwssfble  or  throw  discredit  upon  this  com- 
pany. If  the  company  are  willing  to  come 
to  the  aid  of  the  pollcy-bolders,  surely  14 
is  our  duty  rather  to  encourage  them  than 
to  discourage  them.   If  this  BUI  la  rejbc^ 
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tliey  will  not  be  iiffected  by  it  at  all,  It  Is 
not  e8i>ecially  in  Uielr  interests.   They  bare 
a  contract  with  the  policy-holders.  Those 
who  chose  to  continue  and  meet  the  1m 
evitable  will  perhaps  continue  from  year 
to  year.    Those  who  are  wise  will  sacri- 
fice nil  thpy  have  paid  at  the  present.  It 
by  getting'  the  company  .to  accept  thei 
amounts  they  have  already  paid  and  issu-^ 
ing  to  them  a  new  policy,  I  maintain  their 
position  will  be  so  mtich  Improved.   It  will 
be  a  certain  advantage.    They  will  not 
get  back  what  they  expect.   No  doubt  about 
that.    They  cannot  recover  It.    There  Is 
no  way  to  recover  it.    This  is  a  mutual 
company :    who  are  you  going  to  recovec 
against— your  mutual  friends  ?  It  is  not  a  ] 
stock  company.    Tou  cannot  even  get  at ' 
the  deposit  here ;    that  fund  cannot  b^  ^ 
touched  unless  the  whole  thing  goes  up;' 
then  it  will  go  into  court.  Thnt  is  the  only  , 
solution  of  the  matter.   But  as  each  policy- 
holder  leaves  this  terrestrial  sphere,  those 
who  are  still  holders  of  the  policies  here  are 
asHossed  according  to  the  various  amounts,  ^ 
as  ill  any  assessment  society.  It  sprung  out  j 
of  a  simple  condition  of  affairs.  Benevolent 
societies  were  established  by  persons  whtf 
knew  each  other,  aud  they  each  contributed 
to  a  fund,  and  while  they  were  all  honest  | 
and  true  to  each  other,  the  fund  was  not  ^ 
wasted,  and  th?  funeral  expenses  were  paid 
to  the  widow  and  something  besides  ;   but  | 
later  on  a  different  condition  of  things  a^ose  < 
when  the  business  was  enlarged  and  the 
chances  for  fraud  and  the  chances  to  take 
the  money   increased.     They   said  :  The 
policy-hf^ders  have  to  depend  upon  each 
Other  to  pay  the  death  claims,  but  as  far  as 
the  fees  thnt  nre  paid  are  concerned  they 
are  smalt,  individually,  and  they  go  to  sup- 
port the  management  of  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUIiLDN— I  cannot  find  any- 
tlrely  from  the  statement  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto.  I  do  not  profess  to 
one  of  these  three  options,  they  cannot  re- 
main out. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  draw  my  opinion  en- 
tirely from  the  statement  by  the  hon.  gen-  ! 
tleman  from  Toronto.  I  do  not  profess  to 
know  anything  about  the  details  of  the  Bill. 
This  BUI  may  be  changed  when  it  goes  to 
committee.  Probably  when  Mr.  Fitzgerald 
Hoc  Mr.  SCOTT. 


goes  over  It.  he  will  make  certain  changes. 
I  understood  he  said  that  further  changes 
might  be  nude  In  committee,  but  as  fav 
as  the  principle  went,  it  was  the  only  thing 
that  could  be  done.  There  was  no  other 
channel  open,  no  other  method  that  could 
be  applied,  and  I  cannot  understand  how 
hon.  gentlemen  will  look  at  it  in  any  otheil 
light.  I  am  not  in  any  way  responsible  foil 
the  details  of  the  Bill,  I  have  not  takeni 
any  Interest  in  it  I  thought  we  might 
consider  it  when  It  got  to  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (RC.>-~I  should 
like  to  ask  why  it  Is  made  a  part 
of  the  General  Insurance  Act  It  Invltefl 
other  companies  to  come  In  and  take  ad-« 
rantnge  of  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  whe- 
ther good  or  bad. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Let  me  say 
with  reference  to  the  question  as  to  the 
option  about  continuing  on  the  present  plan, 
perhaps  it  will  be  more  convenient  if  X 
make  an  explanation  of  the  subject  in  addi- 
tion to  the  explanations  made  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  about  the  introduction  ol 
the  Bill,  because  It  arises  out  of  that  Af- 
ter the  suggestion  was  made  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  which  I  learned  of  berore, 
about  a  Bill  to  embody  certain  proposals 
that  would  give  some  measure  of  relief  to 
the  policy-holders,  a  Bill  was  prepared  and 
was  submitted  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  as  I  was 
informed,  and  then  presented  to  me,  and  1 
was  asked  If  I  would  introduce  t3iat  Bill. 
I  read  the  Bill,  and  said  that  If  it  had  the 
approval  of  the  suiierintendent  of  insurance 
I  would  be  quite  ready  to  introduce  It,  but 
I  should  like  to  speak  to  the  superintendent 
of  insurance  about  It.  An  appointment  was 
made,  and  I  saw  the  superintendent  on  the 
subject  The  result  of  the  Interview  w^as 
that  a  suggestion  was  made  by  myself  as' 
to  further  options  that  might  be  given  to  the 
policy-holders,  and  those  were  considered 
by  the  superintendent  of  Insurance  and 
adopted,  and  upon  that  the  Bill  was  framed 
in  the  form  in  which  It  is  now  presented  to 
me,  and  I  was  asdced  then  to  Introduce  it 
I  saw  him  personally  again  before  intro- 
ducing It  and— I  wish  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Wellington  to  understand  this  now — 
he  informed  me  distinctly  that  lie  approved 
of  the  principle  of  tiie  Bill,  and  after  what 
has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  tsecretary  ot 
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State,  I  think  that  It  will  be  perfectly  plain 
that  he  did,  and  when  I  sugsested  to  him  j 
the  possibility  of  there  being  other  options 
0Ten.  as  for  Instance,  the  option  that  they 
shonid  continue  on  the  assemment  plan,  -bis  | 
answer  was  that  that  and  other  matters  oi  [ 
detail  could  be  considered  In  the  committee , 
and  probably  other  changes  would  hare  to  ; 
be  made.  That  is  the  way  in  which  It  was, ' 
and  that  is  the  reason  I  suggested  that  It 
should  go  before  the  Banking  and  *Jom- 
merce  Committee.  On  that  same  day  the 
conTersatlon  occurred,  and  within  a  tew 
bonrs  the  Bill  was  presented  to  me  here,  so . 
that  I  understood  when  I  was  making  tne  | 
statement  about  this  Bill  that  it  was  not  to ; 
be  considered  that  the  principle  of  the  Bill  i 
was  thoroughly  affirmed  but  that  it  was 
simply  to  pass  the  second  readin|  and  go 
before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, wliere  the  whole  subject  of  the  re- 
lief could  be  consddered  at  large,  and  there 
every  kind  of  option  could  be  given  that 
could  be  suggested.  1  tbereEore  understood 
that  the  whole  matter,  including  the  option 
to  remain  as  you  are,  the  three  options  that 
are  presented  in  the  Bill,  and  not  the  two 
spoken  of  by  hon.  geutlemen,  were  under- 
stood by  the  statement  I  made  before  the 
House,  and  that  Is  the  way  in  which  it  was.  1 
did  not  give  the  details  of  the  different  Inter- 
views, because  1  did  not  think  it  was  con- 
venient, but  there  has  been  so  much  insinua- 
tion and  so  much  suggestion  mivde  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  thought  right  to  make 
the  statement  he  has  made,  and  I  think  it 
right  I  should  make  this  explanation.  As  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria,  If  he  will  take  the  trouble  to  look 
at  the  Insurance  Act  he  will  And  that  any 
company  doing  business  on  the  assessment 
plan  may  obtain  a  license  here  on  the  con- 
ditions which  are  prescribed  by  the  Insur- 
ance Act.  Many  companies  have  aTalied 
themselves  of  that  privilege,  and  are  doing 
business  here  now — several  at  all  events. 
Tben  he  will  find  that  by  an  ameudment 
that  was  effected  In  18^,  supplementary 
power  was  granted.  The  supplementary 
power  that  was  granted  was  one  by  which 
a  company  doing  business  on  the  assess- 
ment plan,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
as  it  tben  stood,  might  go  into  the  business 
on  the  level  premium  plan  as  we  call  it,  or 
fixed  premium  plan,  and  in  that  case,  that 


it  should  make  Its  deposit  in  respect  of  the 
fixed  premium  business  separate  and  distinct 
from  the  deposit  in  the  hands  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  that  was  to  continue  In  the  hands 
of  the  government  In  respect  of  the  assess- 
ment plan  business,  and  It  was  provided 
that  If  a  company  had  done  tSiat  It  should 
cease  to  take  new  business  on  the  assess- 
ment plan  and  should  do  business  only  on 
the  genera]  plan.  It  will  be  seen,  therefore, 
that  it  is  that  particular  clause  of  the  Act 
that  we  are  striking  at  here,  ai||d  one  of  the 
matters  I  Intended  to  submit,  and  I  think 
I  stated  that  in  the  House — was  whether 
they  s^hould  not  also  recommend  a  repeal  of 
the  section  which  enables  an  assessment 
company  to  do  the  regular  line  business. 
But  I  did  not  wish  to  tie  the  House  or  my- 
self to  a  principle  of  that  kind  in  the  Bill, 
which  !  hare  not  fairly  worked  out  and  on 
which  life  insurance  companies  have  not 
generally  been  heard.  That  Is  why  it  is  a 
necessary  ameudment  to  section  42  of  tiiac 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.G.)— I  thank 
the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  explanation,  but 

the  Act  does  not  deal  with  a  case  of  this 
kind  of  quasi  insolvency. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  Hon.  gen- 
tleman Is  entirely  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Is  there 
not  an  arrangement  being  made  by  this  Bin, 
to  pay  the  clients  of  the  company  less  than 
they  are  entitled  to  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Not  at  all.  It 
is  a  proposal  for  the  relief  of  the  company, 
to  save  the  assured  from  being  subjected 

to  very  heavy  assessments. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hon.  friend 
cannot  be  serious  in  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— And  therefore  it  is  not 
because  this  company  is  in  Insolvency.  It 
is  not  so  at  all.  If  the  bon.  gentleman  will 
read  the  statement  embodied  In  the  petition 
presented  by  the  company  to  this  House,  It 
win  be  apparent  that  Its  financial  position 
is  not  at  all  one  of  Insolvency  ;  that,  on  the 
contrary,  it  has  Its  reserve  for  the  full 
amount  required  by  the  Act ;  and,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  it  has  a  surplus  of  some  $466,000. 
That  statement  is  before  the  House,  so  that 
tliereisiin  entire  misjipprehenslon  in  tiilking 
iiliout  insolvency;  and  I  am  not  surprised,  be- 
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cause  so  mucb  has  been  said  about  tbe 
comptuiy,  and  said  without  any  proof,  here 
on  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  and  after  read- 
ing tbe  statements  on  both  sides,  I  am  not 
surprised  with  any  one  running  away  with 
the  Idea  that  It  is  Insolvent.  But  It  Is  not 
so. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVlflLE— It  is  Insolvent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  did  a  large 
business,  bat.  by  reason  of  dissensions  in  the 
management  of  the  company,  its  business 
was  reduced,  so  much  reduced  that  they  saw 

the  necessity  of  going  Into  regular  life  busi- 
ness. I  desire  to  disabuse  tbe  minds  of 
hoii.  gentlemen  altogether  about  that.  If 
it  were  an  insolvent  company,  the  Flnanc 
Department  would  have  to  take  charge  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  fB.C.)-Is  the  pro- 
posed arrangement  not  more  for  the  benefit 
of  tbe  company  than  for  those  who  pay  as- 
sessments and  dues  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

.Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  tB.C.)-I  have  al- 
ways thought  this  should  be  a  separate 
Bill,  perfectly  free  from  general  insurance 
legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX— One  word  in  ex- 
planation of  the  position  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  assumes.  I  am  very  glad  be 
has  oITered  his  explanation  to  the  Senate. 
I  tooI(  the  point  that  there  were  only  two 
options  in  tbe  Bill  to  all  those  holding  poli- 
cies. He  challenged  my  statement  on  that 
point ;  and  now,  by  his  statement,  he  vir- 
tually confesses  that  I  was  right ;  and  I 
was  right,  because  there  are  only  two  op- 
tions In  the  Bill.  He  says  it  was  tbe  inten- 
tion—and  I  have  no  doubt  it  was— to  put  in 
an  additional  option,  and  be  might  possibly 
hare  been  under  tbe  impression  It  was  put 
in :  but  when  I  made  tbe  statement  that 
there  were  only  two  options  in  the  Bill,  I 
was  undoubtedly  right. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the 
cbair. 

After  Becess. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  propose 
to  tike  up  much  time  In  discussing  this 
question.  It  has  been  very  ;imply  discussed 
for  many  weeks  past.  I  have  not  bad  the 
pleasure  of  being  present  in  the  House 
Airing  the  whole  of  this  debate,  bnt  I  have 
Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


heard  my  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay  on 
several  occasions  putting  forward  his  view-s, 
and  have  also  beard  other  hon.  gentlemen 
discussing  tbe  question,  and  there  has  prob- 
ably been  nearly  all  the  discussion  that 
will  prove  serviceable  upon  the  subject 
My  own  view  with  regard  to  tbe  Mntaal 
Reserve  Company  is  simply  this :  They 
bare.  In  my  opinion— and  that  Is  no  new 
opinion  at  all,  because  I  have  held  it  for 
many'  years— carried  on  business  In  Can- 
ada on  a  fallaceoos  principle.    There  may 
have   been   mismanagement  and  wrong- 
doing ;   there  certainly   bas  been  qaar- 
relling  In  Qie    managraient,   bnt   I  at- 
tribute tbe  present  unfortunate  positioo 
'  of   tbe   Canadian   policy-holders   in  that 
!  company    more    to    the    fallaceous  sya- 
;  tem  on  ^icb  tbe  company  have  been  doing 
j  business  than  to  any  other  cause  whatever. 
My  bon.  friend  from  Rothesay,  daring  the 
u'.dresses  be  has  given  In  this  House  on 
tlie  subject,  hns  directed  his  attention  very 
iiuich  towards  exposing  the  management  of 
t!ie  Mutual  Reserve  Company,  and  he  bas 
incidentally — I  do  not  Imagine  for  a  mo. 
ment  that  he  started  out  with  any  such 
ob.iect — ^Impeached    the    Finance  Minister 
and  the  department  of  insurance  very  seri- 
ously, because  if  matters  have  been  as  bad 
as  be  says  they  are,  and  the  Insurance 
department  has  been  apathetic  and  has  not 
performed  Its  duty  towards  the  company 
■i  ml   tbe   public,   no   more   serious  charge 
cdukl  be  laid  against  tbe  Finance  Minister 
and  tbe  department  of  insurance.    For  my 
own  part,  I  am  free  to  say  that  I  believe 
not  only  tbe  present  Finance  Minister,  but 
former  finance  ministers  and  tbe  depart- 
ment of  insurance  all  through,  and  tbe  par- 
J  liament  of  Canada,  if  you  like,  have  some- 
I  thing  to  answer  for  on  account  of  having 
j  legalized  and  continuing  to  legalize  these 
I  assessment  companies   doing  basiness  in 
I  Canada.   .X   believe   that  a   very  great 
I  mistake  was  made  when  that  was  done, 
and    we  are    now    reaping    the  coose- 
I  (luences  of  our  folly.   I  wlW  go  further  and 
j  say.  although  I  do  not  want  to  be  an  alarm- 
;  i-*t.  I  fear  we  are  still  going  the  same  way 
,  to  a  certain  extent,  and  that  a  gi*eat  deal 
of  what  is  called  Insurance  In  Canada,  which 
I  U  apparently  turning  out  all  right,  will 
one  day  cause  a  great  deal  of  trouble,  such 
I  as  has  occurred  with  the  Mutual  Reserve 
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and  other  assessment  compauies.  I  think 
that  the  Insnrance  department  and  tbe  De- 
[liirtinent  of  Fiuiiiice  are  really  open  to 
cluirges  of  neglect  of  duty,  inasmuch  (is 
tbey  are  not  taking  up  this  question  more 
8«[ousIy.  There  Is  less  exxmse  for  tbem 
ttHlay  than  there  was  for  the  goverament 
end  parliament  of  Canada  In  1885,  when 
tbis  system  was  allowed  to  be  Introduced 
into  Canada,  because  they  have  so  much 
before  them  In  the  way  of  evidence  of  the 
evil  effects  of  assessment  Insurance,  and 
therefore  they  are  more  culpable  in  many 
iiistances  where  they  have  failed  to  Inter- 
liose  tbeir  power  to  curtail,  or  restrict,  or 
entirely  prevent  tbe  operation  of  fallacious 
Insurance  In  the  country.  But  I  conceive 
ll;;it  lit  the  present  moment  we  have  a  duty 
to  perform,  even  more  serious  than  that  of 
exposing  the  affairs  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve 
or  other  companies  following  fallacious  me- 
thodii  of  insurance,  or  of  impeaching  the 
F!n:iiice  Department,  or  the  department  of 
iDsuranee ;  we  have  a  duty  devolving  upon 
rs,  :iiid  that  is  to  do  the  best  that  can  pos- 
Rihlj-  be  done  at  this  moment  for  the  relief 
< '  Canadian  policy-holders  in  connection 
with  this  company,  or  it  may  be  in  connec- 
tion with  other  assessment  companies.  That 
is  tt  point  on  which  I  should  be  inclined  to 
«rltldM  the  hon.  memt>er  from  Rothesay ; 
I  notice  that  bis  efforts  seem  to  have  been 
dlrt^ted  very  much  more  In  tbe  line  of  ex- 
P'lsing  the  affairs  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Company,  and  of  criticising  Incidentally 
,tt]g  department  of  insurance,  than  it  has 
bwii  In  the  line  of  sugKestIng  some  relief 
for  the  Canadian  policy-holders.  The  course 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  pursued  In  this 
House  during  the  last  two  or  three  weeks 
has  made  It  still  more  Imperative  on  this 
parliament  to  defll  with  tbe  question  of 
relief  for  tbe  Cnnadiau  policy-holders,  be- 
Ciiuse  the  effect  of  this  discussion  will  be 
very  disastrous  indeed  upon  the  interest  of 
these  policy-holders.  I  predict  that  If  par- 
liament goes  on  exposing  wrong-doing, 
ami  turning  inside  out  the  affairs  of  this  | 
comiiany  In  a  manner  most  discreditable  to 
them,  tbe  effect  of  it  will  be  that  nearly  all  | 
t!ii)st*  who  bold  policies  on  tbe  assessment  j 
plan  in  that  company  will,  probably,  before  i 
the  year  Is  out,  or  before  very  long  at  all 
ereots,  allow  all  their  policies  to  lapse.  If ; 
nothing  Is  done,  after  all  the  attention  I 
thiit  has  been  called  la  this  House  and  the 


press  to  this  company,  and  tbe  many  bad 
things  said  about  their  operations  and  their 
system  of  insurance,— if  parliament  rises 
without  finding  some  measure  of  relief  the 
ftrfv-t  will  be  that  as  much  of  this  insur- 
jince  win  be  dropped  In  a  few  months  as 
has  been  dropped  In  ns  many  years. 
The .  hon.  member  from  Rothesay  has 
the  Tisht,  as  a  member  of  this  House,  to  dis- 
cuss matters  of  this  kind  as  he  has  done.  It 
will  always  be  tbe  right  and  duty  of  mem- 
bers of  parliament  to  use  their  positions  and 
influence  for  tbe  purpose  of  exposing  what 
they  consider  wrong-doing,  but  tbe  effect  of 
the  course  he  has  pursued,  and  the  attention 
he  has  directed  to  the  subject  will  be  such 
as  I  have  Indicated,  unless  some  remedy  is 
provided  at  the  present  session  of  parlia- 
ment. The  motion  which  my  hon.  friend 
made  to  postpone  the  cosideratlon  of  this 
Bin  until  the  4th  July  is  one  which  It  would 
be  very  unfortunate  indeed  for  the  House  to 
adopt  The  committee  which  has  been 
struck  to  investigate  this  company  was 
not  instructed  to  devise  any  measure 
of  relief,  yet  it  Is  proposed  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  this 
Bill  unti!  tbe  4th  July.  At  that  time 
this  House  will  have  been  nearly  four 
months  In  session.  Members  will  be  very 
weary  and  anxious  to  get  home.  There 
will  be.  as  there  is  always  at  the  close  of 
the  session,  a  great  rush  of  measures  from 
xh*\  other  branch  of  parliament,  and  the 
I'ftt'ct  will  be  that  ample  consideration  can- 
not' possibly  be  given  to  any  measure  of 
relief  If  tbe  consideration  of  this  Bill  Is 
postponed  until  the  4th  July.  The  result 
will  be  that  we  will  part  without  having 
done  anything  in  the  way  of  applying  a 
rfiiiody.  1  have  not  given  the  matter  as 
much  consideration  iis  I  ought.  I  have 
l<  i.lu'ii  at  it  casually,  and  I  am  not  sure 
tlint  we  Clin  give  nny  ample  or  adequate 
n-lief.  At  all  events  it  In  our  duty  to  see 
what  we  can  do.  The  Bill  which  the  hon. 
member  fi-om  Toronto  has  submitted  to  the 
House  may  be  very  imperfect.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  tlmt  It  could  be  Improved 
!tnd  changed  in  very  Important  particulars. 
\\"e  should,  therefore,  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
rt'rtd  tile  second  time,  and  sent  to  a  com- 
mittee i-omposed  of  hon.  gentlemen  who 
:ii>e  most  conversant  with  Insurance  'ques- 
tions, including  the  members  of  tbe  com- 
mittee that  has  already  been  struck  for  the 
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jiwrpose  of  investigating  the  nCfuirg  of  tbe 
eompnny.  If  we  were  to  do  tliat  the  super- 
intendent of  insurance  could  be  brought  be- 
fore the  committee,  and  bis  and  other  ex- 
vert  opinions  elicited.  We  would  bare  the 
nilvlce  and  assistance  of  some  of  the  .iblest 
v:etitk'men  In  tbe  Senate.  Tbey  would  put 
thf'ir  heads  together,  and  try  and  find  some 
Vfi  icdy  for  the  policy-holders  of  this  com- 
l.aiiy.  To  my  mind,  there  are  two  options 
distinctly  set  forth  In  this  Bill  by  which 
a  certain  measnre  of  relief  would  be  given 
to  pollcy-bolders  on  tbe  assessment  plan 
in  this  company.  I  tblnk  there  would  have 
to  b<.'  some  other  provisions  also.  It  seems 
to  me  indispensable  at  the  start  that  we 
slioiild  taiie  no  man's  legal  rights  away. 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Hear.  hear.  i 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  should  be  open 
for  any  policy-holder  In  this  company 
to  refuse  or  accept  any  of  these  options  and 
to  continue  to  contest  any  legal  right  which 
he  tblnks  be  has  against  this  company.  We 
should  in  addition  to  that.  If  any  policy-hold- 
er prefers  to  remain  In  the  company  on  tbe 
assessment  plan,  permit  blm  to  remain  there 
if  he  so  desires  and  taiie  his  chances,  and 
we  might  give  him  also  tbe  options  that  are 
contained  in  the  Bill  submitted  by  the  hou. 
gentleman  from  Toronto.  We  might  be  able 
to  do  much  more  than  that.  However,  I  only 
Indicate  some  points  that  have  suggested 
themselves  to  my  mind.  For  the  reasons 
which  I  have  given,  and  which  I  do  not  care 
to  amplify  at  any  length  Just  now,  we  should 
not  agree  to  the  motion  to  postpone  tbe  con- 
sideration of  this  Bill  until  the  4th  of  July, 
and  we  should  give  the  Bbl  a  second  reading 
without  committing  ourselves  to  Its  prin- 
ciple. I  am  not  going  by  my  vote  for 
tbe  second  reading  to  commit  myself  to  the 
principle  of  It  It  is  a  well  recognized  rule 
that  such  a  course  can  be  and  very 
often  Is  pursued.  We  can  send  tbe  Bill  be- 
fore the  committee  and  other  propositions 
may  be  brought  up,  and  it  will  be  found  later 
on  whether  any  adequate  remedy  can  be 
given  the  Canadian  policy-holders  in  this 
Mutual  Reserve  Company,  at  the  same  time 
that  will  not  interfere  With  the  investigation 
which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  Is 
pursuing  with  regard  to  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  the  company.  There  will  be  no 
cinshing  as  far  us  I  can  see,  and  I  therefore 
desire  to  intimate  that  if  the  House  does  not 
Hon.  Hr.  FBHGUSON. 


agree  to  the  motion  to  adjourn  tbe  debate 
until  tbe  4th  July,  that  I  shall  move  for  sach 
a  reference  as  I  have  indicated,  to  the  com- 
mittee for  tbe  purpose  ot  endeavouring  to  de- 
vise a  remedy  for  tbe  position  in  which  the 
policy-holders  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Life 
Association  are  idaced  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  bon.  gentleman 
had  better  move  the  amendment  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  rise  to  offer  an 
amendment  to  the  motion  made  by  the  hon. 
senator  from  Rothesay.  I  move,  seconded  by 
tbe  Hon.  Mr.  McMullen  :— 

That  the  sefeond  readinc  of  this  Bill  In  re- 
gard to  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation be  poatpooed  for  eight  davs. 

1  was  very  much  astonished  to  hear  tbe 
bon.  senator  from  Marshfield  Introduce  into 
this  debate  even  tbe  slightest  suspicion  of 
l>olItlcs. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Polltles  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Yes.  We  have  been 
discussing  this  question  during  his  absence 
for  the  past  two  mraitbs,  and  I  have  listened 
to  all  tbe  speeches  and  bave  never  under- 
stood from  the  remarlis  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Rothesay  that  be  wished  to  lir<- 
peach  the  Minister  of  Finance  or  bis  deiiart- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- He  did  It  all  the 

same. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN.— The  hon.  gentleman 
siiys  be  did  It  Just  the  same,  but  those  who 
supported  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
s:iy  tool;  very  good  care,  and  I  myself  took 
vfry  good  cure  to  say  that  the  F,inance  De- 
ti;irtnient  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
tills  investigation.     If  tbe  compan.v  had 
violated  tlie  law  of  Canada  governing  its 
^'el.^tion8   between   Itself   and   Its  iwlicy- 
IxililerK.  and  the  department  did  not  take 
steps  to  enforce  respect  for  the  rights  of 
i  the    policy-holders,    then    the  department 
I  uonlil   be  nt  fault  :  but  that  is  not  tbe 
cliiirpe  made  by   the  lion,   member  from 
Itothesay.    The  charge  is  one  of  internal 
I  economy  With  which  the  department  of  in- 
I  surance  has  nothing  to  do.   The  department 
'  of  Insurance  simply  has  to  find  out  whether 
,  tlie  company  doing  Imsiness  in  this  country 
is  fulfilling  and  obeying  the  provisions  of 
j  the  Insurance  Act,  and,  according  to  ap- 
■  pejirances,  this  company  has  done  all  that, 
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so  tlint  tbe  admioistration  of  the  lusuraoce 
department,  whether  under  the  Conserva- 
tive poremment  or  under  the  Liberal  gov- 
ernment, is  not  called  Into  qaestitm  at  all. 
We  admit,  on  both  sides  of  politics,  that  the 
Mntnal  Reserve  Life  complied  with  all  the 
provisions  to  the  letter — I  will  not  say  to 
tJie  spirit  of  the  law  ;  but  what  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  member  from  Rothesay  has 
(Iiiirired  is  tbts,  thnt  there  has  been  mls- 
ni:>nfl;fement  of  the  funds  paid  by  Cana- 
dintis  into  tbe  treasury  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
w-n-e  Life  Fund  Association.  There  Is  the 
u-hote  question.  What  has  the  insurance 
ilpimrtment  to  do  with  malversation  of 
funds  ?  Thnt  pertains  to  the  police  depart- 
iiicnt  either  of  New  York  or  of  this  country. 
Neither  tbe  insurance  department  nor  Mr. 
Fitzgerald  nor  any  other  Officer  has  a  right 
to  go  to  the  company  and  say  :  'You  are 
stealing  flOO.000  a  year,  or  yonr  secretair 
is  paid  $10,000  a  year  ; '  or  '  you  are  paying 
150.000  illegally  to  your  general  manager.' 
No  officer  of  the  department  has  a  right  to 
search  for  proof  of  anythmg  of  the  kind, 
and  that  Is  the  charge  which  Is  made  by  the 
boo.  member  from  Rothesay,  that  the  funds 
of  this  company,  that  is.  tbe  money  of  the 
policy-holders,  has  been  paid  to  a  board  of 
directors,  who  are  expending  and  distribut- 
ing this  money  illegally. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  studied  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— What  is  tlie  law? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  law  is  that  the  in- 
SQtance  department  have  a  right  to  go  and 
examine  the  books  in  New  York  if  they  like. 

And  if  the  company  refuse  to  expose  their 
iHwks  and  every  paper  in  the  office  their 
Canadian  license  can  be  withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— When  I  moved  for 
pajwrs,  the  hon.  gentleman  said  they  were 
not  within  their  purview,  and  the  govern- 
ment could  not  get' the  information.  I  asked 
for  Information  at  the  start,  and  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  said  they  could  not  get 
it.  Now  be  says  they  have  right  of  access 
to  tbe  books  and  pap^ s  of  the  company,  and 
if  they  bave,  they  should  know  what  is  go- 
ing on. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  knew  what  was 
going  on. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— I  can  readily  dis- 
tinguish the  difference  between  the  position 
taken  by  tbe  hon.  member  from  Rothesay 
and  that  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State. 
The  Inspector  of  Insurance  certainly  has 
right  of  access  to  all  the  books  of  the  com- 
pany ;  but  when  an  officer  of  a  company 
steals  flOO.000  he  does  not  enter  it  in  his 
books. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.>— He  puts 
it  in  his  pocket. 

Hon.  Mr.  ,CLORAX— That  is  why  a  com- 
mittee of  inquiry  is  necessary.  I  understand 
that  the  Inspector  of  insurance  has  a  right 
to  go  tlirough  ali  tbe  transactions  of  the 
company,  but  be  is  not  enii)owei'ed  to  say 
to  the  officers  of  tbe  company  that  they 
have  done  this  or  that  wrongfully  ;  he  has 
to  take  the  books  as  they  are.  and  that  is 
why  a  committee  of  inquiry  is  required  in 
this  case.  I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
£he  istablllty  and  honesty  of  this  company 
whatever.  I  know  absolutely  nothing  about 
this  company  ;  I  am  ignorant  as  a  oliild 
in  regard  to  Its  transactions.  I  am  per- 
fectly willing  to  accept  light  from  both 
sides,  but  I  cannot  understand  why  such 
zeal,  wtiy  there  is  such  agitation  In  tbe 
corridors,  and  on  the  floor,  and  in  tbe  rooms 
of  hon.  senators  on  behalf  of  this  com- 
pjiny.  What  is  tbe  hon.  senator  from  Uothe- 
fsiiy  seeking  ?  He  is  seeking  for  protection 
of  tbe  policy -bolders.  This  company,  during 
the  past  fourteen  years,  has  carried  some 
.S4rt.000,O0O  of  insurance  In  this  country. 
Canadians,  like  tbe  hon.  senator  from  Mille 
lies  (Hon.  Mr.  David)  and  tbo  hon.  senator 
from  Rothesay  (Hon.  Mr.  Domvllle),  have 
paid  anywhere  between  .$2,000  and  $5,000 
a  year  to  this  company,  and  bave  been  un- 
able to  meet  tbe  extortionate  assessments. 

j  The  result  has  been  that  the  business  of 
tlie  company,  which  was  between  forty-two 

I  and  forty-six  millions,  is  now  only  eight 
millions  of  dollars.  Under  such  circum- 
stances Is  tbe  Senate  called  upon  to  give  the 
company  new  legislation  to  force  the  remain- 
ing eight  millions  to  drop  out.  as  so  many 
Canadian  policy-holders  bave  had  to  do  ? 
I  cannot  understand  all  this  zeal  in  behalf 
of  the  Interests  of  the  company.  If  the 
company  is  In  as  good  a  condition  as  they 
say  it  Is— and  1  know  nothing  about  It- 
it  will  bear  Investigation.  All  I  know  is  the 


Digitized  by 


Google 


316 


tjdiiifrs  of  suffering  that  have  been  brought 
to  my  notice  within  the  last  two  montha. 
Are  they  true  or  not  ?  That  is  what  the 
cooimittee  have  to  find  outv  This  com- 
mittee, as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  is  not 
a[)poiuted  to  devise  a  remedy  for  the  situa- 
tion. We  are  not  here  to  protect  the  com- 
pany or  the  policy-holders  ;  we  are  here  to 
ascertain  the  facts  and  report  them  to  this 
honourable  House,  and  the  House  after  dl 
gesting  the  facts  can  say  what  remedy  is 
required  to  meet  the  situation.  There  Is  the 
wliole  question.  I  have  no  feeling  against 
the  company  or  the  policy-holders.  As  far  at< 
I  nm  concerned,  I  see  no  necessity,  at  pre- 
s<-nt,  to  decide  upou  the  Bill.  I  am  not  op- 
P(is*h1  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marshtleld.  It  may  be  wise,  prudent 
and  necessary,  but  the  first  thing  I  consider 
this  honourable  House  ought  to  do  is  to  as- 
certain what  the  evil  is,  and  then  apply 
the  remedy.  I  simply  wish  to  explain  the 
position  I  hold  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— I  wish  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  three  points 
in  connection  with  this  matter.  In  the  first 

place,  I  think  It  will  be  generally  admitted 
that  It  was  unfortunate  that  parliament, 
in  3SSo,  amended  the  Life  Insurance  Act 
ill  ^  siK'h  a  way  as  to  give  this  com- 
pany the  status  they  liave  had  before 
tlie  public  as  a  company  licensed  .un- 
der th^  law  to  do  business  in  Canada.  I 
think  that  is  admitted  on  all  hands.  We 
should  guard  against  making  any  mistake 
now.  Let  us  carefully  investigate  the  caus-^s 
that  have  led  this  company  to  the  position 
they  now  occupy  before  parliament.  They 
tell  us  that  the  assessments  they  have  been 
collecting  were  too  low  to  enable  them 
to  carry  the  risks  they  undertook  to  carry, 
and  they  nsk  us  to  legalize  two  acts,  first 
to  Impair  the  policies  so  that  the  average 
sum  that  was  paid  by  those  who  held  poli- 
cies in  the  company  will  secure  them  poli- 
cies on  the  old  line  life  system  for  a  fixed 
amount,  or  to  legalize  them  in  calling  upon 
the  policy-holders  to  increase  the  amount 
that  they  have  contributed  In  the  last  ten 
or  fifteen  years  In  the  way  of  assessments, 
by  asking  them  to  put  up  a  lump  sum  that 
will  bring  the  amount  that  they  have  paid 
altogether  for  the  years  they  have  been 
insured  for,  say  $2,000,  up  to  what  they 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX. 


would  have  to  pay  if  they  were  Insured  In 
one  of  the  old  line  companies.  Now  these 
are  the  two  propositions.  What  does  the 
committee  want  to  do?  The  committee  say, 
'  before  we  clothe  the  company  with  that 
power,  let  ns  find  out  if  they  can  prudently 
and  properly  use  the  money  they  have  coi> 
lected  up  to  the  present  time  from  the  poli- 
cy-holders. Have  they  squandered  it! 
Have  they  sacrificed  the  money?  Are  they 
obliged  to  come  to  parliament  by  reason 
of  the  profiigacy  and  extravagance  that  his 
characterized  the  management  of  the  com- 
pany for  fifteen  years?  Is  that  why  they 
seek  relief  ? '  Is  It  not  Just  to  the  policy- 
holders that  we  should  know  whether  the 
company's  skirts  are  clean,  whether  they  are 
it)  !i  [losition  to  come  before  parliament  and 
nsk  for  iegisljitlon  of  that  Kind,  and  we  can- 
not know  that  until  the  committee  has  made 
an  Investigation  and  reported.  I  have  said 
that  we  made  a  mistake  In  1885;  we  should 
not  have  attached  to  the  Insurance  Act  ao 
amendment  that  allowed  this  company  to 
do  business  In  Canada.  It  was  a  mistake 
then;  let  us  now  rectify  that  mistake?  The 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  told  us  this  after- 
noon that  there  are  numbers  of  assessment 
companies  doing  business  In  Canada  and 
that  the  probable  end  of  all  those  companies 
Is  that  they  will  have  to  go  to  pieces.  Here 
is  a  door  opened  by  the  amendment  that  is 
now  Introduced  to  give  relief  to  the  Neir 
York  Mutual  Reserve  Company,  an  Invita- 
tion to  all  the  other  assessment  companies 
to  come  to  parliament  if  they  get  into  a 
tight  financial  position  and  ask  that  relief 
be  given  them  also.  That  will  be  the  result 
of  legislation  of  this  kind.  As  I  said  before, 
let  us  sacredly  guard  the  legislation  that 
regulates  stock  Insurance  companies  in 
which  the  people  of  this  country  are  Invest- 
ing their  money  with  the  hope  that  after 
doing  so  for  ii  lifetime  their  wives  and  child- 
ren will  have  something  to  depend  on  after 
their  death.  That  legislation  is  more  snored 
than  any  other  legislation  on  the  statute- 
hook  of  Canada  to-day  ;  moi-e  sncred  even 
than  our  banking  legislation.  If  assessment 
companies  ask  to  be  legallKed  to  do  business, 
let  it  be  by  separate  legislation,  so  that  ths 
people  of  Canada  will  know  that  we  -have 
not  touched  the  Act  which  regulates  stocl: 
companies.  Let  them  know  that  we  will 
treat  these  assessment  companies  on  their 
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owD  merits  when  they  come  to  ua  and  not  by 
an  amendment  to  the  Insurance  Act.  These 
are  the  factq  ;  let  us  get  to  the  bottom 
of  the  facts.  If  men  hare  abused  their  posi- 
tion, if  witnesses  can  prove  to  the  satls- 
faelion  of  this  House  that  that  company, 
has  afnised  Its  powers  and  has  squandered 
ili<>  money  of  those  insured  In  it,  the  best 
thing  we  can  do  Is  to  take  the  policy-holders 
out  of  their  hands  by  an  Act  of  parliament 
aod  distribute  whatever  assets  they  hare 
amongst  those  who'  are  entitled  to  the 
money.  If  these  reports  about  thetr  con- 
dition are  not  true  and  they  deserve  con- 
sideration, and  if  It  Is  considered  best  in 
the  interests  of  the  polity-holders,  to  put 
the  company  In  a  position  to  continue  doing 
boBlDesB,  we  can  govern  ourselves  accord- 
ingly, but  let  us  Iinow  first  whether  they 
have  been  guUty  or  not  guilty  of  wrong- 
doing. We  wan.t  to  see  whether  they  have  n 
clean  sheet;  if  they  have,  let  us  treat  them 
(airly  and  generously,  liut  until  we  know 
that;  I,  as  a  humble  member  of  the  House, 
am  not  prepared  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  this  BllK 

Ron.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  want  to  make 
an  explanation  with  regard  to  the  charge  of 
baring  Introduced  politics  into  the  discus- 
sion. What  I  did  say  was-.  I  knew  that  the 

boil,  gentleman  from  Rothesay  did  not  In- 
tCDd  It.  that  it  was  incidental,  but  nerer- 
theless  bis  line  of  advocacy  in  the  House 
was  an  impeachment  of  the  department. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIIiLE—I  did  not  Impeach 

the  department  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGrSON— My  hon.  friend 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  as  1  did.  for  on  Monday  last  be 
said: 

The  motion  la  a 'motion  of  want  of  eonfldenee 
In  one  of  the  moat  Important  departments  of 
tbe  government. 

And  he  further  said  : 

I  un  not  dlspoeed  to  acquiesce  in  the  reaolu- 
Uon,  beeauae  It  la  a  very  unusual  thing,  un- 
li«ard  of  Id  fact,  except  when  moved  as  it  was 
in  7ean  past  when  the  goTemment  had  an 
sdvme  majority  In  tbe  chamber  and  inquiries 
were  made  by  ^e  House,  which  ought  to  hare 
been  dlreoUy  made  by  the  government  of  the 
dir. 

80  my  hon.  frlmd  tbe  Secretary  ot  State 
read  my  bon.  friend's  course  precisely  as  I 
read  it 

.lon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  bear. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— The  discussion  has 
taken  such  a  wide  range  that  the  affairs  of 
the  committee  are  yetting  mixed  up  with  the 
legislation  which  has  been  proposed  by  tbe 
hon.  seimtor  froin  Toronto.    I  have  under 
my  hand,  and  later  on  will  take  tbe  liberty 
of  reading  to  the  House,  the  opinions  of  tbe 
Associated  Insurance  Agents  and  Presidents 
of  all  the  companies  in  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  Surely  their  opinions  ought  to  carry 
.ome  weight  in  this  House.   With  regard  to 
the  proposed  adjournment  of  this  discussion 
I  wish  to  Impress  on  the  House  that  I  agree 
entirely  with  the  idea  of  my  hon.  friend 
from  Marshfield.    The  putting  off  of  this 
Bill  until  the  fourth  of  July  is  something 
which  this  House  should  be  very  slow  to 
adopt.   This  legislation  which  Is  before  the 
House  has  nothing  to  do  wltb  tbe  allegel 
mismanagement  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life 
Insurance.  Its  object  is  to  prevent  a  recur- 
rence of  the  mismanagement,  if  there  has 
been  any.  Now,  bow  are  we  to  frame  a  Bill 
of  that  kind  unless  an  opportunity  is  given 
to  the  gentlemen  who  know  something  of 
the  insurance  business  to  be  beard.    I  am 
bound  to  say,  and  every  bon.  gentleman  In 
this  House  will  admit,  that  the  experts  In 
tbe  insurance  business  ^onld  at  least  be 
given  a  hearing,  and  tbat  Is  one  of  tbe  rea- 
sons why  I  supported  the  Bill  when  It  was 
introduced  by    the   bon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  and  the  motion  to  send  It  to  the 
Banking  and  Commerce  Committee.   It  was 
for  the  express  purpose  of  allowing  the  gen- 
tlemen who  are  opposed  to  the  legislation 
as  introduced  to  state  their  objections.  W^e 
do  not  want  to  legislate  without  having  In- 
formation  from  these  gentlemen,  if  tbelr  opi- 
nions are  worth  having.   I  am  not  here  to 
vindicate  the  Mutual  Reserve  Association. 
I  have  not  sought,  nor  do  I  wish  to  stifle  in- 
vestigation, but  I  say  do  not  so  mix  up  this 
Bill  with  the  alleged  misconduct  of  the  in- 
surance company  that  tbe  members  of  this 
House  will  not  know  whether  they  are 
voting  for  the  Bill  or  to  condemn  tbe  com- 
pany. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAIiD  (B.C.)  Whose 
Bill  Is  this  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— The  Bill  Is  a  public 
BUI  In  the  interest  of  the  Insured  people  of 
Canada,  and  I  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  Wellington,  so  far  as  this  Bill 
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is  concerDed,  that  do  more  Important  legis- 
lation can  come  before  tbia  House.  A  man 
may  be  a  shareholder  In  a  bank  or  in  a  Joint 
stock  company,  and  If  the  business  or  the 

management  of  the  company  does  not  suit 
him,  he  can  sell  out  his  stock,  but  once  be- 
come Insured  in  n  life  Insurance  company 
he  is  there  as  long  as  be  lives  and  he  cannot 
withdraw  from  it.  In  view  of  that 
fact,  this  House  ought  to  go  slowly  in 
the  matter  of  insurance  legislation,  and 
1  want  to  emphasize  what  my  hon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island  has 
said,  that  the  sooner  legislation  to  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  what  has  taken 
place  with  the  Mutual  Reserve  is  put  on 
our  statute-book,  the  better  for  the  country 
and  the  better  for  the  Insurance  companies 
all  round.  If  we  postpone  this  Bill  untU  the 
4th  July,  hon.  gentlemen  know  that  towards 
the  close  of  every  session  members  are  anx- 
ious to  get  home,  and  legislation  does  not 
receive  ut  the  hands  of  hon.  members  of 
this  House  that  careful  consideration  which 
it  would  have  when  Bills  are  dealt  with  at 
an  earlier  stage  of  the  session.  The  insur- 
ance agents,  all  those  who  are  affected  or  are 
rather  interested  In  the  Insurance  business 
in  Canada,  have  held  a  meetlQg  and  the 
president  of  the  association  sent  me  a  letter 
with  a  copy  of  a  resolution  wblch  they  sent 
to  the  Hon.  Mr.  Fielding,  calling  his  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  while  they  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill  as  proposed  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Toronto,  If  it  was  dealing  simply 
with  one  company,  and  with  one  company 
only,  and  if  these  gentlemen  who  are  In- 
terested In  the  Bill  can  convince  the  com- 
mittee that  It  Is  simply  dealing  with  that 
one  company,  then  provision  should  be  made 
for  that  one  company  only,  so  that  other 
cojupanies  cannot  take  advantage  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FOIRIER— How  can  It  be 
termed  a  public  Bill  if  It  Is  only  dealing 
with  one  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON'— I  am  not  going  to  dis- 
pute that.  I  am  going  to  show  the  House 
that  the  insurance  agents  of  the  Dominion 
look  upon  it  as  a  public  Bill.  The  Insurance 
companies,  through  thfltr  representatives, 
have  drafted  a  resolution,  a  letter,  which 
they  sent  to  Mr.  Fielding  as  the  head  of  the 
Insurance  department,  calling  his  attention 
to  the  belief  which  they  bold,  that  this  BUI 
Hod.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


Of  my  hon.  friend  from  Toronto,  is  deallas 
entirely  with  one  company  and  if  It 
is  dealing  only  with  one  company,  and  it 
it  is  only  a  private  Bill.  If  It  Is  a  pub- 
lic Bill,  it  must  be  disposed  of  In 
House  and  it  cannot  go  to  committee.  Ttien 
if  tlie  House  la  to  dispose  of  it,  how  are  we 
to  get  the  beueSt  of  the  advice  and  experi- 
ence of  men  who  have  devoted  their  lives 
to  the  life  insurance  business  ?  Surely  the 
Bill  should  go  to  some  special  committee,  la 
order  that  we  may  get  the  opinion  of  tiiese 
men. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Do  these  gentle- 
men by  any  resolution  or  act  of  tb^ 
approve  of  this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— If  the  bon  gentleman 
will  bear  with  me  I  will  read  what  they  say. 
I  ha\-e  three  or  four  letters  from  different 
people,  but  they  are  all  practically  along  the 
same  line.  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
;,'eiitieiiian  who  Is  president  of  the  Life 
Officers  Association,  and  1  shall  read  his  let- 
ter, showing  his  consent  to  lay  this  matter 
before  this  honourable  House.  It  Is  dated 
17th  May,  liNM.  from  Hamilton  and  reads  as 
follows  :— 

The  Federal  Lite  Assurance  Company. 

Hamilton,  Can.,  Hay  17,  1901. 
Hon.  William  Gibson, 

Ttie  Seoate.  Ottawa. 
Dear  Mr.  Gibson, — As  promised,  I  inclose 
berewlth  a  copy  of  a  letter  signed  by  mTself 
on  behalf  of  the  Life  Offlceri'  Association  and 
addressed  to  the  Honourable  Ur.  Fielding  In 
reference  to  Senator  Kerr'a  Bill.  Kindly  make 
such  use  of  It  as  you  may  deem  to  be  in  the 
best  Interests  of  our  companies. 

1  Incloae  a  second  copy. 

Tours  faithfully, 

DAVID  DEXTBR, 

President. 

2  encs.  (Letters). 

He  Is  president  of  the  Life  Officers'  Asso- 
ciation. This  letter  which  was  inclosed  is 
dated  from  Toronto,  May  lOth,  addreued  to 
Hon.  W.  S.  Fielding.  Minister  of  Finance, 
Ottawa,  and  reads  as  follows  :— 

The  Canadian  Life  iDauraoce  Officers'  Asso- 
ciation, Toronto. 

Toronto,  Hay  1«.  1904. 

Hon.  W.  S.  Fielding, 
Minister  of  Finance, 
Ottawa,  Ont. 
D.»ar  Sir.— On  behalf  of  the  Life  Assurance 
Companies,  members  of  this  asaoclation.  I  bare 
been  asked   to   lay  before  you   the  followlnK 
views  In  connection  with  Bill  '  H '  Introduced 
into  the  Senate  by  the  Honourable  Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto,  entitled  '  An  Act  further  to  amend  the 
Insurance  Act.* 
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1.  The  Bill  Ib  iotroauced  on  bebalf  of,  aud 
can  apply  -to  the  business  of  only  one  instt- 
tntlon,  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany, formerly  known  as  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  AasociatlOD  of  New  York  ;  yet  it  has 
been  framed  in  such  a  way  as  to  gire  the  Im- 
preaalon  that  It  Is  of  Keneral  Import.  This 
association  considers  that  the  Introduction  In- 
to the  General  Insurance  Act  of  provisions 
such  as  are  contained  in  the  Bill  in  Question, 
giving  power  to  change  the  amount  of  the 
policy,  alter  the  premium,  and  entirely  re- 
form the  contract,  would  convey  an  erroneous 
impression  to  the  Canadian  insuring  public, 
and  to  the.  Insuring  public  of  other  countries 
where  our  Canadian  companies  are  seeking  busi- 
ness. In  regard  to  the  stability  and  standing 
of  our  regular  companies,  and  of  life  assur- 
ance in  general  In  Canada. 

2.  The  association  Is  also  of  the  opinion  that 
the  General  Insurance  Act  should  not  be  made 
the  vehicle  to  give  relief  to  any  one  institution 
la  particular.  If  this  be  allowed  to  be  done 
in  the  case  under  consideration.  It  would  ap- 
pear that  H  may  form  a  dangerous  precedent. 

3.  The  members  of  the  Canadian  Life  In- 
surance Offlcers'  Association  would  respect- 
fuUjr  express  their  regret  that  there  has  been 
included  in  the  Genera]  Insurance  Act  legisla- 
tion dealing  with  assessment  assurance,  inas- 
much as  it  has  afforded  an  opportunity  for 
those  who  advocate  assessment  assurance  to 
urge  that  fcbat  class  of  assurance  and  regular 
life  assurance  being  legalized  by  the  same 
Act,  were  in  fact  the  same.  and.  as 'a  oonse- 
qtience.  many  people  have  been  deceived  there- 
by. Should  further  legislation  on  the  subject 
of  assessment  assurance  be  introduced  into 
ttie  General  Insurance  Act  as  proposed,  It  ap- 
pears to  this  association  that  it  will  have  the 
effect  of  aggravating  this  impropriety. 

i.  The  association  ventures  to  suggest  that 
vbatever  legislation  parliament  deems  It  ad- 
visable to  grant  In  the  premises,  such  legisla- 
tion should  be  In  the  nature  of  a  private  BUI, 
u  that  It  will  be  unmistakably  known  to  ap- 
ply only  to  the  society  seeking  it — the  Mutual 
Reserve— and  thus,  tbat  sound  life  assurance 
■hall  not  be  Injured  or  prejudiced  thereby. 
Tours  very  truly, 

DAVID  DEXTER. 

President. 

All  I  bave  to  say  in  condnalon  Is  that  I 
snpport  the  recommendation  of  my  bon. 
friend  from  Prince  Edward  Island,  that  thin 
is  a  subject  which  should  be  dealt  with 
without  any  further  delay,  and  that  it  is 
not  for  the  purpose  of  burking  any  Inquiry. 
It  Is  the  duty  of  parliament,  whatever  legis- 
lation is  necessary  to  safeguard  the  rights 
ot  the  assured  of  the  people  of  Canada,  that 
steps  should  be  so  taken  by  the  Senate 
witb  the  least  possible  delay. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLORAX — Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tietnan  say  he  Is  prepared  to  endorse  tbat 
resolution  ?  Is  he  prepared  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  that  Is  coiidemnerl 
by  tbe  resolutions  of  the  insurance  associa- 
tions 3 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON — I  am  prepared  to  vot*; 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  committee. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLORAX— Theu  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman endorses  tbe  principle  of  the  Bill  ? 

Uon.  Mr.  GIBSON— 1  do  uotblng  of  tbe 
kind.  If  tbe  hon.  gentleman  will  iiliow  me 
to  explain,  I  want  tbis  legislation  to  be 
]>uz  tu  shape  by  men  who  understand  tbe 
insurance  business,  and  not  to  be  done  hap- 
hazard by  bon.  gentlemen  iu  tbe  House 
who  have  not  given  the  matter  enough  at- 
tention, who  perhaps  do  not  Icnow  tbe  In- 
tricacies of  life  insurance.  1  am  not  at 
all  i)rejaaiced  against  tbe  company,  nor  au> 
1  In  its  favour  ;  but  what  I  desire  above  all 
things  is  tbat  tbe  bon.  gentleman  who  has 
introduced  this  Bill  should  be  so  assisted 
by  the  people  who  are  interested  and  who 
are  affected  thereby,  as  to  make  that  Bill 
11:4  workable  us  possible,  and  I  thiuk  there 
rs  the  greatest  danger  to  the  assured,  to 
^iiu  people  of  Canada,  If  we  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  Bill  till  tbe  4th  July, 
delaying  it  to  such  a  late  period  of  the  ses- 
sion tbat  no  matter  what  kind  of  legisla- 
tion should  coiue  down,  if  there  Is  any  evl* 
ileuee  of  the  other  end  of  tbe  House  clos- 
ing up,  members  of  this  House  would  not 
remain  and  give  tbe  matter  the  consldera- 
tiun  it  deserves. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  afraid  there  Is 
some  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  several 
of  tbe  members  of  this  honourable  House  on 
tbe  question  now  before  us.  There  seems  to 
me  to  be  an  impression  that  there  are  ob- 
jections on  the  part  of  several  members  of 
this  House  for  an  investigation  taking 
lilace  in  connection  with  the  affairs  of  tbe 
Mutual  Reserve.  As  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  ascertain — and  I  bave  had  occasion 
to  discuss  tbe  matter  with  several  of  my 
lion,  colleagues — I  have  not  found  one  who 
has  expressed  any  objection  to  an  luTestlga- 
tioa  taking  place,  and  few  my  part  I  declare 
that  I  am  in  favour  of  an  investigation,  be- 
cuuse  it  is  important  tbat  It  be  ascertained, 
eveu  as  a  matter  of  information  for  parlia- 
ment, whether  the  insurance  law  has  been 
abused  or  not.  I  am  In  favour  of  an  Investi- 
sntion.  I)ecau8e  a  prop^  Investigation  is 
necessary  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
wiiat  la  the  remedy  which  should  be  ap- 
plied :  but  because  I  am  In  favour  of  an 


Digitized  by 


Google 


320 


SENATE 


investigation  it  does  not  follow  tlint  I  am 
ill  favour  of  -what  I  consider  would  destroy 
the  interest  of  a  large  portion  of  our  com- 
muuity  who  have  interests  at  stake  in  that 
company.  I  have  had  occasion  to  say  dur- 
ing (1  pi-evious  debate  ou  this  subject,  that 
I  was  also  against  the  Bill  If  it  were  to  be 
passed  in  Its  present  state.  I  have  stated 
soii!e  of  the  reasons  why  I  would  be  op- 
posed to  it.  and  shall  take  the  liberty  of 
repeating  them,  a^d  adding  other  reasons. 
I  am  against  the  Bill  because  it  is  uiade  to 
apply,  as  is  drafted,  to  all  assessment 
insurance  companies,  and  therefore  permit- 
ting them  to  change  the  conditions  of  their 
contract  with  their  policy-holderfj.  I  would 
bp  against  the  Bill  as  regards  the  policy- 
holders in  that  very  Mutual  Company,  be- 
c'luiso  in  its  present  shape  the  Bill  would 
change  the  conditions  and  the  relations  be- 
tween the  company  and  the  policy-holders 
without  the  consent  of  the  policy-holders. 
I  am  against  the  Bill  In  Its  present  shape, 
because,  to  my  mind*  It  does  not  conitain 
the  proper  provision  to  afford  relief  to  the 
parties  who  are  Interested  In  the  company. 
Because  I  am  against  the  BHl  ns  framed  it  is 
not  a  reason  why  I  should  vote  against  it 
receiving  its  second  reading  and  being  sent 
to  a  committee,  who  will  ascertain  whether 
a  remedy  is  required  and  what  sbonld  be 
the  remedy,  and  I  think  that  it  Is  absolutely 
necessary  that  it  should  be  done,  unless 
we  come  to  the  conclusion  to  sacnifice  In 
cold  blood  the  interests  of  a  large  number 
of  people  who  have  considerable  at  stake 
In  this  company.  I  ask  hon.  gentlemen  if 
the  matter  ia  to  be  treated  in  the  spirit  in 
which  It  was  approached  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Jtothesay— that  Is,  as  a  matter 
of  vengeance  against  the  company-  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  call  my  hon. 
friend  to  order.  He  has  no  r^ht  to  accuse 
any  hon.  gentleman  of  making  a  motion  In 
the  spirit  of  vengeance.  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  retract  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Z  say  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman firom  Rothesay,  to  my  great  regret, 
has  approached  the  subject  with  passion, 
and  he  has  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  Will  the  hon.  gentleman  sit  down  ? 
The  hon.  gentleman  Imputes  motives  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  :  he  has  no 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


right  to  do  so,  and  I  ask  the  ruling  of  the 

t:>peaker. 

lion.  Mr.  BEIQUE. — I  refer  to  the  re- 
marks we  have  heard  this  afternoon  from 
the  bon.  gentleman  fr<»n  Rothesay,  imputing 
tliat  a  large  number  of  members  of  this 
House  are  influenced  by  a  desire  to  cover 
tills  company  instead  of  protecting  what  he 
deems  to  be  the  interests  of  the  policy- 
holders. 1  do  not  say  that  the  bon.  gentle- 
man does  it  knowingly,  or  with  any  bad 
•iiotlve. 

Hon.  Sir.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
siiid  vengeance. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  say  that  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  approaclied  the  subject, 
even  with  the  good  faith  with  which,  I 
have  no  doubt,  he  acted,  was  not  calcu- 
lated to  best  serve  the  Interests  of  the  share- 
holders in  that  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
should  withdraw  the  words  he  used  when 
he  said  the  hon.  gentleman  was  inqtlred 
by  a  spirit  of  vengeance. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— And  passion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman If  he  will  withdraw  that  expression; 
if  not  I  will  ask  the  mling  of  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  BMQUE— I  have  Just  explained. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  there  has  been 
no  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUEf-1  do  not  doubt  tbe 
good  faith  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  l 
take  his  words  as  they  were  pronounced  in 
this  House,  and  I  say  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber bad  no  right  to  impute  bad  or  illegiti- 
mate motives  to  a  number  of  his  colleagues. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  the  Speaker's 
ruling. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  hon.  gentle- 
man meant  to  use  the  word  revenge.  As 
a  Frenchman,  he  may  not  understand  the 
niceties  of  meaning  of  English  words.  Ven- 
geance is  a  good  deal  stronger  than  revenge. 
Yengence  belongs  only  to  Ood.  *  Vengeance 
Is  mine '  saitta  the  Lord,  *  And  I  will  repay.* 
I  say  no  good  man  with  any  good  nature 
would  hesitate  to  withdraw  such  an  abo- 
minable word  as  Tengeance. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGK£^Zl]j;  BOWBLL-Bither 
word  is  out  of  order. 
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The  SPEAKER— There  tas  nev^r  been 
any  declsioD  by  the  Speaker  on  the 
me  of  the  word  vengeance;  bat  we  have 
a  role  which  forbids  the  use  of  words  calcu- 
lated to  Irritate  and  annor,  and  I  tmst  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  DeSalaberry  wlU 
withdraw  that  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEUQUE— I  have  no  objection 
to  abide  by  the  decision  of  the  hon.  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER— I  do  not  positively 
decide. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  have  explained  in 
what  sense  I  used  the  expression,  that  I  did 
not  intend  to  impute  any  bad  fflottve  to  tlie 
ItoD.  gentleman,  but  to  refer  to  the  manner 
In  which  he  addressed  this  honourable  House. 
1  think  that  we  should  be  Jealous  In  main- 
talolng  our  liberty  to  promote  such  legis- 
Ittion  as  we  tblnk  Is  fair,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay  bas  no  right  to 
lectnre,  and  to  impute  motives  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto,  as  he  did  for  an 
hour  or  more  tbla  afternoon.  For  my  part 
I  mast  resent  language  of  that  kind.  I 
believe  In  the  honour  of  every  hon.  gentle- 
man in  this  House,  and  t  am  sure  there  is 
not  an  hon.  memt>er  who  can  be  approach- 
ed or  button-holed  by  any  company  or  the 
representative  of  any  company,  and  I  am 
mre  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  es  be 
explabied,  toofc  chai^  of  the  Bill  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  officers  of  the  government,  so 
to  Bpeak,  or  of  the  superlnteudent  of  lu- 
nrance.  He  has  explained  to  the  House  In 
what  way  he  did  so.  and  I  think  he  did  not 
deserve  the  aspersions  which  were  cast  on 
him  by  the  bon. 'gentleman  from  Rotbesay 
tbiB  afternoon. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— I  never  referred 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  at  all. 
It  is  a  very  unfair  attack  to  make  against 
me.  I  said  they  were  button-holing  them 
all  round.  I  could  produce  half  a  dozen 
gentlemen  on  tbe  floor  of  the  Ho.n8e  that 
have  been  button-boled.  I  never  mentioned 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto.  If  the 
cap  ats-l  did  not  put  It  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman could  not  pnt  It  on  my  head  be- 
caase  I  have  not  button-boled  a  member  or 
-asked  a  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Supposing  that  the 
vesdgatlon  Is  made  by  the  committee  and 
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it  be  ascertained  that  the  company  has  been 
robbed  to  any  extent,  what  will  be  the 
result  of  that  Investigation? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Stop  them  from  rob- 
bing further. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Wbat  will  be  the  re- 
sult of  that  Investigation  ?  If  no  remedy  Is 
applied,  tbe  result  wlU  be  to  discourage  tbe 
policy-holders  and  to  induce  them  to  let  their 
policies  lapse  and  It  will  be  a  dead  loss  for 
every  one  of  them.  In  making  an.  investiga- 
tion we  should  study  whether  remedies  can 
be  applied  to  the  evil,  and  decide  what  are 
l^ose  remedies,  and  this  can  only  be  done  by 
proper  Investigation  and  by  a  committee 
which  wUl  have,  not  only  the  entire  confi- 
dence of  this  honourable  House  but  whlcb 
will  have  tbe  entire  confidence  of  tbe  country. 
The  country  has  its  eyes  upon  this  honour- 
able House.  This  Is  a  question  of  very  large 
Importance,  and  I  hope  this  honourable  body 
will  rise  to  the  occasion  and  deal  with  this 
matter  with  calmness  and  with  Judgment 
and  in  such  a  way  that  Its  action  will  com- 
mend Itself  to  the  attention  and  will  rec^ve 
the  approbation  of  parliament  and  of  the 
whole  country.  Now,  whether  the  session 
lasts  a  month  and  a  half  or  two  months,  it 
is  not  too  long  to  study  the  question  which  Is 
now  before  us,  to  properly  mature  It  I  be- 
lieve we  have  no  time  to  lose,  and  I  am  In 
accord  with  the  suggestions  which  have  been 
thrown  out.  I  believe  tiie  Bill  should  now 
receive  Its  second  reading.  It  being  well  un- 
derstood tUat  we  do  not  accept  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  nor  the  details  of  it.  For  my 
part,  I  repeat,  that  I  would  vote  against  the 
Bill  In  its  present  sliape,  and  if  I  were  to 
find  that  the  committee  who  are  to  be  in- 
trusted with  the  consideration  of  the  Bill 
with  a  view  to  amending  it  as  It  should  be 
amended,  wanted  to  shirk  tbelr  duty  or  to 
cover  the  company  or  refuse  to  hold  the  In- 
vestigation I  would  vote  against  tbe  mea- 
sure. 

But  I  am  sure  that  we  can  find  in  this  hon- 
ourable House  a  committee  composed  of  men 
of  experience  who  will,  with  the  hon.  gentle- 
men who  have  been  already  appointed  on 
the  other  committee,  take  the  trouble  to 
make  a  proper  Investigation  and  devise  the 
proper  means  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  these 
policy-holders.  I  have  said  on  a  previous 
occasion,  and  I  repeat  it,  I  believe  that  tbe 
remedy  should  go  to  the  extent  of  not  only 
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protecting  the  present  policy-holders  bnt  also 
trying  to  revive  the  policies  of  those  who 
have  been  compelled,  so  to  speak,  to  allow 
their  policies  to  lapse,  and  this,  I  think,  may 
be  achieved  by  making  different  classltlca- 
tlons.  It  Is  well  known  that  In  every  large 
Insurance  company  there  are  a  number  of 
classes.  They  Insure  on  the  fifteen  or  ten 
year  {ilan  or  on  the  tontine  plan,  or  on  the 
regular  life,  and  I  cannot  see  why  we  can- 
not treat, the  parties  who  have  dealt  with 
this  company  as  different  classes  of  policy- 
holders. Take,  for  instance,  those  who  come 
under  the  regular  system  of  policy,  who 
have  insured  since  1899 — they  are  perfectly 
secured  by  the  deposits  made  with  the  gov- 
ernment Treat  as  another  class  those  who 
hold  policies  under  the  assessment  system; 
and  treat  as  a  thlid  class  those  whose  poli- 
cies shooid  be  revived  on  such  terms  and 
conditions  as  would  be  fair  to  all  the  otb«r 
policy-holders.  At  any  rate,  whether  this 
be  practical  or  not.  It  can  only  be  ascertained 
by  proper  investigation,  and  when  that  In- 
vestigation takes  place,  experts  in  this  In- 
surance should  be  consulted,  so  that  what 
we  do  will  be  Intbe  true  Interests  of  and 
win  be  fair  to  all  parties  concerned.  But  It 
Is  a  question  which  cannot  be  decided  light- 
ly, and  before  a  serious  investigation  has 
taken  place.  For  these  reasons  I  would  be 
in  favour  of  enlarging  the  committee  or  of 
referring  the  whole  matter  to  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee,  or  enlarging  the 
committee  lu  order  that  they  may  make  a 
more  thorougb  study  of  the  whole  question, 
and  the  committee  should  have  n6t  only  the 
duty  of  making  the  invest^ation  but  also 
of  drafting  the  Bill  as  a  measure  of  relief. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— After  the  remarks 
which  have  fallen  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  DeSalaberry,  on  behalf  of  that  com- 
mittee I  beg  to  tender  him  the  resignation  of 
one  member  already,  if  he  has  a  more  com- 
petent and  more  fair  person  to  put  on  it.  I 
refer  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona. 
The  bon.  gentleman  has  stated  that  he  want- 
ed a  more  fit  and  proper  committee  to  In- 
vestigate. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Oh,  no.  I  appeal  to 
bon.  gentlemen;  I  never  said  nnytbiug  of  the 
bind  !  I  made  no  suggestion  of  anything  of 
the  kind  !  I  did  not  say  anything  against 
the  committee  that  lias  been  appointed.  I 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB. 


said  that  tbe  comnUttee  shonld  be  composed 
of  strong  elements  

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Stronger   men  ce^ 

tainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  say  that  tbe  present 
members  should  remain  on  the  committee. 
I  said  that  those  who  are  already  members 
should  remain  so,  but  we  have  for  Instance 
Senator  Cox. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— He  can't  wait 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE^A  man  of  large  ex- 
perience In  Insurance  business.  Will  It  he 
denied  that  be  would  not  be  a  valuable  ad- 
dition to  a  committee  having  to  deal  with 
that  subject  ?  And  we  have  a  number  of 
hon.  gentlemen  here  who  have  t>een  for 
years  In  this  honourable  House,  and  with  all 
the  confidence  that  I  have  In  the  commltttee 
which  has  been  appointed,  I  ttilnk  If  it  was 
Increased  to  nine  members  Instead  of  five 
that  it  might  be  an  advantage  and  that  Its 
report  would  have  still  greater  weight  with 
the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  acc^t  tbe  explana- 
tion of  tbe  bon.  gentleman,  as  far  aa  it  goes, 

but  I  want  to  tell  him  right  here  that  tbla 
committee  was  not  created  by  the  Senate  for 
any  such  purpose  as  be  Is  pleading  for  to- 
night. This  committee  was  appointed  for 
one  sole  purpose,  simply  to  hear  evidence  on 
both  sides  and  report  the  facts  to  the  Senate. 
Does  the  bon.  gentleman  think,  young  and 
inexperienced  as  I  am,  that  I  would  voider- 
take  to  organize  or  be  chairman  of  a  com- 
mittee called  upon  to  frame  a  law  ?  Not  at 
nil.  But  X  was  quite  capable  of  presiding 
over  a  committee  appointed  to  hear  evidence 
and  report  it  All  I  want  Is  ears  ;  I  do  not 
want  much  brains  to  do  that  The  com- 
mittee do  not  need  to  be  experts  or  actuaries 
or  presidents  of  railroads  to  report  evidence. 
They  bare  simply  to  sit  there  and  call  wit- 
nesses, and  when  the  facts  are  placed  before 
the  committee  to  report  them  to  the  House. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  alluded  to  the  com- 
mittee, I  do  not  speak  on  my  own  behalf,  but 
I  wish  to  say  that  hon.  members  like  the 
hon.  senator  from  Stadacona  and  die  hon. 
gentleman  from  Misstsqnol  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay  are  not  chickens 
in  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  did  not  say  anything 
of  the  kind. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  hoa.  ffentleman 
wanted  a  fit  and  proper  committee,  and  he 
repeated  it  three  or  foar  times,  and  I  as  a 
member  of  that  committee-will  not  sit  silent 
and  hear  that  expression  used  In  referaice  to 
tlie  taon.  gentleman  trom  Stadacona.  If  this 
committee  wen  appointed  to  draft  a  BUI  to 
amend  the  Insorance  Act  it  would  be  altoget- 
her different ;  bnt  this  committee  is  simply 
appointed  for  one  purpose,  to  ascertain  the 
facts  and  bring  them  before  the  House.  I 
hare  no  feeling  In  the  matter  but  I  do  not 
want  to  stand  by  and  hear  hon.  senators  on 
the  committee  charged  with  Incompeteifce 
and  belittled.  I  do  not  speak  on  my  own 
behalf.  I  can  tolerate  that  tot  some  years 
to  come.  Probably  It  will  be  different  when 
I  am  older. 

Hon.  Mr.  ,  KERR  (Cobourg)— I  wish  to 
protest  respectfully  but  firmly  against  any 
farther  delay  In  the  discussion.  To  ad- 
jonrn  the  further  conalderatlou  of  the  BUI 
ontil  the  fonrtti  of  July.  aS  suggested,  is  out 
of  the  question,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned 
to  adjourn  It  fbr  one  week  Is  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. Tl^e,  according  to  my  notion  of  life 
Is  Tery  valuable.  We  have  a  great  deal  to 
do  yet  and  we  have  not  done  very  much 
this  session.  I  supposed  when  I  came  to 
the  Senate  with  my  knowledge  of  the  Dom- 
inion parliament,  that  about  four  months 
would  be  the  normal  length  of  a  session, 
and  my  own  view  was  that  we  ought  to  do 
all  the  work  of  parliament  within  three 
months.  Now  that  we  are  relieved  by  our 
constitution  of  doing  the  work  of  the  several 
provinces.  I  must  say  that  I  have  been  very 
much  discouraged,  from  my  experience  of 
last  session,  and  so  far  of  this  session. 
I  fear  we  vrlU  not  be  able  to  bring  our  ses- 
sions within  any  reasonable  length.  We 
are  now  on  the  last  week  of  the  first  fhtee 
months  of  the  session,  and  to  postpone 
this  Bill  f^r  one  week  would  look  to  me  like 
an  unreasonable  and  wicked  waste  of  valu- 
able time.  Some  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  have,  according  to  my  humble  view, 
exhibited  an  undue  and  unnecessary  degree 
of  warmth  in  dlscusalng  this  matter.  I  was 
Just  plcturlnff  to  myself  how  I  would  be 
treated  by  a  Judge  If,  as  Crown  prosecutor, 
I  were  to  present  a  case  against  the  ac- 
cused with  the  energy  these  charges  have 
been  pressed  against  this  company.  The 


company  may  be  guilty  or  not  guilty  ;  I 
shall  reserve  my  decision  until  I  hear  the 
evidence.  I  do  not  care  very  much  who  Is 
the  author  of  the  BUI  now  before  the  House, 
but  this  one  thing  I  shall  be  careful  of, 
that  before  It  finally  passes  the  Senate  it 
shaU  be  a  BUt  of  this  House,  and  If  in  ite 
present  form  it  Is  not  a  proper  BUI,  it  Is 
within  our  power  to  make  It  so.  I  have 
Ilatened  to  the  discussion  this  afternoon  and 
evening  and  am  more  and  more  convinced 
that  the  course  I  should  like  to  have  seen 
foUowed  when  this  matter  was  before  the 
Senate  on  a  previous  occasion  was  that  not 
only  Uils  inquiry,  but  the  BUI  itself,  should 
have  gone  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce,  and  now  In  taking  the  view 
I  want  to  point  out  that  (hat  com- 
mittee Is  a  large  committee.  I  have 
every  confidence  that  they  wUl  do  their 
duty,  and  If,  In  the  course  of  this  Investi- 
gation and  consideration  of  the  provisions 
of  this  BUl,  th^  find  it  necessary  to  refer 
certain  portions  of  it  to  a  sub-committee 
they  can  do  so  and  facUltate  the  work  and 
economize  time  in  ^at  way.  For  these 
reasons  I  shall  vote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  to-night.  In  order  that 
valuable  time  may  not  be  lost.  I  want  It 
distinctly  understood— and  you  must  give 
me  credit  for  this— I  am  not  here  to  con- 
sider what  is  the  Interest  of  the  company  or 
the  motives  of  any  hon.  gentleman.  I  Im- 
pn^  no  man's  motive.  I  believe  tliat  the 
special  committee  Is  composed  of  high-mind- 
ed, honourable  meni  every  one  of  them,  at- 
though  I  opposed  the  reference  to  that  com- 
mittee for  the  reason  that  I  thought  the 
Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  was  the 
proper  body  to  which  It  should  be  referred, 
and  I  have  serious  objection  to  the  multipli- 
cation of  committees  unnecessarUy.  We  hare 
standing  committees  enough  to  deal  with  all 
the  questions  that  come  before  them,  and 
these  committees  If  they  think  fit  can  ap- 
point sub-committees  ;  but  what  I  would  beg 
of  hon.  members,  whether  they  are  In  favour 
of,  or  against  this  Bill,  that  they  should 
speak  in  a  more  temperate  and  moderate 
tone,  and  not  assume  that  everybody  who 
does  not  teke  a  certain  view  is  Influenced 
by  bad  motives.  We  all  have  good  motives, 
and  those  motives  are  to  secure  Justice  to 
everybody,  no  matter  who  may  be  affected. 
For  these  reasons  I  shall  vote  for  the  second 
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reading,  and  then  to  have  tbe  Bill  referred 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
80  that  that  committee  can  get  to  work  and 
consider  It,  and,  If  it  is  not  aatlsfactory,  to 
prepare  another  Bill  which  will  contain  such 
provisions  as  will  meet  tbe  case,  and  when 
It  comes  before  this  Senate  tot  farther  con- 
sideration that  such  a  Bill  will  be  presented 
as  win  meet  the  views  of  tbe  majority 
of  this  House  and  that  Justice  may  be  done 
in  the  premises. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMIULAN— I  should  like  to 
know  where  we  stand  at  present.  Do  I 
understand  that  the  motion  before  as  Is  to 
postpone  tbe  second  reading  of  the  BUt  until 
to-morrow  week  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OiXiRAN — I  moved  an  amend- 
ment to  have  this  matter  postponed  for  eight 
days,  so  that  the  committee  can  investigate 
and  report 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMILLAN— If  the  motion 
means  to  postpone  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  until  the  4th  of  July,  I  certainly  must 
vote  against  it,  because  It  means  no  l^lsla- 
tion  this  session  for  the  relief  of  the  policy- 
holders; but  if  It  is  only  for  this  day  week, 
I  do  not  know  that  It  will  make  any  material 
difference  and  for  that  reason  I  am  prepared 
to  vote  for  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE—With  tbe  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  I  should  like  to  withdraw 
my  amendment  and  accept  tbe  proposition  of 

my  hon.  friend  to  postpone  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  for  one  ^eek. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  understand  the 
amendment  has  been  -^^-ithdrawn  and  that 
the  proposition  now  is  to  postpone  the  matter 
for  eight  days.  What  better  position  will 
that  put  us  in  ?  I  have  listened  with  a 
great  deal  of  interest  to  the  discussion,  n 
good  deal  of  which  has  been  irrelevant  to 
the  subject  before  tbe  House.  Some  hon. 
gentleman  spoke  at  length  ana  never  n:- 
ferred  to  the  motion  before  the  chair.  But 
it  ha»  been  suggested  by  the  hou.  gentleman 
from  Marshfield  that  It  Is  his  purpose  to 
move,  after  the  second  reading  is  carried, 
that  tbe  BillJ  be  referred  to  a  committee 
to  be  composed  of  some  members  of  the 
House  along  with  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee of  investigation,  and  to  refer  the  In- 
vestigation and  tbe  Bill  itself  to  that  com- 
mittee with  InstrnetionH  to  report  a  BiU  that 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobourg), 


win  give  such  relief  as  tbey  deem  can  be 
given  to  tlie  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOUAN— We  cannot  do  that 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— If  tbe  House  shoald 
resolve  on  that  it  appears  to  me  that  tbe 
committee  who  take  the  time  and  trouble 
to  collect  and  weigh  evidence,  will  be  in  a 
position  to  give  any  relief  tbat  may  possibly 
be  given  by  suggesting  a  remedy  to  this 
House,  and  that  remedy  can  be  furnished  by 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto. 
There  may  be  nothing  of  tbat  Bill  reported 
but  the  title,  but  It  will  come  from  the  com- 
mittee In  a  shape  acceptable  to  the  Senate 
and  will  afford  some  measure  of  relief.  The 
Bill  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  &as 
been  objected  to  as  a  public  Bill  and  as  a 
private  Bill,  but  some  sort  of  a  Bill  must.be 
Introduced  to  give  relief  to  the  policy-holders. 
An  Investigation  has  been  authorized  by  tbe 
House  and  tbe  committee  has  been  ap- 
pointed. I  am  sure  from  the  speeches  we 
have  heard  In  this  House  by  members  of 
tuat  committee  we  can  safely  say  they  are 
not  going  to  sit  on  the  bench  with  gentle- 
men of  open  minds.  I  do  not  think  a  man 
who  can  make  speeches  such  as  we  have 
heard  in  this  House  can  divest  himself  of 
tue  strong  feeling  he  has  against  the  Mntual 
Reserve  FUnd  Life  Association  and  make  a 
full-  report 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Judge  of  what? 
We  are  to  report  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— There  is  sufficient 
evidence  in  the  mluds  of  those  gentlemen, 
as  any  one  who  reads  tbeir  ^eeches  can 
see,  to  condemn  the  company.  I  think  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  read  the  seomd  time, 
and  then  I  shall  be  prepared  to  support  tbe 
motion  of  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Marsh- 
field  to  enlarge  the  committee  and  refer 
this  Bill  and  the  investigation  to  that  larger 
committee,  and  they  will  have  time  to  con- 
sider It  thoroughly  and  report  suitable  legis- 
lation. There  is  another  point  to  be  gained; 
if  this  company  have  complied  with  all 
tbe  regulations  Imposed  on  them  by  the 
Insurance  Act  it  may  be  necessary  to  let 
this  Bill  take  tbe  form  of  a  public  measure 
and  provide  such  legislation  for  the  govern- 
ment of  insurance  companies  in  the  future 
that  no  company  doing  an  assessment  basi- 
ness  win  hereafter  fall  Into  tbe  condition 
of  this  company.  We  have  a  right  to  guard 
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agaiaet  that.  For  barmoDy  and  for  united 
effort  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  It  appeal's 
to  me  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  geotle- 
mao  from  Marshfield  Is  the  only  one  to 
adopt,  becaoBB  we  know  that  It  Is  a  question 
of  whether  the  proposed  amendment  will 
carry  or  not  Nearly  vrery  motton  In  con- 
□eetlra  with  this  investigation  lias  been 
dedded  by  close  voting;  the  Senate  is  about 
divided  equally  on  the  subject.  If  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marsh- 
field  and  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  is 
accepted,  we  have  practicaly  a  unanimous 
opinion  to  send  this  Bill  to  a  committee, 
and  If  that  can  be  done  we  shall  have 
the  best  possible  results  from  any  action 
the  House  may  take  in  connection  with  the 
mattnr. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUtiHEBD-^I  rise  with  some 
degree  of  hesitation  to  make  observations 
on  this  subject  I  have  refrained  from  par- 
ticipating In  any  way  in  the  discussion 
which  has  extended  over  a  considerable 
length  of  time,  having  very  serious  doubt 
as  to  the  course  which  should  be  pursued; 
bat  since  listening  to  the  discussion  to-day 
I  have  satisfied  myself  as  to  the  course  I 
sbonld  follow.  When  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rotbesay  Introduced  bis  motion  to  In- 
vestigate the  administration  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Association,  the  fundamental 
leasoD  advanced  was  that  redress  should 
be  given  to  those  who  suffered  wrong  at 
the  tiande  of  ttuit  company,  and,  ae  I  under- 
■tand  it  that  has  been  the  central  Idea  In 
every  step  takwi  up  to  the  present  time. 
Hy  baa.  friend  from  Victoria  (Hon.  Mr. 
Cloran)  tells  us  that  the  only  thing  which 
the  committee  was  delegated  to  do  was  to 
loqutre  Into  tbe  honesty  or  dishonesty  of  the 
administration  of  that  company  clearly  eli- 
minating from  the  scope  of  the  inquiry  tbe 
element  of  redress.  It  seems  to  me  the 
paramount  question  and  the  only  question 
which  would  warrant  this  chamber  In  deal- 
ing with  the  matter  Is  to  solve  the  dif- 
ficulty which  has  been  presented  as  to  bow 
redress  can  be  given  to  tbe  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Why  did  not  the 

Senate  say  so  in  the  first  place  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  I.OUG>HBE)I>-I  nnderstand  that 
the  question  of  redress  is  entirely  outside 
of  tbe  scope  of  that  committee,  and  tbe 
point  which  I  am  endeavouring  to  make 


is  this  :  notwithstanding  the  investigation 
and  report  which  may  be  made  by  the  com- 
mittee, no  matter  whether  that  report  may 
find  that  the  administration  of  the  com- 
pany was  honest  or  dishonest,  capable  or 
otherwise,  ttvt  report  can  in  no  way  af- 
fect the  redress  of  the  policy-holders.  That 
being  the  case,  It  naturally  occurs  to  oaos 
mind  what  Is  this  chamber  going  to  do 
with  reference  to  the  paramount  object  of 
this  legislation,  namely,  that  redress  shall 
be  found  for  the  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  if  It  should  come 
out  In  the  investigation  before  that  com- 
mittee that  there  was  mismanagement  of 
the  affairs  of  that  company,  wonid  it  not  to 
some  extent  affect  tbe  legislation  which  < 
might  be  suggested  by  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce  ?  For  that  reason 
we  want  to  have  an  Investigation  into  the 
question  to  some  extent  before  we  decide 
upon  n  measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Tbe  question  pro- 
pounded by  the  hon.  member  from  Alexand- 
rta  (Hon.  Mr.  McMillan)  Is  quite  a  oeason- 
nble  one,  but  permit  me  to  say  that  sbould 
this  Investigation  result  In  no  finding,  would 
•nof  the  Idea  be  a  deeply  seated  one  In  tbe 
mind  of  every  hon.  gentleman  In  this  cham- 
ber that  legislation  is  necessary  to  assist 
the  policy-holders  in  obtaining  redress  with 
reference  to  this  company.  We  have  lis- 
tened to  many  dlsqulsltlous  on  the  science 
of  insurance,  and  on  tbe  evils  of  the  as- 
sessment system.  The  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  this  afternoon  went  back  almost  to 
tbe  days  of  confederation,  and  traced  down 
to  the  present  time  the  evils  which  have 
been  pointed  out  by  statesmen  on  different 
occasions  that  would  result  under  the  as- 
sessment system.  This  being  tbe  case,  and 
the  insurance  branch  of  the  Finance  De- 
partment having  pronounced  that  it  is 
desirable  that  some  legislation  should  be 
introduced  at  this  session  of  parlia- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  assisting  tbe 
policy-holders  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association,  then  I  think  we  may 
eliminate  from  the  question  before  us  the 
proceedings  of  tbe  Investlgatiiv  committee. 
It  appears  to  me  that  is  an  entirely  different 
branch  of  the  question  now  at  issue.  This 
belns  the  case,  I  must  confess  that  accord- 
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iutf  to  my  view  of  the  subject,  tbe  redress 
will  Id  no  way  trench  npon  the  duties  of 
that  committee,  and  in  no  way  invade  the 
dutieB  wblch  have  been  cast  upon  them. 
Therefore,  it  is  a  very  fitting  question  for 
this  chamber  to  consider,  if  it  .would  not  be 
advisable  to  refer  this  Bill  to  the  Select 
Committee  cm  Banking  and  Commerce. 
Now,  I  do  not  mean  to  say  X  am  In  sym- 
pathy with  this  Bill.  If  the  hon.  senator 
from  Toronto  had  Introduced  a  blank  piece 
of  paper  for  tbe  purpose  of  complying  with 
tbe  forms  of  this  chamber,  so  that  the 
question  might  be  brought  before  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  we 
would  not  hare  entered  upon  a  discussion 
as  to  whether  there  are  defects  In  the  Bill 
or  otherwise.  X,  therefore,  think  we '  have 
to  consider  this  Bill  as  blank,  that  the  mat- 
ter will  be  entirely  dealt  with  by  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce.  I  can 
very  well  appreciate  tbe  difficulty  of  fram- 
ing a  Bill  at  the  present  time  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  situation.  In  the  first 
place,  we  have  the  Insurance  companies 
objecting  to  tbe  form  of  the  Bill  as  intro- 
duced, and  I  think  the  reasons  which  they 
have  advanced  are  logical  and  sound  ;  but 
I  do  not  think  tbe  Insurance  companies  of 
Canada  should  be  in  any  way  tainted  by  tbe 
administration  of  a  foreign  company,  pro- 
vided that  the  allegations  which  have  beem 
made  as  to  maladmlnlsteation  should  be  es- 
tablished. On  tbe  other  hand,  we  have  the 
policy-holders  objecting  to  tbe  form  of  the 
Bill.  They  have  formed  their  own  concep- 
tion as  to  how  far  this  BUI  will  Infringe 
upon  tbe  rights  they  already  prasess.  I  can 
readily  appreciate  the  difficulty  of  one  sit- 
ting down  to  frame  a  Bill  under  the  cir- 
cumstances to  which  X  have  alluded,  which 
would  be  acceptable  to  all  parties.  1  am, 
therefore,  of  opinion  that  the  Bill,  entirely 
irrespective  of  the  provisions  embodied  in 
its  four  corners,  should  be  submitted  to 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
That  committee  should  secure  the  services 
of  some  disinterested  insurance  expert,  and 
should  go  fully  Into  this  matter,  entirely 
lrresi>ectlve  of  tbe  mismanagement  of  tbe 
company  in  question  ;  that  they  should  take 
into  consideration  tbe  facts  or  tbe  figures 
now  before  the  insurance  branch  of  the  Fin- 
ance Department  and  that  they  should  work 

out  a  solution  as  I  have  no  doubt  insurance 
Hon.  Mr.  LOUOIiEGa 


experts  can,  due  regard  being  had  to  Justice 
being  done  to  both  parties.  Under  these 
circumstances  I  am  In  favour  of  supporting 
the  reference  to  the  Select  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— The  dlacnsslon  on 
this  question  baa  taken  such  a  wide  range 
that  I  shall  merely  say  a  few  words  to  ex- 
plain tbe  vote  I  am  about  to  give.  X  do  not 
want  to  cominlt  myself  to  the  prlnc^le  of 
the  Bill ;  yet  If  by  sending  It  to  a  committee 
we  are  to  get  the  assistance  of  expert  Insur- 
ance men  in  perfectli^  the  BUI,  it  may  come 
back  In  such  a  form  that  bon.  members  who 
would  now  oppose  it  as  it  stands  could  sap- 
port  it  iWith  this  distinct  understanding,  1 
am  willing  to  vote  for  tbe  second  readln« 
of  the  Bill.  I  feel  that  it  applies  only  to  tbe 
Mutual  Beserve  Company  and  that  tiie  In- 
vestigation applies  to  the  company  only. 
Therefore,  I  do  not  see  why  there  should  be 
any  objection  to  sending  the  two  matters 
to  the  one  committee.  If  the  select  commit- 
tee wblch  has  been  appointed  feel  that  they 
have  not  been  given  authority  to  report  any 
form  of  redress  for  the  policy-holders,  let 
their  duties  be  enlarged.  If  we  think  It 
advisable  to  enlarge  tbe  committee  let  us 
do  so,  but  this  Bill  which  applies  to  the 
company  which  Is  to  be  investigated  rtwuld 
be  dealt  with  by  the  same  committee.  We 
want  to  ascertain  tbe  condition  of  tlie  Iras' 
Innas  of  the  New  Tork  Mutual  Beserve  Com- 
pany, and,  at  the  same  time,  to  see  if  we 
can  give  redress  to  tbe  policy-holders  of  that 
company,  and  for  that  reason  lit  would  be 
well  to  have  both  dealt  with  by  tbe  one  com- 
mittee. '  I  shall,  therefore,  vote  for  tbe  BUI 
without  committing  myeeif  to  its  principle 

Hon.  Mr.  IU>BBBTSON— I  do  not  quite 
understand  how  any  one  can  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill  without  commit- 
ting himself  to  tbe  principle  of  it.  Enlarge 
tbe  present  committee  if  j'ou  like,  increase 
their  powers  so  that  they  can  report  a  Bill 
to  this  House  after  they  have  made  their 
investigation,  bat  I  do  not  care  to  commit 
myself  to  the  principle  of  the  BUI,  in  its 
present  form. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  should  like  to  give 
an  Intelligent  vote  on  thla  matter.  Charges 
were  brought  against  thla  company  early  In 
tbe  session,  charges  of  a  very  grave  char- 
acter, such  as  would  damage  any  company 
if  proved.  The  object  of  the  hon.  senator 
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from  Rottaesay  was  to  obtain  a  committee 
of  investigation.  Aft«r  this  matter  bad 
gone  on  for  a  time  a  BUI  was  Introduced  to 
amend  the  Insurance  Act  It  was  a  post 
hoc — I  do  not  linow  whether  it  was  propter 
hoc.  I  take  it  it  was.  I  do  not  believe  there 
would  have  been  any  BlU  to  amend  the  In- 
snrance  Act  bad  there  not  -been  a  proposition 
to  investigate  the  Mntoal  Beserve  Aasocia- 
tlou.  The  two  things  must  be  disassociated 
by  any  one  who  wishes  to  give  an  honest 
vote.  First  the  company  is  charged  with 
crimes  which  no  company  could  commit 
without  forfeiting  public  confidence.  No 
Canadian  would  llfae  to  have  sncb  nefar- 
ious offences  condoned  in  aiqr  way.  Tli<' 
company  must  either  be  acquitted  or  punish- 
ed. If  tbey  are  acquitted  the  Bill  can  be 
passed  If  tbey  wish  for  it,  but  If  punishment 
fs  to  be  meted  out  to  them  proportionate  to 
the  crimes  with  which  tbey  are  charged,  no 
Bill  win  be  necessary.  Having  given  the 
committee  a  commission  to  find  ont  the  truth 
and  nothing  but  the  truth,  when  they  report 
to  the  House  It  will  be  time  enough  to  say 
what  yoo  will  do  wlUi  the  Mutual  Beserve 
Association.  A  man  need  not  \>e  an  Insur- 
ance expert  to  make  an  Investigation  of  this 
kind.  Crimes  under  the  bead  of  Insurance, 
are  not  of  a  peculiar  character  ;  they  are 
frauds  and  criminal  acts  which  are  known 
and  committed  over  the  wide  world,  I  am 
sorry  to  say.  I  have  no  feeling  whatever 
against  the  company,  and  would  be  glad  to 
see  them  continue  doing  business,  but  I  feel 
there  is  a  very  Important  responsibility  rest- 
ing on  every  member  of  this  House.  Here 
is  an  opportunity  for  the  Senate  to  show 
that  It  is  impartial,  that  any  one  can  come 
bere  and  obtain  at  the  hands  of  the  House 
Jnst  and  honourable  treatment. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
bon.  gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Island 
expressed  the  opinion  that  a  member  who 
votes  for  tbe  second  reading  necessarily 
commits  himself  to  the  principle  of  tbe  Bill. 
That  was  tbe  practice  of  parliament  some 
twenty  or  thirty  years  ago.  Whenever  a 
Bill  was  read  the  second  tfme  It  was  under- 
stood that  those  who  voted  for  It  committed 
themselves  to  Its  principle.  That  Idea  was 
abandoned  long  ago,  and  any  one  can  vote 
for  a  Bill,  of  this  character  on  the  second 
reading,  with  the  distinct  understanding 
that  If  it  is  not  amended  In  committee  to 


meet  his  views,  It  Is  his  privilege  and  duty 
to  vote  against  It.  Tbe  bon.  gentleman  who 
Introduced  tbe  Bill,  stated  himself  that  he 
was  not  wedded  to  all  of  its  provisions,  but 
he  was  prepared  to  accept  any  su^estion 
or  amendment  that  might  be  made  by  the 
committee  to  which  the  Bill  might  be  re- 
ferred, and  which  would  tend  to  accompUah 
the  object  he  had  in  view,  namely,  the  better 
protection  of  tbe  policy-holders,  and  not  as 
he  said  himself,  in  tbe  Interest  of  the  com- 
pany. I  am  fully  in  accord  with  those  who 
bnve  spoken  In  that  way— I  am  not  in 
favour  of  every  provision  In  the  Bill,  and 
I  hope  that  it  may  be  so  amended  as  to 
accomplish  the  object  we  all  have  in  view, 
to  alford  better  protection  to  those  who  are 
in  the  unfortunate  position  of  holding  poli- 
cies in  that  company.  The  motion  before  the 
House  Is  that  the  Bill  be  read  tbe  second 
time.  Then  there  Is  an  amendment  by  the 
bon.  member  from  Rothesay  to  postpone 
tbe  consideration  of  the  second  reading  until 
the  4th  July. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMTILLE-t  withdrew  tbat 
and  said  I  was  willing  to  accept  the  subse* 
quent  amendment 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-The 
hon.  gentleman  cannot  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment without  the  consent  of  tbe  House.  His 

nmeudment  was  to  postpone  the  second 
reading  until  the  4th  .luly.  Then  there 
i&  an  amendment  to  the  amendment 
by  the  hon.  senator  from  Victoria 
(Hon.  Mr.  Cloran)  to  postpone  the 
second  reading  for  one  week.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Bothesay  said  that 
If  the  feeling  of  the  House  was  In  favour 
of  tbe  last  motion  be  would  withdraw  his 
amendment  and  let  tbat  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria  be  substituted,  leaving 
any  one  else  to  move  an  amendment  to  the 
amendment  If  he  pleased.  That  I  take  It 
to  be  the  position  of  tbe  matter  at  present 
The  proposition  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marshfleld  was  simply  this,  that  should 
the  Bin  be  read  the  second  time  it  should 
be  referred  to  an  enlarged  committee,  con- 
sisting of  the  five  gentlemen  who  were 
appointed  a  special  committee,  and  to 
add  four  or  five  members  to  It,  and  en- 
large its  powers  to  consider  not  only  the 
charges  preferred  by  tbe  bon.  senator  from 
Rothesay  but  also  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
should  it  receive  ite  second  reading.  After 
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the  dlscasslon,  and  the  feellns  which  It 
elicited  I  venture  to  suggest  that  the  Bill 
receive  Its  second  reading  at  once  and  then, 
as  suggested        the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marshfleld,  be  referred  to  an  enlarged  com- 
mittee or  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce.   I  frankly  confess  I  rather  ap- 
proved of  the  suggestion  made  by  my  hon. 
friend  at  first,  but  after  hearing  the  discus- 
sion I  think  It  would  be  better  to  accent 
the  suggestion  made  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  Kingston  (Hon.  Mr.  SulUran),  to  let 
the  Investigation  as  to  the  character  of  the 
company  go  on  and  let  us  treat  the  Bill 
exclusively  upon  Its  merits,  irrespective  of 
any  information  that  may  be  elicited  by  that 
committee  or  how  far  they  may  be  able  to 
implicate  the  company  in  wrong-doing.  Let 
that  stand  upon  Its  own  merits,  and  even 
if  they  are  wrong  then  let  us  deal  with  the 
Bill  with  a  view  to  the  relief  of  the  policy- 
holders, so  far  as  we  can,  and  also  the  relief 
of  those  who  have  allowed  their  policies  to 
lapse  after  having  paid  in  a  large  amount 
of  money,  If  such  a  thing  can  be  done.  I 
have  already  expressed  my  views  and  very 
strongly  too  as  to  whether  this  is  a  public 
or  a  private  BilJ.    However,  those  views 
were  not  accepted  by  the  House,  and  thQ 
Speaker  took  the  view  that  it  was  a  public 
BUI,  and  I  must  confess.  If  I  may  say  so— 
perhaps  it  Is  a  little  Irrelevant — that  on  the 
face  of  the  Bill  as  it  stands  beAire  the 
House,  the  Speaker  waa  quite  right,  in  giving 
the  decision  he  did.  although  I  took  the 
other  view.    I  take  It  that  all  he  could  do 
would  be  to  come  to  a  decision  upon  the 
character  of  the  Bill  as  It  Is  presented,  al- 
though we  all  know  it  has  but  one  object, 
and  that  Is  to  deal  with  one  particular  com- 
pany, as  no  other  companies  of  that  char- 
acter have  been  interfered  with.  I  hope  the 
House  will  get  rid  of  It  Ui  the  way  that  I 
have  suggested.    Let  the  committee  go  on 
with  this  Investigation.    If  they  have  not 
power  enough,  give  them  full  power,  give 
them  what  they  ask,  solicitors  to  assist  them, 
and  if  It  be  considered  to  the  advantage  of 
the  investigation  that  the  committee  should 
be  enlarged  do  It  and  do  It  upon  its  merits, 
and  let  us  have  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  to-night.    For  these  reasons  I  should 
vote  against  any  amendment  for  the  post- 
ponement of  the  second  reading  ;  we  should 
Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZ:E  BOWBLL. 


have  the  second  reading  now  or  defeat  it 

altogether.' 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— In  view  of  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
and  having  moved  the  amendment  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  accept  the  view  of  this  hon- 
ourable body  in  regard  to  tiiat  matter.  I  mov- 
ed that  amendment  at  the  request  of  several 
senators  who  had  Ideas  in  regard  to  the  time 
that  this  investigation  should  take  place  and 
the  Bill  brought  forth.  I  am  quite  prepared 
as  a  member  of  the  comnilttee  of  Investiga- 
tion to  have  this  Bill  referred  to  any  com- 
mittee of  this  honourable  House,  whether  to 
the  Banking  and  Commerce  or  to  our  com- 
mittee or  to  an  enlarged  committee  ;  so  that 
if  the  hon,  member  who  seconded  the  amend- 
ment will  consent  I  will  withdraw  my 
amendment  and  allow  the  main  motion  to 
go. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLBX— I  certainly  can- 
not consent,  for  the  reason  that  I  would  be 
acquiescing  In  an  act  that  I  condemned. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— I  am^surprUed  to 
see  the  mover  of  that  amendment  withdraw- 
ing it  now,  after  we  have  discussed  It  for 
three  or  four  hours.  Nothli^  has  transpired 
in  my  estimation  to  Justify  him  In  retirUig 
from  the  position  he  took.  He  certainly  was 
serious  wJien  he  moved  it,  and  why  should 
he  withdraw  it  now  ?  It  Is  rather  trifling 
wltfli  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOBAN— The  reason  was  on 
account  of  the  statement  made  by  the  boa. 
leader  of  the  opposition  that  In  voting  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  now,  nobod; 
was  committed  to  the  principle  of  It  and  It 
did  not  amount  to  anything. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Even  If  that  vere  the 
case,  everybody  Is  supposed  to  know  the  law 
and  my  hon.  friend  was  supposed  to  know 
that.  Ignorance  excuses  nobody  as  the  latin 
saying  goes.  The  question  Is  pretty  well 
mixed  up  now.  I  desire  to  give  an  InteUl- 
gent  vote  on  this  question,  but  matters  are 
so  mixed  up  that  I  do  not  Know  where  tlie 
cart  or  the  horse  is.  It  strikes  me  the  cart 
is  before  the  horse.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
of  my  hon.  friend  from  Tororto  is  to  deal 
with  the  Mutual  Reserve  Company,  and  that 
has  been  made  clear  by  the  protest  from  the 
other  companies.  Therefore,  let  that  Bill 
be  on  the  face  of  it  a  public  Bill;  It  Is  to  all 
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jnteots  and  purposes  a  private  Bill,  brought 
before  tbls  House  purposely  and  exclusively 
to  deal  with  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Com- 
pany, and  iC  I  understand  It  to  sare  ttaat 
company  from  disaster  It  possible.  If 
the  compaoy  can  Justify  Ita  coarse  I  will 
rote  for  It  being  saved,  bat  aa  mat- 
ters stand  now.  are  we  to  deal  with  that 
company  Intelligently  before  we  have 
the  report  of  the  committee  which  Is  now 
inveatigating  the  affairs  of  the  very  com^ 
pany  which  we  are  about  to  justify  by  the 
passing  of  this  Bill.  I  am  of  opinion  that 
we  should  not  mix  up  matters  any  more,  and 
that  we  shoald  take  a  vote  on  the  question 
which  was  brought  ap  and  wblcb  we  have 
discussed  saffldently.  X  will  object  to  the 
bon.  gentleman's  amendment  being  with- 
drawn at  this  stage,  and  I  wilt  vote  In  fa- 
vour of  It  without  committing  myself,  for 
tbe  reason  that  I  wish,  when  this  Bill  comes 
before  the  House,  to  give  as.  Intelligent  a 
Tote  as  possible,  and  I  find  that  even  with 
the  best  of  will  to  do  so  I  cannot  do  it  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  I/ANDRY— I  may  be  wrong,  but 
I  do  not  share  tbe  opinion  expressed  hy  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  when  be  says 
tliat  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  does  not 
affirm  tbe  principle  of  it.  We  have  a  stand- 
ing rale— I  think  It  Is  No.  4^wblcta  says 
that  the  principle  of  a  ^Ul  Is  debated  at  tbe 
second  seadlng.  What  is  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDlti— The  Bill  brought  be- 
fore us  to-day  is  a  Bill  to  amend  a  public 
Act  It  is  to  impose  on  all  the  Insurance  com- 
panies In  the  country  certain  amendments. 
That  Is  the  principle,  but  nobody  Is  standing 
ap  fi^  that  principle.  Where  is  tbe  member 
who  Is  in  favour  of  that  principle  ?  Where 
Is  the  member  of  this  House  who  could  stand 
up  and  say  that  he  is  for  that  principle. 
Every  one  who  spoke  on  the  Bill  took  great 
care  to  say  they  would  not  accept  that  prin- 
ciple but  would  coDflne  the  Bill  to  one  single 
compaiqr,  yet  we  are  asked  to  vote  for  a  Bill 
the  principle  of  which  Is  to  extend  to  all 
hisurance  companies  doing  business  In  the 
Dominion— a  public  Bill.  That  Is  the  prin- 
ciple, and  hon.  gentlemen  wiho  are  voting  for 
a  second  reading,  accept  the  principle.  Bou- 
rinot  states  the  rule  as  follows  : 

The  second  reading  of  the  Bill  Is  tli^t  stage 
wh«D  tt  is  proper  to  enter  Into  the  dlscuasioD 


and  propose  a  motion  relative  to  the  principle 
of  the  measure.. 

The  Senate  has  a  rule  on  this  subject. 

No.  42,  which  reads  as  follows  :— 

The  principle  of  a  Bill  Is  usually  debated  st 
Its  second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBBB  (Toronto)— Debated  bat 

not  decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  Is  the  result 
of  a  debate?  It  Is  a  vote.  It  Is  a  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— It  is  a  vote  for  second 
reading.  That  Is  what  the  vote  is,  but  It 
is  not  necessarily  ad(H^g  the  principle  of 
the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— When  is  It  adopted? 
Hon.  Mr.  KERB— When  It  becomes  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— When  does  It  he- 
come  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB— When  is  receives  the 
assent  of  the  Governor  General* 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  are  only  com- 
mitted when  the  Governor  General  acts. 
That  Is  the  consequ«ice. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEUB— I  have  answered  several 

questions. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Not  In  a  very  bright 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  think  that  observation 
applies  to  the  questions. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  rise  to  a  question 

of  order.    Sit  down. 

Hon.  MEMBERS— Order,  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona,  I  understand,  Is  speaking 
on  a  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  raising  a  point 
of  order. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— Tlie  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona,  as  I  understood  It,  was  ad- 
dressing the  House  upon  a  question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- No,no,  a  ques- 
tion of  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— My  point  of  order  la 
that  the  hon.  member  has  no  right  to  use 
the  eacpression  in  reference  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Toronto,  that  be  had  not  answered 
the  questions  la  a  bright  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  did  not  mean  polite 
when  I  used  the  word  bright.   There  was 


Digitized  by 


Google 


330 


SKNTATE 


DO  polish  In  that,  but  If  the  bon:  gentle- 
man objects  I  will  say  in  the  most  bright 
way.    Boarlnot  further  says  :— 

The  Commons  have  no  rule  on  the  subject, 
but  the  practice  of  the  House  Is  alwajTB  to  dis- 
cuss the  principle  of  a  BUI  at  this  stace.  Any 
member  mar  propose  as  an  amendment  a  re- 
solution declaratory  of  some  principle  adverse 
to  or  differing  from  the  principles,  policy  or 
pTorlslons  of  law  or  expressions  of  opinion  as 
to  any  elrcumstanoes  connected  with  Its  In- 
trodustlon  or  prosecution  or  otherwise  opposed 
to  its  progress. 

Tbls  quotation  from  Bovrlnot  abows  In  a 
very  distinct  manner  that  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  iB  discussed,  debated  and  resolved 
at  the  second  reading.  It  Is  not  like  a  pri- 
vate BUl  which  is  sent  to  a  special  com- 
mittee, where  discussion  takes  place  and 
where  the  principle  Is  adopted  only  when 
the  Bill  is  all  accepted.  We  adopt  the  pre- 
amble afterwards.  But,  In  considering  a 
public  BUI,  as  soon  as  yon  come  to  the 
second  reading  you  are  bound  to  accept  or 
reject  the  principle,  and  If  you  do  not  ac- 
cept the  principle  you  have  a  way  to  get 
out  of  it,  to  move  an  amendment,  which  Is 
directed  against  the  Bill.  If  bon.  gentle- 
men want  to  refer  that  Bill  to  a  committee 
and  to  save  the  principle,  why  do  they  not 
bring  in  an  amendment  stating  that  they 
want,  that  tbe  Bill  be  read  tbe  second  time 
with  such  and  such  proTlslon,  putting  aside 
tbe  false  principle  which  is  advocated  in 
this  Bill,  because  everybody  knows  that  the 
principle  which  Is  advocated  is  a  principle 
wh^h  Is  accepted  by  nobody  in  this  House. 
Therefore,  when  tbe  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  is  proposed,  I  shall  vote  against  it  be- 
cause I  do  not  want  to  commit  myself  to 
tbe  principle  of  supporting  a  public  Bill 
brought  before  this  House  In  order  to  amend 
tbe  law  so  that  the  law  as  so  amended 
should  afford  relief  to  a  single  compauy. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBB  (Toronto)-^ne  word 
only,  and  that  Is  that  I  wish  It  distinctly 
understood,  as  I  stated  at  the  opening,  that 
in  asking  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
I  do  DO  ask  any  member  to  commit  himself 
to  tbe  principle  of  It.  In  all  deliberative  as- 
semblies, in  the  House  of  Commons  and  In 
this  House  it  Is  a  common  practice  that 
a  Bill  receives  its  second  reading  without 
the  members  of  the  House  being  committed 
to  tbe  principle  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  I 
may  be  permitted  for  a  moment;  the  rule  to 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


guide  us  in  this  matter  lays  down  no  such 

principle  as  that  which  the  bon.  gentleman 

has  indicated  in  his  reply  to  the  remaiks 

which  I  made.  I  have  great  respect  for  the 

industry  and  research  of  my  hon.  friend. 

Tbe  rule  which  guides  us  reads  as  follows  :— 

The  principle  of  a  BUI  Is  usually  debated  at 
Its  second  reading. 

Tbat  Is  quite  true,  but  mat  does  not  say 

that  if  you  vote  for  tbe  second  reading  you 
thereby  pledge  yourself  to  details  or  to  the 
principle,  and  all  the  hon,  gentleman  has 
read  in  Btourinot  Is  exactly  in  the  same  lUie 
as  that  rule.  But  I  repeat  again  tbat  the 
practice  has  been  in  tbe  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  am  sure  my  hon.  friend  will  remem> 
ber  that  If  he  will  only  tax  his  memory, 
that  which  I  laid  down,  that  when  you  ob- 
ject to  the  details  of  a  Bill  which  may  in- 
volve a  certain  principle,  yon  state  that  ob- 
jection In  the  House  when  you  give  your 
vote.  You  have  no  objections  to  having 
the  Bill  considered,  but  you  let  the  House 
understand  that  you  are  not  plei^Ing  you^ 
self  by  tbat  vote  either  to  the  principle  or 
details  of  the  measure. 

The  SPEAKER— Is  it  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  permit  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Etothesny  to  withdraw  his  motion  1 

The  motion  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Rothesay  was  withdrawn. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  tbe  hou.  gentleman  from  Victoria 
(Hon.  Mr.  Cloran),  which  was  lost  on  the 
following  division  :— 

Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 
Bemter,  McLaren, 


Bolduc, 
BouchervlUe,  de 
Church, 
Cloran, 
Coffey, 
Domvllle, 
Ellis, 
Landry, 


McMillan. 
HcMulIen, 
HcSweeney, 
Merner, 
Montplalslr. 
Owens, 
Polrier, 
RobertBon, 


Hacdonald  (Victoria),  Sullivan, 

McDonald  Wilson. 
(Cape  Breton), 

Non-Contents  : 

The  Hon.  Messieurs 

Baker,  Lougheed, 

Beique,  Lovltt, 

Bowell  Macdonald  (P.B.I.), 

(Sir  Mackenzie),  McGregor, 

Carllng  (91r  John),  McHugh, 

Casgraln  McKay  (Truro), 

(de  Lanaudlire),  Pelletler 

Dandurand,  (Sir  Alphonse), 

David,  Perley, 
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F«r(UM>o, 

FItet, 

Glbfon, 

Godboat, 

Jonci, 

Kerr  (CobOurg), 
Kerr  (Toronto), 
King, 
Legrls, 


Power  (Spsaker), 

Scott, 

Sheliyn, 

TemplenuD, 

Thompson, 

Vlda], 

Watson, 

Wood, 

YoUDS.— 33. 


The  BUI  was  then  read  the  second  time. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 

SECOND  REPORT  ADOPTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  second  report  of  the  select  committee 
appointed  to  i^iTestlgate  the  position  lo 
Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  of  New  York.   He  said : 

This  report  has  been  before  the' House 
for  the  past  three  or  four  days,  and,  after 
the  dIscQsslon  which  has  taken  place  to^ay, 
I  do  not  think  for  a  moment  that  there  will 
be  any  further  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the 
Bouse  to  grant  the  request  of  the  committee 
for  counsel. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  Just  one  observa- 
tion to  make,  and  It  is  that  I  think  no  coun- 
sel who  has  been  previously  engaged  for  or 

against  this  insurance  company  should  be 
engaged  on  the  present  occasion.  It  will 
command  greater  respect  if  some  eminent 
counsel  who  has  never  been  connected  with 
the  company  be  engaged  to  conduct  the  in- 
TesflgatiOB. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— I  beg  to  ask  the  Senate 
to  relieve  me  from  service  upon  the  com- 
mittee In  the  face  of  what  has  transpired. 
It  Is  more  evident  to  me  now  than  it  was 
at  the  time  the  committee  was  afipointed 
that  DO  good  result  coutd  possibly  come  from 
the  Invest^ations  of  that  committee.  No 
matter  what  the  finding  may  be.  It  Is  utterly 
powerless  to  offer  any  remedy,  and,  in  view 
of  that,  I  think  It  Is  due  to  myself  and  It  is 
dae  to  the  Senate  that  I  ought  to  ask  to  be 
relieved  from  further  service  iH>on  the  com- 
mittee ;  I  therefore  ask  the  Senate  to  relieve 
me  from  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  rather  think  that 
some  members  of  the  Senate  are  somewhat 
disappointed  in  the  proceedings  which  have 
Jnst  taken  place.  We  were  Informed  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Marshfleld  that  he  was 
prepared  to  move  that  the  committee  of 


investigation  be  enlai^ed,  and  that  this  Bill 
be  referred  to  it  I  fancy  a  good  many 
members  of  the  House  voted  for  the  second 
reading  with  the  nndertsandlog  that  he 
would  move  such  a  motion.  He  has  not 
done  80  and  the  House  is  entitled  to  some 
explanation  from  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLEY— That  is  why  I  voted 

as  I  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  FDRGUBON— Had  my  hon. 
friend  raised  the  point  at  the  right  time  I 
would  have  given  an  explanation.  An  effort 
was  made,  In  which  I  took  part,  to  endeavour 
to  enlarge  the  committee.  I  made  several 
^orts,  and  others  did  the  same,  but  it  was 
found  that  no  agreement  could  be  come  to 
as  to  the  names  to  be  added  to  the  commit- 
tee. The  hon.  member  from  Rothesay  had 
views  on  that  eubject  which  be  would  not 
yield.  My  Idea  was  that  there  would  be  an 
agreement  to  enlai^  the  committee  and 
when  I  found  no  agreement  was  possible,  it 
was  suggested  that  the  Bill,  should  be  sent 
to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— After  making  ^e 
statement  he  did  make  to  the  House  the 
hon.  gentleman  should  have  explained  that 
before  the  vote  was  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEaiGUSON— SevenU  hon.  gen- 
Uemen  intimated  that  the  Bill  should  be 
sent  to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com* 
merce.  My  view  was  not  to  prevail  more 
than  that  of  other  senators. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— In  my  opinion  the  BUI 
has  been  referred  to  the  proper  committee. 
From  the  remarks  made  by  hon.  gentlemen 
on  the  other  committee  it  is  clear  that  if 
this  Bill  had  been  referred  to  them  with 
additional  members,  it  would  involve  the 
retirememt  of  some  members  who  acted  on 
that  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
motion  is  the  adoption  of  the  r^ort.  The 
Bill  has  already  been  committed,  and  the 
discussion  is  altogetho:  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  am  simply  making 
an  explanation.  My  understanding  was  that 
inasmach  aa  these  gentlemen  offered  to  with* 
draw  from  the  committee  If  there  was  any 
Increase  of  their  numbers,  the  only  proper 
committee  to  deal  with  the  Bill  was  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
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Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Before  tbe  motion  is 
put,  we  had  better  have  some  understanding. 
A  prominent  member  of  the  special  commit- 
tee has  announced  to  the  House  that  the 
efforts  of  the  committee  are  practlcall;  use- 
less. If  that  Is  the  case  I  am  disappointed, 
because  I  feel  that  there  should  foe  a  search- 
ing lUTestlgatlon  Into  the  affairs  of  the  com- 
pany, and  if  possible  some  relief  slven  to 
the  policy-lwldera.  We  hare  put  our  hands 
to  the  plough,  and  I  do  not  thlnlc  we  should 
stop  now  and  leave  undone  what  we  should 
do  In  the  light  of  the  statements  which  have 
been  made.  I,  like  my  bon.  friend  from 
Portage  la  Prairie  (Hon.  Mr.  Watson),  un- 
derstood that  an  arrangement  bad  been  ar- 
rived at  by  whlcfti  a  strong  active  committee 
would  be  arranged  for,  and  soft>mitted  to  the 
House  to  be  voted  on  with  the  possibility  of 
tlw  House  accepting  tliat  committee  and 
Including  in  It  the  original  committee  of  In- 
vestigation, with,  if  necessary,  enlarged 
powers,  and  have  placed  at  their  disposal 
means  to  make  the  most  searching  investlga- 
titm.  Nffw  we  are  asked  to  supply  counsel 
for  wliat?  As  far  as  I  can  see  that  commit- 
tee is  of  such  a  character  tdiat  it  would  prac- 
tically be  of  no  advantage  to  this  investiga- 
tion. If  that  is  the  case,  would  It  not'b* 
better  to  concentrate  our  efforts  on  the 
Banking  and  Commerce  Committee  and  bav4 
a  searching  investigation  made  by  that  com- 
mittee or  a  sub-committee,  if  yon  will,  but 
made  at  any  rate.  Something  should  be  done 
to  produce  practical  results  for  the  money 
we  are  going  to  expend  in  employing  coun- 
sel and  bringing  witnesse»^some  results  to 
the  policy-holders  of  the  company  who  are 
asking  for  relief  at  tbe  bands  of  the  Senate. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
could  move  to  postpone  the  consideration  ot 
the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  motion  has 
been  carried. 

Tnxe  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  has 
uo  right  to  reflect  on  the  cbair;  the  motion 
has  not  been  carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  cast  no  reflec- 
tion on  the  chair,  and  I  allow  the  chair  to 
cast  no  reflection  on  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUXG— The  chair  has  a  right 
to  Inform  the  House  what  position  the 
question  Is  in  at  any  time,  surely.  Would 
Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


it  not  be  well  to  take  time  to  consider  tbls 
matter  and  put  it  into  shape  so  that  we  may 
attain  some  practical  results.  I  believe  ttie 
suggestion  of  tbe  Speaker  Is  good.  Inasmuch 
as  the  arrangement  which  I  understood  to 
have  been  made,  to  appoint  an  active  com- 
mittee bas  fallen  through,  to  let  tbls  matter 
stand  until  another  day  to  see  what  is  best 
to  be  done. 

Hon.  air.  DOMVILLE— It  U  only  keephig 

us  back. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUXG — The  hon.  gentleman 
complains  of  our  keeping  it  back.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  been  keeping  the  House  back 
for  a  whole  day  to  prevent  the  passing  of  a 

BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  no  right  to  Impute  motives  to  me. 
I  say  his  statement  Is  not  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  am  making  a  state- 
ment of  facts  which  can  be  home  out  by 
every  member  of  tbe  House,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  kept  us  ttiis  whole  afternoon 
and  evening  for  only  one  purpose,  namely, 
deferring  the  consideration  of  tbe  Bill,  the 
only  means  apparent  by  which  the  policy- 
holders of  this  company  can  get  the  sligbt- 
est  relief.  Therefore,  It  ill-becomes  the 
lion,  member  to  complain  that  he  Is  beln^* 
delayed,  when  his  own  action  has  bad  tbe 
most  marked  effect  in  that  direction.  I 
have  already  suggested  .to  the  House  that 
we  had  better  reconsider  some  of  our  no- 
tions in  connection  with  this  matter,  witli  a 
\iew  of  having  an  investigation,  and  get- 
ting such  relief  as  It  Is  possible  to  obtain 
for  the  policy-holders  of  the  company.  I 
therefore  move  that  this  matter  be  deferred 
until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I'he  hon.  member 
n-ust  give  notice  of  that  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  second  this  motion, 
for  tbe  reason  that  has  been  given  by  tbe 
hon.  member  from  Killarney  (Hon.  Ur. 
Young).  I  attach  a  great  deal  of  Import- 
ance to  a  proper  investigation  being  made- 
It  is  a  matter  of  indifference  to  me  whether 
the  Investigation  is  made  by  one  committee 
or  another,  but  it  should  not  be  made  by 
two  committees,  and  steps  should  at  l«i^ 
l-e  taken  to  have  the  Investigation  mad? 
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by  a  sub-committee  of  the  Committee  on 
Kanblog  and  Commerce  jointly  wltta  thA 
committee  tbat  has  been  appointed.  Tlu 
iommittee  which  is  intrusted  with  bring- 
ing about  the  remedy  surely  ia  a  very  im- 
iwrtaot  committee,  and  it  cannot  very  Itke- 
Iv  come  to  a  conclusion  as  to  what  is  n 
proper  remedy  without  making  a  tborougli 
iiivestigatlon.  X  therefore  second  the  mo- 
tiou,  in  the  expectation  that  by  to-morrow 
we  may  devise  the  best  means  to  insute 
this  proper  investigation  by  the  committee, 
imd  the  obtaining  of  the  proper  remedy. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  did  not 
niBh  anything  I  may  have  done  here  to 
\.w  at  all  misunderstood.  I  certainly  did 
understand  that  a  motion  was  to  be  made 
liy  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marshtleld  for 
tbe  enlargement  of  the  special  committee, 
end  that  this  matter  should  be  referred 
t<*  that  committee,  but  after  learning  that 
ti<^  had,  out  of  deference  to  the  views  of 
some  memt>era,  determined  on  not  moving 
that  way,  I  saw  hjm  and  be  was  good 
enoogh  to  say  tbat  was  the  conclusion  be 
bad  arrived  at,  because  many  members 
bad  expressed  tbe  opinion  that  the  ques- 
tioa  should  go  to  tbe  Committee  on  Banking 
«iid  Commerce.  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  re- 
ileem  the  promise  I  made  on  moving  tbe 
sec-ond  reading  of  the  Bill.  At  that  time 
I  usked  the  House  to  vote  for  the  Bill  wlth- 
'••nt  being  committed  to  it,  and  If  tbat  were 
(lone  I  would  more  that  it  be  referred  to 
tlie  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
I  Liive  redeemed  the  promise  I  made,  not 
witli  any  idea  of  interfering  with  any  pro- 
position which  might  be  acceptable  to  the 
i.ouse  to  deal  with  tbe  matter,  either  by 
cn  enlargement  of  tbat  committee  or  In 
iuiy  other  way,  but  while  I  am  on  my  feet 
I  i!iay  as  well  say  

The  SPGAKBR^Is  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
Speaking  to  the  motion  before  the  chair  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  —Yes,  the 
motion  before  the  chair  is  to  adjourn  the 
debate.  It  seems  to  cuo,  therefore,  it  Is 
pertinent  to  call  attentr>n  to  t^e  sltuatloi! 
of  the  matter.  We  have  given  the  Bill 
a  second  reading  and  referred  it  to  the 
Committee  on  BanKlng  and  Commerce  fo.* 
consideration.  We  hare  before  us  the  re- 
port of  another  committee.   Thtit  commit- 


tee stands  In  the  position  that  a  principal 
member  of  It,  one  of  tbe  oldest  members 
of  tbe  House,  has«expressed  himself  In  a 
way  that  we  all  heard  a  few  moments  ago. 

In  addition  to  tbat  we  had  an  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
<iiittee,  who  explained  to  us  with  a  great 
deal  of  deliberation  two  or  three  times,  tbat 
that  commlttte  had  only  one  dmy  to  dis- 
charge, and  that  duty  was  confined  to  as- 
certaining whether  there  had  been  fraud  or 
dishonesty  in  tbe  management  of  this  com- 
pany. I  wish  to  call  his  itteullon  t<'  IU(> 
instructions  which  that  committee  lias,  imd 
I  think  you  will  find  that  he  has  not  read 
them,  or,  at  all  events.  If  he  bas,  he  does 
not  state  them  correctly  here.  The  resolution 
on  which  that  committee  was  appointed 
was  for  the  ap[>ointment  of  a  select 
committee  of  five  to  investigate  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  As- 
sociation of  New  York  and  Canada.  All 
the  charges  we  have  beard  In  support  of 
that  motion  are  frauds  committed  outside  of 
Canada.  They  have  nothing  w-hatever  to  do 
with  the  present  conditions  of  the  company 
in  Canada,  and  that  Is  what  the  committee 
has  been  appointed  to  investigate,  and  they 
nre  now  asking  for  authority  to  employ  coun- 
sei.  'xae  Senate  will  see  that  the  dutlos 
or  that  committee  are  confined  to  that. 
One  important  member  of  the  commltteo 
says  he  can  see  no  good  result  from  tbe 
[u-osecu  tlon  of  that  commlttee*s  labours. 
I'nder  tbe  circumstances,  having  regard  to 
tlie  view  of  tbe  bon.  member  who  has  ex- 
pressed himself  so  witb  reference  to  the 
committee,  there  should  be  some  time 
taken  for  consideration  of  what  we  arc 
doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — am  very  much  as- 
tonished to  find  the  hon.  senator  front  To- 
ronto making  such  a  fine  distinction  In  re- 
gard to  the  powers  of  this  (■ommittee.  They 
are  appointed  to  examine  into  the  position 
of  the  company  in  Canada.  He  knows  we 
cannot  go  to  the  United  States  and  examine 
its  condition  Uiere,  but  we  can  force  the 
company  to  bring  their  books  here.  Why 
should  he  want  the  committee  to  limit  tbe 
Investigation  to  the  condition  of  tbe  com- 
pany's affairs  in  Canada.  Their  business  Is 
transacted  in  New  York  and  he  knows  very 
well  that  this  House  never  wanted  a  com- 
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mlttee  appointed  simply  to  Inreatigate  the 
management  of  the  company  in  Canada.  I 
am  fullly  aware  of  the  testructlone  given  by 
thli  House  :  they  are  to  inquire  Into  tbe  posi- 
tion of  the  company,  the  relations  between 
its  directors  and  its  policy-holders,  and  If 
tliat  position  is  an  honest  position,  the  re- 
sult of  the  Investigation  will  redound  to  the 
company's  credit  and  advantage^  If  this  In- 
vestigation shows  that  the  position  of  the 
company  Is  not  an  honest  one,  then  it  will 
be  time  for  parliament  to  take  action,  so  it 
is  really  a  question  of  honesty  on  one  side 
or  the  other.  The  position  Is  very  clear,  and 
the  committee  appointed  by  this  honourable 
body  with  those  instructions,  have  come  to 
the  Senate,  and  asked  permission  to  employ, 
counsel.  Tbe  senators  composing  that  com- 
mittee cannot  spend  eight  or  ten  hours  a  day 
looking  into  the  records  of  this  company. 
We  are  not  here  for  that  purpose,  and  It  is 
for  that  we  require  counsel.  We  do  not 
want  to  go  Into  an  investigation  of  facts 
that  do  not  pertain  to  the  question;  we  want 
to  be  guided  .by  a  lawyer,  and  it  has  been 
onanlmously  decided  by  the  committee  to 
ask  the  House  to  sanction  the  employment 
of  counsel.  The  House  has  not  refused  It, 
but  certain  members  seem  to  hesitate  to  en- 
trust this  committee  with  counsel.  If  there 
is  anything  wrong,  revoke  tbe  committee, 
but  it  is  not  right  to  treat  the  committee  as 
it  is  being  treated  by  some  hon.  members 
of  this  House.  It  is  not  fair,  and  it  has 
never  been  done  ^before.  If  there  is  any- 
thing against  the  committee  let  it  be  said 
above  board.  Otherwise  I  do  not  see  why 
hon.  gentlemen  seek  by  delays  to  reluse 
counsel.  I  do  not  think  the  majority  of 
tills  honourable  body  will  back  up  the  de- 
mands of  some  hoa.  gentlemen  In  that  res- 
pect We  have  delayed  now  two  or  three 
weeks  on  account  of  this  hesitation  on  the 
part  of  the  BenQte  to  take  action.  I  humbly 
ask  that  the  House  take  action  now.  With 
regard  to  the  attitude  of  the  boo.  gentleman 
from  Mlsslsquoi  (Hon.  Mr.  Baker)  he  said 
he  did  not  believe  In  the  constitutionality 
of  the  committee.  He  did  not  take  twenty- 
four  hours  to  consider  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— I  did  not  take  twenty- 
four  minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  was  surprised  when 
he  said  so  In  committee.   Why  did  he  not 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


say  so  In  the  House  and  not  allow  tne 
Senate  to  make  a  nomination  which  was  to 
become  void  soon  afterwards  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MAGK1SNZIB  BOWELL— The 
only  question  before  tbe  House  is  whether 
the  committee  shall  have  power  to  emplof 
counsel  to  assist  them  In  the  investlgatioD. 
I  cannot  understand  how  a  delay  untU  to- 
morrow, or  any  other  tlme^  can  change  tbe 
opinion  of  any  one  as  to  fba  proivlely  of  felv* 
lug  them  that  power.  I  know  that  In  former 
committees  when  Hiey  asked  for  assist- 
ance of  that  kind  It  has  never  been  refused, 
but  if  the  Senate  is  of  the  opinion  that  they 
should  not  go  to  the  expense  of  employing 
counsel,  they  had  t>etter  say  so.  It  they  tfo 
it  will  be  tantamount  to  frustrating,  to  that 
extent  the  Investigation  which  has  been  o^ 
dered.  I  hare  <»een  on  committees  of  this 
kind  and  I  fully  concur  In  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Vlctmrla  (Hon.  Ifr. 
CHoran)  that  no  individual  member  of  a  com- 
mittee of  that  kind  can  devote  his  whole 
time  and  attention  to  an  investigation  of  all 
the  intricacies  which  will  arise  in  such  in- 
quiries. If  -we  desire  to  have  that  investi- 
gation thorough  and  proper,  we  had  better 
consent  and  pass  this  motion  at  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDTJBAND— We  should  pause 
for  a  few  hours  before  we  decide  to  leap  In^ 
this  matter,  and  for  the  reason  we  have  a 
committee  that  is  somewhat  disorganized. 
We  have  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bedford 
asking  leave  to  withdraw  from  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbat 
does  not  disorganize  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— We  have  been  going 
on  with  four  members  all  the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAND— It  seems  to  me 
that  from  now  until  to-morrow  we  might 
be  discussing  the  advisability  of  enla^ng 
the  committee  by  Increasing  Its  number. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— What  has  that  to  do 
with  counsel. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-Then  we  will 
have  a  new  committee,  practically  an  en- 
larged committee,  who  will  decide  upon  the 
course  they  will  follow,  and  perhaps  when 
we  propose  three  or  four  or  five  names, 
amongst  tbem  some  senators  of  tbe  legnl 
profession,  a  majority  of  that  committee 
may  decide  it  does  not  need  counsel,  that 
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it  has  enongh  legal  light  They  may  de- 
cide that  they  need  an  actuary  rather  than 
counsel,  and  It  seems  to  me  that  if  we  ad- 
journ till  to-morrow  we  would  devise  a 
plan  by  which  we  could  add  to  that  com- 
mittee some  members  of  this  chamber  who 
did  not  belong  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  and  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce  might,  upon  the  en- 
larging of  this  special  committee,  delegate 
a  sab-committee  of  the  Banking  and  Com- 
merce Committee  to  that  committee  to  do 
Joint  work  and  make  a  Joint  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX>RAN— No,  we  cannot  do 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND.— It  seems  to 
me  we  have  eTorything  to  gain  by  adjonrii- 
hig  the  question  until  to-morrow,  so  that 
we  may  have  a  conference  and  decide  upon 
the  best  course  to  solve  the  question  we 
have  before  us,  that  relief  may  be  had  for 
the  prwnt  policy-holders  who  are  all  they 
have  before  the  committee  ;  there  are  no 
shareholders,  nothing  but  policy-holders,  and 
we  are  all  bent  upon  doing  something 
to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the  policy-holders 
who  are  paying  heavy  rates  and  who  seem 
to  need  relief  and  who  are  Incapable  of  get- 
ting it 

Hon.  Mr.  DOJIVILLB.— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  made  a  statement  here.  If  be  will 
allow  me  to  state  to  this  House  what  be 
bild  me  this  morning  as  to  employment  of 
coanseU  I  will  repeat  It  I  will  not  repeat 
It  unless  he  does. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS— No.  no. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 

The  report  was  then  adopted. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (34)  An  Act  respecting  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Dandurand.) 

CANADIAN  GENERAL  ELECTRIC  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

SECOND   HEADING  POSTPONED. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON  moved  the  second  read- 
tog  of  Bill  (116)  An  .^ct  respecting  certain 
Patents  of  the  Canadian  General  Electric 
Company,  Umited,  and  others. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Will 
the  hon.  gentleman  explain  the  purport  of 
this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— This  is  sim- 
ply for  the  extension  of  the  time  for  the  im- 
portation of  the  patenjted;  article ;  the 
patents  are  in  force.  The  parties  are  manu- 
facturing them  as  fast  as  they  can,  but 
these  patents  being  new  and  it  is  Important 
that  great  care  should  be  taken  in  the  manu- 
facturing and  exploitation  of  the  article, 
the  time  for  importation  will  expire  and 
unless  it  is  extended  they  will  forfeit  their 
patents  by  the  Importation  In  the  meantime. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Are 
the  articles  with  which  this  deals  now 
manufactured  In  Toronto  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB— No.  Similar  power  was 
given  to  the  other  patentees,  the  Parsons 
Company,  a  few  days  ago,  by  the  Soiate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  Bill  is  not 
printed,  and  of  course  it  should  not  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  was  allowed  to 
stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  move  that  the  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  want  to  raise  fi 
question  of  privil^e.  During  the  debate 
timt  took  place  on  this  question  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Company,  It  was  In- 
timated by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  To- 
ronto that  a  certain  party  In  New  York 
had  made  certain  declarations  concerning 
t-he  goTernment  and  parliament  and  the 
committee  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
Htntement  will  be  found  on  page  231  of 
the  *  Debates '  and  reads  as  follows : 

I  then  took  up  the  memorandum  and  said  to 
blm  again  :  '  Now,  this  is  what  you  want  paid, 
t^ie  amounts  contained  in  this  memorandum, 
together  with  an  equivalent  to  a  year's  sal- 
ary, and  the  association  is  to  thereafter  have 
your  good-will,"  to  which  he  replied  '  Yea,  but 
that  he  would  not  make  aoythlng  out  of  it.  that 
he  had  spent  lots  of  money  that  was  not  con- 
tained Id  the  memorandum,  that  he  had  paid 
all  the  coats  of  the  legistatloo  In  Canada  that 
paased  the  law  by  which  the  association  pro- 
cured its  license  to  do  business  in  the  Domin- 
loa.  for  which  he  had  never  been  repaid.  That 
there  bad  been  good  round  sums  paid  out;  that 
there  were  members  of  parliament,  ot  the  com- 
mittee, and  ot  the  government  that  had  to  have 
good  sums,  that  it  cost  him  over  110,000,  that 
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be  bad  found  all  the  moner  excepting  for  tbe 
last  Bill  for  a  Bmall  amount. 

In  view  of  that  declaration  made,  and  to 
view  of  the  fact  thirt  the  gentleman  who 
is  charged  with  making  that  Ertatement 
Is  In  the  city,  I  move,  without  giving  notice, 
as  It  is  a  question  of  privilege,  that  an  order 
of  this  House  do  issue  for  tbe  attendance  at 
the  bar  of  this  House  of  J.  G.  Wells  of 
New  York  to  answer  such  questions  as  may 
be  put  to  him  relative  to  these  declarations 
that  he  is  alleged  to  have  made  that  there 
were  members  of  parliament,  of  the  com- 
mittee, of  the  government,  that  had  to  have 
good  sums ;  that  it  cost  him  over  $10,000, 
that  he  bad  found  all  the  money  exciting 
for  the  last  bill  for  a  small  amount. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Is  it  a  notice  of  mo- 
tion 7 

Hon.  Mr.  "LANDRY— No,  It  is  a  question 
of  privilege,  and  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
look  at  Bourinot  at  page  424,  he  will  see 
that  questions  of  privilege  need  no  notice. 
Tbe  rule  Is  as  follows  : 

Questions  of  privilege  will  always  be  con- 
sidered In  the  House  without  the  notice  ne- 
cessary in  the  case  of  a  motion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  understood. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Who  Is  reflected  upon 
In  this  matter  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  reflected  on. 
I  was  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIEB— Did  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman receive  any  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDEY— We  will  find  that 
out. 

Hon.  Mr.  KKRR  (Toronto)— It  is  tbe 
House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  is  the  House  of 
Commons  and  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  the  hon.  gentld^ 
man  really  think  it  is  Important  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  a  question  of 
privilege,  and  I  give  notice  and  I  want  to 
bave  this  gentleman  brought  to  the  bar  to 
ascertain  if  this  statement  Is  true  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  every  Idle  observa- 
tion made  outside  of  the  House  twenty 
years  ago  Is  to  be  revived  and  Investigated 
by  us  it  will  take  up  a  lot  of  time. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Why  could  be  not 
appear  before  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  paper  the  hon.  gentleman  read 
from  Is  authentic,  or  Is  It  merely  an  auc- 
tion. It  does  seem  to  me  that  the  bon.  gentle- 
man is  trifling  with  tbe  dignity  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— Th«re  Is  no  referrace 
to  the  Senate  In  the  matter,  and  no  reason 
for  the  Senate  assuming  anything  in  tbe 

matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— i  am 
very  much  astonished  to  bear  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  usually  speaks 
tersely  and  straight  to  the  point  at  issue. 
Here  is  an  affidavit  made  by  the  vlce^)resi- 
dent  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Com- 
pany in  which  he  states  distinctly  that  Mr. 
Wells  told  them  that  he  had  expended  $10,- 
000  In  order  to  secure  certain  legialatloii, 
to  use  a  very  plain  expression,  in  the  pur- 
chase of  members  of  parliament,  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  of  the  government.  Now,  I 
happened  to  be  a  member  of  the  committee 
that  dealt  with  thQt  question  and  also  & 
member  of  the  government  and  a  member  ot 
parliament,  I  take  It  for  granted  that  th*i 
Senate  Is  a  part  and  parcel  of  parliament 
Parliament  does  not  consist  delusively  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  We  are  Just  as 
much  an  integral  part  of  parliament  as  tb« 
House  of  Commons  itself,  because  nothing 
can  be  done  without  the  concurrence  of  botii 
Houses,  and  the  sanction  of  the  Governor 
Genera],  and  here  is  a  direct  reflection  on 
the  honour  of  parliament  Why  should 
this  motion  be  opposed,  when  the  man  who, 
it  Is  alleged,  made  this  statement,  the  vice- 
president  of  the  company  with  whom 
have  all  tbe  time  been  dealing,  Is  In  town  ? 
Why  this  motion  should  be  objected  to  is  a 
puzzle  to  me.  I  am  very  anxious  individu- 
ally and  on  behalf  of  the  committee  and  on 
behalf  of  parliament  and  the  government, 
to  have  this  gentleman  brought  before  the 
bar  of  tbe  House  In  order  that  we  may  as- 
certain what  he  has  to  say  in  contradiction 
or  In  support  of  the  statement  alleged  to 
have  been  made  by  blm. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Which  bar  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  mean  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  he 
comes  here  and  states  that  be  did  spend  that 
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mooey,  then,  I,  as  a  member  deeply  interest- 
ed In  tills  cbarge  that  has  tieen  made,  wouia 
like  to  know  from  him  to  whom  be  gave 
that  money  and  whom  he  purchased,  and 
the  country  should  know  It.  The  newspa- 
pers have  discussed  this  question;  they  have 
discussed  it  not  from  the  point  taken  by  the 
members  here,  but  they  have  said  that  a 
serious  cbarge  was  'made  against  the  then 
Minister  of  Fhoance,  Sir  Leonard  Tllley,  and 
that  it  was  unbecoming  on  the  part  of  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  to  read  such 
a  statement  Impugning  the  honesty  of  a  man 
like  Sir  Leonard  ?  I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
geatleman  believed  a  word  of  it.  Then  Jet 
IIS  have  Mr.  Wells'  version  of  it.  It  Is  not 
going  to  coat  anything  except  the  Issue  of  a 
Bommons,  and  that  will  not  be  much,  lu 
Jnstlee  to  tbe  parliament  of  Canada,  and  in 
jnstice  to  those  who  were  members  of  the 
parliament  at  that  time  ;  in  justice  to  the 
government  and  in  justice  to  the  members 
of  the  committee  who  dealt  with  this  ques- 
tion, there  should  be  no  objection  to  sum- 
moning Mr.  Wells  to  the  bar  of  tbe  House 
and  let  bim  answer  for  himself,  and  if  he 
bas  made  tbat  statement  and  is  unable  to 
sustain  it,  tben  let  us  deal  with  him  by  com- 
mitting lilm  to  the  tower  for  the  remainder 
of  tbe  session. 

Bon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Here  is  an  Incident 
that  is  said  to  have  occurred  in  Ibm  or  lu 
1S85.  The  vice-president  I  think  is  dead- 
Now,  Mr.  Wells  will  deny  it.  No  doubt 
about  that.  And 'What  better  situation  are 
we  in  V  Are  we  going  to  call  the  man  who 
heard  him  say  it  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— You 
may  If  you  like. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Eldrldge  is  in  the 
city. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Then  let  us  have  both 
Dien  up,  if  you  must  persevere,  but  I  do 
think  it  Is  beneath  the  dignity  of  the  Senate. 
A  matter  that  occurred  twenty  years  ago 
Is  not  wortb  taking  up.  Nobody  would  be- 
lieve Wells  if  he  came  forward  and  swore 
to  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— f  would. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  a  member  of 
parliament  at  tbe  time.    X  tblnk  I  should 
have  some  interest  in  tt. 
22 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL^-Tbe 
hon.  gentleman   did  not  get   any  of  the 

money. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  at  all  afraid 
of  my  reputation  at  the  hands  of  a  gen- 
tleman like  Mr.  Wells,  and  I  think  no  other 
hon.  member  need  be. 

*  Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR— While  admitting  the 
position  taken  by  my  hon.  friend  is  logical, 
that  the  situation  is  Indeed  serious  and 
grave,  I  feel  like  treating  tbe  whole  thing 
with  absolute  contempt.  They  have  never 
bad  enough  money  diverted  from  the  public 
funds  and  from  tbe  pollcy-bcddera  In  that 
company  to  buy  any  member  of  this  or 
the  otber  House  or  affect  their  votes.  Tbe 
accusation  Is  too  far  in  the  past,  and  comes 
from  too  low  a  source  to  affect  us  to  such 
iiii  extent  as  to  justify  us  in  calling  either 
of  these  men  to  tbe  bar  to  justify  their 
niiili^nity  towards  this  or  the  other  House. 
1  will  vote  against  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Lest  the  House 
should  decide  to  reject  the  motion  that  has 
been  made,  I  take  the  opportunity  of  stat- 
ing that  I  am  most  anxious  that  a  full  In- 
vestigation should  be  beld  by  baying  Mr. 
Wells  before  the  bar  of  the  House  and 
qnestlonlng  him  as  to  the  truth  of  the 
statement  that  is  contained  In  the  allegation 
which  has  just  been  read.  My  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  pooh-poohs  the  whole 
thing.  He  says  it  was  twenty  years  ago. 
But  tbe  press  throughout  this  Dominion 
have  come  out  recently  and  quoted  tbe  very 
words  and  what  more  hhve  they  done  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  Wells  will  deny 
It.    What  position  are  you  in  tben  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  McMULLEN— Are  we  not  en- 
titled to  the  denial  ?  I  was  a  member  of  that 
ooininittee,  and  sat  In  parliament,  and  was 
there  when  this  legislation  was  passed, 
and  my  name  Is  published  In  the  press  to- 
day as  one  of  those  wbo  Is  (diarged  with 
having  been  bribed,  bought,  approached. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS— Nt^  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Yes,  the  state- 
ment is  tiiat  the  committee  were  bought, 
I  want  the  fullest  investigation.  I  think 
i^:  is  but  fair  to  those  who  were  members 
of  that  ctnnmlttee  tbat  that  investigation 
should  be  held  when  Mr.  Wells  is  here. 
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My  hoD.  friend  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tiou  was  there  ns  well  as  myself.  Tliure 
iire  a  few  of  us  left.  Tbe  boa.  gentlemau 
Avbo  made  the  motion  was  there.  Why,  in 
justice  to  us,  should  not  that  man  when 
be  is  here,  be  asked  to  come  before  the  bar 
of  the.  House,  and  If  be  says  that  the  atnte- 
nieiit  made  by  him  is  true,  then  we  want 
to  know  the  imrticulars.  We  want  to 
know  what  be  has  to  say  abont  it.  And 
Mr.  Eldrldge  is  here,  let  bim  come  also 
and  clear  up  the  whole  matter.  We  do  not 
want  to  bear  the  stigma. 

Hon.  Hr.  DANDURAND— It  will  be  tho 
first  time,  I  think.  In  the  history  of  this 
pnrtlnment  that  we  shall  be  condncting  an 
inquiry  from  our  seats,  and  qveatlonlDg  wit- 
nesses behind  the  bar. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's pardon.  Let  him  read  tuick  and 
Instruct  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDU  RAND— Here  Is  a  com- 
mittee, vested  with  powers  to  employ 
counsel,  and  make  an  investigation,  and  It 
liiippens  that  that  Mr.  Wells  is  mentioned  in 
the  declaration  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
I.'othesay  and  will  be  one  of  the  principal 
witnesses  to  appear  before  that  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLG— My  hon.  friend  is 
anticipating  the  committee ;  that  Is  not 
right  He  is  accusing  me  and  defending  tne 
company  to  a  certain  extent,  and  nt  the 
same  time  anticipating  what  we  are  going 
to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  am  defending 
nobody,  great  or  small,  and  I  have  already 
stated  80,  and  I  think  the  ITon.  gentleman 
should  take  my  word  for  it  and  not,  by 
innuendo  or  otherwise,  repeat  such  an  as- 
sertion. I  say  there  has  been  a  committee 
appointed  to  Investigate  the  affairs  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Company.  Mr.  Wells  Is 
here  to  testify  before  that  committee,  -and  i 
take  it  from  the  declaration  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Rothesay  that  Mr.  Eldrldge  is  here 
in  the  city  also,  so  tffat  the  two  parties  who 
are  connected  with  this  declaration  will  be 
heard  before  that  committee,  and,  if  tbey 
have  any  witnesses  to  bring,  tbey  will  pro- 
duce them  and  examine  them  and  cross- 
examine  them  if  they  want  to.  Why  should 
we  duplicate  that  Inquiry  by  bringing  those 
parties  before  the  bar  and  give  such  im- 
Hod.  Mr.  McMULLBN. 


portance  to  an  affirmation  in  which  no  one 
in  or  a'round  parliament  takes  any  stock  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
was  considered  of  sufficient  importance  by 
the  hon.  member  from  Toronto  to  read  the 
declaration  to  this  House  and  give  it  pul>- 
llcity  It  never  had  before,  and  the  Journals 
of  the  two  larger  provinces — am  not  In  a 
position  to  say  'what  the  maritime  provinces 
have  done,  because  1  have  not  read  their 
newspapers — but  the  journals  of  Ontario 
and  Quebec  have  commented  on  the  state- 
ment of  Mr.  Wells  and  have  left  the  Im- 
pi-esslon  on  the  minds  of  many  persons  wbo 
have  read  them  that  there  was  corruption. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  not  think  that  the  Investigation 
will  be  more  complete  and  easier  before  tne 
committee  than  l>efore  the  bar  of  the  Honael 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No,  11 
will  not.  because  if  they  come  before  the 
bar  of  the  House  the  reporrers  of  the  differ 
ent  newspapers  and  our  own  r^orter  will 
be  here,  and  It  will  receive  a  publicity  tbat 
It  would  not  receive  if  It  came  up  before  the 
committee  for  investigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  question 
before  the  House  Is  on  certain  charges  pre- 
ferred by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay. 
He  stated  that  the  charges  were  made,  and 
be  read  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  Wells  certain 
statements  and  allegations  respecting  tbla 
company  which  were  the  subject-matter  of 
an  Investigation  whlcb  had  been  made  hy 
the  Insurance  Department  of  the  state  of 
New  York  upon  precisely  the  same  charges, 
made  by  the  same  person,  and  couched  In 
the  same  language,  and  I  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  those  charges,  that 
tbey  were  the  same  charges  that  had  been 
investigated  already  by  that  department, 
and  that  the  department  bad  reported 
against  the  truth  of  the  charges.  In  order 
to  Identify  the  ct^t-ges,  I  pointed  out  that 
the  charges  were  made  by  the  same  Mr. 
Wells,  and  he  was  identined  by  the  affidavit 
that  was  made  before  the  commissioner, 
who  rfp>ited  ui  on  It,  and  I  read  the  extracts 
from  the  report  as  to  wnat  was  contained 
in  certain  papers  that  were  'before  tiie  super- 
intendent. Now,  If  that  contains  any  charge 
against  these  gentlemen  who  were  named 
as  having  l>een  recipients  of  $10,000  at  the 
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time,  it  seems  to  me  tbat  is  a  much  more 
Important  matter  and  requires  a  very  differ- 
ent kind  of  iDTestigation  frtfm  tiiat  whicb 
It  would  get  by  summoning  some  one  to  tbe' 
bar  of  this  House  and  geClIng  an  answer  yes 
or  no.  If  it  is  of  sufficient  consequence  to  be 
taken  up  in  tbe  interest  either  of  tbe  House 
or  any  indivldaa]  member  of  It,  or  any  one 
who  has  been  a  memtwr  of  |^is  House  or  a 
member  of  parliament  who  is  entitled  to  an 
Inreitlgatlon  bere  in  any  way,  ^en  it  sbould 
be  done  in  a  mannw  which  will  enable  the 
Investigation  to  be  thorough,  searching  and 
not  merely  a  whitewash  by  an  answer  being 
made  at  the  bar  of  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEDL— What 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  by  a  white- 
irasli! 

Hon.  Ur.  KBBR  (Toronto)— By  an  answer 
being  given  at  the  bar  of  the  House  gWIng 
a  negative  to  any  such  statement. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO^VELL— Why 
slioQld  be  not  be  permitted  to  give  a  nega- 
tive to  it  ? 

Hon.  Hr.  KERR  CToronto)— Supposing  be 
did,  what  would  that  amount  to  7 

Hod.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  would  settle  tbe 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  seems  to 
me  It  would  only  open  tbe  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— All  right  let  it  be 
opened. 

Hod.  Mr.  KERR— I  think  it  would  be  un- 
becoming to  the  dignity  of  thUt  House.  It 
would  be  unworthy  of  the  men  who  stand 
charged  to  have  that  simple  kind  of  white- 
wash at  tbe  bar  of  the  House,  and  to  say 
tnat  would  be  an  end  of  the  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— To 
whom  does  the  hon.  gentleman  refer  when 
he  talks  about  whitewash  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  mean  anybody  who 
stands  charged  with  being  the  recipient  ol 
the  money. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Then 
when  a  man  makes  a  statement  that  another 
man  made  the  charge  and  that  man  denies 
%  that  is  a  whitewashing  of  the  mem- 
bers of  parliament.  That  is  what  you  say  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KEKR— No. 
22J 


Hon  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Then 
take  the  responsibility.  Let  tbe  world  know 
what  this  man  has  to  say  with  reference  to 
that  If  be  says  tbe  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Wells  Is  perjury,  then  tbe  world  can 
Judge  of  the  truth  of  tbe  two. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  was  a  member  of 
parliament,  unfortunately,  at  the  time  this 
was  said  to  have  occurred,  and,  while  I 
have  as  much  respect  for  tbe  dignity  of 
tbe  House,  even  If  tbe  affair  occurred  year* 
ago,  I  think  It  would  be  entirely  Improper 
to  call  Mr.  Wells  to  tbe  bar  of  the  House 
to  make  a  denial  when  Mr.  Eldrldge  can  bo 
called  as  a  witness  on  the  same  question. 
The  oue  man's  word  may  be  as  good  as  the 
other,  and  It  may  be  that  Mr.  Wells,  la 
order  to  make  up  his  expense  account^ 
made  that  statement  and  If  parliament 
wishes  to  be  seized  of  all  the  facts,  wby  not 
appoint  a  commission  or  grant  to  this  com- 
mittee full  powers  to  eend  for  Eldrldge  and ' 
Wells,  and  have  tbem  face  to  face,  not  sim- 
ply to  accept  that  dental  of  Mr.  Wells. 
Perhaps  Mr.  Wells  would  not  be  as  brave 
before  Mr.  Eldrldge  aa  he  would  be  before 
tbe  bar  of  the  House.  I  do  not  know  either 
of  tbem,  but  I  think  the  proper  course 
would  be  to  hear  Bldtt^e  as  well  as  Wells. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  the 
other  man  denies  It,  let  It  go  on  record. 
He  may  not  deny  It 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man propose  summoning  Eldrldge  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-No.  We 

have  Eldrldge's  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  a  farce  it  would 
be.  Wells  would  say  *no,'  and  that  wonlA 
Ue  tbe  end  of  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKEI^IE  BOWELL— why 
does  tbe  hon.  gentleman  refuse  an  oppor* 
tuuity  to  the  one  man  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Mr.  Wells  Is  an 
honourable  gentleman,  and  he  must  not  be 
reflected  upon  by  anticipating  statements  as 
to  what  he  will  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  know  all  about 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-Eldrldge  has  been 
here  hobnobbing  for  tbe  last  two  months 
and  we  can  get  him. 
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Hon  Mr.  WATSON— Supposing  Eldridge 
«ays  that  Wells  told  him  be  spent  $10,00(» 
at  that  time,  and  Wells  denies  it,  what 
better  position  are  we  In  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWELL— That 
Is  for  the  Honse  to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  was  a  member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  at  the  time,  and  I 
do  not  wish  that  any  person  should  come 
here  and  say  tbat  he  did  spend  $1(^000 
twenty  years  ago  to  secure  legislation.  I 
do  not  think  it  reflects  upon  my  character 
at  all,  and  I  never  heard  anybody  suggest 
that  I  received  a  portion  of  it.  It  is  cer- 
tainly trifling  with  the  privilege  and  dig- 
nity of  the  Honse  to  ask  Wells  to  come 
here  and  be  examined  on  the  matter  when 
any  one  can  gamble  ererything  he  owns 
that  he  will  say  he  did  not  make  that 
,  statement  He  is  In  the  city  and  can  be 
examined,  and  If  it  Is  necessary  that  that 
portion  of  his  evidence  should  go  to  the 
pnblic  it  can  be  reported  and  published. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— When  the  statement 
was  quoted,  I  thought  it  a  most  Improper 
one  for  the  hen.  gentleman  to  read  to  the 

Senate  in  advocacy  of  his  cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBBB^I  am  sorry  the  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  bo. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  care  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  Is  sorry  or  not,  but  I 
thought  it  was  very  Improper.  There  are 
hon.  gentlemen  here  who  are  interested  in 
tliis  statement,  and  they  ask  that  the  man 
be  put  on  oath  before  the  Senate  and  asked 
wtiether  be  made  that  statement  In  New 
York,  and  the  statement  that  he  will  make 
before  the  bar  of  the  House  will  have 
the  same  publicity  as  the  statement  forged 
by  BIdridge  and  quoted  by  an  hon.  senator 
In  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Who  will  believe  him  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— They  wlU  believe 
bim  as  well  as  the  other  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Our  committee  will 
not  receive  the  same  publicity  In  regard  to 
these  matters.  It  will  be  buried  In  the 
report,  and  I  think  it  is  only  fair  to  the 
bon.  members  of  this  House  and  parliament 
that  a  straight  denial  on  oath  shall  go  on 
record  in  the  records  of  the  Senate  in  regard 
Hon.  Hr.  DOMVILLKL 


to  that  statement.  It  Is  not  a  slight  matto', 
and  as  the  boo.  gentleman  from  Wellington 
has  said.  It  has  been  taken  up  by  the  Ont- 
ario press  and  it  is  quoted  that  parliament 
has  been  corrupt  not  only  to-day  bat  In  the 
past 

Hon.  Mr.  JONES — It  appears  to  me  that 
it  the  gentlenoHn  named  Mr.  Wells  is  to  be 
examined  before  the  House,  and  there  bai 
been  some  evidence  to  warrant  an  hoo. 
member  in  stating  In  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate that  a  certain  Mr.  Eldridge  liad  made 
an  afBdavlt  that  such  a  thing  had  h^)pen- 
ed,  then  it  would  seem  to  me  if  we  want  to 
get  at  the  facts  we  ought  to  have  Mr.  Eld- 
ridge before  the  bar  of  the  House  to  be- 
gin with,  and  question  bim.  Probably  w» 
n'ould  learn  from  Mr.  Eldridge  of  some 
other  gentleman  who  had  heard  this  re- 
mark or  seen  this  statement,  or  had  seen  an 
account  rendered  to  this  insnrance  company, 
or  such  further  information  as  would  en- 
able this  House  to  judge  of  the  relative 
merits  of  these  two  gentlemen  should  we 
find  that  they  disagree.  For  that  reasoD 
it  would  seem  to  me  that  if  it  is  desirable 
to  have  the  statements  of  these  men  for 
the  purposes  indicated,  we  ought  to  Itave 
it  In  such  a  way  as  would  leave  no  doubt 
in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  country, 
those  who,  under  present  circumstances, 
might  think  there  was  something  in  it,  that 
the  whole  matter  bad  been  sifted  by  the 
Senate,  and  we  knew  the  conditions  and 
that  there  was  simply  nothing  in  it,  or 
that  there  was  something  in  it  We  ought 
to  feel  satisfied  about  that.    Now,  we  have 

one  gentleman,  Mr.  A  ,  who  says  thai 

•Mr.  B  says  so  and  so.   B  is  brought 

before  the  House  and  says  :  *  I  did  not 
say  It'  it  does  seem  to  lue  that  that  will 
not  be  very  great  evidence  to  go  before  the 
l)eople  of  Canada  to  clear  the  members  of 
the  other  House, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
tietter  evidence  could  yon  have  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  JONES— Fortunately  I  was  not 
n  member  of  this  or  the  other  HouA  at  the 
time,  but  I  do  not  feel  that  any  gentleman 
who  was  a  member  of  either  House  would 
think  that  the  conditions  are  such  that  pub- 
il<>ity  of  the  denial  is  needed  to  clear  this 
House  or  the  other  House  from  an  Insinua- 
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tion  tbat  Is  quite  beneath  any  bon.  gentle- 
man to  make,  and  It  Is  making  a  great  deal 
too  much  of  it  possibly.  But  if  it  is  worth 
while  to  make  anything  of  It,  it  is  worth 
the  while  of  this  House  to  make  so  much 
of  it,  that  we  will  have  a  better  idea  than 

we  would  bare  If  we  only,  asked  A   if 

be  had  said  to  B  so  and  so,  and  If  so 

was  D  present  ? 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— One 
has  already  sworn  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  JONES — Let  us  have  the  man 
who  swore  to  It  We  might  get  the  ac- 
couats  from  the  company's  books.  That 
would  show  the  money  had  been  received 
by  the  man  whom  be  swore  rendered  the 
statement,  and  in  that  way  we  might  get 
mme  information  that  would  be  of  some 
beiwflt;  hut  I  do  not  think  a  plain  bald 
denial  would  count. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS— The  question  Interest- 
ing to  the  members  of  this  House  or  the 

country  is  not  what  A         might  have  told 

B  or  what  B  might  have  told  some 

body  else,  or  not  what  Wells  told  Eldrldge. 
The  question  tbat  came  up  In  the  debate, 
and  the  question  reported  In  the  papers  was 
that  Wells  had  paid  ?10,000  to  corrupt  mem- 
I'ers  of  parliament  of  Canada,  The  fact 
that  Mr.  Wells  is  in  the  city  makes  it  right 
futl  proper  that  he  should  be  brought  be- 
fore the  bar  of  this  House  to  declare  un- 
der oath  If  be  paid  ten  thousand  dollars 
to  members  of  parliament,  and,  if  so,  to 
whom  it  was  paid.    It  is  not  a  question 

whether  he  told  A         or  B  .    It  was 

stated  Wells  paid  this  money  and  If 
he  is  brought  before  the  bar  of  the  House 
he  can  be  asked  if  he  paid  It  and  to  whom. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  surprised  at  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  attaching  any 
iruiMrtance  to  tbat  statement  I  am  sure 
tbat  it  does  not  deserve  any  consideration. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Then 
it  sboald  not  be  brought  before  parliament- 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— At  all  events,  if  any 
importance  is  to'  be  attached  to  it,  I  think 
thHt  the  proper  course  would  be  for  the 
committee  to  look  into  It  The  chairman 
«r  the  committee  has  stated  that  they  are 
znxng  to  have  the  books  of  the  company 
lirought  before  the  committee.    Let  them 


go  into  the  accounts  and  ascertain  whether 
there  was  $10,000  or  anything  else  charged 
ill  the  i>ooks  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
legislation  in  Canada,  and  let  th^  examine 
the  matter  and  be  in  a  position  to  make  a 
-eiwrt  to  this  House  as  to  whether  there 
is  anything  In  the  statement  or  not  If 
we  proceed  as  suggested  by  the  motion, 
we  will  require  to  have  every  question  au- 
th(U:ized  by  the  House  before  it  Is  put,  and 
answered  by  the  witness,  and,  as  has  been 
properly  stated,  the  question  Is  not  as  to 
n-iiether  such  a  statement  was  made,  but 
as  to  whether  any  sum  has  been  paid  for 
the  purpose,  and  that  can  only  be  ascer- 
tained by  the  books  of  the  company  where 
we  can  see  If  anything  baa -been  charged. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS— I  mast  take  excep- 
tion to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman. 
I  tall  to  see  that  that  would  be  any  value 
whatever.  If  the  vice-president  of  that 
company,  to  cover  up  certain  acts  of  his 
own,  entered  a  charge  in  the  Iwoks  that 
would  be  no  evidence.  It  was  stated  that 
Wells  paid  that  money.  He  is  In  the  city 
at  the  present  time,  and  the  proper  way 
would  be  to  bring  him  before  the  bar  of  the 
House  to  declare  If  he  paid  it,  and  to  whom. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Com- 
panies do  not  generally  enter  those  things 
in  their  books. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  government  should  take 
another  stand  In  this*  matter.   Here  Is  a 

question  which  reflects  on  the  hon.  mem- 
bers of  another  government,  and  members  of 
this  House.  A  grave  accusation  has  been 
made  by  those  parties  and  I  think  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  House,  who  is  the  guardian 
of  the  honour  of  parliament,  should  take 
the  matter  in  hand  himself.  As  the  pro- 
poser oC  the  motion  I  am  willing  to  with- 
draw and  let  him  make  the  motion  as  a  gov- 
ernment motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  I  am  quite  as 
sensitive  of  my  own  reputation  and  honour 
as  any  hon.  gentleman  In  the  chamber.  ! 
was  a  member  of  parliament  at  the  time, 
and  1  certainly  think  we  are  making  a  great 
deal  out  of  a  trifling  affair.  Mr.  Wells  will 
make  a  denial.  No  one  wUl  l>elleve  him  un- 
less you  cross-examine  Eldrldge  and  compel 
him  to  bring  forward  other  witnesses,  vhlch 
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lesds  to  an  interminable  Inquiry.  It  Is  not 
a  matter  the  Senate  can  undertake,  and  it 
does  not  comport  with  the  dignity  of  tlie' 
Hooae.  I  Alt  humiliated  when  I  heard  we 
were  going  to  inquire  into  a  charge  made 
by  ft  person  in  New  York  twenty  years  ago. 
Nobody  outside  wlH  believe  the  statement 
of  Wells. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDUY-Why  was  the  acOT- 
satlon  made  In  the  House  ?  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman did  not  protsst  at  the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  paid  no  attention  to 
It  at  the  time.  I  said  to  the  gentlemen' 
around  me,  '  It  Is  a  perfect  absurdity.  1 
knew  all  about  the  circumstances  at  the 
time,  and  the  cGaige  was  an  absurdity.* 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLIr— The 
hon.  minister  is  not  very  complimentry  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Weil,  nobody  paid  any 
attention  to  it  in  the  way  In  which  my  hon. 
friend  takes  it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKlfiNZIB  BOWBLiL— The 
hon.  gentleman  can  speak  for  himself,  but 

not  for  others. 

Uon.  Mr.  yOUf4(j — I  am  Just  going  to  say 
a  few  words  in  the  way  of  fatherly  advice 
at  twenty  minutes  to  twelve.  This  House 
should  not  hesitate,  if  a  member  feels 
aggrieved,  whether  the  incident  occurred  one 
year  or  twenty  years  ago,  to  afford  an  oppor- 
tunity to  clear  that  member  of  an  accusa- 
tion which  he  resents.  So  far  as  an  op- 
portunity is  concerned,  I  am  heartily  In  ac- 
cord with  the  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
In  favour  of  having  It  cleared  up.  As  to 
the  method  proposed,  X  must  say  that  it 
is  a  most  inconvenient  way  of  dealing  with 
a  matter  of  this  kind.  When  we  had  an 
Investigation  a  few  years  ago  Into  a  matter 
affecting  the  honour  of  this  House  we 
adopted  the  very  businesslike  course  of  re- 
ferring It  to  a  special  committee,  and.  In 
tliat  way  went  over  tbe  whole  ground  and 
examined  the  matter  carefully  and  arrived 
flt  a  report  which  we  presented  to  the  House. 
I  wish  to  point  out  one  little  matter  in  con- 
nection with  the  practice,  which  hon.  gen- 
tlemen will  see  Is  a  very  Inconvenient  and 
cumbersome  way  of  dealing  with  a  witness. 
At  page  104,  referring  to  a  witness  after 
he  is  brought  before  the  bar  of  the  House, 
Bourlnot  states : 
«oD.  Mr.  SCOVr. 


As  a  matter  of  correct  practice,  when  * 
member  asks  a  question  it  ahould  be  put  t» 
the  House,  and  It  beinK  agreed  to,  the  wit- 
ness must  answer  distinctly  and  audibly,  at 
soon  as  he  has  read  It.  In  case  a  member 
objects  to  a  question  on  any  ground,  he  miut 
state  his  objectlosa,  and  the  Speaker  will 
decide.  If  the  evidence  of  a  witness  cannot  be 
completed  in  one  day.  bis  further  attendance 
will  be  postponed  till  a  future  time. 

The  SPEAKBB— That  is  in  the  House  ot 
Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— On  page  63  the  head- 
ing Is : 

Power  to  summon  and  examine  witnesses. — 
Procedure— The  Senate  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  undoubtedly  the  right,  Inherent  In 
them  as  legislative  bodies,  to  summon  and 
compel  the  attendance  of  all  persons,  within 
the  limits  of  their  jurisdiction. 

That  paragraph  deals  with  the  Senate, 
the  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of  Com- 
mons without  makii^;  any  distinction. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— There  Is  a  distinction 
in  the  second  paragraph. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNU— llie  procedure  is  laid 
down  that  the  question  has  to  be  agreed  to 
by  the  House  and  submitted  to  the  witness, 
and  1  submit  that  Is  a  very  cumbersome 
way  of  doing  business.  But  would  it  not 
be  better,  Inaamuch  as  there  is  a  committee 
with  power  to  examine  witnesses  under  oath, 
that  a  special  day  be/ set  apart  and  have 
those  men  summoned  before  that  commit- 
tee as  we  did  in  the  otiier  case,  a  special 
day  being  set  apart  to  clear  up  this  one 
point  ?  I  think  you  will  have  the  matter  in 
better  shape,  a  more  thorough  Investigation 
and  more  satisfaction  to  boo.  gentlemen,  he- 
cause  I  am  one  of  those  who  tralieve  that 
there  is  no  foundation  whatever  in  the 
charge  and  tiiat  when  you  have  examined 
the  witnesses  in  the  way  I  suggest  you  wi!I 
have  better  results,  and  It  will  be  more  satis- 
factory to  all  concerned. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  mean  the  committee  that 
has  been  appointed  or  a  committee  of  tt» 
House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNU— I  said  the  committee 
already  appointed,  inasmuch  as  they  are 
clothed  with  power  to  examine  witnesses 
under  oath,  and  I  would  set  apart  a  special 
day  and  gerttlemen  who  feel  aggrieved* 
could  appear  with  counsel  and  have  their 
witnesses  examined  as  they  saw  flt  and 
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dear  up  tbe  whole  matter.  That  woald  be 
my  suggestion. 

Hon.  Mr.  FDRiiUSON— This  (Jhargin 
against  tbe  parliament  of  Canada  is  alleged 
to  have  been  made  by  one  of  these  gentle- 
men who  have  been  hurling  all  kinds  of 
accusations  against  each  otlier  in  New  York 
In  reference  to  the  affairs  of  this  Mutual 
Reserve  Life  Association.  I  do  not  think, 
from  tbe  attention  I  have  given  to  their  re- 
criminations and  accusations  against  each 
other,  that  they  are  entitled  to  a  very  great 
amount  of  respect  1  have  very  little  doubt 
whatever  that  this  statement  was  maile.  I 
have  very  little  doubt  about  that,  but  I 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  It  was  false, 
that  this  person  lied  when  he  made  the  state- 
ment, and  I  have  very  little  doubt  that  he 
would  come  to  this  House  and  swear  he 
never  said  IL  That  is  my  appreciation  of 
him.  I  think,  possibly,  that  it  would  be  well 
that  we  should  adjourn  this  debate  and  have 
time  to  tbink  it  over.  I  move  that  the  debate 
be  adjourned. 

Hon.  Mr.  IjAN'DRY— I  wish  to  answer  the 

hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  quoted  Bourl- 

not  at  page  164.   I  think  be  forgot  to  read 

a  part  of  tbe  quotation  he  wanted  to  make. 

and  it  would  be  fair  that  X  should  read  it  to 

the  House.   This  is  what  Bourlnot  says  : 

When  the  witneBs  appears,  at  the  bar  of  the 
House,  each  question  -wll]  be  written  out  and 
handed  to  tbe  Speaker,  who,  Btrlctlj  speaklDC. 
Bbould  read  It  to  the  witness  ;  but  on  certain 
occasions  a  considerable  degree  of  latitude  If 
allowed  for  tbe  conveoience  ol  tbe  House,  and 
questiODS  put  directly  by  members  have  been 
supposed  to  be  put  through  the  Speaker. 

Tbat  portion  was  omitted. 
Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Go  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— I  do  not  see  why  tho 
bon.  gentleman  omitted  that  part  All  the 
obstacles  foreseen  by  the  bon.  gentleman 
may  oe  removed,  and  his  objection  falls  to 
tbe  ground.  I  have  no  objection  at  all  to 
add  to  my  motion  to  have  the  other  party 
examined  at  the  bar.  The  accusation  was 
made  in  this  chamber  and  sent  broadcast 
through  the  country,  and  we  want  the 
reparation  to  have  tbe  same  publicity  as  the 
accusation. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBtSON— I  move,  In  amend- 
ment, that  Messrs.  Wells  and  Eldridge  be 
both  examined  before  the  committee  which 
has  the  matter  In  hand. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  bon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  make  a  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG-Why  7 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Because  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON~I  do  not  want  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  dictate  to  me.  1  know 
my  righto  in  this  Hoose  as  well  as  the  hon. 
gentleman.  I  am  responsible  to  this  House 
for  my  own  conduct  and  not  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  ;  he  Is  not  my  keeper,  oor  doef) 
be  require  to  suggest  to  me  when  I  should 
get  up  in  this  House  or  sit  down.  I  am 
quite  within  my  rights  to  move  the  amend- 
ment to  bring  these  men  l>efore  the  com- 
mittee, where  tb^  can  be  sworn  and  ex- 
amined by  the  counsel  tbat  the  committee 
may  appoint  He  Is  one  of  the  Judges  and 
ought  to  be  atde  to  conduct  the  exiimlnDtiou 
of  these  men,  and  It  may  be  found  that  Mr. 
Wells  may  have  said  this,  and  it  may  be 
Mr.  Wells  may  have  paid  out  this  money, 
and  In  order  to  give  some  excuse  for  spend- 
ing the  money  he  blamed  it  on  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada.  If  the  honour  of  parlia- 
ment Is  to  be  maintained,  let  us  do  It  In 
decency  and  Ibring  the  matter  before  this 
committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— I  pre- 
sume, from  the  position  taken  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Lincoln,  that  he  believes 
Mr.  Eldridge. 

Hon.  sir.  GIBSON— No,  I  said  It  is  pos- 
sible Wells  mny  have  got  the  money. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  said  tbat  he  would  not  be- 
lieve Mr.  Wells  ;  are  we  to  understand  he 
believes  Mr.  Eldridge  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  said  nothing  of  the 
kind.  I  would  not  give  a  snap  of  my  finger 
for  Mr.  Wells'  denial  ;  it  amounts  to  no- 
iliing.  We  ought  to  have  Wells  and  Eld- 
ridge before  tbe  committee  leather. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No- 
body objects  to  that.  But  If  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman would  not  give  a  snap  of  his  finger 
for  Wells*  denial,  the  Inference  Is  that  he 
would  believe  Eldridge.  The  hon.  gentle- 
inun  boiisted  of  his  knowledge  of  parlia- 
mentary procedure,  as  well  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Stadacona,  but  I  question  whe- 
ther tnat  motion,  to  authorize  the  appear- 
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aace  of  any  witness  before  a  committee 
which  has  been  appointed  by  this  House  to 
make  an  investigation  would  be  ruled  In  or- 
der.  The  power  rests  with  the  committee, 
and  unless  the  House  has  some  other  instruc- 
tions to  give  the  committee  a  motion  of  that 
kind  would  be  unprecedented.  I  do  not  think 
It  Is  necessary  to  discuss  the  question  as 
to  the  mode  aud  manner  of  conducting  the 
examination.   Most  of  us  know  pretty  well 
what  it  Is.  I  bad  a  severe  task  of  that  kind 
a  great  many  years  ago.   Many  questions 
were  suggested  by  myself  and  others  which 
had  to  be  put  through  the  Speaker,  aud 
when  the  Speaker  would  put  the  ques- 
tion some  hon.  gentleman  would  rise  and 
say :    '  That   is    not   a    proper  question 
to  put,'  aud   the  House  would   have  to 
decide  whether   the  question  should  be 
put    or    not  It    came    up  particularly 
in  the  Bell  matter^  and  many  of  the  ques- 
tions that  I  put  were  ruled  out  of  order  and 
I  had  to  combat  all  the  lawyers  in  the  House,  j 
being  only  a  layman  ;  but  I  did  then  as  I ! 
usually  do,  I  tried  to  enforce  whatever ! 
opinions  I  had,  and  the  object  I  bad  In  1 
view  was  successfully   accomplished.     1 1 
cannot  understand  the  position    taken  by 
hon.  gentlemen  of  the  Senate  on  a  matter 
of  tliis  liind,  a  statement  which  reflects  up- 
on the  honour  of  parliament.    I  am  aur- 
prist'il  thJit  the  Secretary  of  State  should 
take  this  position,  aud  that  he  should  bej 
followed  by  almost  every  hon.  gentleman 
who  supports  the  govemment.  in  order  to 
prevent  a  man  who  Is  alleged  to  have  made '. 
a  statement  which  Is  damning  iu  its  char- 1 
ncter,  making  a  denial  of  that  statement 
because  they  say  they  would  not  believe ' 
lilni  under  oath.    It  matters  not  whether  i 
we  believe  blm  or  not   The  statement  has 
been  sworn  to  by  one  person.  Let  us  hare  I 
the  statement  of  the  ottier  and  I  have  no 
objection  that  both  men  should  be  called,  as  i 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  suggests. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— My  hon.  friend  should 
not  impute  motives  to  me. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIi— I  did 
not  Impute  motives. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSOX— The  hon.  gentleman 
■said  that  beoaase  I  would  not  believe  Wells 
i  would  necessarily  believe    Eldridge.  I 
*tated  before  the  hon.  gentleman  took  that 
Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWSLL. 


:«tand  that  I  knew  neither  of  them,  sod  I 
nm  not  in  a  position  to  judge  as  twtween 
them,  but  what  I  do  say  and  what  I 
think  for  the  object  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man bad  In  view  it  would  be  better  to 
have  both  these  men  properly  summcmed 
before  the  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEU^No- 
Ijody  objects  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— And  I  simply  say.  as 
far  as  I  am  personally  concerned — and  I  be- 
lieve as  far  the  the  country  is  concerned— 
that  the  mere  denial  of  Mr.  Wells  before 
the  House  would  be  Insignificant  in  compad- 
son  with  an  examination  before  the  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  do  not  wiah  to 
say  a  word.  I  feel  like  the  sexton  Id  the 
church  when  the  audience  was  reduced  to 
himself.  He  told  the  minister  when  be  left 
him  the  key,  that  when  he  got  through  he 
could  lock  the  door.  I  was  going  to  sug- 
gest to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln 
that  Instead  of  voting  against  the  adjourn- 
ment proposed  by  the  hou.  gentleman  from 
Marshfleld,  he  could  simply  leave  It  to  the 
hou.  geutlemen  who  feel  aggrieved.  Here 
are  two  gentlemen  si)eakiiig  with  sincerity 
and  they  feel  deeply  the  Insult  and  imputa- 
tion cast  on  tbelr  honour.  A  man's  honour 
Is  the  greatest  possession  lie  has,  and 
these  gentlemen,  who  are  uot  ordinary  mem- 
l>ers  of  parliameat,  they  are  not  of  the  rank 
and  file  either  in  the  House  of  Commons  or 
iu  the  Senate,  are  entitled  to  some 
consideration,  more  particularly  the  hon. 
loader  of  the  opposition.  I  think  he  Is 
pre-eminently  entitled  to  the  consldern- 
tlou  of  this  House,  and  if  he  says  he  feels 
aggrieved  by  the  statement  that  has 
been  made  public,  and  suggests  that  this 
method  ought  to  be  taken  to  give  hiiu 
satisfaction,  I  do  not  see  why  on  earth  we 
should  not  accept,  even  though  we  may  not 
feel  that  it  is  quite  In  accordance  with  what 
we  think  correct  practice ;  still  in  view  of 
his  great  services  iie  shtiiild  be  conceded 
the  request  Wbich  he  aeems  to  think  the  bet- 
tor way  to  bring  this  man  before  the  bar 
of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  <P.B.I.)— I  move 
that  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 
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The  SPEAKER— The  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Island  is 
oat  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  claim  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lincoln  had  no  right  to  move  that  amend- 
ment ;  he  had  made  his  speech  and  he  had 
□0  tight  after  having  resumed  his  seat  to 
make  this  motion. 

The  SPEAKER— He  made  the  motion 
when  standing  up  in  his  place  snd  then  be 
snt  down  to  reduce  the  motion  to  wrltli^, 
wbicb  I  think  is  perfectly  cdrrect.  The  mo- 
tion is  In  order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELU— The 
TQle  provides  that  when  the  Speaker  decides 
a  gaestiou  of  order  ne  suall  cite  the  rule 
npou  which  be  does  decide. 

The  SPEAKER— Rule  20  reads   as  fol- 


A  senator  mar  speak  to  any  question  before 
the  Senate  or  upon  a  question  or  an  amend- 
ment to  be  ^Topoaed  by  faimaelt  or  upon  a 
<liieatIon  of  order  arising  out  of  the  debate. 

The  hon.  gentleman  has  done  that  ?  I 
do  not  see  what  the  question  is. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEL1>- Has 
tbe  hon.  Speaker  acceded  to  the  request  I 
made.  When  the. Speaker  rules  he  cites  the 
rule  upon  which  he  gives  the  decision,  ir 
the  Speaker  decides  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lincoln  did  not  speak  Defore  making 
the  motion  then  we  understand  the  ruling. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  did  not  speak  be- 
fore the  motion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWl!:LL— The 
hon.  gentleman  did  two  or  three  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  think  my  word  is 

ns  good  as  the  hon.  gentleman's. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRlER— It  could  be  decided 
by  reference  to  the  stenographer.  If  the 
bon.  gentleman  spoke  for  two  minutes  it 
would  stand  in  the  way  of  his  moving  an 
iimeudment,  and  if  he  had  made  a  speech 
iiud  sat  down,  according  to  tbe  rules  of  the 
llnuse,  and  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
liouse  of  Lords  in  England,  be  has  now  no 
right  to  make  a  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  spoke  on  the  second 
TeadiDg  of  tbe  Bill.  I  said  nothing  more 
until  I  moved  this  amendment. 


Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man spoke  on  the  second  rending  of  the  Bill 
then  he  made  his  speech  and  be  cannot 
make  this  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  hon.  gentleman 
must  take  the  hon.  member's  word. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWDLL— I  refer 
to  rule  2a 

The  SPBIAKBR— Rule  28  reads  as  follows  : 
The  Speaker  sUnds  uncovered  wbea  apeak- 
l&S  to  tbe  Senate  and  if  called  upon  to  explain 
a  point  of  order  or  practice,  he  is  to  state 
the  rule  applicable  to  tbe  case. 

I  was  not  called  upon  to  explain  anything. 
I  simply  ruled  that  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  Uncoln  bad  not  spoken. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  raised  a 
point  of  order  stating  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man had  no  right  to  make  tbe  motion  on  the 
ground  that  he  bad  spoken.  Then  I  turn 
io  another  rule,  which  declares  that  a  mem- 
ber can  speak  only  once  to  any  question, 
and  the  principle  is  laid  down  by  alt  tbe 
authorities,  Bourbiot  and  Todd  and  all  tbe 
other  commentators,  that  no  one  can  move 
nn  amendment  after  be  has  spoken  to  a 
question,  and  the  fact  that  a  member  rises 
and  then  sits  down  deprives  him  of  the 
right  of  speaking  again  or  of  making  a 
motion.  I  think  my  hon.  friend  from  KIl- 
larney  who  has  bad  a  great  deal  of  ex- 
perience as  Speaker  of  the  House  in  Man- 
itoba will  corroborate  my  construction  of 
the  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Quite  correct. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEL1>-If  the 
Speaker  rules  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not 
spoken  before,  and  that  he  was  within  hla 
right,  I  am  not  going  to  question  It. 

The  SPEAKER— Tbe  hon.  leader  of  tbe 
opposition  is  rather  fond  I  think  of  reflect- 
ing on  the  decisions  which  I  make. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWHLL— I  deny 
that,  and  the  Speaker  has  no  right  to  Im- 
pute motives  to  me.  The  Speaker  has  no 
more  right  In  this  House  than  any  member 
of  it,  and  has  no  right  to  stand  up  and  say 
I  am  desirous  of  reflecting— 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIX-I  am 
in  order. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAKD— No.  tlie  hon. 
gentleman  is  not  in  order  when  tbe  Speaker 
Is  on  hlB  feet. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BQWELL— Tea, 
I  am  quite  ilglit  and  when  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  more  experience  he  will  know  It 

The  8P]fiAK£Kr-Tfae  hon.  genUeman  is 
quite  mistaken ;  I  did  not  reflect  on  him. 
I  simply  said  he  was  rather  fond  of  differ- 
ing from  the  decisions  which  I  make. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— I  deny 
that,,  and  It  Is  an  improper  statement  to 
make,  and  it  is  not  true. 

Tbe  SPEAKBU— I  am  in  tbe  Judgment  of 

tbe  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-And  so 
am  1. 

The  SPEAKER— I  bare  been  a  member  of 
this  House  for  twenty-seven  years,  and  I 
have  never  known  n  Speaker  to  be  treated 
In  the  manner  In  which  I  have  been  treated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  think  any  Speaker  has  ever  acted  as 
our  hon.  Speaker  has. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS-Order,  order. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— That  was  by  the  way. 
I  say  tbat  tbe  only  question— and  I  am  in 
tbe  Judgment  of  tbe  House  again— tbat  tbe 
only  question  tbat  was  raised  was  whether 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  had  spoken 
or  not  I  did  not  hear  the  hon.  gentleman 
speak,  and  I  took  the  hon.  gentleman's  state- 
ment ;  and,  not  having  spoken,  he  had  s 
right  to  more  tiie  amendment,  and  there 
was  no  necessity  for  pointing  out  any  rule. 
It  was  simply  a  question  of  fact,  and  I 
took  tbe  hon.  gentleman's  statement  and 
tbe  evidence  of  my  own  senses. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANOU  RAND— After  which  we 
bad  a  lesson  from  the  hon,  leader  of  the 

opposition. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman frtHU  Lincoln  was  carried. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


THE  SEHATE. 

Ottaica,  TAtiraday,  June  9,  1904. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  l-hree 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

TRANS-CANADA  RAILAVAY  COMPANY. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  : 

1.  Whetber  tbe  Trana-Canada  Railway  Com- 
pany has  made  overtures  to  the  govemmeot 
to  obtain  a  subsidy  to  aid  in  the  constnictioD 
of  a  railway  from  Quebec  to  Port  Simpson  ? 

2.  What  18  the  nature  of  the  subsidy  asked  ? 

3.  What  is  the  amount  per  mile,  and  for  bow 
many  miles  ? 

4.  Has  this  request  tor  subsidies  been  re- 
commended by  any  one,  and  by  whom  ? 

5.  Does  the  government  intend  to  grant  tbe 
aid  asked  for  ? 

6.  Have  any  negotiations  taken  place  be- 
tween the  government  and  tbe  Trans-Canada 
Railway  Company,  or  any  party  whatever, 
with  tbe  view  of  Inducing  the  Trans-Cantda 
Railway  Company  to  give  up  lt#  charter  lor 
any  part  of  its  line  intended  to  become  a  part 
of  tbe  National  Transcontinental  Railway  ? 

7.  As  a  matter  of  fact  or  policy,  will  tite 
National  Transcontinental  Railway  travel  over 
the  ground  and  serve  the  country  the  Trans* 
Canada  intended  to  cover  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answers  are  as  fol- 
lows :— 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Tbe  subsidy  asked  for  the  government 
to  guarantee  interest  on  bonds  to  tbe  extent 
of  $20,000  per  mile  first  mortgage  bonds  for 
thirty  years  for  400  miles  from  Roberval  to 
James  Bay ;  also  ¥3,200  to  96,400  per  mile 
for  35  miles  from  Port  Simpson  eastward. 

S.  No.  2  answers  No.  3. 

4.  Quebec  Board  of  Trade,  St  John  Board 
of  Trade,  and  other  bodies. 

5.  By  Act  1st,  Edward  VII.,  chap.  57, 1903, 
100  miles  granted  a  subsidy  from  Roberval 
towards  James  Bay. 

G.  This  department  Is  not  aware  of  any 
negotiations  having  taken  place. 
7.  Cannot  say. 

CRIMINAL   CODE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  moved  tbe  second 
reading  of  Bill  (No.  86)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe 
Criminal  Code,  18if2,  respecting  the  pnolsfa- 
ment  of  Fraudulent  Debtors. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  9,  1904 


347 


He  saict :  This  Bill  is  an  exact  copy  of 
tbe  BUI  wliicta  was  passed  last  year  by  ttilB 
bonoarable  House,  but  it  was  passed  too 
late  to  be  considered  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  was  taken  up  at  tbe  beginning  ot 
tbe  present  session  and  passed  In  the  House 
of  Commons.  The  provisions  are  borrowed 
from  the  imperial  Act.  It  is  for  the  par- 
pose  of  requiring  merchants  who  buy  on 
credit  to  keep  proper  books  of  account  The 
Bill  contains  only  one  clause. 

Hod.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Might  I  ask  my 
hon.  frieud  if  this  BUI  was  Introduced  in 
the  House  of  Commons  as  a  gOTernment 
measure  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No,  it  was  Introduced 

by  a  private  member  in  tbe  other  House. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  tbe  second  time. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (67)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ontario 
Accident  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Coffey.) 

Bill  (I)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respect- 
ing tbe  Jurisdicttun  of  tbe  Exchequer  Court 
as  to  railway  debts.— (Hon.  Mr.  Belque.) 

KING'S  SHILLING  LEGAL  TENDER 
BILL  DROPPED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called : 

Second  reading  Bill  (E)  An  Act  to  make  the 
KInc't  shlllinK  legal  tender  In  Canada. — (Hon. 
Hr.  DomTille.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  gave  a  fuH  explanation 
of  this  Bill  and  tbe  objections  to  it  when  It 
was  up  last  week.  Out  of  courtesy  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  promoted  it,  tbe  Bill 
was  allowed  to  stand  over  until  he  was 
present.  I  bad  Intimated  to  tbe  hon.  Sena- 
tor from  Rothesay  that  the  government  did 
Dot  think  it  wise  that  the  Bill  should  pass, 
Inasmuch  as  it  was  going  to  disturb  tbe 
currency  of  the  country  and  that  provision 
had  already  been  made  to  meet  the  cases 
that  he  brought  to  tbe  notice  of  tbe  House, 
that  persons  landing  with  foreign  money 
wonld  be  able  to  exchange  it  at  offices 
which  had  already  been  provided  at  Hall- 
fax,  St  John  and  Quebec.  In  view  of  that 
fact  I  suppose  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow 
tbe  Bill  to  drop. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  am  only  too  glad 
to  accede  to  tbe  suggestion  of  tbe  hon.  Sec- 
retary of  State.   My  object  was  to  enable 

people  arriving  In  this  country  to  get  their 
money  exchanged  at  fair  rates,  and  to  pro- 
tect them  from  sharpers.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man assures  me  that  they  will  be  protect- 
ed from  sharpers  when  they  land,  and  I  am 
therefore  willing  to  let  the  Bill  drop. 
The  Order  of  the  Day  was  discharged. 

NORTHERN  BANK  BILL. 
SECOND  READING  POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called : 

Second  reading  Bill  (K)  An  Act  respecting 
the  Northern  Bank.— (Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  said  :  I  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  thl» 
Bill  Is  not  printed  in  either  language.  I 
have  not  offered  any  objection  to  the  second 
rending  of  some  of  the  Bills  on  the  orders 
which  have  not  been  printed  in  French,  but 
in  this  case  the  Bill  has  not  been  printed 
yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man objects  I  must  only  let  the  Bill  stand, 
'ihe  Order  of  tbe  Day  was  discharged. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (ItW)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Chl- 
coutlml  and  Northeastern  Railway  Com- 
pany.—(Hon.  Mr.  DomvUle.) 

Bill  (109)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Mont- 
reaJ,  NHtlssing  and  Georgian  Bay  Railway 
Company.— (Hon.   Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

Bill  (11«)  An  Act  respecting  cerUln  patents 
of  the  Canadian  General  Electric  Company^ 
Limited,  and  othera.— (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

A  gUEBTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRX— Before  the  House  ad- 
journs, I  would  ask  the  ihon.  Secretary  of 
State  If  he  has  had  any  opportunity  to  confer 
with  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  on  the  ques- 
Uon  which  was  raised  In  the  House  yester- 
day concerning  the  speech  of  Lord  Dundon- 
ald  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  subject  has  beeir 
considered,  and  the  report  In  the  paper  has 
been  investigated.  It  is  under  considera- 
tion now,  and  at  a  very  early  period  ths 
House  will  be  informed  of  the  result 

The  Senate  adjourned. 
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THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  June  10,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 
■o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

GRAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
OOMPANT  BILL. 

■  REPORTED   FROM  COMMITTEE, 

Hon.  Sir  ALPHONSE  PELLETIER.  from 
the  Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbonre,  reported  Bill  (34)  An  Act  respect- 
ing the  Grand  Trnnk  Paclflc  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

Hon.  Sir  ALPHONSE  PELLETIER^In 
tbe  absence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  d« 
Lorlmier,  I  beg  to  more  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  third  time  on  Tharsday  next. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-I  direct 
the  attention  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
to  this  special  Bill.  It  Is  a  Grand  Tmnk 
Pacific  Railway  Bill,  to  confirm  an  agree- 
ment that  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will 
bring  up  on  Tuesday  next.  That  agreement 
has  not  yet  been  passed  upon  by  the  Senate, 
and  this  Is  a  sort  of  snap  Judgment  on  that 
Bill.  Not  only  does  it  seek  to  confirm  that 
agreement,  but  it  varies  its  conditions.  It 
asks  for  new  conditions,  although  the  agree- 
ments are  not  yet  before  us  for  ratification. 
I  shall  read  the  Bill,  and  send  it  over  to  tbe 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  that  he  may  read  it 
for  himself.  Tbe  first  clause  of  the  BUI 
reads  as  follows 

1.  The  agreement  bearing  date  the  twenty- 
ninth  day  of  July,  one  thousand  nine  hundred 
a.nd  three,  a  copy  of  which  forms  the  schedule 
to  the  National  Transcontinental  Railway  Act, 
and  the  «upplemeotal  asreement  between  His 
Majesty,  represented  by  the  Honourable  H.  R. 
Emmerson,  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals, 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Paclflc  Railway  Company 
(hereinafter  called  '  tbe  Company '),  bearing 
•date  the  eighteenth  day  of  Pahruary,  one  thou- 
saod  nine  hundred  and  four,  a  copy  of  which 
forms  the  schedule  to  the  Act  of  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  passed  at  the  present  session. 

Well,  tbe  Act  Is  not  yet  passed.  The 

■clause  continues  : 

And  intituled  '  An  Act  to  amend  the  National 
Transcontinental  Railway  Act,'  and  the  execu- 
tion of  the  said  two  agreements  respectively,  is 
"hereby  conflnned  and  declared  to  be  valid,  sub- 
ject to  the  provisions  of  the  said  Acts. 

It  declares  those  agreements,  which  bare 
tiot  been  ratified  by  parliament,  as  being 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


valid.  It  does  not  stop  there  but  It  adda 
amendments  by  reducing  the  capital  stock 
from  two  millions  to  one  million  and  It  also 
takes  power  to  Issne  bonds  for  certain  pur- 
poses, to  pay  for  rolling  stock  and  pay  con- 
tractors and  other  things  of  that  kind.  It 
also  has  conditions  about  making  necessary 
agreements  for  mortgages  and  agreements  of 
other  kinds,  and  to  make  fresh  agreements 
with  the  government.  I  think  the  whole 
thing  is  Ul-advlsed  and  out  of  place.  Why 
not  wait  till  the  main  BUI  la  passed.  I 
believe  the  intention  is  to  delay  the  third 
reading  of  tbe  Bill  now  before  tbe  House 
until  the  main  BUI  Is  passed,  bat  what  Is  the 
occasion  for  It. 

Hon.  Sir  ALPHONSE  PELLETIER-I 
made  a  motion  for  the  third  reading  for  next 
Thursday,  but  It  is  well  understood  that  the 
motion  will  not  be  pressed  until  the  Bill  in 
question  shall  be  passed.  If  there  is  reason 
to  postpone  the  third  reading  still  farther, 
there  will  be  no  objection. 

Hon.   Mr.  WATSON-It    vUI    pass  by 

Thursday. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDONALD— But  It  contains  a 
statement  not  In  accordance  with  the  facts. 
It  confirms  an  Act  supposed  to  have  been 
already  passed  at  this  session  of  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Act  is  not  yet 

passed  ;  and  it  will  only  speak  from  the 
time  it  passes.  It  does  not  speak  from  this 
date,  and  If  tbe  third  reading  Is  postponed 
until  after  tbe  other  Bill  has  been  passed 
there  can  be  no  objection.  I  have  not  bad  an 
opportunity  to  look  at  the  amendments.  My 
hon.  friend  does  not  propose  to  bring  It  np 
until  Thursday  and  It  can  be  postponed 
again. 

Hon.  Sir  ALPHONSE  PELLBTIEB-It 
can  be  deferred  till  a  later  date  If  necessary. 

Hod.  Mr.  WATSON— Tbe  TranscOntlneDtal 
Railway  BUI  Is  set  down  for  second  reading 
on  Tuesday.  If  it  is  gone  on  with  it  will  be 
passed  before  Thursday,  surely. 


Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Not  much, 
think. 


I  don't 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Thursday  or  three 
months  hence. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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THE  PEAT  FUEL  INDUSTBT. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  MeMULLBN  inquired  : 

In  view  of  the  dependence  of  a  large  part  of 
Canada  upon  a  foreign  country  tor  Its  fuel 
■upplr,  aa  d«aoD9trate<l  by  tho  recent  fuel 
famine.  Is  It  the  Intention  of  the  government 
to  take  meaBures  to  encourage  the  peat  fuel  In- 
duatry  ? 

If  80,  In  what  form  ? 

Hon.  Ur.  SCOTT— The  subject  has  not  yet 

been  considered  by  the  government.  I  think 
there  hare  been  several  petitions  presented, 
and  several  ministers  have  been  Interviewed, 
but  no  action  has  been  so  far  taken,  and 
therefore  I  cannot  anticipate  what  the  Judg- 
ment of  council  may  be.  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  my  hon.  colleagues  to  the  qn^ 
tion  put  by  the  hon,  senator  from  Welling- 
ton, however. 

AN  ADJOURNMENT, 

UOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  moved  : 

That  irhen  the  House  adjourns  torday  It 
stand  adjourn  until  Tuesday  afternoon  at  three 
o'clock, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  really  nothing 
on  the  order  paper  for  Monday  but  one 
order,  and  I  see  no  object  In  bringing  the 
hon.  gentlemen  until  Tuesday. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  CHIEF  FRENCH  TRANSLATOR. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON  moved  the  third  re- 
port of  the  Standing  Committee  on  Internal 
IQconomy  and  Contingent  Accounts  of  the 
Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  am  surprised  at  the 
salary  fired  for  the  chief  translator  in 
pnragrapb  9  of  the  report.  My  recollection 
is  that  the  salary  fixed  was  |2,100,  but  I  see 
m  this  paragraph  It  Is  $2,200. 

Hon,  Mr.  WATSON— The  salary  agreed 
upon  was  $2,200. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER^The  committee  re- 
commend the  appointment  of  a  gentle- 
man wbom  I  do  not  know  to  the  Im- 
portant position  of  chief  French  transla- 
tor. We  do  not  know  anything  aa  to  his 
qualifications.  He  produced  a  letter  from 
Mr.  McGee,  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Council, 


but  I  do  not  know  that  Mr.  McGee  Is  an  ex- 
pert in  the  matter  of  translation.  A  letter 
was  also  produced  from  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier, 
which  certainly  deserves  consideration,  butt 
if  I  am  correctly  informed,  the  gentleman 
who  is  recommended  for  the  appointment  Is 
an  officer  In  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier's  depart- 
ment We  know  how  these  letters  are 
sometimes  obtained,  A  kind  hearted-  man 
does  not  refuse  such  a  letter  when  applied 
to,  but  I  do  not  think  that  in  tbia 
case  It  should  be  accepted  as  evidence  of 
the  young  man's  qualifications.  He  has 
not  been  a  translator.  It  is  due  to  the 
French  members  of  this  House  that  the 
man  appointed  to  the  position  of  chief 
Ffeuch  translator  should  be  competent,  and 
that  can  only  be  decided  Atter  he  has  under- 
gone an  examination.  A  few  years  ago  the 
House  of  Commons  bad  complaints  about 
the  translation  of  the  Commons  *  Hansard ' 
and  they  decided  that  all  translators,  should 
be  subjected  to  an  examination.  It  has 
proved  beneficial.  In  this  case  also  I  should 
like  the  Senate  to  take  the  same  course.  I 
therefore  move : 

That  this  repprt  be  not  now  concurred  in  but 
ihat  the  same  be  referred  back  to  the  commit- 
tee on  Internal  Economy  and  Contingent  Ac- 
counts with  Instructions  to  bave  the  applicants 
for  the  position  of  chief  translator  of  the  Seo- 
ate  submitted  to  an  examination  as  to  their 
qualigcation  for  the  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— This  matter  was  very 
fully  discussed  in  the  committee  yesterday 
morning.  The  bon,  gentleman  from  St. 
Boniface  suggests  that  any  person  might  get 
a  letter  such  as  was  presented  to  us  by  Mr. 
Leli&vre,  from  the  Prime  Minister  as  an  act 
of  kindness.  This  honourable  House  will  not 
for  a  moment  believe  that  the  premier  would 
give  a  letter  recommending  this  gentleman  as 
translator  to  the  Senate  unless  he  was  com- 
petent to  flu  the  position,  because,  in  a 
sense,  the  Prime  Minister  is  responsible 
really  for  the  translator.  I  have  n'o  personal 
knowledjre  as  to  whether  Mr.  Leli^vre  is 
competent  to  fill  the  Important  position  of 
French  translator,  having  no  knowledge  of 
French  myself,  but  I  am  assured  by  gentle- 
men who  ought  to  know  what  they  are 
peaking  of,  that  Mr.  Lelifivre  is  a  very 
competent  man  for  the  position,  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  he  being  In  tbe  service 
and  under  the  notice  of  the  Prime  Minister 
of  Canada  and  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, who  both  recommend  him,  for  the  last 
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nine  years.  It  ought  to  be  a  snfflclent  guaran- 
tee to  the  committee  and  to  this  House  that 
he  is  competent  to  perform  that  work.  If, 
however,  he  should  prove  to  be  incompetent 
which  I  think  1b  very  nnlikely,  I  have  no 
hesitation  In  saying  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  that  I  would  be  quite  prepared  to 
rescind  his  appointment  and  appoint  some- 
body else  to  the  position  ;  but  until  that  la 
demonstrated  to  the  Senate  or  to  the  Debates 
Committee,  who  would  probably  have  more 
Immediate  supervision  of  bis  wwk,  I  would 
strongly  urge  that  his  appointment  i>e  con- 
firmed. The  Debates  Committee  will  be  In  a 
position  very  shortly  to  know  if  Mr.  Lelii*vre 
is  competent,  because  I  understand  be  under- 
takes the  duties  which  are  assigned  to  him 
practically  at  once.  The  same  suggestion 
was  made  In  committee  that  has  been  made 
in  the  House  to-day,  and  it  was  voted  down 
by  a  targe  majority.  It  was  suggested  that 
there  should  be  a  sort  of  competition  be- 
tween the  applicants.  So  far  from  any  de- 
mand being  made  to  appoint  any  one  else  to 
the  position,  the  only  name  which  was  sug- 
gested was  the  one  mentioned  In  the  report 
I  therefore  feel  that  the  House  ought  to  take 
it  for  granted  for  the  present  tiiat  Mr. 
Leli&vre  Is  competent  to  fill  the  position  and 
that  the  report  should  be  adt^ted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— I  cannot  let  this 
occasion   pass   without  testifying   to  the 

ability  of  Mr.  Lell^vre,  although  I  have  had 
nothing  to  do  with  his  nomination.  I  have 
known  Mr.  Leii&vre  for  ninny  years  as  an 
expert  stenographer  and  typewriter  in  both 
languages. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— That  Is  not  a  recom- 
mendation. - 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— He  Is  an  expert  steno- 
grapher In  French  and  English,  and  has  had 
control  of  the  premier's  correspondence  In 
both  languages  for  the  past  seven  years. 
His  ability  and  knowledge  of  translation, 
especially  translation,  la  quite  extensive.  He 
has  been  translating  the  documents  of  the 
Prime  Minister  for  the  past  seven  years 
and  that  ought  to  be  ample  guarantee  that 
he  Is  capable  of  dlschai^g  the  duties  of  a 
French  translator.  As  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  has  snid,  If  Mr.  Leli^vre  Is  in- 
competent I  have  no  doubt  he  will  himself 
at  once  withdraw,  or  the  committee  will  ask 
him  to  resign.  So  tax  as  I  have  known  the 
Hon.  Hr.  WATSON. 


gentleman  as  a  secretary  and  translator  of 
the  two  languages,  from  French  Into  Bngllsta 
and  English  Into  French,  It  would  be  very 
hard  to  And  a  better  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR— The  quesUon  of  the 
appointment  of  a  translator  In  this  or  the 
other  House,  and  especially  the  appoint- 
ment of  chief  translator,  is  very  closely 
nllied  with  the  privilege  of  using  l^Yench  in 
parliament  It  Is  a  saying  that  unless  a 
book  Is  written  In  good  French  It  is  not  a 
French  book.  You  can  call  it  mick-mack  ; 
some  call  it  by  other  words.  I  do  not  want 
hon.  gentlemen  to  infer  that  the  person  wno 
has  been  recommended  here  as  chief  trans- 
lator is  not  capable,  but  I  mean  to  say  em- 
phatically, that  if  he  is  qualified  to 
occupy  the  position,  he  is  able  to  do  what 
no  other  man  In  this  or  any  other 
Dominion  could  do,  stand  without  prepara- 
tion at  the  head  of  a  department  whose 
duties  require  a  special  training.  It  Is  not 
sufBcleut  to  tnow  how  to  read  and  write 
English  and  French  to  be  a  translator.  ~lt 
is  not  snfUcient  to  have  been  in  the  habit  ot 
writing  letters  in  French  or  in  English  or  of 
triinslatlng  them  from  one  language  Into  the 
other,  or  to  be  a  stenographer  or  to  be  a 
typewriter  as  my  hon.  friend  suggests. 
Something  more  essential  is  needed,  the 
proper  training,  and  that  training  applies 
not  only  to  one  Inrancn  of  literature  but  it 
applies  to  every  matter  that  comes  before 
parliament.  First  It  applies  to  law.  There 
are  a  great  many  lawyers  and  LL.B.'s  and 
so  on  In  this  House.  Who  of  us  would  under- 
take to  translate  such  a  thing  as  a  Bill  in- 
volving heavy  damages  and  actions  at  law 't 
Who  Is  there  among  us  that  conid  under- 
take to  put  into  the  hands  of  the  King's 
Printer  the  translation  of  our  laws  ?  I  have 
taken  precautions  to  know  whereof  I  speak 
and  I  am  informed  that  this  gentleman  has 
never  translated  laws.  Yesterday  I  was 
speaking  with  the  law  officers  of  the  House. 
Of  course  they  have  no  observation  to  make 
but  I  know  from  experience  about  the  dllfi- 
culties  to  be  met  with  in  translating  laws, 
and  putting  on  record  a  book  that  stands  as 
the  original  in  French  as  well  as  in  English.. 
In  the  province  of  Quebec,  they  have  the 
French  translation  of  the  laws  and  it  Is  as 
much  the  law  as  the  English  text  is.  All 
our  laws  come  before  us  In  English,  aud 
they  have  then  to  be  translated  into  French. 
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Is  anj  man  capable  of  doing  that  sort  of 
work  who  haa  not  bad  a  special  training  V 
I  hare  been  in  ttie  other  House,  and  I  can 
aware  hon.  gentlemen  that  In  the  Oommona 
there  was  onl^  Mr.  Conrsolle,  the  chief  trans- 
lator, who  would  translate  the  laws  and  ho 
bad  as  assistant  one  other  translator  espe- 
cially trained  to  help  him  when  there  was  too 
mach  work  oefore  him.  He  would  not  con- 
fide to  the  otfier  translators,  who  are  first 
rate  men,  writers  many  of  them,  the  trans- 
lation of  laws  ;  he  kept  that  duty  for  him- 
self and  he  trained  one  BMlstant  specially 
for  the  work.  We  have  before  us  the  letter 
from  Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrler  recommending  this 
man,  but  we  all  know  how  kind  iiearted 
he  is.  He  wrote  a  letter  stating  that 
Ur.  Lelidvre  had  given  him  satisfaction, 
and  I  believe  he  has.  We  have  anotiier 
letter  from  Mr.  McGee,  but  Mr.  McGee 
Is  no  Judge  of  what  the  French  lang- 
uage Is,  or  what  the  French  law  Is.  I  saw 
Mr.  McGee  myself,  and  asked  him  about  Mr. 
Leli&vre's  translation.  It  appears  this  man 
has  not  done  any  translation  for  the  last  six 
or  seven  years.  I  say  even  a  man  of  letters, 
a  writer  con}d  not  undertake  the  work,  but 
Hr.  Leiidvre  ta  not  even  a  writer.  I  am  some- 
what acquainted  with  the  literature  of  this 
country  and  I  have  never  seen  In  the  news- 
papers or  in  any  of  the  reviews  one  line 
from  the  pen  of  this  gentleman.  He  may 
be  a  good  writer  but  the  proofs  are  wanting. 
As  I  said,  even  if  be  were  n  good  writer, 
which  I  am  unable  to  establish  that  would 
Dot  be  sofflclent  to  entitle  him  to  come  in 
among  our  translators  and  occupy  a  posi- 
tion not  at  the  foot  of  the  ladder,  but  'at 
the  top,  there  not  only  to  translate  hlmseir 
but  to  revise  the  translation  of  others.  Ho 
has  not  only  the  laws  to  translate  but  any 
rqwrt  or  reports  that  may  come  before  us 
from  the  minister  who  may  happen  to  re- 
pres^t  the  government  in  this  House. 
There  is  nothing  more  difficult  to  translate 
than  the  specifications  of  contracts  for  pub- 
lic works  and  railroad  matters,  and  aM  those 
things  come  within  the  purview  of  the 
translators  here.  Is  any  man  capable  of 
doing  that  class  of  work  or  giving  informa- 
tion and  guidance  to  those  under  bim 
who  has  not  bad  a  special  training  ?  Then 
there  are  the  fisheries  reports,  the 
agricultural  reports,  and  the  miHtla  reports, 
alt  which  require  technical  training.  In 


the  other  House  translators  are  appointed 
not  exclusively  for  each  class,  but 
more  particularly  for  all  branches,  with  a 
chief  that  only  qnallfleB  f<H-  the  posi- 
tion after  a  long  service.  Mr.  Goursolle, 
though  a  Liberal  in  politics,  was  ap- 
pointed  translator  by  the  Conservative  gov- 
ennnent.  Why  ?  Because  of  bis  especial 
qnnlitlcatlons.  That  is  a  position  where  poli- 
tics should  not  enter.  I  would  rather  have 
the  French  language  In  the  Senate  alx^lsbed 
than  have  it  go  before  the  world  impropwly 
written.  Not  longer  ago  tiian  yesterday  l 
read  In  a  newspaper  that  In  Italy  they  say 
we  talk  patois  here.  We  are  not  talking 
patois  we  are  talking  good  French,  possibly 
ns  good  as  they  do  In  France.  There  is  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  write  it  as  well. 
But  iu  order  to  do  that  we  have  to  choose 
men  to  represent  us  that  have  the  capacity 
to  do  so.  That  question  of  capacity  has  so 
impressed  Itself  on  the  members  of  the 
other  House  that  two  years  ago  when  they 
had  to  appoint  a  translator  for  the  'Han- 
sard,' the  chief  there,  Mr.  Larose,  Insisted 
on  having  the  candidates  for  the  position 
pass  a  competitive  examination.  Tnere 
were  nineteen  applicants,  I  am  told,  and 
most  of  them  lawyers.  Many  of  them  have 
their  names  before  the  public  as  wi-Itera; 
but  only  one  of  them  proved  to  be  vepy 
capable — some  very  incapable — more  than 
half  only  passable,  and  only  one  out  of  nine- 
teen was  Judged  qualified  for  entering  with 
honours  on  the  translating  staff.  What  is 
being  done  in  the  departments  before  pro< 
moting  an  employee  to  the  position 
of  chief  clerk  ?  They  exact  examinations  for 
promotion.  We  are  asked  by  the  committee 
to  appoint  a  gentleman  against  whom  1 
have  nothing  whatever.  I  believe  him  to  be 
a  gentleman  with  a  good  average  knowledge 
of  Freucb  and  English,  and  in  other  respects 
I  have  heard  him  spoken  of  in  complimen- 
tary terms.  I  have  known  blm  for  a  long 
time.  He  Is  all  rlgiit  as  far  as  that  is  con- 
cerned, but  what  we  ask  Is  a  reasonable 
proposition.  We  ask  that  he  give  us  proof 
of  his  capacity  as  a  translator,  and  If  he 
does  I  shall  not  raise  anj  objection  to  his 
appointment  If  he  can  Justify  his  claim 
I  will  bind  myself  to  vote  for  him.  If  In- 
stead of  a  Frenchman  representing  a  FrencQ 
minority  in  this  chamber,  things  were  re- 
versed and  my  English  friends  were  In  the 
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minority  and  were  asking  me  to  support  ttie 
standard  bearer  of  their  language  to  repre- 
sent them,  I  would  stand  by  them  because  It 
would  be  a  reasonable  act  and  a  respect 
that  (riiould  be  paid  to  a  language  such  as 
the  French  or  English  language  or  In  fact 
any  language  In  the  world.  We  ore  not 
a»king  to  reject  this  report.  It  may  be  ail 
right  If  the  gentleman  will '  go  be- 
fore Mr.  Coursolle  and  Mr.  Boucher  and 
one  senator,  and  submit  to  an  examina- 
tion, though  he  may  not  be  absolutely' 
capable,  If  be  has  ordinary  capacity  I 
will  vote  for  him.  But  I  desire  to  have 
my  objection  recorded,  so  that  if  the  propo- 
sition that  I  was  almost  amused  to  bear 
should  be  carried — that  is,  if  he  should  not 
prove  competent  that  we  should  dismiss  him 
after  he  baa  lost  the  position  he  now  occu- 
pies, which  gives  him  ¥2,000  a  year,  be 
would  only  have  Umself  to  blame  for  It.  X 
would  dismiss  him  as  Incompetent  If  he 
fulled  In  bis  examination.  But  I  would  not  j 
care  to  have  an  official  dismissed  after  be  is 
once  appointed.  I  insist  that  before  he  be  ap- ; 
pointed  he  should  be  thoroughly  tested.  He 
should  not  be  appointed  at  the  risk  of  being  | 
turned  out  of  doors  If  found  incapable. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  desire  to  say  a  word  ' 
in  justification  of  my  vote  on  this  matter,  i 
in  the  first  place,  the  officer  is  a  French  ' 
officer,  and  it  has  been  the  habit  of  the 
Committee  on  Contingencies  to  leave  the 
appointment  of  French  officers  to  the  French 
members  of  the  committee.  We  had  several 
names  presented  to  us  besides  the  name  of  i 
the  gentleman  contained  In  the  report.  That ' 
name  came  with  the  endorsation  of  Sir  Wi!-  i 
frid  Laurier  that  he  was  a  fit  and  proper  per-  | 
son  for  the  office  of  chief  transflator  of  tht*  i 
Senate.   It  came  also  with  the  endorsation  j 
of  Mr.  Mctiee  that  the  gentleman  had  dis- 1 
charged   all    his   duties   satisfactorily  In 
his  office,  and  was  well  qualified  for  the  | 
position.     In   addition   to    tlint,  the    mo- ' 
tfoii  was  made  by  a  leading  French  gentle-  ■ 
man  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  | 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanaudi^re, 
nud  seconded  by  a  leading  French  gen- 1 
tieman  on  this  side  of  the  House,  the , 
bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona.   I  said,  un- ! 
der  these  circumstances,  the  gentleman  has  a  j 
high  position  now  and  the  confidence  of  the  ; 
Prime  Minister,  and  we  all  know  that  the  : 
patronage  of  the  House  is  now  controlled  by  1 
Hon.  Mr.  POIRTBR. 


the  government,  and  It  must  go  to  the  gov- 
ernment side  of  the  House,  as  It  went  to  the 
Conservative  side  when  we  had  a  ma- 
jority. When  I  saw  that  the  gentleman  wak 
recommended  >by  the  Prime  Minister  and  by 
Mr.  Mctiee  and  the  motion  was  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  I«anandl^,  a 
French  gentleman,  and  seconded  by  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona,  I  said:  'I 
have  no  choice  left  but  to  support  this  gen- 
tleman as  the  most  eligible  name  presented 
to  the  committee.' 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— In  addiUon  to  what 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Richmond  has  said, 
I  may  say  that  there  was  no  other  name 
proposed  before  the  committee,  I  knew 
nothing  of  tbe  four  gentlemen  who  had 
applied  for  the  poEition— I  was  entirely  guid- 
ed by  the  fact  that  the  motion  was  moved 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanaudiftre 
and  seconded  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona-.  In  addition  to  that,  we  had  a 
certificate  from  the  CJerk  of  tbe  Privy  Coun- 
cil as  to  this  gentlleman's  qualfficatlons,  and 
also  tbe  recommendation  of  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, and  no  one  disputed  either  of  tbe  state- 
ments that  were  made  by  these  gentlemen 
in  the  -letters'  sent  to  tbe  committee.  If 
there  had  been  any  other  name  proposed, 
it  would  have  been  in  the  judgment  of  the 
committee  to  have  decided  between  them. 
But  as  there  was  only  one  name  proposed, 
what  was  the  use  of  asking  to  send  this 
gentleman  to  a  committee  to  find  out 
whether  he  was  competent  or  not  7  Under 
these  circumstances,  as  far  as  my  vote 
concerned,  I  shall  stand  by  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BDRNIER— The  fact  that  no 
other  name  has  been  proposed  does  not 
amount  to  anything.  There  were  four  or 
five  applications  before  the  committee,  and 
It  was  moved  that  every  one  of  them  should 
undergo  an  examination  and  prove  he  was 
qualified  to  occupy  the  postion.  That  mo- 
tion was  rejected,  not  by  a  large  majority, 
but  by  a  sufficient  majority  to  let  us  see 
that  it  was  quite  useless  to  propose  any 
other  name,  so  we  did  not  propose  any  oth& 
name,  because  we  have  no  objectloo  person- 
ally to  the  gentleman  that  has  'been  recom- 
mended for  appointment.  AJl  we  want  is 
the  most  competent  man  to  do  the  work,  be- 
cause it  is  Important  work.  If  he  Is  able 
to  undergo  an  examination,  why  shouM  be 
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not  do  so  ?  That  examination  will  provu 
his  qnaUficatioD,  aad  tben  tbere  will  be  no 
more  objection  to  bim.  All  we  want  la 
qoaliflcatlon.  The  fact  that  be  has  been 
translating  letters  from  English  to  French  or 
French  to  English  Is  no  evidence  of  his 
gnaliflcatlon  for  onr  wotIe,  because,  when  he 
translates  In  that  way,  he  is  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  party  who  bas  .dlctated  the  let- 
ters, whilst  in  this  work  he  will  himself  have 
to  coDtro]  and  revise  the  translation  of  others. 
There  is  no  comparison  between  the  two 
works.  Since  this  appointment  seems  to 
bare  been  made  on  account  of  the  recom- 
meodation  of  the  Prime  Minister,  I  may  ear 
tbat  the  action  of  the  Prime  Minister  in 
recommending  him  before  the  committee  is, 
qmte  qaestiODable.  It  amounts  to  this,  tbat 
tbe  Prime  Minister  is  making  the  appolnt- 
meot  for  the  Senate,  and  I  must  protest 
against  that  interference.  For  these  rea- 
sons, I  think  that  the  amendment  should  be 
carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understand  this  gen- 
tleman has  been  for  the  last  seven  years 
with  Sir  Wilfrid  liaurler,  and  before  that 
was  employed  In  tbe  Privy  Council  office, 
and  I  think  It  Is  a  most  proper  and  natural 
thing  for  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  to  give  blm  a" 
certificate.  Whom  would  you  ask  for  a 
certificate  ?  Would  you  ask  some  one  who 
bad  no  experience  of  his  ability  ?  He  Is  a 
barrister  of  the  province  of  Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEHINIER— Let  him  go  through 
the  examination,  and  prove  himself  to  be 
qnalifled. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  knows 
be  is  proposing  something  which  has  neve** 
been  done  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  B£RXIEBp-It  has  been  a  mla- 
Tortone. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Because  It  was  I'y 
promotion  In  the  case  of  Coursolle  and 
tbe  training  was  beyond  a  doubt. 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  want  to  say 

anything  about  dead  men,  or  the  trans- 
lators of  tbe  past,  but  If  anything  has  beeo 
severely  criticised  in  former  years  in  my 
bearing  it  has  been  the  translation  in  this 
chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— And  we  want  to 
avoid  that  in  future. 
23 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  should  not  follow 
a  better  recommendation  than  tbat  of  the 
gentleman  who  had  seven  years*  exp^ence 
with  blm. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I)~I  believe 
the  gentleman  who  filled  that  office  befwe 
had  very  long  experience  and  training  In 
It,  and  1  understand  he  has  been  an  offi- 
cer of  the  House  for  for^tbree  years — and 
an  employee  of  tbe  province  of  Canada  be-' 
fore  confederation.  His  salary  at  the  time 
of  his  death,  I  believe,  had  been  Increased 
to  f2,400  a  year,  and  tbat  does  not  seen 
an  unreasonable  salary  for  a  gentleman  of 
his  ability,  who  had  been  that  length  of 
time  In  the  position,  but  to  put  a  young 
man  in  there  and  give  him  almost  the  same 
salary  which  that  gentleman  was  receiving 
after  his  long  experience  and  training,  Is 
something  very  unreasonable.  I  believe 
If  we  are  to  put  a  young  gentleman  with- 
out any  previous  experience  as  translator 
at  the  head  of  a  department  of  that  kind, 
he  ought  to  begin  somewhere  about  the 
same  salary  ttiat  the  late  translator  had, 
say  fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago  and  not  to 
begin  almost  with  the  extreme  of  salary 
that  was  allowed  tbat  gentleman,  because 
It  was  coming  near  the  end  of  his  tenure 
of  office  when  be  would  have  to  resign 
and  bis  salary  on  that  account  was  raised 
somewhat  In  order  that  be  should  have  a 
larger  superannuation  than  he  would  other- 
wise have  been  entitled  tu.  I  believe  that 
this  system  of  raising  the  salary  of  young 
persons  going  into  office,  and,  ns  soon  as 
they  go  In,  putting  them  over  tbe  heads  of 
those  who  have  been  In  tbe  department  and 
giving  them  almost  tbe  same  salary  as  the 
bead  of  the  department  had  before,  is  a 
vicious  principle,  and  that  not  only  in  this 
particular  office,  but  in  regard  to  all  the 
employees  of  the  parliament  of  Canada, 
tbere  should  be  some  much  better  regula- 
tion than  we  have  with  respect  to  salaries. 
Tbere  should  be  a  fixed  scale  which  should 
not  be  departed  from,  for  it  does  not  aeeiii 
very  just  and  reasonable  tbat  employees  of 
the  Senate  or  of  any  department  of  tbe  gov- 
ernment should  be  allowed  to  button-hole 
a  senator  who  happens  to  be  on  a  com- 
mittee which  has  the  regulation  of  their 
salaries  Or  the  recommendation  of  the  am- 
ounts tbey  are  to  receive,  for  the  purpose 
of  getting  their  salaries  advanced.  This 
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matter  should  be  resnlated  hj  the  Senate 
generally  and  the  scale  fixed,  and  that  scale 
should  not  be  departed  from. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I-  have  another  fact 
to  add  to  this  discussion  and  it  Is  this  :  The 

gentleman  whom  the  committee  has  select- 
ed has  been  in  the  service  of  this  country 
for  the  past  twenty-two  years,  employed 
under  Sir  John  Macdonald's  government  In 
1882.  and  has  been  occupied  in  the  trans- 
lation of  the  proclamations  and  other  offi- 
cial documents  of  the  Privy  Council,  diffi- 
cult documents  to  translate,  documents  that 
have  to  be  carefully  prepared  to  go  be- 
fore the  world.  He  was  taken  out  of  the 
translating  department  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil and  brought  into  the  office  of  Sir  Wil- 
frid Laurier,  and  has  been  there  employerl 
OS  his  confidential  secretary  in  both  lan- 
guages, and  I  think  that  Is  quite  sufficient 
to  prove  that  be  is  able  to  fill  tbe  office  to 
wlilch  he  is  now  called. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— Since  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman refers  to  the  documents  translated 
from  the  Privy  Council,  I  will  mention  some- 
thing which  I  would  not  have  otherwise  re- 
ferred to  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not 
brought  forward  that  fact.  I  will  ask  the 
lion,  senator  If  this  gentleman  who  has  been 
appointed  was  the  translator  of  the 
speeches  from  the  Throne  recently  V 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Xo.  not  lately  ;  he 
has  been  private  secretary. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIE^R— For  the  past  few 
years  the  speeches  from  the  Throne  have 
been  so  badly  translated  -that  we  could  not 
etend  th«n  abroad.  We  would  have  been 
ashamed  of  the  translation. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  must  not  be  in- 
sinuated that  Mr.  LellSvre  ever  translated 
the  speech  from  the  Throne. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Xo,  he  never  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  it.  They  are  undei  my 
control. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS—The  claims  that  have 
been  advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria  division,  of  long  service,  would 
certainly  apply  with  much  greater  force  to 
the  other  applicants  for  the  position.  There 
were  other  applicants  who  have  been  much 
HOD.  Mr.  HACDONALD  (P.E.I.) 


longw  Id  tbe  service  than  the  gentleman 
whom  tbe  committee  has  appointed,  and 
some  of  them  would  be  entitled  to  promotion 
to  the  office.  Although  I  was  not  so  mucb 
interested  In  that  question  as  our  Frencb 
senators,  I  came  to  tbe  conclusion  that  this 
gentleman  who  waa  likely  to  obtain  the 
employment  was  the  least  competent  of  the 
applicants.  It  was  for  that  reason  I  made  \ 
similar  motion  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
St.  Boniface,  that  all  the  applicants  sbosid 
he  submitted  to  an  examination,  and  tliat 
whoever  passed  with  the  highest  meri! 
should  be  appointed.  It  was  suggested  then 
that  the  committee  would  simply  decide,  from 
the  salary  that  should  he  paid,  that  we  wish- 
ed to  secure  the  very  best  man  for  the  posi- 
tion ;  to  give  bim  a  fair  salary,  but  not  to 
make  the  decision  until  there  was  an  ex- 
amination. I  suggested  tbe  names  of  some 
leading  senators,  or,  If  they  wish,  to  aslc 
Mr.  Boucher  from  this  chamber  and  Mr. 
Coursolle  from  the  Commons,  who  are  botb 
capable  translators  and  capable  of  deciding, 
to  report  which  would  be  the  most  compe- 
tent man.  There  are  also  other  reasons 
why  I  think  that  report  should  be  referred 
back  to  tbe  committee.  If  the  Secretary  of 
State  had  been  present  at  that  committee 
some  other  matters  which  passed  wonld 
scarcely  have  passed  then.  There  Is  to  be 
a  special  meeting  of  tliat  committee  neit 
week  to  decide  upon  the  salaries  of  several 
messengers  and  employees  of  the  Senate,  and 
I  considered  that  there  should  be  no  ad- 
vances made  at  this  last  meeting.  All  these 
matters  should  be  considered  by  a  special 
committee.  A  majority  of  the  committee 
thought  otherwise,  and  tbe  matter  should  be 
left  over  until  the  leader  of  the  House  couM 
be  present,  tor  that  reason,  I  second  tbe 
motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  St  Boni- 
face, that  this  report  be  referred  back  to  tbe 
committee. 

The  Senate  divided  od  the  amendment, 
which  was  lost  by  tbe  following  vote : 

Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Meesieurs 


Bernier, 

Bouchervllle,  de 
Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 
Hacdonald 
(Victoria), 


McKay  (Truro), 
Owens. 
Perley, 
Polrier— 8. 
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Non-ContentB  : 
Tha  Bod.  Messleura 


Churcb. 

doran, 

Co(fey, 

DobsoD, 

DoiBTlIle, 

Edwards. 

Ellis. 

Frost, 

OibsoD, 

Gowan, 

Jones. 

K«rr  (Cobourx), 

Kerr  (Toronto). 

King, 

Le^ls, 

Lomt. 


McDonald  (aB.), 

McGregor, 

HcSweener, 

Miller, 

Mitchell. 

Felletler, 

<Slr  AlphODse), 
RobertsoB, 
Scott, 
Sbehjm, 
Templeman, 
Vldal, 
WatsoD, 

WilSOD, 

Young— SO. 


Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— 1  paired  with  the 
boo.  geotleman  from  Waterloo  (Hon.  Mr. 
Uernler).  Had  I  t>een  permitted  to  vote,  I 
should  hare  cast  my  rote  for  the  adoption 
of  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  did  not  consider 
this  a  gOTerament  vote.  I  am  paired  with 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Thompson.  If  it  Is  a  gov^n- 
ment  rote  I  should  like  to  have  my  name 
struck  ont- 

Some  bon.  GENTLEMEN— No,  no. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (K)  An  Act  respecting  the  Northern 
Bank— (Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (78)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa 
ftiver  Valley  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Domrllle.) 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSUKANCt: 
COMPANY  INVESTIGATING  COM- 
MITTEE. 

NOTICE  OP  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEGRIS  gave  the  foHowlng 
notice  of  motion  : 

That  he  win  move  that  the  select  committee 
appointed  to  Investigate  the  position  ol  the 
Mutual  Life  Association  la  Qanada  be  enlarged 
to  twelve  members  bj  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lovtng  honourable  seDStors  :  —  Honourable 
Heesrs.  Cox,  Watson,  Wood,  Lougheed,  Mlque, 
Oibion  and  Sir  Alphonse  Pelletler. 

He  said ;  I  think  It  la  Important  to  have 

the  nnmber  of  the  committee  Increased.  Ttie 
subject  which  the  committee  has  been  ap- 
pointed to  deal  with  is  very  important,  and 
U  is  desirable  that  it  should  he  conducted 
231 


by  a  larger  and  more  representative  commit- 
tee. The  committee  is  too  small.  It  con- 
sisted originally  of  five  members,  bat  Mr. 
Baker  having  declared  bis  intention  not  to 
act,  we  are  reduced  now  to  four.  The  In- 
quiry will  prolmbly  last  some  time,  and  all 
the  members  of  the  committee  may  not  be 
able  to  attend  every  meetiiip.  Therefore,  In 
order  to  have  the  work  of  the  committee 
properly  carried  on,  I  think  we  should  have 
its  number  enlarged,  and  for  that  reason  I 
give  notice  that  I  shall  move  on  Tuesday 
next  that  the  number  l>e  increased  by  seven. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Under  the  circum- 
stances, It  would  be  very  much  better  If  the 
House  would  agree  t<^  accept  the  notice  of 
motion  as  a  motion.  Otherwise  It  will  sim- 
ply defer  the  matter  for  two  or  three  days 
longer,  and  I  understand  there  are  witnesses 
now  In  the  city  who  have  come  along  dis- 
tance, and  it  will  mean  considerable  expose 
keeping  them  here,  whereas  if  we  adopt  the 
motion  now  the  committee  can  go  on  wlthr 
out  delay.  The  resignation  of  Mr.  Baker 
was  not  accepted  by  the  House,  and,  there- 
fore, he  continues  to  be  a  member  of  the 
committee.  I  felt  from  the  very  beginning 
that  the  committee  named  was  not  a  repre- 
sentative one,  and  would  not  give  sattstac- 
tlon  to  the  Senate  or  to  the  public  mitalde. 
That  opinion  has  been  conllrmed  by  tbe  cir- 
cumstances which  I  onderstand  occurred  to- 
day, so  I  should  recommend  strongly  that 
the  House  accept  the  notice  as  a  motion  and 
enlarge  the  committee.  The  House  will  feel 
very  much  safer  In  having  a  larger  com- 
mittee. The  gentlemen  already  appointed 
are  not  superseded,  and  Mr.  Baker  will  no 
doubt  act  when  the  committee  is  enlarged. 
His  objection  was  that  he  did  not  care  to 
act  on  a  small  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEBNIBR— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman represent  the  unanimous  opinion  of 
the  committee  ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rcpentigny  make  his  motion  after  con- 
ferring with  his  colleagues  and  getting  their 
approval  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LEGRIS— I  do  not  represent  tbe 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— 'No  other  member  of 
that  committee  Is  present,  and  it  seems  to 
me  that  It  would  be  better  to  let  matters 
stand  as  they  are. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHBBVILLE— There 
must  be  a  notice  of  tbls  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tliere  must  be  a  notice 
if  any  one  Insists  upon  It,  but  tbe  co&i«tant 
practice  is  in  an  emergency  to  waive  notice. 
It  Is  simply  taking  adrantage  of  a  tecbnl- 
cality  to  postpone  tbls  Inqnlry.  A  number 
of  witnesses  are  here,  and  tbey  must  be 
paid  for  tlieir  time.  Ttiere  Is  no  doubt  that 
the  motion  will  be  adopted  by  tbe  House,  and 
X  suggest  that  It  be  allowed  to  go  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE— All  the 
members  of  tbe  committee,  except  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  who  gare  the  notice  of  mutlon, 
are  absent ;  therefore,  I  insist  that  notice 
must  be  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  has  remarked  that  it  would  facilitate 
the  working  of  the  committee  If  tbe  motion 
were  allowed  to  pass  at  present.  I  was  going 
to  suggest  that  If  the  motion  were  adopted 
as  a  matter  of  convenience.  BlU  <H).  which 
was  referred  to  tbe  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee  by  thte  House,  should  also  be  re- 
ferred to  this  enlaced  committee,  so  that 
tbey  would  deal  with  the  whole  matter.  It 
would  be  the  more  bnslnesa  way  of  deal- 
ing with  it,  and  tbe  Bill  might  come  back 
in  a  shape  to  afford  relief  to  those  having 
the  greatest  interest  hi  tbls  matter,  the 
policy-holders  in  tbe  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD  (C.B.)— Tbe  hon. 
gentleman  from  Bepentigny  {Hon.  Mr.  Le- 
grls)  has  given  notice  that  he  will  make 
bis  motion  on.  Tuesday  next.  If  that  is 
allowed  to  go  not  much  time  will  be  lost 
Tbe  House  wlH  not  sit  to-morrow  or  Mon- 
day, and  If  the  motion  Is  adopted  on  Tues- 
day the  enlarged  committee  can  meet  tbe 
following  Wednesday.  It  would  be  unfair 
to  take  advantage  of  the  members  ot  tbe 
committee  who  are  not  present  to-day.  I 
understand  my  bon.  friend  (Hon.  Mr.  Jje- 
gris)  has  made  this  motion  without  tbe 
knowledge  of  tbe  other  members  on  that 
committee.  Tbis  matter  is  surrounded  with 
so  much  mystery,  I  think  the  House,  in 
Justice  to  Itself,  should  accept  tbe  notice 
given  by  the  hon.  member  for  Tuesday  next 
I  object  to  tbe  motion  being  made  to-day. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  from 
MontarvtUe  (Hon.  Mir.  DeBoucberrllle)  has 
objected. 

M<-D.  Mr.  BERXIER. 


Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  give  notice  that  on 
Tuesday  next  I  will  move  that  tbe  order 
referring  Bin  (H)  to  tbe  Banklog  and  Com- 
merce Committee  be  rescinded,  and  that  tbe 
BUI  be  referred  to  the  enlarged  special  com- 
mittee to  consider  the  position  of  tbe  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New 
York  in  Canada. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  Tuesday  next 
at  three  o'clock. 


THE  SENATE.  * 

Ottawa,  Tues^ff,  June  14,  t90i. 

The  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

NEW  8ESAT0R. 

,Tbe  SPEAKER  Informed  the  House  thtt 
there  was  a  senator  waiting  to  be  intro- 
duced. 

Hon.  Mr.  Thoe.  Ruben  Black  of  Amherst, 
N.S.,  was  introduced  into  tbe  Senate  by  the 
Hod.  Mr.  Scott,  Secretary  of  State,  and  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.  Tbe  assistant  clerk 
having  read  the  commlaslon,  Mr.  J.  J.  Mc- 
Gee,  Clerk  of  tbe  Privy  Council,  proceeded 
to  administer  tbe  oath. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  ot 
order.  I  want  .to  know  what  Is  the  meaoing 
of  tbe  ceremony  that  Is  taking  place  now, 
and  why  do  we  depart  from  the  old  custooi. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  exiplain  to  my 
hon.  friend.    The  Clerk  of  the  Senate  stated 
he  bad  very  important  business  In  Montreal, 
and  asked  whether  or  not  we  could  spare 
him  for  to-day.    I  told  him  I  thought  w- 
The  Clerk  of  the  Privy  Council  holds  a  de- 
dimus  potestatem  to  administer  tbe  oath  at  ' 
any  time.    The  oath  could  have  been  flfl- 
ministered  outside,  but  I  think  It  should  al-  . 
waj-s  be  administered  In  the  Senate,  and  the  | 
precedent  has  usually  been  followed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Did 
the  boil.  Secretary  of  State  say  there  were 
precedents  for  this  procedure  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCorT— I  said  that  I  presamea 
he  might  have  been  sworn  outside  but  that 

the  precedent-s  all  led  to  the  swearing  wltli- 
In  the  Senate  chamber,  and  I  hope  that  that 
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will  continue  to  be  the  practice,  but  there 
Is  no  nMnner  of  doubt  about  Mr.  MeOee's 
power  to  administer  tike  oatb. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  suppose  that  sboald 
be  with  the  consent  of  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLBR— I  think  not.  I  thluk 
It  Is  regalar,  but  It  ought  to  have  been  ex- 
plained to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  from 
Ricbmond  is  quite  right  I  probably  should 
hare  announced  la  advance  the  proceeding 
which  was  to  take  place.  I  can  quite  appre- 
ciate hon.  gentlemen  noting  It  is  being  some- 
thhig  very  unusual. 

The  Hon.  BIr.  Bhick  then  signed  the  roll. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Before  we  go  fur- 
ther, I  think  we  should  Tentilate  the  matter 
a  little  more.   Bourlnot  says  : 

The  practice  of  Introducing  new  senators  Is 
Invariable  In  the  upper  chamber.  The  Speaker 
vlll  state  to  tlie  House  whenever  the  clerk  has 
received  a  certificate  from  the  clerk  of  the 
Crown  in  Chancery  that  a  new  member  has  been 
amnmiMied  to  the  Senate.  He  will  then  Inform 
the  House.  '  Hon.  gentlemen  a  new  member  ts 
without  ready  to  be  introduced.'  The  new 
member  is  then  introduced  between  two  sena- 
tors, and  presents  at  the  table  Her  Majestjr's 
writ  of  summons,  which  is  read  by  the  clerk 
and  put  upon  the  Journals.  He  will  then  sub- 
Kribe  the  oath  before  the  clerk,  who  is  one  of 
the  commissioners  appointed  tor  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Is  the  usual  pro- 
gramme. The  clCrk  Is  one  of  the  commis- 
sioners appointed  for  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  the  authority 
SATS  he  will  subscribe  tbe  oath  before  tlie 
(Aetk.  by  repeating  the  words  after  tbat  otH- 
cer.  We  have  here  acting  as  an  official  a 
gentleman  who  is  not  on  our  staff,  and  I 
do  not  know  under  what  authority  a  stranger 
can  come  here  and  take  a  place  at  the  table. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  .presume  that  the 
Governor  General  could  be  here  and  admin- 
ister this  oatb.  My  hon.  friend  does  not  dis- 
pute that. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAKDRY— I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Well,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  he  could.    I  do  not  think  my  bou. 
friend  would  take  exception  to  it.    Mr.  Mc- 
Gee  is  tbe  deputy  of  the  Governor  General  ■ 
for  tills  purpose  under  dedimus  potestatem, ' 


think  my  hon.  friend  will  not  persist  In 
pressing  any  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  merely  ask  that  It 
be  entered  in  the  minutes  that  suoh  a  pro* 
cedure  be  not  considered  as  a  precedent 

Hon.  Mr.  SGui'T— I  will  see  that  that  is 
done.  The  clerk  has  now  received  Instruc- 
tions and  will  see  to  that.   It  is  not  to  form 

a  precedent  In  the  future.  Mr.  Cbapleau, 
tbe  clerk,  as  I  have  said,  had  business  of 
some  Importance  In  Montreal,  and  could  not 
be  present  to-day.  It  would  have  t>een  much 
better  if  be  could  have  been  here,  but  1 
said  I  thought  we  could  get  on  without  him 
under  tbe  circumstances.  I  knew  tbat  Mr. 
McGee  held  tbe  power  for  the  purpose  of 
swearing  a  senator. 

The  SPEAKER  submitted  a  certificate 
from  the  Clerk  of  the  Privy  Council  that  the 
Hon.  Mr,  Black  had  made  and  subscribed 
tbe  oatb  odmlnistered  to  senators  on  their 
introduction  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  Black  then  took  his  seat. 

THE  FRENCH  STEAMER  *LE  MALOU'. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  : 

That  an  bumble  address  bo  presented  to  His 
Bxcellencr  the  Governor  Oeneral  ;  prajrlng  that 
His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  cause  to  be 
laid  before  this  House  a  copy  of  all  reports 
made,  since  the  opening  of  navigation,  to  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  on  the  subject  ot 
the  French  steamer  '  Le  Halou,'  and  more  par- 
ticularly a  copy  of  the  report  of  Doctor  Potvin 
concerning  this  vessel. 

The  motion  wag  agreed  to. 

EXPENSES  OP  THE  SENATE  RES- 
TAURANT. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER  moved  : 

That  the  clerk  do  place  on  the  table  ot  the 
House  a  statement  of  the  disbursements  and 
general  expenses  of  the  Senate  restaurant  dur- 
ing the  five  years  oext  preceding  December  31st, 
1903. 

The  motiou  waa  agreed  to. 

HUDSON'S  BAY  EXPLORATION. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  : 
That  an  humble  addrest  be  presented  to  His 


and  holds  a  commission  for  that  purpose.  1 1  Excellency  the  Governor  General ;  praylns  that 
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His  Excelleocy  will  be  pleased  to  cause  to  be 
laid  before  thla  House  : 

1.  A  statement  showing,  in  so  many  distinct 
columns,  the  names  and  surnames,  the  age, 
rank,  the  domicile,  tbe  origin,  of  all  the  officers, 
sub-offlcers  and  men  ol  the  crew  ofrihe  ship  sent 
in  1903  to  explore  Hudson's  Bay. 

2.  The  name  ot  tbe  ship  chartered  for  this 
expedition,  its  tonnage,  the  name  of  its  owner, 
the  price  assigned  for  its  service,  tbe  duration 
of  this  service. 

3.  The  term  of  service  of  each  of  the  men 
(officers,  Bub-offlcers,  sailors,  ftc.)  who  composed 
the  crew  of  this  vessel. 

i.  All  the  correBpondence  relating  to  this  ex- 
pedition, including  therein  the  instructions 
given. 

5.  A  copy  of  each  report  made  by  the  authori- 
ties on  board  from  the  commencement  of  this 
expedition. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE    LORD    DtJNDONALD  INiJlUENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
governmeat  If  there  is  any  truth  in  the 
rumour  which  is  being  circulated  to  the 
effect  that  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
Genera],  Lord  MInto,  has  refused  to  sign  the 
dismissal  of  the  Major  General.  1  suppose 
that  parliament  will  be  entitled  to  have  that 
information  before  tbe  newspapers  of  tbe 
country,  and  therefore  I  ask  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  aware.  In  fact 
X  can  speak  very  confldently,  tbe  Governor 
General  has  not  had  submitted  to  him  any 
papers  Involving  the  question  my  Jion. 
friend  asks  uie.  By  that  it  is  not  to  be  un- 
derstood that  they  may  not  be  submitted 
to  htm.  I  merely  say  that  up  to  the  present 
time  nothing  of  the  kind  has  occurred. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Do  we  understand 
that  the  matter  Is  to  be  submitted  to  the 
Governor  General  here  or  to  the  proper 
authority  In  England  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-^o  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral. 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY— I  suppose  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  take  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  by  the  question  I  have  asked 
to  give  to  this  House  the  Information  he  pro- 
mised with  reference  to  that  Dondonald  In- 
cident. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Just  as  soon  as  any- 
thing definite  has  been  done  I  shall  be  glad 
to  inform  the  House  of  the  facts. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  House  Is  not  in 
possession  of  anything  accept  what  we  have 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


t 

I  seen  in  the  papers,  although  the  hon.  gen- 
I  tlemau  has  promised  us  some  Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— jQst  so  soon  as  any 
definite  action  has  been  taken,  it  iflll  be 
communicated  to  the  House. 

A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  there  Is  au- 
other  question  of  a  personal  explanation. 
On  Wednesday,  June  8,  I  brought  i^,  as  a 
question  of  privilege,  the  statement  of  Mr. 
Wells  and  Mr.  Eldrldge,  and  moved  that 
Mr.  Wells  be  brought  before  the  bar  of  tliU 
House  to  answer  any  questions  that  migbt 
be  put  to  him.  A  debate  took  place  with 
reference  to  that  matter.  1  do  not  want  to 
refer  to  the  arguments  brought  forward  dur- 
ing that  debate,  but  I  want  to  refer  to  a 
particular  incident  that  took  place.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  took  part  in  the  debate 
and  at  a  certain  point  my  UGn.  friend  from 
Lincoln  (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson)  made  a  motion 
in  amendment,  and  that  motion  was  to  refer 
that  question  to  the  special  committee  that 
bad  been  appointed  for  the  examination  of 
all  matters  in  connection  with  the  Mntual 
Reserve  Life  Association.  I  raised  a  point 
of  order  on  that  amendment  I  said  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  had  do 
right  to  make  a  motion  because  previously 
in  the  same  debate  he  had  made  a  speech 
on  the  question.  The  hon.  Speaker  of  this 
House,  speaking  ex -cathedra,  told  os  tie 
hon.  member  had  not  made  a  speech,  and 
that  my  point  of  order  wag  not  well  taken. 
I  therefore  submitted.  Since  then  the  prlDt- 
ed  report  of  tbe  '  Debates '  has  been  issued, 
and  if  hon.  gentlemen  will  look  at  page 
of  the  unrevlsed  edition  they  will  see  mf 
motion.  I  indicate  the  page,  so  that  hou. 
gentlemen  may  see  what  follows.  On  page 
360<  Mr.  Gibson  made  a  few  remarks  that  i 
do  not  consider  as  speeches.  The  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition,  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Polrler.  the  Hon.  Mr 
Dandurand,  and  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  all 
made  ^eecbes  on  the  motion  I  placed  in  tue 
hands  of  the  Speaker  ;  then  at  page  369  tlie 
hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  (Hon.  Mr.  Gib- 
son) made  a  speech  which  Is  to  be  found  in 
the  second  column  of  page  369.  Afterwards 
tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Watson,  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Cloraor 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Jones,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Owens, 
the  Hon.  Mr.  B£lque,  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  LandiTr 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Scott,  the  Hon.  Mr.  TouDS. 
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and  tbe  Hod.  Mr.  Fergnsoo,  made  speecnes. 
A(t«r  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  LJDCOln 
(Hon.  Mr.  Gibson)  said : 

I  move,  is  amendment,  that  Messrs.  Wells 
and  Eldrldge  be  both  examined  before  the  com- 
mittee which  has  the  matter  in  hand. 

That  is  to  be  found  at  the  bottom  of  page 
373  and  tbe  following   debate   then  took 

place  : 

HoQ.  Ur.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman  has 
DO  rigbt  to  make  a  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  TODXO— Why  ? 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRY— Becauso  tho  hon,  sontle- 
man  has  spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSOX— I  do  not  want  the  hon. 
gentlemao  to  dictate  to  me.  I  know  my  rights 
is  this  House  as  well  as  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
am  responsible  to  this  Honse  for  my  own  con- 
duct and  not  to  the  hon.  gentleman  ;  he  Is  not 
my  keeper,  nor  does  he  require  to  suggest  to  me 
when  I  should  get  up  in  this  House  or  sit  down. 
I  am  quite  within  my  rights  to  move  the  amend- 
ment to  bring  these  men  before  the  committee, 
where  they  can  be  sworn  and  examined  by  tbe 
counsel  that  the  committee  may  appoint. 

The  hon.  gentleman  was  asserting  his 
right.  Further  on  at  page  375,  we  find  the 
decision  of  the  Speaker.   He  «tj-s : 

The  motion  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Pr'lnce 
Edward  Island  Is  out  of  order. 

We  will  not  discuss  that  point.  Then  the 
r^ort  continues  : 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 
I  claim  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  had  no 
right  to  move  that  amendment  ;  be  had  made 
bis  speech  and  he  has  no  right  after  having  re- 
sumed his  seat  to  make  this  motion. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— He  made  the  motion  when 
standing  up  in  bis  place  and  then  be  sat  down 
to  reduce  the  motion  to  writing  which  I  think 
Is  perfectly  correct.  Tbe  motion  Is  In  order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The  rule 
provides  that  when  the  Speaker  decides  a  ques- 
tion of  order  he  shall  cite  the  rule  upon  which 
be  does. 

The  SPEAKER— Rule  20  reads  as  follows  : 

A  senator  may  speak  to  any  question  before 
the  Senate  or  upon  a  question  or  an  amend- 
ment to  be  proposed  by  himself  or  upon  a 
question  of  order  arising  out  of  the  debate. 

The  hon.  gentleman  bas  done  that  ?  I  do  not 
see  what  the  question  is. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Has  the 
hon.  Speaker  acceded  to  tbe  request  I  made. 
When  the  Speaker  rules  he  cites  the  rule  upon 
which  he  gives  tbe  decision.  If  the  Speaker 
decides  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln 
did  not  speak  before  making  the  motion  then 
we  understand  the  ruling. 

Hon,  Mr.  GIBSON- 1  did  not  speak  before  the 
motion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tba  bon. 
gentleman  did  two  or  three  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  think  my  word  is  as 
good  as  the  hon.  gentleman's. 


Then  ifurther  on  Mr,  Gibson  said  : 

I  spoke  on  the  second  reading  of  tbe  Bill,  I 
said  nothing  more  until  I  moved  this  amend- 
ment. 

Further^  on  tbe  hon.  Speaker  said  : 

Rule  28  reads  as  follows  : 

The  Speaker  stands  uncovered  when  speaking 
to  the  Senate  and  if  called  upon  to  explain  a 
point  of  order  or  practice,  he  is  to  state  the 
rule  applicable  to  tbe  case. 

I  was  not  called  upon  to  explain  anything.  I 
simply  ruled  be  bad  not  spoken. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tbe  bon. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  raised  a  point  of 
order  stating  that  the  hon.  gentleman  had  no 
right  to  make  tbe  motion  on  the  ground  that  be 
had  spoken.  Then  I  turn  to  another  rule  which 
declares  that  a  member  can  speak  only  once  to 
any  question,  and  the  principle  Is  laid  down  by 
all  tbe  authorities,  Bourlnot  and  Todd  and  all 
the  other  commentators,  that  no  one  can  move 
an  amendment  after  he  has  spoken  to  a  ques- 
tion, and  the  tact  that  a  member  rises  and  then 
sits  down  deprives  him  of  the  right  of  speaking 
again  or  of  making  a  motion.  I  think  my  hon. 
friend  from  Kiilarney  who  has  had  a  great  deal 
of  experience  as  Speaker  of  tbe  House  in  Mani- 
toba will  corroborate  my  construction  of  the 
rules. 

And  that  great  authority  (Hon.  Mr.  Young) 
answered  'Quite  correct,'  Then  the  report 
continues : 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  the 
Speaker  rules  the  hon.  gentleman  had  not 
spoken  before,  and  that  he  was  wUhln  his 
right,  I  am  not  going  to  question  It. 

The  SPEAKER- Tbe  bon.  leader  of  tbe  oppo* 
sitlon  Is  rather  fond  I  think  of  reflecting  on  tbe 
decisions  which  I  make. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  deny  that, 
and  the  Speaker  has  no  right  to  Impute  motives 
to  me.  The  Speaker  has  no  more  right  In  this 
House  than  any  member  of  It,  and  tjas  no  right 
to  stand  up  and  say  I  am  desirous  of  reflect- 
ing  

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Order,  order. 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE   BOWEU.— I  am  in 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No,  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man Is  not  In  order  when  the  Speaker  is  on  bis 

feet. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes,  I  am 
quite  right  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  baa 
more  experience  be  will  know  It. 

The  SPEAKER- The  bon.  gentleman  Is  quite 
mistaken  ;  I  did  not  reflect  on  him.  I  simply 
said  he  was  rather  fond  of  differing  from  tbe 
decisions  which  I  make, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  deny  that, 
and  it  is  an  improper  statement  to  make,  and 
It  is  not  true. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  in  the  Judgment  of  tbe 
House. 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And  so 

am  I. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— I  have  been  a  member  of  this 
House  for  twenty-seven  years,  and  I  have  never 
known  a  Speaker  to  be  treaited  in  the  manner 
In  which  I  bavs  been  treated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do  BOt 
think  any  Speaker  bas  ever  acted  as  onr  hon. 
Speaker  has. 
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Some  hoa.  MEMBERS— Order,  order. 

The  SPEAKER— That  was  by  the  war.  I  say 
that  the  only  queetloo— and  I  am  in  the  juds- 
mest  of  the  House  agala— that  the  only  ques- 
tiOD  that  was  raised  was  whether  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  LIdcoIq  had  spoken' or  not.  I 
did  not  hear  the  hon.  gentleman  speak,  and  I 
took  the  hon.  gentleman's  atatement  ;  and, 
not  having  spoken,  he  bad  a  right  to  more  the 
amendment,  and  there  was  no  neceesltr  for 
pointing  oat  any  rule.  It  was  simply  a  question 
Of  fact,  and  I  took  the  hon..  gentleman's  state- 
ment and  the  evidence  of  my  own  senses. 

Hod.  M».  SCOTT — Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man want  all  that  quotation  republished  in 
the  '  Debates  *  ?  The  debate  took  place  last 
Wednesday,  and  we  ought  to  have  some 
sense  of  the  dignity  of  the  House  and  not 
republish  remarks  so  recently  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  know  what  I  am  coming  at 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— And  nobody  else 
does. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  I  want  to 
point  out  Is  this  :  I  raised  a  point  of  order 
wEIch  was  set  aside — why  ?  Because  the 
hon.  the  Speaker  and  the  bou.  gentleman 
from  Lincoln  (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson)  stated  that 
the  Uon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  bad  not 
made  a  speech  on  the  subject  which  I  pre- 
sented. The  report  which  I  have  Just  read 
Bbows  that  he  did  maKe  a  speech,  whereas 
the  point  of  order  which  I  raised  was  not 
sustained  on  the  ground  that  he  had  not 
spoken.  The  ruling  was  on  the  question  or 
fact,  and  I  want  to  state  to  the  House  what 
the  facts  were.  I  know  the  Speaker  Is  liable 
to  be  mistaken,  as  we  all  are ;  We  an  not 
all  Infallible,  but  I  want  to  point  out  that 
those  mistakes  of  the  Speaker  occur  too  fre- 
quently where  I  am  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON — I  have  not  a  copy  or 
the  '  Debates '  from  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  quoting,  but  I  was  under  the  Impres- 
sion, and  am  still  under  the  impression  that 
I  had  not  spoken.  However,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man and  some  others  are  so  apt  to  Interru{)t 
those  who  address  the  House  that  one  has 
frequently  to  sit  down  to  hear  the  interrup- 
tion before  proceeding  with  his  remarks,  i 
sat  down  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  as  the 
Speaker  knows,  to  put  the  resolution  in 
writing  and  had  not  finished  my  speech, 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  raised  the  objec- 
tion. If  there  is  any  member  of  the  Senate 
who  violates  the  rules  of  debate  more  fre- 
quetly  than  another.  It  Is  the  hon.  gentle- 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


man  from  Stadacona,  because  he  speaks  on 
every  occasion  half  a  dozen  times  If  necessary 
and  he  is  the  last  one  who  should  raise  sucD 
an  objection.  I  am  sorry  that  the  rules  of 
order  are  not  better  observed,  and  that  fre- 
quent interjections  reqtilre  a  spealrer  to  sit 
down  often  before  be  has  condnded  his  re- 
marks. If  there  was  an  interlude  between 
my  remarks  and  my  motion,  It  was  twcause 
the  hon.  gentleman  objected  to  my  speaking 
on  the  motion  for  the  second  reading  of  tae 
Bill.  The  fact  is,  the  discussions  upon  the 
Bill  and  on  tbe  investigation  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Company  had  been  so  mixed  up  that 
I  venture  to  say  only  those  who  have  gi^'en 
the  closest  attention  to  what  Is  going  on 
could  tell  when  the  debate  was  on  the  Bin 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  and 
when  it  was  on  the  subject  of  the  inquiry 
into  fhe  condition  of  the  Mutual  Ueserve 
Association.  In  consequence  of  tbe  irre- 
gularity a  great  many  unnecessary  things 
have  been  «ald  on  both  questions.  I  have 
ta^en  the  ground  from  the  beginning  that  1 
have  no  desire  to  stifle  inquiry,  and  that  It 
was  only  right  that  tne  Bill  should  go  to  a 
committee  where  those  interested  could  be 
beard.  That  was  my  OBly  object  in  speak- 
ing on  one  side  or  the  other  of  the  matter. 
I  trust  that  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Stada- 
cona will  'see  that  I  did  not  act  In  bad  faith. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  Impute  mo- 
tives. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  thought  I  was  quue 
within  my  rights  in  moving  the  motion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWELL— I  took 
the  trouble  to  look  at  the  record  to  ascertain 
the  facts.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  was  mixing 
up  the  remarks  he  had  Just  made  on  a  debate 
on  the  motion  for  the  second  reading  of  ttie 
BII]  and  the  motion  made  'by  the  hon.  seas- 
tor  from  Stadacona  to  summon  Mr.  Wells 
to  tbe  bar  of  tbe  House  to  be  examined. 
The  .two  motions  were  quite  distinct.  Tne 
only  misunderstanding  between  the  bon. 
gentleman  and  myself  was  tlmt  when  l 
stated  fhat  be  had  spoken  upon  the  motian 
to  summon  Mr.  Wells  to  the  bar  of  the 
House,  he  made  a  pretty  pointed  contra- 
diction and  added  that  his  word  was  as  good 
as  mine.  I  shall  not  discuss  that  question. 
I  am  quite  satisfied  that  the  bon.  senator 
from  Lincoln  never  Intended  any  reflection . 
upon  me  when  he  made  that  statement,  i 
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am  equaDy  certain  that  be  beileTed  wliat 
be  said  wben  be  made  tbat  statement.  1 
aball  not  Ond  fault  witb  the  Speaker's  ruling, 
nor  sball  I  refer  to  the  unpleasantness  be- 
tween him  and  myself.  I  regret  those  In- 
cideots  as  much  as  he  possibly  can,  but  I 
repeat  what  I  said  then,  there  Is  notbing 
on  the  record  to  show  tbat  I  was  taking  an 
unnecessary  course  or  reflection  npoo  the 
Speaker  or  his  ruling.  I  simply  asked  a 
qneatlon.  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  turn  to 
page  309,  they  will  find  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Liuco/n  (Hon.  Mr.  <jribson)  made  a 
speech  on  a  motion  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Stadacona  (Hon.  Mr.  Landry)  to  summon 
Ur.  Welle  beifore  the  House.  He  does  not 
say  one  single  word  in  all  those  remarks 
about  moving  an  amendment  He  discuss- 
ed the  general  principle  of  the  Bill  and  sat 
down.  Then  I  find  no  less  than  three  pages 
of  debate  took  place  in  which  Messrs. 
Cloran,  Watson,  Jones,  bfilque,  Landry, 
Scott  Yoang,  and  Fe^son,  discussed  the 
qnestlon^not  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
but  the  motion  of  ttft  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona.  Then  the  bon.  member  from 
Lincoln  rose  to  make  his  motion,  and  the 
objection  was  taken  that  he  was  out  of 
order,  having  already  spoken  on  the  sub- 
ject I  am  satisUed  that  it  was  all  a  mls- 
onderatandlng.  I  follow  as  closely  as  pos- 
tible  what  takes  place  In  the  House,  and  i 
was  convinced  at  the  time  tbat  my  state- 
ment was  correct,  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
bad  spoken,  and  that  a  debate  bad  Inter- 
vened between  his  speech  and  the  amend- 
ment I  have  no  dispute  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Lincoln.  I  do  not  think  there 
are  two  senators  who  have  a  greater  respect 
for  each  other  than  the  hon.  gentleman  and 
ihyseif,  and  that  has  been  the  case  ever 
since  we  have  known  each  other  as  meiu- 
beps  of  the  other  House.  With  the  confu- 
sion tbat  prevailed  during  the  debate  and 
tbe  constant  interruptions — I  am  no  more 
guiltless  in  that  respect  than  others — I  am 
not  suqirlsed  that  the  Speaker,  unless  his 
attention  Is  rivlted  on  every  word  uttered, 
should  be  under  tbe  Impression  that  noen 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  sat  down 
be  did  80  to  write  his  motion.  Even  If  tnat 
were  tbe  case,  according  to  tbe  authorities, 
he  had  no  rigbt  to  rise  again  and  make  a 
Qtotion  after  the  de<bate  had  taken  place. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  do  not  want  to  In- 
terropt  tbe  bon.  gentleman  

Hon.  Sir  MA-CKEiNZIE  BOWKLL^That 
is  Just  what  I  am  compiainiug  of,  tbat  the 
hon.  gentleman  does  Interrupt  I  have 
given  tbe  facts  as  they  are  stated  In  the 
official  report.  I  am  reflecting  on  no  one, 
only  I  should  like  to  call  tbe  attention  z^t 
only  of  tbe  Speaker  but  of  the  Senate  to  the 
fact  tbat  some  of  the  remarks  which  I  made 
In  last  Wednesday's  debate  are  credited  to 
the  Speaker.  He  read  the  28th  Rule,  and 
added  :  '  1  was  not  called  upon  to  explain 
anything.  I  simply  ruled  be  had  not  spok- 
en.' There  be  etopped,  then  the  following 
remarks  were  mine.  It  Is  not  the  fault  of 
the  reporters  that  my  remarks  were  put  in 
tbe  mouth  of  tbe  Speaker,  but  I  hope  they 
will  make  a  note  of  this  and  see  that  it  is 
corrected  in  tbe  revised  edition. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  think  It  Is  due  to  my 
bon.  friend  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
said  I  was  not  in  order  because  I  spoke  so 
often.  He  IS  not  now  In  order  himself,  and 
should  sit  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— As  I  have  been  ac- 
cused I  have  a  right  to  reply. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  there  is  nothing 
before  the  House, 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  want  to  explain. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— (^et  it  explained  by 
another  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  am  going  to  explain 
my  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order ;  there  la  notbing  before  tbe  House. 

Hon,  Mr.  GIBSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
never  does  bring  anything  before  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- 1  rtee  to  a  point  of 
order — there  is  nothing  before  the  House, 
and  tbe  bon.  gentleman  has  already  given 
his  personal  explanation.  He  has  no  rigbt 
to  speak  again.  I  ask  the  Speaker  to  de- 
cide. 

The  SPEAKER- The  point  Of  order  is 
well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  rtse  to  a  question  of 
privilege.  I  do  not  want  to  detain  the  House 
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bat  I  bare  been  accused  of  breaking  tbe 
rules  of  tbe  House  

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  only  a  way 
of  eiudlng  the  Speaker's  decision.  The  bon. 
gentleman  fs  not  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  am  in  order. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— There  !s  a  way  by  which 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  can  be  put  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House.  What  I  wanted  to  say 
is  that  my  bon.  friend  who  leads  the 
opposition  interrupted  me  before  I  finished 
my  remarks  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  want  to  be  cafittous,  but  I  rise  to  tliis 
point  of  order :  can  the  bon.  gentleman 
make  an  rapianation  of  what  took  place  on 
a  question  of  privilege  ?  Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
rose  to  a  question  of  privilege. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Surely  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
asking  the  chair  whether  that  Is  a  question 
of  privilege.  I  do  not  object  to  an  explana- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSO??— I  think  I  am  entitled 
to  be  allowed  to  explain. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  should  wait  for  the  decision 
of  the  cbalr.  I  can  tell  him  how  he  can  put 

himself  In  order. 

The  SPEAKER— I  really  do  not  think  the 
bou.  gentleman  can  make  It  a  question  of 
privilege,  but  there  Is  a  very  common  way 
by  which  be  can  put  himself  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER — For  the  purpose  ot 
overcoming  the  difficulty  I  more  tbe  ad- 
journment of  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  have  already  moved 
the  adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  should  wait  until  the  question  is 
pat. 

The  SI*EAKER— Moved  by  the  Hdn.  Mr. 
Baker,  seconded  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Wood  that 
this  House  do  now  adjourn^ 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Before  tbe  House 
adjourns  I  should  like  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks.  I  do  lot  want  to  make  them  in  a 
Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


contradictory  spirit  at  all,  but  merely  to 
point  out  to  my  hon.  friend  who  leads  the 
opposition,  for  whom  I  can  say  honestly  I 
have  the  same  high  regard  as  he  ex- 
pressed very  kindly  for  me  a  few  momenta 
ago,  that  when  I  was  speaking  on  the  sub- 
ject of  summoning  Mr.  W^is  to  tbe  bar  of 
tbe  House  the  other  day,  I  said  : 

I  do  not  know  either  of  them,  but  I  Ihlnit 
the  proper  course  would  be  to  hear  Eldridge 
as  well  OB  Wells. 

To  this  Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  re- 
plied : 

If  the  other  maa  denies  It,  let  It  go  on  re- 
cord. He  may  not  deny  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  the  hon.  gentlemin 
propose  summonins  Eldrldge  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No,  we 
have  EldrldKe's  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  a  farce  It  would  be. 
Wells  would  say  'no,'  and  that  would  be  the 
end  of  it. 

So  that  there  was  a  controversy  between 
the  bon.  gentleman  wlio  leads  the  House 
aiul  tbe  hon.  gentleman  wbo  leads  tbe  oppo- 
sition, and  before  I  could  get  in  my  amend- 
ment half  a  dozen  bon.  gentiemen  bad 
spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  do  not  wish  to  pro- 
long this  discussion,  but  it  emphasizes  an 
experience  that  many  bon.  gentlemen  have 
had  in  this  House  and  from  which  the  leaders 
in  this  chamber  are  not  exempt,  and  that  is, 
interruptions  are  made  when  a  member  is 
addressing  the  House  which  sometimes  in- 
terferes witb  his  consecutive  line  of  ail- 
ment Not  very  long  ago  the  bon.  Secretary 
of  State  was  speaking  on  this  matter  when 
an  hon.  gentleman  asked  a  question  acros* 
the  floor  of  the  House,  not  of  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  but  of  an  bon.-  gentleman  oq 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  that  hon.  gen- 
tleman stood  up  and  made  a  speech,  and 
spoke  till  six  o'clock  and  closed  off  the  bon. 
Secretary  of  State,  who,  out  of  kindness,  did 
not  wish  to  call  him  to  order.  As  a  result 
the  argument  he  was  making  was  somewliat 
Incomplete.  But  what  1  wish  to  say  is,  that 
this  discussion  to-day  emphasizes  what  I 
have  on  former  occasions  called,  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  House,  the  necessity  for  a 
revision  of  our  rules  so  tbat  tbe  hon.  Sp«ik- 
er,  when  we  wander  so  far  away,  as  we  fre- 
quently do,  from  the  ordinary  rules  of  de- 
bate, will  be  charged  with  the  responsibility 
of  bringing  us  back  to  tbe  ordinary  parlia- 
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mentary  procedure  which  should  govern  any 
legislative  hody. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  fully 
concur  in  tlie  remarks  of  the  hon.  geotle- 
man,  aud  I  bare  discussed  tbe  question  with 
bim  before,  as  to  the  propriety  of  taking 
tbe  step  which  he  bas  suggested.  In  fact  I 
migbt  go  further  and  say  that  I  liad  a  mo- 
tion prepared  for  that  pnrpose,  but  circum- 
stances arose  which  prereDted  my  malting 
It  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lincoln  to  understand  the  matter.  The  only 
question  tbat  arose  upon  the  point  of  order 
raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stada- 
cona  was  tbat  the  hon.  gentleman  bad 
spoken. 

Hon.  3Ir.  GIBSON^I  had  not  finished. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  the 
hon.  gentleman  persists  In  tbat  statement 
vben  the  facts  are  against  him  I  have  no 
moid  to  say. 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  THE  OFFICIAL  HE- 
PORTS  OF  THE  DEBATES. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Before  the  Orders 
of  tbe  Day  are  called  I  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Debates  Committee  and 
also  of  tbe  House  to  a  difficulty  that  I  see 
tbat  tuis  House  Is  subject  to  with  regard 
to  tbe  distribution  of  the  Debates. 
An  hon.  gentleman  spoke  a  few  moments 
ago  of  not  having  a  document  In  his  hand 
Thicb  other  hon.  gentlemen  were  using,  and 
tbis  caused  me  to  look  into  the  matter  and  I 
that  the  unrevlsed  debates  of  the  House 
are  not  placed  on  the  members'  files.  I 
kuow  they  are  distributed.  We  get  tbem 
through  the  post  office,  but  I  could  not  get  a 
copy  of  the  report  that  was  the  subject  of 
controversy  this  afternoon  in  this  House- 
I  bad  to  borrow  one  from  other  hon.  gentle- 
men who  were  using  It  It  does  seem  to  me 
tbat  the  unrevlsed  debates  should  be  placed 
on  oar  files  here.  The  latest  that  we  have  Is 
the  revised  edition  for  Tuesday  last.  The 
House  met  ou  Wednesday,  Thursday  and 
Friday.  The  unrevlsed  bad  been  distributed 
amongst  the  members,  but  for  three  days 
they  had  not  been  placed  on  file  here. 
My  opinion  la  that  the  unrevlsed  issue  should 
he  put  on  file,  so  that  In  the  event  of  any- 
thing coming  np  we  would  have  them  In  our 
hand.  i  do  not  see  why  a  sufficient 
number  should  not  be  furnished,  and  tbe 


pages  be  Instructed  to  place  tbem  on  file, 
so  tbat  we  should  have  them  before  us. 

Hon.  ^Ir.  LANDRT— There  Is  another 

Irregularity  wblch  I  will  bring  to  the  atten- 
tion of  this  honourable  House.  On  Friday 
last  the  Hon.  Mr.  Young  gave  notice  tbat 
'On  Tuesday  next  I  will  move  that  tbe 
order  referring  Bill  (H)  to  tbe  Committee 
ou  Banking  and  Commerce  be  rescinded 
that  that  Bill  he  referred  to  the  enlarged 
special  committee  to  consider  the  position 
of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve.'  That  notice  vras 
given  on  Friday  last.  If  we  look  at  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  we  see  that  the  notice 
given  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  is  put  down 
for  Wednesday.  I  do  not  know  how  the 
change  was  made,  or  who  bad  authority  to 
make  the  change,  but  surely  If  the  hon. 
guetleman  gave  notice  for  Tuesday  It  ought 
to  appear  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  hon.  gentleman  Is 
quite  right  When  I  read  tbe  motion  I 
had  not  written  it  out,  but  I  made  tbe 
motion  and  was  writing  it  at  the  same 
time  for  Tuesday ;  but  tbe  Secretary  of 
State  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that 
Tuesday  would  be  a  very  busy  day,  as 
apparently  It  Is.  and  asked  would  not 
Wednesday  do  as  well.  I  said  yes,  and  I 
repeated  Wednesday,  and  that  is  why  the 
matter  was  changed,  so  that  it  is  no  fault 
of  the  officials.    It  is  my  fault 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  Hon.  Mr.  L^ls,  a  member  of 
the  committee,  made  a  motion  for  Tuesday. 

The  hon.  gentleman  sits  at  one  end  of  tbe 
House  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Kil- 
larney  sits  at  the  other  end  of  tbe  chamber. 
We  happened  to  be  In  the  House  a  few 
moments  before  this  happened.  We  knew 
nothing  about  It  and  thought  It  very  strange 
that  the  change  had  been  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS—Witb  regard  to  the  un- 
revlsed debates  to  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Marshfleld  refors— speaking  as  a 
member  of  tbe  Debates  Committee,  but  not 
by  any  authority— hon.  gentleman  will  re- 
member that  there  was  a  slip  or  proof 
sheet  furnished  to  each  member.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen thought  it  would  be  more  convenient 
to  have  tbe  unrevlsed  edition  promptly.  As 
I  understand,  the  practice  of  the  House  was 
that  bon.  gentleman  were  not  absolutely 
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bound— not  like  the  House  of  Commons— 
by  the  utterances  in  the  unrevlsed  edition,  or 
Blip  furnished  them.  There  was  liberty  to 
correct  that  slip,  and  It  was  not  until  the  re- 
vised edition  came  that  hon.  gentlemen  could 
be  held  to  be  bound  by  the  report  of  a  debate. 
Now,  it  wilt  make  a  change  In  the  practice 
of  the  House  if  the  unrevised  edition  Is 
filed  In  the  way  in  which  it  is  suggested, 
and  one  would  like  to  know  whether  In 
doing  that  we  depart  from  the  practice  of 
the  House  and  hold  the  member  bound  to 
the  uurevJsed  report  of  a  debate  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  Y0TTN6— The  sugj^tlon  was 
that,  in  addition  to  what  was  pnt  In  the 
post  office  for  us,  duplicate  flies  be  made  of 

the  revised  and  uurevlsed  edition,  so  that 
members  would  hare  both  copies  of  the 
Issued  debates  up  to  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— In  distributing 
this  nnrevlsed  edition  formerly  it  was  sent  to 
each  member's  room  In  an  eurelope.  Now 
they  are  distributed  through  the  post  office. 
I  think  we  should  go  a  step  further  and  put 
them  on  file.  I  think  members  should  be 
fairly  bound  by  what  appears  in  that  edi- 
tion. 

Hoi^.  Mr.  ELLIS— Then  an  order  had 
better  be  Issued  to  the  party  whose  duty  it 
is  to  do  that  work,  to  have  it  done. 

The  SPEAKER— Perhaps  the  House  will 

indulge  me  a  moment.  I  wish  to  make 
one  statement.  I  hare  not  seen  either  the 
revised  or  the  unrevised  edition  of  the  de- 
bates which  took  place,  and  If  there  are  any 
errors  it  is  quite  without  my  knowledge. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

BUI  (Gl)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Thoroid 
and  Lake  Erie  Railway  Company.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Domville.) 

Bill  (104)  An  Act  respecting  the  Tllson- 
burg,  Lake  Erie  and  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany.~-(Hon.  Mr.  Wilson.) 

BHI  (.")")  An  Act  to  incoriK>rate  the  Inter- 
proTlncIal  Railway  Bridge  Company  of  New 
Brunswick.— (Hon.  Mr.  Domville.) 

Bill  (00)  An  A(^  to  Incorporaite  the  Besse- 
mer and  Barry's  Bay  Railway  Company,  as 
amended.— (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Bill  (fiO»  An  Act  resiiecting  the  Kettle 
River  Valley  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Templeman.) 

Hod.  Mr.  ELLIS. 


NATIONAL  TRANSCONTINENTAL  BAIL- 
WAY  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Second  reading  Bill  (72)  an  Act  to  amend  the 
National  Transcontinental  Railway  Act— 
(Hon.  Hr.  Scott.) 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLB— Before 
this  matter  is  proceeded  with,  I  should  like 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  rale 
46  and  ask  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  If 
this  rule  has  been  compiled  with  ? 

The  SPEAKER— The  rule  cited  by  the 

hon.  gentleman  reads  as  follows : 

The  Senate  will  not  proceed  upon  a  Bill  ap- 
propriating public  money  that  shall  not  vlthln 
the  knowledge  of  the  Senate  have  been  re- 
commended by  the  Queen's  representative. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE-I  want 
to  know  if  it  has  been  recommended.  Can 
the  hon.  gentleman  give  us  documents  show- 
ing that  it  is  proceeding  with  the  consent 
of  the  government  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  BUI  hae  been  ap- 
proved of  by  His  Excellency.  It  is  not  usual 
for  me  to  produce  In  this  ctiamber  the  au- 
thority of  His  Excellency.  It  is  the  first 
time  I  have  ever  heard  the  question  raised- 
It  is  always  accepted  in  the  other  clumber 
as  a  matter  of  course. 

Umi.  Mr.  LAXPRY.  Does  that  rule  mean 
anything  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
practice  in  the  other  House  Is  simply  for 
the  government  to  bring  down  a  message 
or  state  that  they  have  the  authority  of 
the  Governor  General  for  proceeding  with 
the  Bill.  The  hon.  gentleman's  memory  Is 
not  good  on  that  point ;  my  hon.  friend 
who  has  Just  spoken  (Hon.  Mr.  Landry)  has 
called  attention  once  or  twice  to  the  same 
point  In  the  House.  It  may  have  escaped 
the  hon.  gentleman's  attention. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  the  second 
reading  of  BUI  (72)  An  Act  to  amend  the 
National  Transcontinental  Railway  Act 
Towards  the  close  of  last  session  It  was 
my  duty  to  submit  for  the  ,  consideration 
of  the  senate  a  Bill  for  the  construction  of 
another  Transcontinental  Railway.  I  do 
not  suppose  that  any  of  us  anticipated  that 
within  the  year  that  the  measure,  then  ap* 
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proved  of  by  parlfament,  would  be  again 
submitted  for  onr  consideration,  owing  to 
the  shareholders  of  the  Grand  Trank,  which 
became  a  part  of  the  Bill,  not  luiTing  ap- 
proved of  it  The  argnmeii'ts  used  against 
the  measure  when  It  was  befwe  the  senate 
last  year  were  two ;  one  was  tbat  the 
government  was  not  in  possession  of  snffl- 
cient  Information  to  justify  the  construction 
of  that  railway,  that  before  proceeding  with 
so  Important  a  matter  a  survey  should  be 
made  and  Information  should  be  given  to 
the  public  aa  to  the  approximate  cost  of 
the  undertaking.  Another  objection  urged 
that  the  Bill  was  conceived  so  largely  fav- 
ourable to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  tbat 
fit  was  not  In  the  Interests  of  Canada  to 
enter  Into  the  agreement  The  latter  argu- 
ment was  very  extensively  enlarged  upon, 
and  it  was  pointed  out  that  Canada  was 
practically  famishing  the  funds,  and  that 
tbe  G^and  Trunk  was  doing  very  little.  The 
agreement,  as  I  said  on  a  former  occasion, 
bad  been  reached  when  the  directors  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway.  Sir  Charles  Rlvers- 
Wllson  and  tbe  other  directors  came  out 
to  Canada  a  year  ago,  and  they  discussed 
tbe  various  clauses  of  tiie  schedule  In  the 
Agreement  with  tbe  government,  and  It  was 
thought  that  a  contract  bad  been  reached 
which  was  fairly  reasonable  to  both  sides. 
It  was  shown  pretty  conclusively  that  the 
money  cost  to  this  country  was  a  compara- 
tively small  sum ;  that  is,  if  any  value  is 
to  be  attached  to  the  guarantees  of  the 
Oraud  Trunk  Railway.  When  the  question 
came  up  to  be  submitted  to  the  shareholders 
Ic  England,  they  took  a  different  view  of  It. 
Whether  they  were  influenced  by  the  argu- 
ments of  my  hon.  friends  opposite  and  by  | 
tbe  statements  of  the  press  that  the  project 
was  premature  and  ought  not  to  have  been 
launched  at  the  present  time,  or  whether 
they  had  recollections  of  tbe  millions  of  i 
money  that  had  been  lost  In  the  Grand  | 
Trnnk  Railway  when  thpy  first  constructed  | 
their  line  In  this  country  some  40  or  50 
years  ago,  I  cannot  say,  but  It  was  quite ; 
evident  that  a  very  detennined  Idea  existed  | 
amongst  the  body  of  the  shareholders  to 
reject  the  proposal.  I  have  under  my  hand 
here  extracts  from  papers  that  were  ad- 
dict<»e  to  the  body  of  tbe  sbarebolders  | 
by  hon,  gentlemen  who  had  very  lai^e  in- 


terests In  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  giving 
their  reasons  for  objecting  to  tbe  proposal. 
On^  was  Mr.  Allen,  who  was  at  one  time 
a  director  of  the  company,  who  writes  as 
follows . 

Having  servad  ithe  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  from  October,  1891,  to  m;  resignation 
In  December  last,  and  having  wltneBned  and 
been  a  party  to  the  ^great  skill  of  Mr.  Hays 
in  raising  the  companjr  .from  an  almost  bank- 
rupt condition  to  Its  present  stata  of  pros- 
perity—(applause)— and  bavins  a  large  inter- 
est of  my  own,  and.  as  a  trustee,  to  safe- 
guard— and  I  may  tell  you  tbat  the  interest  is 
close  upon  £50,000 — I  have  objected  from  July 
24th  last  to  proceed  further  witb  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  scheme  without  having  a  great 
deal  of  necessary  information  afforded  to  the 
board,  and  believing  firmly,  as  I  do,  that  tbe 
scheme,  if  carried  out,  will  gradually  ruin  the 
Grand  Trunk,  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
tbat  It  is  my  clear  duty  to  tbe  proprietors  to 
let  them  know  some,  at  all  events,  of  the  facta 
on  which  I  have  based  that  belief. 

That  view  was  shared  In  by  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Grand  Trunk  board  In  Ix>ndon, 
and  by  the  shareholders.  Mr.  Allen  was 
a  director  and  a  sharehoMa,  Mr.  Merlin  also 
had  very  strong  objections,  and  he  put  hia 
views  in  tbe  form  of  a  letter  as  follows  : 

I  speak  as  a  shareholder  who  Is  interested 
In  BOmetbing  like  £10,000  worth  of  the  junior 
securities,  the  third  preference,  which,  after 
having  been  in  the  wilderness  for  a  great 
number  of  years,  is  Just  now  merging,  and  I 
do  not  see  tbat.  while  we  are  in  view  of  some- 
thing like  full  and  due  dividend,  we  should  re- 
piunge  Into  a  wilderness  which  la  vary  much 
unexplored--(Hear,  hear)— which  la  very  much 
farther  north,  and  in  which  thersi  is  a  very 
much  heavier  fall  of  snow  In  the  year.  Now, 
sir,  with  regard  to  the  agreements,  I  have  read 
them  very '  carefully,  and  I  think  you,  as  a 
board,  have  taken  a  risk  upon  yourselves,  and 
have  not  put  any  upon  tbe  Canadian  govern- 
ment at  all,  excepting  a  rental  for  the  first 
seven  years  on  the  eastern  part  of  the  line, 
end  interest  on  the  western  part  for  another 
seven  years.  Now,  why  did  not  the  board  take 
tbe  eastern  part  and  allow  tbe  government  to 
take  the  western  part,  especially  the  Rocky 
mountains  part  ?    (Hear,  bear.) 

It  will  be  seen  from  those  utterances  that 
tbe  view  taken  by  the  shareholders  In  London 
was  not  the  view  taken  by  many  of  the  peo- 
ple's representatives  In  Canada.  Tbey  re- 
garded the  project  as  one  that  was  going  to 
seriously  Injure  tbe  financial  standing  of  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and  so  it  became  evi- 
dent that  the  agreement  approved  of  by  this 
parliament  last  year  would  not  be  confirmed 
by  the  shareholders  unless  very  considerably 
modified  :  therefore  proposals  were  made  to 
the  government  of  Canada,  beginning  about 
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the  month  of  January  last.  I  need  not  go 
over  them,  because  they  were  afterwards 
boiled  down  to  the  schedule  attached  to  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House  ;  but  they  asked 
many  conditions  that  the  government  of 
Canada  could  not  accede  to.  Negotiations 
continued  for  a  period,  I  presume,  of  about 
two  months,  not  In  the  shape  of  formal 
papers  and  letters,  but  usually  in  the  shape 
of  representations  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  In  Canada  and  personal  com- 
munications with  members  of  the  goverD* 
ment  In  Canada,  and  the  result  was  the 
schedule  now  attached  to  the  Bill  before  par- 
liament. The  question  arose  when  the  tirand 
Trunk  Railway  declined  to  accept  the  Bill 
of  last  year,  whether  It  was  better  to  break 
off  negotiations  or  continue  them  in  the  hope 
that,  by  some  modifications,  a  satisfactory 
agreement  on  both  sides  might  be  arrived 
at  What  largely  Influenced  the  govern- 
ment was  the  fact  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
Ballway  was  an  existing  corporation.  It 
connected  with  all  the  cities  and  towns  in 
Ontario,  and  with  nearly  all  the  villages. 
It  had  4,000  miles  of  railway  already  built. 
It  connected  with  the  leading  centres  of 
population  in  Quebec,  and  the  advantage 
of  baring  a  rallwaj  with  its  branches  al- 
ready In  existence,  ready  to  furnish  the 
main  line  with  traffic  at  once  on  the  open- 
ing of  It,  were  so  great  that  it  was  decided 
It  would  be  far  better  to  accede  In  some 
particular,  so  long  as  It  was  considered  at 
all  reasonable,  than  to  break  off  the  neeotla- 
tiou.  One  can  remember  that  for  some 
years  after  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
was  first  opened  the  line  was  extremely  un- 
profitable, simply  because  It  bad  no  con- 
nections. The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
adopted  the  only  policy  open  to  them  that 
would  lead  to  any  success,  and  that  was  the 
construction  of  branches  through  the  older 
portions  of  the  Dominion.  Their  energies 
were  directed  towards  building  branches 
am\  connecting  with  the  centres  of 
trade  and  population,  not  only  in  Ontario 
and  Quebec,  but  also  in  the  maritime 
provinces,  and  hoo.  gentlemen  will,  there- 
fore, realize  the  advantage  of  the  new  trans- 
continental line  having  connections  with 
the  centres  of  population.  The  manufac- 
turers In  Ontario,  those  located  in  villages 
and  so  on,  could  make  a  contract  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  over  the  main  line  to 

the  Pacific  without  having  the  traffic  soh- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Ject  in  the  way  of  rates  to  the  control  of  any 
othw  railway,  and,  finally,  the  agreemeut  as 
now  presented  to  parlament  was  settled 
upon.  Taking  it  up  and  explaining  It,  I 
think  if  my  bon.  friends  have  given  It  any 
attention  they  would  find  that,  after  all, 
the  amendments  In  the  contract  amount 
to  very  little  Indeed.  We  must  rememiwr 
that  those  geutlemen  In  liondon  cannot 
have  the  hopeful  idea  that  we  entertain 
in  Canada  of  the  rapid  development  of  the 
great  west  The  past  history  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  was  so  full  of  misfortunes 
and  losses  that  one  does  not  wonder  at-tbe 
hesitation  they  exhibited  in  entering  into  the 
new  arrangement.  I  shall  go  over,  seriatim, 
the  changes  that  have  been  made  in  the 
original  contract,  aud  point  out  how  they 
differ  from  the  modified  ones  that  are  now 
presented  for  the  approval  of  parliament 

The  10th  section  forms  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  present  Bill.  That  Is  extending  the 
time  for  the  completion  of  the  western  ^- 
vlslon  from  December,  1908,  to  December, 
1011.  That  Is  a  dlflference  of  three  years. 
One  year  has  already  passed,  although  the 
time  has  not  been  lost  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway.  They  never  ceased  their  explora- 
tions and  surveys  In  the  Interval,  in  the  hope 
by  the  management  that  an  arrangement 
would  be  arrived  at.  It  would  be  the  Interest 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  complete  the 
line  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  those  who 
have  given  any  attention  or  thought  to  the 
subject  and  who  know  the  advances  they 
have  already  made,  not  only  in  explorations, 
but  in  actual  surveys.  In  the  location  of  lines, 
can  readily  understand  that  the  time  limit 
first  fixed  will  not  be  exceeded.  I  would  not 
be  at  ail  saq)rlsed  if  the  line  would  be  com- 
pleted in  a  much  less  period  ,than  the  date 
mentioned.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  recollect 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  finished 
their  road  very  much  within  the  time  fixed 
by  the  agreement  made  with  the  government 
of  the  day,  and,  therefore,  although  ac- 
quiescing in  the  extension  of  three  years,  we 
can  readily  t>elleve  that  the  road  will  be 
built  within  the  time  first  mentioned  for  its 
construction. 

The  second  change  has  reference  to  the 
deposit  of  five  million  dollars.  Hon.  gentle- 
men will  recollect  that  it  was  to  be  held  by 
the  government  until  the  road'  was  com- 
pleted, or  if  the  five  millions  would  complete 
that  western  division,  then  the  government 
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ot  the  day  was  authorized  to  pay  out  of  tbe 
fire  million  dollars  from  time  to  time  sums 

of  money  that  would  enable  the  road  to  be 
completed  within  tuat  period.  The  Grand 
TruDl:  people  seem  to  think  they  will  finish 
their  line  before  the  government  can  finish 
its  line  from  Moncton  to  Wlnuipeg  and, 
therefore,  they  ask  that,  although  the  east- 
ern division  may  not  be  completed,  that  If 
tbey  have  completed  the  western  division,  and 
have  sappUed  fifteen  million  dollars  worth  of 
rolling  stock,  that  then  the  government  shall 
be  authorized  to  carry  out  the  original  in- 
tention of  paying  to  them  the  five  millions  of 
money  or  such  proportions  of  It  as  they  re- 
quire from  time  to  time  to  complete  their 
line  to  the  western  division.  No  one  can 
object  to  that,  especially  as  It  is  subject  to 
the  condition  that  an  allotment  of  fire  mil- 
lion Id  value  of  the  rolling  stock  ahali  in 
tbe  meantime  be  marked  for  the  eastern  di- 
vision. It  is  not  a  very  serious  change,  and 
I  think  no  one  can  readily  object  to  it  The 
thb-d  is  that  pending  that  construction  of 
the  eastern  division,  which  Is  nineteen  hun- 
dred miles  long,  Moncton  to  Winnipeg,  that 
it  may  be  presumed  that  portions  of  that 
line  will  be  completed  before  the  whole  line 
ia  finished.  The  Grand  Trunk  management 
wish  to  make  it  a  condition  that  they  shall 
be  entitled  to  lease  any  portion  of  the  com- 
pleted line  and  to  use  It  on  conditions  no 
more  oppressive  than  the  terms  that  are 
imposed  for  the  rental  of  the  full  line  when 
completed.  That  has  been  acceded  to,  with 
the  stipulation  that  the  commissioners  who 
have  charge  of  the  construction  of  the  east- 
ern division,  have  the  absolute  control  and 
that  the  running  of  the  trains  on  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  must  be  subject  to  the  ap- 
tnuval  and  on  such  conditions  as  tbe  commis- 
sioners choose  to  dictate,  the  Idea  being  that 
those  portions  Of  the  eastern  division  that 
may  have  been  finished  will  necessarily 
have  been  used  by  the  contractors  who  are 
completing  unfinished  portions  of  the  line 
east  and  west.  There  will  be  no  coufiict 
In  the  running  of  the  trains,  and  It  Is  a 
matter  that  Is  very  easily  arranged  ;  there- 
fore no  one  can  reasonably  object  to  that 
proposition.  The  fourth  paragraph  makes  it 
clear  that  while  guaranteeing  75  per  cent  of 
tbe  cost  of  tbe  western  division,  the  thir- 
teen thousand  dollars  per  mile  that  the  gov- 
ernment are  going  to  guarantee  is  not  to  be 
changed. 


There  Is  no  more  than  913,000  per  mile  to 
be  granted  on  the  prairie  section.  On  the 
mountain  section  where  the  board  In  London 
think  very  great  ditoculties  exist,  tbey  ar- 
gued that  the  spirit  of  the  arrangement  was 
that  we  should  guarantee  their  bonds  to  too 
extent  of  75  per  cent  We  limited  that  to 
¥30,000  per  mile  on  tbe  assumption  that  the 
Hue  would  not  cost  more  than  940,000  per 
mile  from  the  eastern  slope  of  tbe  Rocky 
mountiains  to  the  Pacific  ocean.  The  dis- 
tance Is  an  indefinite  one,  being  from  five 
to  seven  hundred  odd  miles,  depending  en- 
tirely on  the  construction  of  the  term,  •  base 
of  the  Rocky  mountains.'  It  Will  probably 
be  a  gradual  slope,  and  it  will  be  for  those 
authorized  under  the  Bill  to  say  where  the 
mountain  section  really  b^lns.  As  that 
was  the  spirit  of  ttie  agreement,  and  as  th*> 
government  Is  convinced  to-day  tbat  tne 
road  will  not  cost  over  $40,000  a  mile,  tbere 
seemed  to  be  no  substantial  objection  to  our 
meeting  the  shareholders  In  that  particular, 
and  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  agreement 
that  was  originally  entered  Into  of  guaran- 
teeing their  bonds  to  the  extent  of  75  per 
cent.  It  may  be  proper  to  say  that  the  route 
through  the  Rocky  mouirtaluB  has  been 
pretty  well  known  for  tbe  last  twenty-live 
years.  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  consult  Sir 
Sandford  Fleming's  reports  of  1877  and  also 
of  1880,  tbey  will  find  there  both  the  Pine 
River  and  the  Peace  Kiver  passes  are  tuUy 
explained.  Accurate  surveys  were  made  at 
that  time.  Under  Mr.  Mackenzie's  plan,  hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember  the  line  was  in- 
tended to  have  passed  by  the  northerly  route, 
and  It  became  necessary,  even  at  tbat  early 
day — in  1873-l-5-(i-7 — to  make  exhaustive 
surveys  to  find  a  line  through  the  moun- 
tains to  the  Pacific  coast,  and  both  the  Pine 
River  Pass  and  the  Peace  River  Poss  were 
accurately  surveyed,  and  probably  It  was  the 
knowledge  that  Sir  Sandford  Fleming  ob- 
tfllned  of  the  topograpny  of  tdat  country 
which  warranted  him  in  making  tbe  refer- 
ences be  gave  in  the  pamphlet  published  by 
him,  which  was  submitted  to  this  House, 
last  year,  as  to  the  feasibility  and  the  cost 
f)f  a  line  through  the  Rocky  mountains.  It 
is  very  well  known  that  the  altitudes  are 
very  much  less  on  the  proposed  line  than 
they  are  on  the  lines  further  south,  but 
you  go  north  towards  the  extreme  limit  of 
British  Columbia  territory,  the  mountam 
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section  narrows  gradually  all  tbe  way  from' 
tbe  4&th  parallel  ap  to  tbe  Peace  River  Pass. 
1  could  not  exactly  name  tbe  nnmber  or 
miles  in  difference  between  the  width  of  the 
mountains  at  those  two  points  t&at  will  be 
traversed  by  tue  new  railroad,  but  1  am 
quite  safe  in  saying  there  is  a  very  material 
difference  in  the  breadth  of  the  mountain 
ranges  near  the  4Uth  parallel  and  at  the 
Peace  River  Pass.  Theretore  the  cost  ot 
reaching  the  Pacific  ocean  by  tbe  Transcon- 
tinental Railway  is  very  much  less — i  couia 
not  at  the  moment  quote  Ogures — than  the 
cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had  to 
submit  to  in  building  by  tbe  more  southern 
route.  I  might  say  her^  although  1  only 
know  It  Inferentially  from  reports  of  sur- 
veyors, that  the  cost  of  tbe  Hue  trfm  ISA- 
monton  to  the  Pacific  via  the  Peace  River 
Pass  Is  less  than  $37,000  per  mile.  I  cer- 
tainly was  somewhat  surprised  to  hud  tnat 
one  of  the  engineers  who  had  been  over  the 
route  leit  nimseii  justined  m  giving  loe 
opinion  tnat  the  road  would  cosl  between 
thirty-slk  and  sixty-seven  thousand  dollars 
per  mile  ;  that  is,  including  tbe  pndrie  land 
that  extends  beyond  Edmonton^  wnich  l 
suppose  would  embrace  perhaps  300  miles 
of  tbe  distance  to  the  base  of  the  Rocky 
mountnins— taking  the  mileage  from  Edmon- 
ton to  the  coast  at  1,006  miles,  the  cost  is 
estimated  at  between  thirty-six  and  thirty- 
seven  thousand  dollars  per  mile.  That  would 
show  that  we  were  amply  justified  in  gnar- 
anteeli^  the  75  per  cent  of  the  bonds,  be- 
cause tbe  cost  will  be  actually  less  than  the 
figures  on  wtalcb  we  were  predicating  our 
conclusions. 

Hon.  Mr.  LA>'DRY— Does  the  mountain 
section  begin  at  Edmonton  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Nearly  one  bait 
of  that  would  be  prairie  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCoTT— No,  they  do  not  call  it 
so,  according  to  the  reports  I  bave  seen, 
i^ast  year,  trom  tne  examination  1  maae 
then,  I  was  under  tbe  impression  that  the 
Rocky  mountain  section— I  think  I  gave 
the  figures  to  the  House — was  less  than  &ou 
mllps  ;  but  the  more  recent  surveys  show 
that  it  is  longer,  because  it  is  not  a  direct 
line,  but  is  rather  circuitous.  If  it  Is  to  go 
to  Port  Simpson,  It  must  go  by  the  Skeena 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT, 


river,  a  tortuous  course  to  get  through  t&e 
mountains,  that  is,  to  get  the  best  grades. 

The  grade  they  hope  to  get  is  surprlstngiy 
low.  I  was  quite  astonished  at  the  state- 
ments of  the  engineers  ;  It  was  a  grade  that 
none  of  us  could  have  anticipated.  Ui 
coarse  it  was  known  that  tnrougb  the  Fine 
river  or  the  Peace  River  Pass  a  feasible 
route  for  a  railway  could  be  got  Sir  Sand- 
ford  Fleming  reported  twenty-five  years  ago 
that  it  offered  a  cheaper  and  easier  route 
than  the  one  selected  by  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway ;  but  as  exploratory  survers 
have  gone  on  It  has  been  found  that  after 
they  get  through  tbe  pass  a  number  of  roatas 
are  available,  and  a  considerable  saving  In 
tbe  cost  of  construction  may  be  effected 
there  by  following  the  course  of  the  rivers. 
So  that,  after  all,  In  agreeing  to  guarantee 
the  bonds  for  the  75  per  cent,  Canada  Is  not 
assuming  a  greater  liability  than  we  anti- 
cipated at  tbe  time  tbe  original  agreement 
was  submitted  to  parliament  last  year,  and 
It  did  not  seem  to  be  a  point  worth  argniog. 
I  presume  that  a  factor  in  alarming  the 
shareholders  was  tbe  financial  fall  of  the 
funds.  It  was  a  very  unfavourable  time  to 
float  any  loans  on  the  London  market,  as 
bon.  gentlemen  know.  Consols  bad  fallen 
to  a  lower  figure  than  tbey  had  reached  at 
any  time  since  the  Crimean  war,  and  the 
condition  has  not  been  improving,  owing 
to  the  large  loans  that  Japan  and  Russia  are 
placing  on  tbe  market  and  owing  to  the 
fearful  waste  caused  by  the  contest  between 
those  two  nations. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWELL— Is  the 
hon.  gentleman  quoting  from  recent  surveys? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  informed  by  a 
gentleman  who  saw  a  repoi't  of  one  of  the 
surveys— that  Is  my  authority— a  gentleman 
who  had  l>eeu  through  to  tbe  Pacific.  I 
think  there  is  an  hon,  member  present  who 
will  refer  to  It  more  fully,  and  state  the 
name  of  the  engineer  and  give  details.  I  am 
only  now  alluding  to  it  inasmuch  as  it  rather 
fortifies  tbe  argument  that  I  wish  to  make^ 
that  in  agreeing  to  guarantee  75  per  cent  we 
fre  not  exceeding  the  limit  set  last  year: 
tlint  is.  Ave  limited  the  responslbllty  on  tbe 
bonds  to  S30.000  per  mile,  assuming  that  tbi* 
line  would  cost  no  more  than  |40,000  per 
mile,  and  I  say  that  while  tbe  limit  of  re- 
sponsibility Is  undefined,  trom   tbe  best 
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knowledge  we  possess  practically,  -we  feel 
morally  sure  tbat  the  limit  of  last  year  will 
Dot  be  exceeded— that  is,  we  sbaJl  not  have 
to  EuaraDtee  bonds  to  a  larger  amount  than 
tbe  |SU,UOU  per  mile  aa  fixed  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man say  that  that  section  now,  acooxdlng  to 
tbe  last  surveys,  Is  1.060  miles  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Those  are  the  figures 
which  have  been  furnished  me,  from  Ed- 
monton via  the  Peace  River  Paw  to  the 
coast  The  Pine  River  Pass  would  be  short- 
er, but  tbe  figure  through  the  Peace  Blver 
Pass,  as  I  nnderstand,  by  tbe  most  recent 
report,  wiU  be  the  iHstance'  I  have  named, 
l,U6ti  miles.  The  Pine  River  Pass  is  further 
math  and  would  be  more  direct,  but  It  Is  a 
question  whether  the  grades  are  as  favour- 
aUe—lt  depends  entirely  on  that.  If  the 
mileage  Is  offset  by  easier  grades,  It  would 
be  far  better  to  take  the  line  with  the  most 
f)ivonra<ble  grades  than  a  shorter  line  with 
heavier  gTade«. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKBNZIE  BOWEOiL-U  there 
any  probabUity  of  thoee  reports  being  laid 
on  the  table  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  not 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
boa.  gentleman  knows  the  parllameDtary 
osage  Is  when  public  documents  are  r^erred 
to.  that  they  should  be  laid  on  the  table  of 
tbe  House. 

Hod.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  am  quite  aware  of 
that  and  therefore  I  qualified  my  remarks. 
I  said  they  were  got  through  a  roundabout 
way,  reports  sent  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way office.  E*robably  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  would  not  permit  them  to  go 
oat  until  they  were  verified.  I  do  not  pro- 
fess to  say  that  tbey  are  absolutely  reliable  : 
I  give  them  aa  tbe  best  information  I  could 
obtain.  I  sought,  of  course,  with  a  view  to 
bussing  this  BUI,  to  get  all  the  informa- 
tion avallaMe,  even  though  it  Is  not  In  an 
aathorlzed  ebape,  explaining  to  the  House 
tiiat  It  is  not  absolutely  reliable.  It  is  only 
an  approximate  after  all,  but  still,  so  far  as 
the  distance  is  concerned,  I  think  it  may  be 
taken.  It  seemed  rather  more  than  my  pre- 
vious conception  of  that  distance.  I  suppose 
the  explanation  is  that  through  the  Rocky 
Mountains  the  line  Is  more  winding.  I  do 
not  think,  therefore,  that  we  ought  serious- 1 
24 


ly  to  object  to  that  concession.  They  must 
spend  IS  per  cent,  and  we  have  the  first 
mortgage.  Their  25  per  cent  will  be  a  good 
security  for  us,  that  Is  looking  at  it  from  th« 
standpoint  of  those  who  are  so  sceptical 
about  the  success  of  the  road  that  It  will 
eventually  fall  into  the  bands  of  the  govern- 
ment. There  are  do  probabilities  of  that ; 
tbe  prospects  of  the  road  are  brightening 
every  day.  The  grades  that  that  road  will 
secure  will  be  away  and  beyodd  tbe  grades 
of  any  road  crossing  the  continent— far  be- 
yond. Hon.  gentlemen  will  be  surprised 
when  the  final  papers  are  before  the  public. 

Hon.  Mr.  i'ERGUSON— The  hon.  gentlo 
man  Is  now  speaking  of  the  mountain  sec- 
thftk  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Of  aJl  the  line,  but  par- 
ticularly of  the  mountain  section.  The 
grades  of  the  mountain  section  are  much  less 
than  anything  we  could  have  anticipated. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  this  is  not 
applicable  to  the  line  east  of  North  Bay  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  come  to  that  pre- 
sently. We  are  now  speaking  of  tbe  moun- 
tain section.  I  am  explaining  the  change  in 
that  part  of  the  contract,  which  obliges  the 
government  to  assume  an  unlimited  rwpon- 
slbillty  so  far  as  guaranteeing  the  bonds  is 
concerned.  Before  we  bad  a  limited  respon- 
sibility. We  were  not  bound  to  guarantee 
the  bonds  beyond  $30,000  per  mile  ;  now  we 
are  bound  to  guarantee  the  bonds  for  75  per 
cent  whatever  it  may  be ;  and  I  am  en- 
deavouring to  show  that  from  tbe  Informa- 
tion I  have  been  able  to  obtain  the  responsi- 
bility is  not  In  any  way  increased  ;  that  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  doubt  whether  the  $30.- 
000  per  mile  will  be  exceeded.  I  do  not 
think  It  will. 

The  next  change  Is  In  the  sixth  paragraph 
of  tbe  schedule  which  provides  that  tbe  gov- 
ernment ia  not  to  exercise  the  right  of  fore- 
closure for  nonpayment  of  Interest  as  pro- 
vided in  sections  41,  42  and  43  until  the 
(default  is  equal  to  five  years*  interest  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  recollect  that  In  the  schedule 
of  last  year,  the  company  was  not  liable 
to  be  disturbed  in  any  way  ;  legal  proceed- 
ings could  not  be  taken  against  It  under 
the  mortgage  held  by  the  Grown,  until  there 
had  been  a  default  for  a  term  of  three 
years.    They  ask  that  that  three  years 
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Aball  be  made  five,  iiitd  that  not  until  an 
amount  equal  to  five  years'  interest  on  the 
western  division  was  In  arrears  and  unpaid, 
should  any  proceeding  be  taken  by  the 
Crown  to  assert  Its  sovereignty  over  the 
road.  For  seven  years  after  the  line  has 
been  built  they  pay  no  Interest  on  our  pro- 
portion of  the  guarantee.  That  is,  our 
grntulty  to  the  road.  Now  th-ey  asb.  In 
addition  to  that  seven  years,  that  they  shall 
liavc  five  years  more,  not  five  years  further 
concession,  but  In  the  event  oC  the  receipts 
over '  the  running  expenses  not  amounting 
to  a  safflcleut  sum  to  pay  the  Interest  on 
the  bouds,  we  shall  not  take  any  actual 
proceedings  to  dispossess  the  company  from 
the  road  until  a  snm  equal  to  the  default 
for  five  years  shall  have  happened.  That 
seems  to  be  such  a  remote  contingency  that 
there  onght  to  be  no  reason  for  oar  refus- 
ing It,  because  if  any  one  gives  attention  to 
the  prospects  of  the  road  for  seven  years 
from  that  time— that  will  probably  be  four- 
teen years  from  now,  in  the  year  1918— It 
is  clear  that  with  the  extraordinary  develop- 
ment through  the  northern  section  of  this 
country  in  that  period  of  time  this  rail- 
way win  be  a  paying  enterprise.  With  all 
the  visions  of  eastern  trade,  and  with  the 
mining  industry  developed,  the  possibilities 
are  grent.  It  must  be  recollected  that  this 
road  will  pass  through  the  very  richest  por- 
tion of  British  Columbia,  the  northern  part 
of  the  47arit>oo  district,  which  was  the 
first  portion  of  Brltlsb  OolumMa  that  gave 
to  the  Pacific  province  prominence  as  a  gold- 
bearing  country.  T^ie  only  reason  the  mlo- 
ers  left  that  section  of  the  country,  that 
is  the  majority  of  them,  was  simply  owing 
to  the  fact  that  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  get  In  supplies.  It  was  not  accessible, 
they  could  not  reach  It  from  the  south, 
east  or  west,  the  cost  of  supplies  was  so 
lai^e.  Now,  this  line  runs  right  through 
(these  mining  districts.  Hon.  ^entflemen 
kuow  that  the  Atlln  district  lies  north  of 
this,  and  the  Atlin  district  has  been  shown 
•to  possess  wonderfully  rich  gold  areas. 
The  rivers  practically  teem  with  gold.  Those 
who  have  gone  into  that  section  of  the  coun- 
try and  have  used  modern  appliances  have 
found  no  difficulty  in  getting  the  gold  out 
of  the  sands  of  the  rivers. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^That 
is,  taking  the  Hue  River  Pass  route  ? 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— All  through  that  conn- 
try.  The  Pine  River  and  tlie  Peace  River 
both  run  through  a  very  rich  mining  dis- 
trict I  think  where  Cariboo  Cameron  had 
his  first  mine  was  not  far  south  of  the 
Pine  River  Pass.  The  Peace  River  Fasi 
Is  considerably  farther  north,  bat  I  have 
understood  it  Is  equally  rich,  and  recent 
developments  there  and  discoveries  have 
confirmed  that  opinion.  There  Is  this  fur- 
ther condition  which  hon.  gentlemen  will 
note,  and  It  Is  a  marked  concession,  that  Is, 
if  after  the  Interest  for  five  years  Is  not 
paid  and  the  government  of  Canada  has  to 
pay  it  for  a  term  of  five  years,  we  are 
then  warranted  In  taking  possession  of 
the  road  and  placing  a  manager  in  charge, 
if  we  canufrt  agree  upon  a  person,  then  an 
lndei>endent  authority  names  the  person  who 
Is  to  take  charge.  Then  it  Is  provided  that 
they  have  to  Issue  second  mortgage  tionds 
ranking  after  those  guaranteed  by  the  gov- 
ernment, and  In  order  to  give  any  value  at 
all  to  these  bonds  it  must  be  made  to  appear 
that  if  the  road  Is  a  failure,  if  It  becomes 
necessary  for  the  government  of  the  day  to 
take  possession  of  the  road,  some  conside^ 
atlon  should  be  given  to  the  holders 
of  the  second  mortgage  bonds,  and  there- 
fore it  has  been  agreed  that  the  man- 
ager in  chief,  whoever  Is  In  charge 
of  the  road,  in  allotting  the  receipts 
over  and  atx>ve  the  running  expenses 
and  keeping  tbe  line  np,  must  give  75  per 
cent  to  the  government  of  Canada  and  2$ 
per  cent  towards  the  payment  of  the  second 
mortgage  bonds  to  give  them  some  degree 
of  value.  When  the  road,  which.  It  Is  pre- 
sumed, sometime  or  other  will  be  able  to 
pay  its  own  way  and  yield  a  return  of  the 
interest,  the  government  Is  to  be  recouped 
in  tbe  deficiency  that  may  have  arisen  ow- 
ing to  that  distribution  of  tbe  receipts  from 
the  road.  That  contingency  is  remote. 
After  the  road  has  been  In  operation  for 
seven  years.  If  we  have  any  hope  whatever 
or  any  belief  in  the  success  of  that  country, 
if  we  see  any  prospect  whatever  of  a  trade 
with  Asia,  we  surely  cannot  be  sceptical 
that  the  road  will  be  able  to  pay  interest 
on  the  bonds  after  that  period.  It  will  be. 
conipnriitlvely,  a  small  snm  and  I  do  not 
think  any  of  us  need  have  any  doubt  what- 
ever oa  that  sulijeet,  therefore  I  see  no 
reason  why  we  should  not  readily  acquiesce 
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in  the  request  of  tbe  Grand  Tronic  Railway 
Companj.  Otherwise  bon.  gentlemen  will  see 
that  the  power  of  the  first  mortgagees  to  take 
possesslbn  of  the  road,  practically  kills  the 
\alae  of  the  second  security.  The  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  has,  unfortunately, 
had  a  very  bard  experience  of  Just  snch 
'couttnsencles.  I  can  remember  very  well, 
and  I  fancy  my  bon.  friend  from  Belleville 
<Hon.  Sir  Maclcenzle  BowelO  will  remember 
too,  bow  years  ago  the  great  difficulty  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  was 
to  get  value  for  their  secnrlties.  Tbey  were 
pot  on  tbe  market  at  fifty  cents  below 
their  face ;  tbe  company  only  got  value 
for  one-lialf.  I  remember  bow  tbey  tided 
over  a  difficulty  that  led  tbem  to  Issne  bonds 
secured  on  tbe  postal  moneys  the  govern' 
meat  paid  tbem  for  the  carriage  of  the 
mails.  We  allowed  a  special  class  of  sec- 
urities to  receive  tbe  Interest  by  payments 
that  the  Postal  Department  was  making  for 
the  carriage  of  tbe  mall.  I  mention  that 
simply  as  an  Ulustratltm  of  tbe  mtofortunea, 
so  to  speak,  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
encountered  in  Its  earlier  years.  Canada 
g^t  tbe  benefit  of  the  Grand  Trunk  llway. 
Some  few  people  got  fortunes  out  of  i^  but 
those  who  put  tbelr  money  into  it  in  tbe 
first  instance  lost  the  whole  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.>— Are  there 
not  six  classes  of  preference  stock  of  that 
railway  now  'i 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know.  One 
gentleman  from  whom  I  quoted  said  he 
held  third  preferences.  I  mention  it  as  an 
instance  showing  the  experience  the  com- 
pany had,  and  tbey  naturally  consider  that 
■ecimd  mortgage  bonds  with  the  power  tbe 
govwnment  of  Canada  bad  to  assume  pos^ 
session  of  tbe  road  it  there  be  default  for 
fire  years'  Interest,  destroys  the  possibility 
of  getting  a  reasonable  value  for  second 
mortgage  bonds,  and  therefore  we  ought  not 
to  hesitate  in  allowing  them  that  privilege, 
because  1  do  not  think  the  contingency  will 
ever  arise.  1  should  be  sorry  to  have  so 
little  faith  In  the  future  of  tbls  country  as 
to  believe  that  fourteen  years  from  to-day 
a  road  built  on  the  advantageous  line  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Is  to  follow,  would 
not  be  able  to  pay  handsome  dividends,  not 
only  the  Interest  on  all  It  cost  but  some- 
thing in  addition  on  the  stock.  I  would  not 
he^tate  for  a  moment  to  express  that 
24i 


opinion  and,  if  It  were  necessary,  I  could 
quote  facts  that  would  confirm  one  In  that 

conclusion. 

I  have  referred  fully  to  the  distribution  of 
the  moneys  in  case  it  becomes  necessary  for 
a  managor  to  be  appointed  after  the  expira- 
tion of  seven  years.  I  now  come  to  that 
portion  of  it  which  refers  to  tbe  stock.  A 
great  deal  of  criticism  has  been  uttered  in 
reference  to  tbe  issue  of  stock,  because,  it 
was .  said,  and  said  with  a  great  deal  of 
truth,  from  the  experience  we  all  have,  that 
railway- stocks  put  on  the  market  usually 
command  but  a  fractional  part  of  their 
face  value,  and  that  if  the  road  becomes  a 
good  paying  concern  the  holders  expect  to 
be  paid  Interest  at  100  cents  on  tbe  dollar. 
Tbls,  of  course,  refers  to  paragraph  87  of 
the  Bill  Itself.  Under  the  modified  propo- 
sition tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
win  now  be  permitted  to  make  such  a  dis- 
posal of  $25,000,000  as  the  company  may 
deem  expedient,  provided  tbe  company  hold 
such  a  majority  of  that  stock  as  will  enable 
them,  practically,  to  control  the  enterprise. 
The  excess  over  what  th^  need  to  give 
tbetn  control  of  the  board  of  directors,  they 
may  dispose  of  as  they  please.  Since  the 
passage  of  the  Railway  Act  of  last  session 
and  the  app^ntment  of  a  railway  commis- 
sion, one  may  have  less  hesitation  In  ac- 
ceding to  a  proposal  of  that  kind,  because 
the  attention  of  the  people  of  this  country 
has  been  called  on  many  occasions  to  the 
method  pursued  of  allowing  companies  to 
issue  an  unlimited  amount  of  stock,  and 
then,  when  the  line  became  a  success,  allow- 
ing tbe  holders  of  that  stock,  which,  per- 
haps, may  have  cost  them  ten,  fifteen  or 
twenty-five  cents  on  the  dollar,  to  claim 
dividends  on  the  face  value  ;  and  so  last 
session  in  passing  the  amended  Railway 
Act  a  clause  was  Introduced  to  provide 
that: 

309.  The  board  may  from  time  to  time,  bj 
notice  served  upon  the  company,  or  any  offi- 
cer, servant  or  agent  of  the  company,  repuire 
it,  or  such  officer,  servant  or  agent  to  Cur- 
nlsh  tbe  board,  at  or  wlthlo  any  time  stated  In 
auch  notice,  a  written  statement  or  statementa 
showing  In  so  far,  and  with  such  detail  and 
particulars,  as  the  board  requires,  the  assets 
and  llabliitfPB  of  tbe  company— the  amount  of 
its  stock  issued  and  outstandlQg — the  date  at 
which  any  such  stock  was  so  issued— tbe 
amount  and  nature  of  the  consideration  re- 
ceived by  tbe  company  for  such  issue,  and,  la 
case  the  whole  of  sucb  consideratlOQ  was  not 
raid  to  tbe  company  in  cash,  tbe  nature  of 
the  service  rendered  to  or  properly  received 
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by  the  compaoy  for  vhlch  aoy  Btock  wM  Is* 
sued. 

It  goes  on  to  provide  that  the  commission- 
ers, in  regulating  the  traffic,  shall  take  Into 
consideration  the  actual  value  received  by 
the  compauf  for  this  stock  on  Its  first  issue. 
Now  that  is  a  new  feature.  We  all  know 
very  well  that  the  leading  railways  of  the 
country,  Including  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, were  allowed  to  sell  a  considerable 
amount  of  tbelr  stock  at  25  cents  on  the 
dollar,  and  a  good  deal  of  criticism  has  been 
expressed  at  tbem  claiming  dividends  on 
the  full  value  by  those  who  do  not  take 
into  consideration  that  it  was  a  risk,  a  risk 
that  few  people  were  willing  to  undertake. 
Bren  years  after,  when  some  of  tbe  stock 
was  put  on  tbe  market,  they  still  were  an- 
wlUlng  to  do  it,  60  tbat  tbe  circumstances 
there  were  somewhat  singular.  This  ques- 
tion has  been  a  very  live  one  and  has  t>eeu 
discussed  time  and  again  In  parliament  and 
out  of  parliament,  and  we  felt  that  it  was 
better  that  tbe  public  should  know  that 
when  stock  of  this  kind  was  put  on  tbe 
market,  in  fixing  tbe  tariff  charges  after- 
wards, consideration  should  l>e  given  to  tbe 
value  received  by  tbe  company  for  tbe  stot^k 
BO  issued,  and  if  Issued  at  a  very  heavy 
discount  that  that  should  be  taten  into  con- 
sideration ;  tbat  stock  which  ofly  cost  tbe 
bolder  30  or  40  cents  on  tbe  dollar  should 
not  receive  a  dividend  at  100  cents  on  tbe 
dollar. 

The  next  change  is  in  tbe  tenth  paragraph 
of  tbis  Bin  and  amends  paragraph  21  of  the 
contract,  which  provided  If  tbe  government 
did  not  decide  at  the  expiration  of  fifty  years 
to  operate  tbe  eastern  division,  tbe  company 
should  have  the  first  choice  on  such  terms 
as  might  be  agreed  upon  for  a  renewal  of 
the  lease,  and  it  further  provided  that  if  it 
was  ^eu  decided  that  the  government  should 
take  Itv  paying  more  for  it,  tbat  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  should  bave  rumilng  powers 
over  tbe  road.  There  seemed  to  be  no  rea- 
son for  refusing  that,  more  particularly  as 
the  schedule  attached  to  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  and  which  Is  not  disturbed  in  that 
sense,  made  provision  tbat  the  road  from 
Moncton  to  Winnipeg  was  practically  to  be 
a  trunk  line  open  to  roads — all  roads  to 
bave  tbe  privilege  of  going  over  It.  Tbe 
Intercolonial  Is  specially  mentioned  in  the 
Act  of  last  year  as  having  a  right  to  use 
the  road  on  equal  terms  with  the  Grand 
Hon.  Mr.  800TT. 


Trunk  Pacific,  so  that  tbe  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way can,  on  paying  its  proportion  of  the 
three  per  cent  rental  to  the  government,  or 
deducting  it,  will  have  the  right  to  use  tbe 
road  equally  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way. They  will  have  a  right  to  run  their 
trains  from  Moncton  to  Winnipeg  on  terms 
of  equality  with  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 
So  that  tbe  House  will  see  tbat  tbat  bas 
been  pretty  well  provided  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Tbat  covers  the 
eastern  section,  of  course. 

t  Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  the  government 
section.  There  is  a  further  modification  which 
is  contained  in,  section  11  of  tbe  schedule  of 
the  Bill  before  parliament,  and  tliat  is,  if  at 
tbe  end  of  fifty  years  the  government  as- 
sumes control  of  tbe  eastern  division,  and 
In  the  meantime  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company,  as  the  lessee,  shall  have  built  any 
branches,  tbe  government  will  be  bound  to 
take  over  the  branches  at  their  cost  to  the 
company,  deducting  out  of  the  cost  any  sub- 
sidy that  may  have  been  given  at  any  time 
by  the  parliament  of  Canada  towards  the 
construction  of  those  branches.  Those  are 
tbe  mat^ial  changes.  Tbe  next  is  providing 
for  the  ratification  of  tbe  contract  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  RaHway  shareholders. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Does 
not  that  apply  altogether  to  the  eastan  di- 
vision ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  only  to  the  east- 
em  division.  Tbe  western  division  will 
belong  to  the  c<Hnpan7.  The  other  Bectl<»u 
of  tbe  Bill  only  COTrect  a  clerical  error  where 
thirty-five  was  inserted  Instead  of  twenty-five 
in  tbe  Bill.  Of  course,  this  question  of 
guarantee  Is  the  material  one,  and  in  forming 
an  opinion  whether  the  people  of  Canada 
are  assuming  any  serious  responsibility  In 
the  guarantee  they  make,  I  Chink  one  has 
to  look  forward  to  the  time  when  this  road 
is  completed.  Seven  years  from  now  we 
may  all  fairly  estimate  tbat  the  population 
in  tbe  Northwest  Territories  and  British  Co- 
lumbia will  be  a  couple  of  milllouB,  consider 
ing  the  rapidity  with  which  tbe  country  is 
filling  up.  There  is  no  reason  why  tbe  migra- 
tion Into  that  country  will  lessen.  We  have 
now  information  that  cannot  be  contested, 
tbat  the  wheat  lands  of  the  NOTthweat  and 
British  Columbia  are  unexcelled  by  those 
of  any  other  section  of  the  world.  MlgratiOD 
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has  been  slow  to  our  Northwest  because  of 
the  difficulty  of  convincing  the  world  that 
the  country  to  the  north  of  the  United  States 
had  Buch  virgin  soli,  and  could  produce  the 
finest  wheat  in  the  world.  It  Is  possible 
that  portions  of  Siberia  may  equal  It,  but  It 
Is  admitted  that  the  grain  of  Manitoba  in 
quantity  and  quality  cannot  be  excelled  any- 
where else,  and  In  few  countries  can  It  be 
equalled.  As  that  fact  is  becoming  more 
generally  known,  the  people  of  other  coun- 
tries are  flocking  into  Manitoba  and  the 
Northwest  Territories,  and  therefore  I  think 
I  am  perfectly  safe  In  saying  that  seven  or 
eight  years  from  now  the  population  In  tlkt 
part  of  Canada  will  be  two  millions. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Well, 
we  hope  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  we  hope  so.  But 
I  think  our  hopes  are  founded  upon  a  pretty 
substantial  basis.  One  cannot  foresee  that 
the  present  rush  of  settlers  into  that  coun- 
try is  going  to  cease.  At  the  present  time  It 
would  appear  as  If  that  western  country  Is 
to  have  more  than  a  usually  good  crop.  As 
years  go  on  they  seem  to  understand  the 
nature  of  the  soil  and  character  of  the  cli- 
mate and  year  by  year  the  people  of  the 
■country,  at  all  events  those  who  live  In  Mani- 
toba and  the  Northwest,  have  greater  faith 
Id  the  future  of  the  country,  aud  I  do  not 
think  we  are  discounting  It  unduly  In  saying 
that  In  seven  or  eight  years  from  now  the 
population  will  be  two  millions.  Up  to  tbe 
present  time  tbe  population  tbat  has  gone 
in  this  year  is  upwards  of  750,00U.  That  Im- 
migration is  not  lively  to  diminish  as  years 
go  on,  therefore  one  is  pretty  safe  in  saying 
that  there  will  be  a  large  population  there 
within  that  limit  of  time.  Necessarily  build- 
ing this  road  must  draw  people.  The  circu- 
lation of  tbe  large  amount  of  money  that 
will  be  expended  in  tbe  construction  of  the 
road  and  tbe  employment  given  to  the  peo- 
ple who  go  In  there  will  encourage  immigra- 
tion. The  money  comes  from  a  source  where 
it  win  always  be  ready  at  band.  The  money 
will  be  got  on  the  cheapest  basis  that  any 
money  has  ever  been  supplied  to  a  railway, 
«sceptlng  the  government  railways  and  the 
government  guarantee  of  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific; but  tbe  money  will  be  obtained  on  tbe 
very  twst  basis.  Tbe  contracts  will  be  for 
cash.  The  road  ought  to  be  built  certainly 
•cheaper  than  any  ordiuary  road,  and  taking 


into  account  all  those  facts  one's  confidence 
both  in  the  future  of  the  road  and  In  the 
future  of  the  country  cannot  be  said  to  be 
exaggeroted  If  the  views  sucb  as  1  have  en- 
deavoured to  place  before  the  House  are 
entertained.  The  hon.  gentleman  referred  to 
the  eastern  division  and  asked  whether  my 
remarks  in  discussing  the  cost  of  tbe  road 
had  any  reference  to  tbe  eastern  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  the  easy 
grades. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  said  It  had  not  Mr. 
SIftou  has  a  get^apber  as  he  la  called  In 
the  department.  He  sent  talm  to  see  Mr. 
Stephens,  the  chief  engineer  of  surveys  on 
the  eastern  division.  Hon.  gentlemen  are 
aware  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  has 
for  two  years  been  endeavouring  to  find  the 
best  line  from  North  Bay  to  Winnipeg  and 
they  have  made  a  pretty  exhaustive  exami- 
nation of  that  country.  We  had  some  Infor- 
mation of  It  before  from  the  anrreya  made 
for  the  road  tbat  the  company  that  was 
organized  at  Quebec  for  building  a  line  from 
Roberval  to  Norway  House  on  a  more  north- 
erly route  probably  than  tbe  transcontinen- 
tal road  had  made  ;  at  all  events,  we  got  a 
great  deal  of  Information  from  the  surveys 
and  explorations  that  they  made.  However, 
Mr.  t^ifton  sent  bis  geographer  to  see  Mr. 
Stephens  to  get  from  blm  any  Information 
as  to  the  grades  of  the  road  so  far  as  they 
had  laid  down  their  line.  The  following  Is 
what  he  communicated  to  him  : 

During  ttie  summer  of  1903  preliminary  sur- 
veys were  made  of  tbe  line  between  North  Bay 
and  Winnipeg,  and  location  surveys  were  made 
of  a  large  portioD  of  the  line  between  Winni- 
peg and  White  Earth  lake,  about  200  miles. 
The  extraordinary  wet  weather  not  only  in- 
terfered with  the  work  and  movements  of  the 
survej  parties  but  made  the  carriage  of  sup- 
plies extremely  dlfflcult  and  expensive. 
Enough  work  has  been  done,  however,  to  show 
that  it  Is  possible  to  get  a  line  from  Winni- 
peg to  the  point  at  which  the  North  Bay 
branch  diverges  from  the  main  line,  with 
grades  not  to  exceed  0-4  per  cent,  which  Is 
equal  to  tour  Inches  to  the  hundred  feet.  That 
Is  a  comparatively  level  line.  I  do  not  know 
tbat  there  Is  a  road  In  Canada  that  has  any 
better  grade  than  that. 

Thpii  h"  proceeds  : 

And  not  more  than  tour  per  cent  curves. 
Then  Mr.  Stephens  proceeds  to  say  that : 

On  the  final  location  he  can  reduce  most  of 
the  0'4  per  cent  to  0'3  per  cent  and  be  can 
sborten  the  line.  All  curves  are  compensated 
and  the  line  is  In  every  way  a  more  favour- 
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able  ^  one  than  the  Canadian  Pacific  through 
the  correspondins  Bectlons.  In  general  terma 
It  follows  the  vall«y  of  the  EngllBh  river  to 
Lac  Seul. 

That  is  tbe  height  of  land  between  the 
source  of  the  St.  Maurice  and  Winnipeg. 
Ad  hon.  gentleman  who  has  given  it  some 
consideration  tells  me  that  the  elevation 
above  the  sea  at  the  source  of  the  St  Mau- 
rice— I  may  say  the  line  from  Quebec  will 
follow  the  St.  Jiaurice  river  up  till  the  pla- 
teau is  reached — will  be  800  feet  above  sea 
level.  Winnipeg  Is  800  feet  above  sea  level. 
So  that  commencing  above  Quebec  and  also 
at  Wlnnip^  the  levels  are  the  same.  There 
are  undulations,  and  the  x^iguest  point  is 
Lac  Seul.  Then  the  report  continues  : 

Thence  to  the  Ogoki  branch  of  the  Albany 
river  ;  thence,  In  almost  an  air  line,  to  Opa- 
xatlka  lake.  From  this  point  it  wfU  probably 
follow  a  little  to  the  south  of  and  parallel  to 
a  base  line  run  by  Messrs.  Nlven  and  Speight, 
in  about  latitude  *9'  30',  for  the  Ontario  gov- 
ernment. From  the  Interprovlnclal  boundary 
line  it  will  probably  run  south-eastward  to 
the  head  waters  of  the  St.  Maurice  ;  theace 
down  th«  valley  of  the  last  named  river ; 
thence  across  country  to  Quebec. 

First  100  mites  from  Winnipeg  can  be  built 
for  $25,000  per  mile  ;  that,  between  the  100th 
and  350th  miles,  will  cost  $35,000  per  mile,  and 
between  360th  and  530tta  miles,  |30,000  per  mile. 
From  tbe  530th  mile  eastward  to  Quphec  can- 
not be  estimated  with  any  degree  of  accuracy, 
till  further  surveys  are  made,  but  Mr, 
Stephens  considers  $30,000  per  mile  ample.  He 
also  stated  that  all  these  estimates  were  lib- 
eral estimates  and  that  the  road  should  easily 
be  constructed  at  these  figures.  The  $30,000 
estimate  tor  the  main  line  tbrough  the  '  clay 
belt '  may  seem  high,  but  it  is  largely  due  to 
th<4  heavy  cost  of  getting  In  supplies.  For  tbe 
reverse  reason,  the  ^ost  ot  the  Quebec-Monc- 
ton  aeotlon— other  costs  being  equal — should  be 
correspondlDgtey  reduced. 

He  puts  the  outside  figure  at  thirty  thou- 
sand dollars  per  mile.  Hon.  gentlemen,  I 
presume,  are  pretty  familiar  with  the  cost 
to  this  country.  I  submitted  an  opinion  last 
year  which  I  thought  was  a  reasonable  one, 
showing  the  actual  cost  that  It  would  be  to 
Canada.  Of  course  ft  can  only  be  an  estimate. 
I  have  had  occasion,  however,  to  modify  that 
somewhat,  and  change  it,  but  rather  In  the 
direction  of  increasing  It  than  reducing  It 
It  is  only  good  for  what  it  is  worth,  an^ 
therefore,  I  do  not  profess  to  give  it  except 
as  the  Judgment  I  have  formed  after  study- 
ing all  the  sources  of  Information  that  were 
available  and  the  reports  I  have  been  able 
to  arrive  at  I  take  the  figures  given  by  Mr. 
Stephens.  That  Is,  $30,000  per  mile  for  the 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


whole  line.  Some  of  it  would  be  less  and 
some  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— That  1ft 
Moncton  to  Winnipeg  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON-Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  any  surveys 
have  actually  been  had  of  this  line  ttom  the 
I>oInt  where  the  branch  to  North  Bay  will 
deviate  from  the  main  line  eastward  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  further  Information 

on  that. 

0  Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  are  just  In  the 
same  position  now  as  we  were  In  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  more  Information 
than  we  had  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— About  1.400  miles? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  The  actual  dis- 
tance of  the  point  of  intersection  from  the 
branch  of  the  main  line  eastward  to  North 
Bay— this  Intersection  of  the  main  line  ap- 
posite North  Bay,  from  that  point  to  Quebec 
is  less  than  360  mllea.  That  Is  the  point  of 
intersection  from  tbe  main  line  running  east- 
ward to  North  Bay— from  that  point  to  Que- 
bec. That  is  a  train  going  to  North  Bay  and 
a  train  going  to  Quebec,  the  train  from  the 
point  of  Intersection  would  have  355  or  360 
miles  I  think — the  extra  distance  to  Quebec 
would  be  only  357  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  this  point  we 
are  referring  to  must  be  west  of  tbe  Quebec 
boundary,  where  the  branch  will  deviate  in 
going  to  North  Bay.  It  must  be  very  much 
west  of  the  Quebec  boundary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  the  boundary  Uae 
runs  north  from  Timlskamlng,  and  my  re- 
collection of  tbe  map  is  that  North  Bay  Is 
not  very  much  west  of  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  this  line  wUI 
not  run  due  north,  surely  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  will  not  run  a 
direct  line  to  North  Bay.  They  will  ran  a 
branch  from  their  main  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  certainly  under- 
stand that  they  will  not  go  all  the  way  to 
Quebec  boundary  before  they  will  start  with 
the  branch  to  North  Bay.  I  imagine  tbey 
will  start  on  that  branch  perhaps  190  miles 
before  they,  reach  the  Quebec  boundary- 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— All  I  have  for  it  Is  Mr. 
StepheDs*  figures  and  calculations. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  is  referring  to  wbat  Is  sup- 
posed to  be  the  Grand  Trunk  branch  from 

North  Bay.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  know 
the  Grand  Trunk  are  not  going  to  build  that 
road  7  The  Ontario  government  are  building 
that  road  with  a  proposition  to  lease  it  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  ;  it  Is  the  same  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  whether 
the  line  running  north  from  Tlmlskaming, 
wbleb  the  Ontario  government  are  building 
on  the  west  side  of  Lake  Timlskamlng  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Two 
years  ago  the  Ontario  government  took  an 
appropriation  from  parliament  to  build  n 
road  up  to  Timlskamlng,  and  after  the 
transcontinental  railway  scheme  bad  been 
CQntirmed  by  parliament  a  Bill  was  passei 
last  session  of  the  legislature  that  took  an- 
other appro>prlatIon  tor  extending  the  line 
antil  it  intersects  the  main  line  of  the  trans- 
<K>ntinental. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Their  present  contem- 
plated line  to  North  Bay,  and  the  line  they 
propose  to  build  under  the  charter  are  dif- 
ferent lines.  They  would  have  to  deflect  the 
line  south  If  they  were  running  from  Win- 
nipeg to  North  Bay:  but  their  main  line 
wjll  be  considerably  to  the  north,  and  the 
flgnre  I  am  giving  is  from  the  point  of  In- 
tersection of  the  line  running  from  North 
Bay  northward. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Lake  Ab- 

itibi  V 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  could  not  say, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Does  that 
mileage  Include  curves  and  so  on  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  that  Is  the  actua) 
mileage  of  the  line  when  constmcted.  I  will 
give  the  House  the  figures,  assuming  on  the 
knowledge  obtained  last  year,  putting  It 
down  at  the  930,000  a  mile,  the  cost  will  be 
^T.UUU.UOO  ;  add  to  that  the  interest  on  the 
payments  that  will  be'  made  from  time  to 
time— that  Is  on  the  Interim  t>onds— because, 
8B  hon.  gentlemen  will  recollect,  the  perma- 
nent bond  Issue  will  not  take  place  till  the 
roads  are  finished,  then  will  be  an  interim 
bond  Issue,  and  adding  the  Interest  which, 
Qudo'  the  charter  of  -last  year,  the  goTern- 


ment  were  antborlzed  to  do  as  part  of  the 
construction  of  the  line — adding  six  million 

for  the  Interest  of  the  payments  from  year 
to  year,  assuming  tbey  run  over  a  period  of 
seven  years,  the  actual  cost  would  be  $63,- 
000,000.  That  would  be  $1,890,000  a  year 
and  for  the  seven  years.  $13,230,000,  until 
the  road  was  rented.  On  the  pralrlei  section 
we  only  gaarantee  the  bonds.  It  is  presum- 
ed the  prairie  section  will  pay  the  Interest, 
but  in  order  to  give  the  mountain  section 
the  advantage  of  the  prairie  section  in  the 
agreement  that  Is  made,  that  la  considered 
part  of  the  western  section  ;  and,  therefore, 
hon.  gentlemen  will  see,  taking  the  profits 
that  will  necessarily  arise  on  the  prairie 
section,  the  loss.  If  you  can  say  there  will 
be  a  loss,  on  the  mountain  section  during 
the  seven  years  will  be  therefore  minimized, 
because  you  have  the  rich  and  the  lean  end 
to  which  bon.  gentlemen  referred.  I  will 
say  a  word  or  two  In  reference  to  the  ob- 
servations made  that  the  company  Is  prac- 
tically doing  nothing,  that  the  government 
is  doing  everything.  There  seems  to  be  a 
misconception  in  the  public  mind  that  the 
Oraud  Trunk  are  not  practically  contrlbnt* 
Ing  any-  large  sum.  On  the  prairie  section 
the  cost  is  put  down  at  $25,000  per  mile. 
That  would  be  $27,500,000  on  1.100  miles  of 
prairie.  If  you  deduct  the  government  guar- 
antee of  $13,000  per  mile,  which  would  be 
$14,000,000.  it  leaves  a  balance  of  $13,200,000 
the  company  must  expend,  a  sum  nearly 
equal  to  the  amount  of  the  guarantee.  Will 
hon.  gentlemen  contend  that  where  yon  have 
the  security  from  the  parties  of  the  com- 
pleted road  for  an  amount  equal  to  your  ad- 
vance, that  you  are  not  amply  secured? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^DId  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman's  calculation 
is  that  the  prairie  section  of  the  road  is  to 
cost  $35,000  a  mile? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No,  I  said  $25,000.  That 
has  always  been  estimated  at  $25,000,  I  do 
not  think  It  will  cost  as  much,  but  the  figures 
that  I  have  given  to  the  House  are>extreme 
figures. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— How  many  miles 

does  the  hon.  gentleman  estimate  that  at  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Eleven  hundred  miles. 
It  may  be  more  or  less.  We  cannot  tell,  but 
if  there  Is  any  dispute  about  where  the 
prairie  section  ends  and  the  mountain  «ec- 
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tion  begins,  It  is  to  be  left  to  arbitration. 
However,  that  would  show  tbat  the  Grand 

Trunk  would  be  obliged  to  contribute  $13,- 
200,000  on  the  prairie  section.  On  the  moun- 
tain section  we  give  a  very  much  larger 
proiiortion — we  do  not  give  it  but  we  guar- 
antee the  bonds  to  a  much  larger  proportion. 

My  figures  are  much  in  excess  of  the 
figures  of  some  hon.  gentlemen.  I  probably 
am  wrong  In  that.  The  same  engineers  said 
that  the  mountain  section  would  extend  fur- 
ther than  calculated,  but  I  put  it  at  706 
miles,  and  I  put  the  cost  at  $40,000  per  mile, 
which  is  the  extreme  limit  Hon.  gentle- 
men will  remember  tbat  I  read  from  the  re- 
port of  one  of  the  engineers  who  said  it 
should  be  between  $36,000  and  $37,000  a 
mile.  He  qualified  that,  however,  by  saying 
It  would  be  the  line  from  the  coast  to  Ed- 
monton, so  that  the  calculation  would  give 
the  benefit  of  the  prairie  section  for  three 
or  four  hundred  miles,  whatever  it  might 
be  ;  but  that  would  still  strengthen  the  view 
I  took  that  forty  thousand  dollars  per  mile 
Is  a  reasonable  sum  to  name  for  the  building 
of  the  mountain  section.  Their  portion  that 
tbey  would  have  to  spend  over  and  above 
the  guarantee  of  the  government  would  be 
$7,606,000.  They  would  have  to  spend  also 
in  rolling  stock,  fifteen  million.  So  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  have  to  con- 
tribute over  $35,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— How  many  miles 
are  estimated  as  the  distance  from  Winni- 
peg to  Edmonton  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Seven  hundred  and  six- 
ty-six. 

Hon.  Mr.  MiVCDONALD  (B.C.)— I  suppose 
the  company  would  only  pay  Interest  on  that 
amount.  The  money  would  be  borrowed  to 
build  the  road  ;  they  only  pay  the  Interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— But  they  have  to  raise 
the  $:W.O(t0.000.  wholly  imlependent  of  tho 
government  guarantee.  Tbat  Is  their  share. 
We  do  not  help  to  raise  It.  There  is  the 
f 13.000.000  on  the  prairie  section.  We  guar- 
antee their  bonds  only  to  a  certain  limit, 
and  they  have  to  issue  bonds  and  raise  the 
money  for  a  sum  equal,  practically,  to  the 
amount  of  the  bonds  that  we  guarantee  ;  so 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  see  they  have 
to  raise,  wholly  apart  from  the  government 

jissistance  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  wouW 
only  cost  them  the  interest  on  tbat  for  the 
year. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— But  they  have  to  raise 
that  money.  Of  course  they  would  pay  the 
interest  on  It  afterwards,  but  they  have  to 
raise  it  They  raise  it  without  our  aid  and 
assistance.  They  have  to  raise  $7,500,000  or 
more  for  tbe  mountain  section,  and  they 
have  to  contribute  the  $15,000,000  worth  of 
rolling  stock,  which  Is  of  course  all  ca^ 
That  is  $13,860,000  for  the  prairie  section, 
making  nearly  $36,000,000  of  security  that 
the  people  of  Canada  have  for  tbe  construe- 
tion  of  this  road,  so  that  hon.  gentlemen 
will  see  from  that  point  of  view  we  are 
amply  guaranteed  and  protected.  No  one 
would  hesitate  about  that  If  a  man  Is 
spending  a  thousand  dollars  on  a  property 
one  would  not  hesitate,  to  advance  him 
another  thousand,  because  you  have  tbe 
value  of  the  property  and  the  value  of  the 
Improvements  he  has  put  upon  It,  so  that 
there  Is  really  no  risk  in  It.  If  the  company 
fall  In  the  end  to  pay  the  Interest  on  this 
beyond  the  limit  we  fix,  the  road  reverts  to 
the  i>eople  of  Canada.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  misconception  both  In  the  press  and  in 
tbe  discussions  that  have  taken  place  else- 
where and  abroad  In  reference  to  the  rela- 
tive sums  that  are  being  contributed  by  the 
people  of  Canada  and  by  the  shareholders  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and  therefore 
there  is  all  the  greater  reason  why,  in  our 
subsequent  negotiations  with  them,  we 
should  take  a  favourable  view  of  the  pro- 
posals tbat  have  been  finally  agreed  upon. 
None  of  them  are  really  very  serious.  Tbe 
only  substantial,  serious  one — and  that  I  do 
not  refer  to  as  very  Important,  is  where  we 
agree  to  guarantee  an  amount  unlimited 
under  the  75  per  cent  basis  on  the  mountain 
section,  but,  as  I  said  before,  we  hare 
not  exceeded  $40,000  per  mile.  If  It  exceeds 
tbat  amount  at  all  It  will  be  a  very 
slight  sum,  and  our  guarantee  Is  no  larger 
than  we  had  contemplated.  When  we 
limited  the  guarantee  to  $30,000  per  mile, 
we  did  not  consider  It  was  going  to 
cost  the  company  any  more.  The  company 
said  '  Oh,  it  will  cost  us  a  great  deal 
more.  The  mountain  section  will  be  diffi- 
cult to  build.'  Naturally,  all  capitalists 
were  timid  la  entering  into  a  large  project 
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•of  this  kind.    As  one  geatlemaD  said,  be 
was  only  paying  oo  the  third  preference 
now,  aud  be  was  afraid  be  was  endangering 
ttie  Grand  Trunk  proper  by  going  into  this 
projec-t.   However,  wiser  counsei  prevaiied, 
and  they  bare  approved  of  tbe  contract  that 
is  now  submitted  to  parliament.   I  have  no 
doobt  that  boil,  gentlemen  recognize  the  pro- 
posal as  one  conceived  In  the  best  Interests 
of  Canada,  that  the  road  is  really  a  neces- 
sity, that  It  will  have  traffic  from  Its  very 
origla,  the  change  In  this  country  In  seven 
years  will  be  so  marked.   Just  consider  tbe 
fact  that  Mr.  Fielding  has  announced  in  his 
budget  speech  that  the  revenue  this  year 
was  over  $71,000,000.     That  is,   It  nearly 
doubted  In  seven  years.    In  1896  I  thfuk  It 
stood  about  936.000.000,  nof  quite  double  but 
very  nearly.   Do  hon.  gentlemen  suppose  It 
is  going  to  remain  at  that  figure  ?   Do  hon. 
ffentlemen  suppose  that  our  revenue,  hy  the 
time  tbe  road  is  finished,  will  be  any  less  than 
$100,000,000  ?   Xot  a  bit  of  it.   There  is  not 
tlie  slightest  doubt  of  it,  that  whoever  Is 
Finance  Minister  at  tbe  end  of  ten  years 
will  be  able  to  announce  that  the  revenue  of 
-Canada  Is  upwards  of  $100,000.000. '  What 
are  we  to  do  with  it  ?    Is  It  to  pay 
off  our  national  debt  for  the  benefit  of  pos- 
terity, or   is  It  to  develop  the  country 
we  own  ?    We  possess  a  magnificent  coun- 
try   to    tbe    north.     We    know    it  has 
timber  on  it,  and  that  It  is  rich  In  mineral 
wealth,  and  we  would  be  recreant  to  our 
doty  If  we  failed  to  open  up  that  country. 
Tbe  Blur  in  tbe  past  has  been  that  Ontario 
and  Quebec  were  a  mere  fringe  of  country 
KloQg  tbe  United  States  border  and  that  our 
trade  was  ali  going  there  because  we  were 
In  sach  close  contact  with  that  country. 
We  certainly  should  have  an  ambition  to 
add  some  deptu  to  our  country.  Then  take 
It  from  a  military  point  of  view.   A  gooA 
many  people  look  at  It  from  that  aspect,  the 
■enormous  advantage  It  would  be  to  Ureat 
BiltaiD  IX  in  future  It  becomes  necessary  to 
send  troops  through  Canada.   We  can  pass 
them  through  a  section  of  the  country  two 
or  three  or  four  or  five  bUndred  miles  trom 
the  frontier  of  Canada.     There  was  time 
when  our  neighbours  to  the  south  of  us, 
«v«i  In  peaceful  times,  declined  to  allow 
us  to  pass  troops  through  their  country. 
They  objected  to  It  We  were  powerless  to 
induce  them  to  do  so  and  we  bad  to  build 
tbe  Sautt  St  Marie  canal   for  ourselves. 


Canada  is  In  receipt  of  a  large  revenue  to- 
day, and  we  count  on  a  rising  revenue  in 
the  future.  I  say  that  we  would  be  want- 
ing In  loyalty  to  our  country  if  we  hesitated 
for  one  moment  to  pass  this  Bill  to  author- 
ize us  to  proceed  with  the  construction  of 
this  railway. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesdav,  June  15,  190k- 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MONARCH  LIFE  ASSURANCE  COMPANY 
BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOXD,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  reported 
BUI  (69)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Monarch 
Life  Assurance  Company,  with  amendments. 
He  said :  I  move  concurrence  in  these 
amendments.  I  ^^slre  to  explain  that  the 
first  of  these  amendments  deals  with  the 
power  of  tbe  directors  to  delegate  their 
powers  to  a  committee,  which  is  struck  out, 
and  the  second  amendment  strikes  out  the 
exemption  in  clause  38  of  tbe  company's  Act 
which  gives  the  company  power  to  lend 
money  to  shareholders  and  directors. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SALE  OF  ROSS  RIFLES  TO  THE  GOV- 
ERNMENT. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  in<iulred  : 

1.  Has  tbe  Ross  Rifie  Company  aold  anj^  rlBea 
to  the  Kovemmeat  ? 

2.  When,  In  what  quaatlty,  and  at  what  price? 

3.  How  much.  OD  the  average,  la  the  past,  has 
been  the  cost  of  the  purchase  of  each  rifle  of  the 
differmt  loodels  which  have  beeo  placed  la  tbe 
hands  of  the  Canadian  militia  since  confedera- 
tion ? 

4.  Does  tbe  ffovernment  know,  and  can  It  In- 
form us  of.  the  price  of  the  fire-arm  with  whloh 
tbe  American  Infantry  la  armed  to-day. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answers  are  as 
follows : 

1  and  2.  The  Ross  Rifle  Company  entered 
into  a  contract  for  the  delivery  of  12,000 
rifles  at  $25  eacb. 

3.  $18.25  for  Lee-Enfleld  rifles  iu  1896  ;  the 
new  L.  E.  rifles  now  being  manufactured 
for  the  British  army  Is  quoted  at  about  $2U. 

4.  The  government  does  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  am  not  a  member 
of  the  government,  but  I  have  the  Informa- 
tion. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSOCIATION 
OOMMITTEE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEGRIS  moved : 

That  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
v«8tlKate  the  position  of  the  Mutual  Reserre 
Life  AssoeUtlon,  of  New  York,  in  Canada,  be 
enlarged  to  twelve  members  by  the  addition  of 
the  namea  of  the  following  senators :— The 
bon.  Mesaleurs  Cox,  Watson,  Wood,  Loogheed, 
B^ique,  Gibson,  and  Sir  Alphonse  Pelletler. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Before  this  motion 
Is  put,  will  the  hou.  gentleman  give  us  a 
little  further  explanation  as  to  the  necessity 
of  that  move,  and  the  propriety  of  It,  or  the 
etiquette,  perhaps  It  may  be  called  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LEGRIS — I  do  not  see  the  ne- 
cessity of  more  explanation  than  I  gave  last 
week  when  I  gave  notice  of  this  motion.  I 
think  every  one  In  this.  House  will  under- 
stand nt  first  sight  that  this  committee  is 
too  small  In  number.  It  has  been  appoint- 
ed with  five  members  and  one  of  these  five 
has  declared  his  intention  not  to  act  on  the 
committee,  and  we  have  been  proceeding 
without  him.  We  have  only  four  members 
acting  on  that  committee,  and  the  question 
under  consideration  by  the  committee  Is  so 
important,  that  I  think  it  is  but  fair  not  only 
for  the  interested  parties  but  also  for  the 
members  of  the  committee  to  have  Its  num- 
ber Increased.  Any  one  of  us  may  be  absent 
from  time  to  time,  and  as  we  are  only  four, 
our  committee  would  be  very  small.  I  think 
the  Interests  involved  in  that  Inquiry  are  so 
large  that  it  is  only  fair  to  pass  this  mo- 
tion. We  have  never  seen  such  an  Import- 
ant committee  formed  with  so  small  a  num- 
ber. For  those  reasons  I  thought  it  was  no 
more  than  Just  to  have  that  committee  en- 
larged in  order  to  investigate  the  whole 
question  In  such  a  way  as  will  give  satls- 
.    Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


faction  not  only  to  this  House  but  to  tbe 
country  at  large  and  to  the  Interested 

parties. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  explanatloos 
just  given  by  the  bon.  senator,  a  member  of 
this  committee,  are  quite  proper,  as  far  u 
they  go.  I  may  say,  as  chairman  of  that 
committee,  I  believe  I  speak  the  feeling  of 
all  its  members,  when  I  say  we  have  no  ob- 
jection to  an  enlargement  of  the  committee, 
but  the  circumstances  surrounding  this  de- 
mand are  quite  peculiar.  The  members  of 
this  committee  ask  themselves  why  this  hite 
action  when  It  could  be  taken  In  the  first 
place.  One  of  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
this  demand  for  an  enlargement  of  the  com- 
mittee lies  in  the  fact  that  on  Friday  niter- 
noon,  when  this  House  was  about  to  ad- 
journ, when  the  Speaker  was  about  to  leave 
the  chair,  this  notice  of  motion  was  given. 
From  tbe  debate  that  then  occurred  on  tbls 
notice  of  motion,  the  impression  was  left  on 
the  House,  that  the  demand  for  this  enlarge- 
ment was  made  on  behalf  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEGRI&— Not  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — The  Impression  was 

so  strong  that  the  hon.  senator  from  Mani- 
toba (Hon.  Mr.  Bernler)  had  to  ask  the  ques- 
tion : 

Does  the  hon.  gentleman  represent  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  committee  ?  Does  be  make 
tbts  motion  after  oonferring  with  bis  colleaguea 
and  giving  their  approval  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— What  is  his  answer ! 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  answer  Is  *  I  do 
not  represent  the  committee.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— But  when  he  gai'e 
the  notice  of  motion,  his  attitude  left  tbe 
impression  on  this  honourable  House,  tbat 
it  was  with  the  sanction  of  the  committee, 
and  it  required  an  Inquiry  from  the  H<m- 
Mr.  Bernler,  the  Hon.  Mr.  DeBoucberviUe, 
and  I  think  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
to  make  It  clear.  Another  peculiar  circum- 
stance in  connection  with  the  demand  Is 
this,  that  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  insist- 
ed that  this  notice  of  motion  should  pass  as 
a  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  given  as  a  no- 
Uce. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tea,  and  at  that 
time,  as  I  understand,  tbe  bon.  Secretary  of 

State  wanted  it  adopted  at  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Members  of  tbat 
committee  were  in  tbe  House  until  the  last 
Order  of  the  Day  was  called,  and,  under  tbe 
impression  that  the  business  of  tbe  House 
was  flnisbed,  we  left  tbe  chamber,  and  in 
our  absence  this  notice  of  motion  was  given, 
and  this  proposal  to  adopt  It  was  made.  Had 
It  not  been  for  tbe  timely  questions  of  tbe 
bon.  gentlemen  whose  names  I  bare  men- 
tioned, tbe  motion  would  bnve  probably  car-, 
ried.  I  have  consulted  authorities,  and  i 
anderstand  that  this  Is  a  most  unusual  pro- 
ceeding, uaheard  of  in  parliamentary  pro- 
cedure. It  ts  unbeard  of  in  any  Judicial 
coort  sncb  us  they  want  to  make  of  this 
committee.  Our  committee  is  not  a  judicial 
body.  It  la  simply  a  court  of  Inquiry,  a  com- 
mlssaire  enqu6teur.  We  bare  no  powers  to 
act  Judicially  ;  we  have  simply  to  ascertain 
tile  facts  iu  connection  with  the  administra- 
tion of  tbat  company  and 'report  them  from 
time  to  time  to  the  Senate.  During  tbat  de- 
bate (be  committee  was  held  up — and  1 
am  speaking  here  pot  for  myself  but  for 
my  colleagues  who  form  tbe  committee — 1 
will  not  say  to  ridicule,  but  held  up  In  a 
sense  of  disiiespect,  because  we  were  told 
plainly  in  tbat  debate  that  this  committee 
was  not  satisfactory,  that  we  were  unable 
to  give  satisfaction  to  tbe  senators  and  to 
the  public.  What  do  they  want  a  large 
Domber  of  members  of  this  honourable 
House  on  this  committee  for  ?  Tbe  duties 
of  tbe  committee  are  simply  to  collect  the 
fncts  and  report  them  to  the  House.  Now, 
on  belialf  of  that  commltiee,  I  strongly  ob- 
ject to  the  language  used  during  the  discus- 
sion that  day.  Tbe  committee  do  not  as- 
sume an  infallibility  In  tbe  matter  ;  we  have 
no  Judgment  to  exercise.  Consequently  I  do 
not  see  why  all  this  zeal  la  displayed.  Tbe 
committee  Is  r  quite  capable  of  listening  to 
the  witnesses  who  shall  be  called  before  it, 
and  why  the  committee  should  be  subjected 
to  a  procedure  which  has  never  obtained  in 
this  House  or  any  other  legislative  body,  la 
more  than  we  can  understand,  and  I  express 
the  sentiments  of  my  colleagues  on  tbe  sub- 
ject Jf  the  committee  la  to  be  enlarged,  It 
should  be  properly  enlarged — that  Is  the 
word  tbat  baa  been  used  several  times,  and 


I  therefore  suggest  tbat  In  addition  to  the 
names  mentioned  In  tbe  notice  of  motion 
tbe  following  be  recommended  to  tbe  com- 
mittee. Hon.  Messrs.  DeBoucberville,  Mc- 
Sweeney,  Robertson,  Beruier,  Sullivan,  Me- 
Multen,  and  Wilson.  This  is  a  suggestion  ; 
if  It  Is  not  accepted  it  will  be  my  duty  to 
move  an  amendment  to  the  motion.  In  the 
name  of  tbe  committee  I  thank  the  bon. 
senator  who  saw  fit  to  intervene  and  pre- 
vent this  notice  of  motion  from  taking 
effect  as  a  motion,  as  it  was  propoaed  to  do, 
on  Friday  last. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  not  present  at 
tbe  committee,  and  have  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  hearing  tbe  mode  in  which  the 
examination  Is  being  conducted.  I,  ,  how- 
ever, saw  in  two  evening  papers  of  this  city 
what  I  thought  was  a  remarkable  exhibition 
of  bow  to  snppreaa  the  truth.  I  met  members 
of  this  chamber  wbo  told  me  after  they 
came  out  that  it  was  a  perfect  travesty  of 
Justice,  that  the  counsel  for  the  company 
was  there  and  wished  to  cross-examine  Mr. ' 
Wells,  but  was  refused  permission  to  do  so. 
Mr.  Eldridge  was  produced  as  a  witness  od 
the  part  of  the  company  ;  the  usual  course 
is  for  tbe  counsel  calling  a  witness  to  ex- 
amine him  first,  and  the  counsel  on  tbe 
.other  side  to  crosa^xamlne  blm.  Tbe  coun- 
sel for  the  company  was  refused  tbe  opport- 
unity of  examining  in  chief  the  witness  pro- 
duced by  tbe  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  may  be  wrong.  I  am 
simply  stating  what  I  have  read  and  beards 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  it  disproved.  1 
did  think  It  was  scarcely  comporting  with 
the  dignity  of  this  House  that  an  examina- 
tion should  be  conducted  in  the  manner  in 
which  that  was  described.  Mr.  Eidrldge,  I 
understand,  asked  the  committee  to  adjourn 
for  an  hour  to  allow  him  to  produce  two 
witnesses  from  New  York,  who  were  to  ar- 
rive in  tbe  city  within  an  hour,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  confirming  bis  evidence,  who  It  was 
said  had  beard  Mr.  Wells  make  similar  state- 
ments to  those  that  Mr.  Eldridge  had  com- 
municated to  tbe  committee,  and  his  request 
was  denied.  I  am  only  speaking  from  hear- 
say, but  I  see  several  gentlemen  present  wbo 
were  in  that  committee  room,  and  I  ask 
tbem.  for  the  information  of  tbe  House,  to 
state  frankly  the  opinion  they  formed  as  to 
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the  manner  in  wblch  tbe  witnesses  were 
examined.  Mr.  Aylesworth  tbe  counsel  for 
tbe  company  was  not  permitted  to  taice  any 
part  In  tbe  examination  ot  Mr.  Eldridge, 
It  was  tbe  counsel  that  was  engaged  by  the 
committee  that  conducted  the  examination. 
I  thlid£  It  is  very  unfortunate  that  the  desire 
to  elicit  the  truth  was  not  entertained  In 
this  particular  case.  We  know  very  well 
tbat  a  witness  can  make  a  statement  and 
cover  np  tbe  truth  in  an  examination  In 
-chief,  but  under  cross-examination  tbe  weak- 
ness of  bis  statement  wlU  become  apparent 
Tbat  is  patent  under  all  tbe  Jurisprudence 
of  this  country.  This  committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  Inquire  iuto  and  inform  ttie 
House  of  tbe  facts  connected  with  the  a^ 
ministration  of  tbe  affairs  of  this  insurance 
company.  It  did  seem  to  me,  speaking 
frankly,  tbat  tbe  desire  was  to  prevent  tbe 
facts  from  appearing.  I  should  like  bon. 
gentlemen  to  state  frankly  their  views  on 
tbe  subject,  as  I  have  done,  because  I  do 
believe  the  opinion  formed  outside  of  the 
manner  of  conducting  the  proceedings  In 
tbe  committee  is  not  at  all  In  keeping  wltb 
tbe  honour  and  dignity  of  this  chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  ULORAN — I  forgot  to  mention 
the  point  that  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
has  raised.  I  had  it  marked,  and  I  am  glad 
tbat  he  has  raised  It  He  talks  about  tbe 
-dignity  of  tbe  Senate.  I  tbink  tbe  dignity 
of  tbe  Senate  would  be  consulted  If  criti- 
-cisms  of  this  kind  were  not  based  on  mere 
hearsay. 

Hon.  Mr.  LaNDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  Is  very  unfortu- 
nate tbat  tlie  leader  of  this  honourable 
House  should  rise  from  bla  seat  and  Im- 
pugn tbe  honour  and  integrity  of  tbat  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  speak  from  reports 
in  tbe  papers. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  report  by  which 
■we  are  to  be  Judged  Is  on  the  table  of  tbls 
House.  If  we  are  to  be  Judged,  and  our 
actions  are  to  be  weighed  In  tbe  balance  on 
hearsay  evidence,  I  think  it  Is  not  consult- 
ing the  dignity  or  tbe  honour  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House.  What  was  done  before 
that  committee  was  done  In  the  interests  ot 
justice,  and  according  to  the  Instractions 
■given  by  this  honourable  House.  We  could 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


not  assume  powers  that  this  Senate  has  not 
given  to  us.    Mr.  Aylesworth  appeared,  it 
is  true,  but  tlie  committee  could  not  take 
upon  itself  a  right  tbat  the  Senate  itself  bad 
not.    These  two  men  Mr.  Wells  and  Mi. 
Eidrldge,  were  summoned  to  the  bar  of  the 
House.  No  counsel  could  come  before  tbls  j 
Senate  and  speak  on  behalf  of  those  wit- 
nesses.  A  witness  before  this  bar  has  not 
a  right  to  counsel,  that  is,  to  express  hla  ^ 
views  before  tbe  Senate.    He  may  consult 
with  him,  as  I  told  Mr.  Aylesworth  at  the 
time.   I  said  '  Xou  have  all  privileges,  all 
rights,  all  powers  to  have  yoor  client  con-  | 
suit  with  you,  but  yoa  hare  no  more  right  I 
before  this  committee  than  yoa  would  have  I 
before  tbe  bar  of  tbe  Senate.*   Tbat  Is  tiie  i 
position  we  took,  and  that  was  the  position  | 
that  was  unanimously  endorsed  by  the  com-  | 
mittee  ;  so  tbat  when  criticism  Is  levelled  at 
this  committee  on  hearsay  evidence,  and  on 
ex  parte  evidence;  ot  uew^per  reports,  I  ! 
say  It  Is  not  a  proper  position ;  that  It  Is 
dealing  unfairly  with  your  committee.  This  I 
Senate  has  by  a  majority  voted  tbe  appohit-  , 
ment  and  constitution  of   tbis  committee, 
and  the  committee  is  quite  capable,  quite  , 
willing  and  quite  prepared  to  stand  by  tlie 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Senate,  and  to 
stand  by  the  rights  and  tbe  interests  of  tbe 
public,  'lhat  is  our  position  and  I  am  as- 
tonnded  at  the  attitude  taken  by  the  boo. 
leader  of  this  House.    We  do  not  deserve 
such  treatment ;  we  do  not  deserve  to  be 
totd  that  om  action  was  a  travesty  of  ]u»- 
tice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  not  a  proper 
expression. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  was  the  opinion 
outside  at  all  events. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  opinion  that 
should  be  formed  by  the  responsible  leader 
of  this  House  should  be  based  on  the  docu- 
ments before  the  House  and  not  on  tbe 
evidence  given  by  attorneys  of  the  com- 
pany or  of  other  interested  parties  who  were 
in  touch  with  the  company.  We  are  not  try- 
ing the  company  by  any  means.  We  are 
simply  ascertaining  tbe  facts,  and  I  bold 
that  neither  Mr.  Wells  nor  Mr.  Eidrldge  bad 
any  more  right  to  be  represented  on  tbat 
committee  than  before  the  Senate  by  coon- 
ael.  Then  my  hon.  friend  tbe  member  ftom 
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Stadacona  (Hon,  Mr.  Landry)  and  the  Hon. 
geotlemau  from  Botheaay  (Hon.  Mr.  Dom- 
ville)  endorsed  that  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— Hon.  members  know 
tbe  position  which  I  have  talien  In  this  mat- 
ter, and  they  Ijnow  that  I  have  given  credit 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Botbesay  tor 
paving  done  what  he  has  done  on  behalf  ot 
the  policy-hoKlerB  of  the  Mutual  Keserve 
Company.  He  bag  undertaken  an  energetic 
campa^  to  do  justice  to  those  who  are  In- 
terested in  that  company.  I  should  not  like 
to  say  anything  which  would  displease  him, 
because  I  tbiuk  he  deserves  tbe  commenda- 
tkm  of  tbe  public,  and  especially  of  tbe 
members  of  this  Insurance  company ;  but 
Then  a  respectable  member  of  tbe  commit- 
tee, the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bepentigny 
(Hon.  Mr.  Legris)  rises  In  this  chamber  and 
makes  such  a  motion  to  add  to  the  commit- 
tee, and  when  he  gives  as  one  of  bis  reasons 
for  so  doing  that  the  committee  which  was 
composed  of  five  has  t>een  reduced  to  tour, 
because  one  of  the  hon.  members  of  that 
committee,  tbe  hon.  senator  from  Bedford 
(Hon.  Mr.  Baker)  has  resigned,  be  must 
hare  good  reasons.  He  would  not  do  that 
noless  he  tboaght  that  the  committee  would 
have  more  weight,  and  would  succeed  bet- 
ter in  the  task  whicb  It  has  nndertaken  if 
the  committee  was  enlarged  as  be  suggests. 
1  do  not  see  bow  we  can,  under  sncb  cir- 
cnmstances.  reject  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman.  As  a  matter  of  fact  tbe  com- 
mittee was  composed  of  five  :  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Bedford  resigned,  leaving  only 
foar.  Taking  Into  consideration  the  posi- 
tion pointed  out  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
B^Kntigny,  as  a  matter  of  fact  tbe  com- 
mittee will  be  reduced  to  three.  Now  take 
the  position  one  hon.  gentleman  occupies  on 
that  committee.  He  ought  not  to  be  there 
and  he  has  not  the  right  to  be  there,  and  he 
says  be  must  be  there.  We  cannot  refdse, 
however,  to  take  into  consideration  the  ob- 
jections made  to  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Rothesay,  so  that  really  the  committee  would 
be  reduced  to  three.  I  think  that  under 
such  circumstances  the  committee  can  lose 
nothli^  by  bavlng  other  hon.  senators  add- 
ed. What  harm  will  be  done  ?  If  1 
were  in  the  position  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria  and  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Botheeay  I  wonkl  be  tbe  first  to  come  for- 


ward,  especially  after  finding  two  of  their 
numbers  have  resigned  

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAM — We  hare  accepted 
the  motion  of  the  bon.  senator.  We  do  not 
oppose  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID — If  everybody  accepts 
the  proposition,  tbere  Is  no  use  talking  on 
tbe  subject  In  the  interests  of  the  poiicy- 
holders,  In  the  interest  of  tbe  Senate,  and  in 
the  Interest  of  tbe  committee  I  must  vote 
for  the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Repentigny,  and  I  do  not  see  how  the 
hon.  membera  of  this  House  can  refuse  to 
accept  that  proposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  know 
whether  tbe  Secretary  of  State  will  allow- 
me  to  repeat  a  few  words  that  passed  Just 
now.  If  he  will,  I  shall  use  them  and  deal 
pretty  cleverly  with  them,  but  if  not  I  wUl 
not  use  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
can  use  bis  own  discretion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  do  not  appear 
to  have  any  discretion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  House  has  already 
given  too  wide  a  discretion  to  tbe  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-^My  hon.  friend 
must  be  patient.  This  matter  has  caused  a 
great  deal  of  anxiety  all  round,  and  my  hon. 
friend  must  remember  that  the  eyes  of  Oan> 
ada  arc  on  this  Investigation.  I  do  not 
want  to  refer  to  any  unfortunate  matter 
that  may  appear  in  some  paper.  Get  Satur- 
day evening's  paper  and  read  what  it  says 
about  the  Senate.  I  would  rather  have  taken 
that  question  up  and  defended  hon.  gentle- 
men in  this  House  from  that  attack.  I  would 
not  have  spoken  as  my  hon.  friend  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  has  done.  He  said  *X 
felt  from  tbe  beginning' — beginning  of  what  ? 
The  aaklng  of  an  investigation,  not  to  try 
them,  not  to  condemn  them,  not  to  hang 
them,  but  in  the  Interests  of  the  policy- 
holders to  investigate  what  tbe  company 
were  doing,  whether  the  management  Is 
honest,  or  ,  whether  we  are  being 
wronged.  I  spoke  for  the  country,  yet  my 
hon,  friend  says  the  committee  is  not  im- 
portant. Of  course  I  take  all  these  state- 
ments cum  grano  Balis,  because  I  know 
people  get  excited.  I  know  a  man's  wishes 
run  away  with  his  mind  sometimes;  not 
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in  tbl3  cfise  thoagb  because  tbe  bon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  can  bave  no  wishes  In  It.  Ue 
Is  In  this  House  an  Impartial  Juror,  Jast  as 
I  am  or  tbe  bon  gentleman  from  Toronto. 
We  are  Impartial  Jnrors,  and  why  make  tbls 
statement  ?  He  said  '  I  felt  from  tbe  begin- 
ning tbat  tbe  committee  named  was  not  n 
representative  one.'  Will  my  bon.  lYlend 
explain  tbis  matter  ?  Wbat  is  a  representa- 
tive committee  ?  Is  It  a  committee  that  suits 
one  party  or  is  it  a  committee  that  suits 
somebody  else's  taste,  or  Is  it  a  committee 
moved  In  tbls  House  by  some  bon.  gentle- 
man whicb  this  honourable  Bouse  thinks  tit 
to  accept  and  to  pass  Judgment  upon  by 
adopting  tbe  motion  and  having  that  com- 
mittee appointed  V  He  says  the  committee 
was  not  a  representative  one.  Was  it  to  be 
all  of  one  cbaracter,  or  was  it  to  be  all  of 
another  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — No,  I  wanted  to  send 
it  to  tbe  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee, 
as  a  representative  committee  of  tbis  cham- 
ber. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— And  when  that 
was  voted  down,  some  bon.  gentlemen  voted 
to  give  as  no  committee  at  all,  and  they 
went  further,  they  endeavoured  to  stop  us 
from  getting  counsel  What  position  would 
we  be  In  If  we  had  no  counsel  with  us,  and 
what  condition  would  tbis  committee  have 
been  in  If  I,  who  bad  made  these  charges 
In  the  House,  which  I  think  have  been  fair- 
ly proved  to-day,  and  which  will  be  printed 
and  put  before  the  House — wbat  position 
would  I  be  In  If  when  that  committee  met 
they  had  nobody  before  them  to  argue  the 
case,  nobody  to  state  wbat  the  charges  were 
founded  on.  The  committee  would  simply 
have  said  '  There  is  nothing  before  us;  there 
Is  no  counsel  to  conduct  the  case,  there  is 
no  criminal  Indictment,  and  there  Is  nobody 
here  to  present  the  plaintiff's  side  of  the 
case.*  My  bon.  friend  said  It  was  most  un- 
precedented. Win  tbe  bon.  Secretary  of 
State  turn  to  the  trial  of  Warren  Hastlnss. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD  (C.B.)— He  does 
not  remember  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLE— He  remembers  It 
well,  and  I  could  give  blm  many  other  In- 
stances under  Bruish  practice.  When  we 
bad  the  British  North  America  Act  brought 
In,  It  was  based  on  tbe  authority  of  Eng- 
Hon.  Ur.  DOHVILLB. 


land,  an  unwritten  law,  but  a  precedent 
My  bon.  friend  says — and  I  want  to  attacli 
a  great  deal  of  Importance  to  this— that 
bis  opinion  has  beea  coottrmed  by  the  cir- 
cumstances which  have  occurred.  What 
circumstances  have  occurred  V 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— 1  gave  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man said  it  was  hearsay  evidence  ;  thnt  ae 
read  It  In  the  newspapers.  Does  my  hoc. 
friend  believe  everything  he  reads  In  the 
newpapers  ? 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Ur.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  As  a 
lawyer  of  high  standing,  the  bon.  gentle- 
man would  know  tbat  in  a  court  of  law  a 
newspaper  report  would  have  no  standUif 
whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  will  re- 
collect I  said  there  were  hon.  gentiemea 
present  now  who  were  In  the  committee 

room,  who  could  confirm  or  deny  my  state- 
ment. I  shall  be  glad  to  have  them  deny  It, 
If  It  is  possible  for  them  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— My  bon.  tnend 
Is  putting  witnesses  on  tbe  tloor  of  tbe 
Senate  against  [his  committee.  This  com- 
mittee has  reported,  and  their  report  Is 
held  up.  When  they  ask  for  counsel  the  re- 
port is  i^eld  off.  The  committee  have  re- 
ported—it has  not  been  conQrmed  yet— I 
think  It  is  wise  It  Is  not— yet  hon.  gentlemen 
are  asked — and  a  most  unfair  proposition  it 
Is  to  ask  any  hon.  gentleman  that  was  pre- 
sent In  tbat  room,  merely  listening  to  wbat 
was  said,  to  come  and  testify  against  a  com- 
mittee appointed  by  this  House.  Will  tbat 
course  commend  itself  to  tbe  public  ?  Never. 
The  public  are  wondering  to-day.  I  would 
hesitate  to  say  on  the  floor  of  tbls  House 
what  tbe  public  are  saying  on  the  streets. 
I  would  never  say  what  they  say,  but  they 
are  talking  and  you  cannot  keep  them  from 
talking ;  they  will  talk.  I  never  objected  to 
any  enlargement  of  this  committee.  All  i 
sought  was  to  have  tbe  best  means  adopted 
to  put  the  policy-holders  of  this  company  la 
Canada  In  the  proper  shape  as  regards  tbe 
BUI  that  tbe  company  attempted  to  refer  to 
us.  I  did  not  think  that  Bill  was  In  keep- 
ing with  the  motion  I  bad  made.  We  dtd 
not  ask  for  that  Bill.  We  did  not  seek  to 
cast  any  reflection  upon  the  government,  or 
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to  say  that  the  government  or  the  depart- 
meot  had  not  done  their  duty.  We  only  said 
'There  are  certain  facta  in  our  •bands,  and, 
as  ve  cannot  get  Justice  anywhere  else,  we 
ask  the  Senate  to  look  fnto  It  to  see  whe- 
ther those  charges  made  by  myself  on  be- 
half of  the  policy-holders  of  Canada  are  cor- 
rect or  not.  It  cannot  be  wiped  out ;  It  will 
not  be  wiped  out,  and  It  shall  not  be  wipeU 
oat.  We  shall  have  those  facts  If  Rome  bus 
to  fall,  whoever  Rome  Is.  Mr.  Aylesworth 
asked  to  hare  the  Investigation  postponed 
because  he  had  not  bis  witnesses  here. 
Erery  courtesy  wag  extended  to  Mr.  Ayles- 
worth this  morning.  He  said  he  knew  notb- 
iQg  about  the  case,  and  wns  not  able  to  go 
OD  with  It.  If  he  could  not  go  on  to-day 
bow  could  be  have  gone  on  the  other  day  'i 
The  charge  was  made  that  we  were  delay- 
tog  the  Investigation.  We  are  not  delaying 
It  We  are  pressing  all  we  can.  to  get 
through  wiin  the  work,  but  we  ere  met  all 
ronnd  with  objections.  One  says  cut  bono  ? 
I  have  forgotten  my  Latin.  He  says  cul 
bODo  ?  and  what  Is  it  ?  That  no  good  would 
come  out  of  the  investigation,  and  that  the 
poUcy-bolders  were  to  be  imposed  npon  by  a 
BUI  to  amend  a  public  Act  of  this  parlla- 
meDt  The  hon.  gentleman  Is  like  Jacob  b) 
wiircb  of  a  father.  He  bad  a  mother  but 
coold  not  find  a  father  for  the  Bill.  My  hon. 
friend  attacks  me  at  every  stage,  rie  at- 
tacks me  because  I  am  trying  to  help  our 
friends  although  be  Is  not  Interested  In  It, 
as  he  says,  in  any  way  directly  or  Indirectly. 
Bnt  I  should  Judge  from  his  speech  that 
erery  move  be  makes  Is  opposed  to  this  in- 
vestigation. That  is  the  way  I  Jndge  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  on  a  fair  basis. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Not  on  a  fair 
basis  my  hon.  friend  says,  and  yet  he  voted 
against  any  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  moved  to  refer 
it  to  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee, 
and  let  them  exercise  their  discretion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLS:— And  then  the  hoii. 
gentleman  voted  for  no  committee  at  all. 
When  we  asked  for  counsel  it  was  with  very 
great  ditbcuUy  we  got  the  order.  I  hardly 
think  my  hon.  friend  is  doing  bimself  jus- 
tice. He  used  some  words  to  me  Just  now 
which  I  do  not  want  to  repent  to  the  House. 
Uy  hon.  friend  from  MlUe  Isle  Is  perfectly 


correct  In  what  be  says.  My  desire  has 
been  In  the  public  interest  and  the  interest 
of  the  policy-holders  to  hare  a  most  search- 
ing Investigation  of  the  affairs  of  this  com- 
pany. If  that  Is  the  intention,  In  enlarging 
this  committee.  I  see  no  objection  to  It,  ex- 
cept that,  wisely  or  unwisely,  reflection  has 
been  cast  on  the  personnel  of  the  committee 
as  it  now  stands,  and  this  action  conhrms 
it.  Then  by  referring  the  Bill  from  the 
Bankmg  and  Commerce  Committee  back  to 
the  special  committee,  would  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman not  be  casting  a  reflection  on  the 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  ?  The 
public  press  has  already  commenced  hostile 
criticism  on  the  difficulty  we  have  experi- 
enced so  far,  and  if  It  should  happen  that 
we  are  unable  to  get  to  the  bottom  of  this 
business  and  place  before  the  policy-holders 
the  exact  state  of  affairs,  whatever  that  may 
be,  there  would  be  no  other  conclusion  ar- 
rived at  outside  of  this  House  than  that  it 
was  most  unfortunate.  Tbat  Is  most  guard- 
ed language. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNd — What  Is  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman reading  from  ) 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB — I  am  speaking 
from  copious  uotes.  There  will  be  no  other 
conclusion  arrived  at  outside  of  this  House 
than  it  was  most  unfortunate  we  have  not 
been  permitted  to  continue  our  investiga- 
tion without  this  motion  which  Is  now  Hung 
upon  ns.  I  do  not  find  any  fault  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Repentlgny,  for  I  t>e- 
llere  be  Is  acting  In  good  faith.  I  do  not 
believe  he  even  drew  the  resolution.  I  think 
It  was  placed  In  bis  bands,  and  it  is  not  hia 
writing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LEURIS — The  hon.  gentleman 
Is  mistaken  about  it  being  placed  in  my 
hands. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— But  the  bon.  gev 
t!eman  did  not  draw  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  liEGRIS— No.  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Then  it  was 
placed  In  the  hon.  gentleman's  hand.  But 
my  hon.  friend  Is  doing  what  he  considers 
best  In  the  public  Interest  In  presenting  this 
motion.  I  regret  exceedingly  that  the  notice 
was  sprung  on  the  chamber  at  such  a  late 
hour.  I  had  Just  left  my  sent,  as  I  thought 
the  S[>enker  was  about  to  adjourn  the 
House,  and  I  think  the  bon.  gentleman, 
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being  one  of  the  committee,  should  bave 
notified  the  committee  that  he  proposed  to 
adoi)t  this  course  before  submitting  his 
notice  of  motion.  I  do  not  think  I  can  say 
anything  more  about  It,  except  to  explain 
that  I  have  do  objection  to  putting  these 
gentlemen  on  the  committee.  Bu^  wliile  en- 
larging that  committee,  whj  exclude  a  lot 
of  other  hou.  gentlemen  who  would  have 
been  on  It  If  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce  had  been  directed  to  look  into  the 
matter  ?  I  think  I  should  ask  my  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  withdraw  hlg  In- 
Blnuationg  against  me.  , 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  made  no  insi- 
nuations ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— My  hon.  friend 
says  he  has  made  no  Insinuation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
for  live  or  six  weeks  was  attacking  the  com- 
pany and  making  representations  the  truth 
of  which  the  company  denied.  It  seemed  to 
me  It  was  not  In  harmony  with  what  was 
reasonable  or  equitable  that  the  man  who 
made  those  charges  should  sit  on  the  com- 
mittee that  was  to  try  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man says  I  have  been  five  or  six  weeks  at- 
tacking the  company.  I  have  communica- 
tions that  I  have  been  carrying  on  with  the 
department  for  two  years  on  those  lines,  and 
I  could  get  no  satisfaction.  I  tried  the  com- 
pany for  satisfaction.  I  never  came  to  this 
honourable  body  until  I  was  armed  with 
authority  by  the  policy-holders.  It  Is  not  a 
personal  matter  of  mine ;  there  is  no  inten- 
tion to  ruin  the  company— In  fac^  there  is 
no  such  thing  as  a  company,  It  la  an  asso- 
ciation of  gentlemen  who  agree  to  assess 
one  another  at  so  much  a  year  to  meet  the 
death  claims  of  \he  fraternity.  What  I  did 
say,  and  wliat  I  am  trying  to  lay  before  this 
honourable  House,  is  the  fact  that  the  asso- 
ciation has  got  Into  the  hands  of  a  directo- 
rate that  we  cannot  turn  out,  who  are  bleed- 
ing us  to  death,  and  they  are  endeavouring 
to  get  the  Senate  to  protect  them.  I  can 
only  say  I  am  sorry  that  I  should  ever  be 
forced  to  believe  that  there  Is  an  attempt 
to  take  such  action  as  would  make  the  pub- 
lic of  Canada  and  tbe  unfortunate  people 
who  are  Insured  In  this  assoclauon,  believe 
that  no  redress  can  be  obtained  here  and 
Hon.  Ur.  DOMVILI^ 


that  an  effort  Is  being  made  to  stifle  inquiry. 
I  do  not  assert  that,  t>ecauBe  it  is  unparlia- 
mentary ;  but  I  say  it  would  be  most  unfor- 
tunate if  the  public  at  large  should  get  tbat 
Impression. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— My  hon.  mcDd 
from  Rothesay  seems  to  take  the  position 
that  every  hon.  gentleman  who  expresses 
himself  In  opposition  to  the  views  which  be 
entertains  bimself  Is  antagonistic  to  bim 
and  the  objects  which  he  desires  to  attain. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  £DWABI>S— So  far  as  I  am  pe^ 
sonaliy  concerned,  I  dissent  firom  that  posi- 
tion.  In  any  vote  that  I  shall  give,  or  state- 

cftent  I  shall  make  on  this  question,  I  shall 
be  actuated  by  one  consideration  alone,  and 
tbat  Is  to  do  the  best  that  can  be  done  for 
the  unfortnnate  sufferers  holding  policies  in 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association. 
There  Is,  perhaps,  no  member  of  the  Senate^ 
who  is  a  warmer  friend  of  mine  than  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay.  I  entertain 
for  him  nothing  but  the  very  best  of  friend- 
ship, and  I  hope  I  shall  always  do  so,  and 
that  he  will  never  consider  me  as  being  op- 
posed to  the  Inquiry  he  is  makii^.  All  that 
I  desire  Is  that  tbe  Inquiry  shall  proceed  on 
a  sound  basis.  Holding  those  views  myself 
I  am  bound  to  hold  that  these  are  the  views 
of  every  member  of  this  House,  and  I  have 
seen  and  heard  notntng  that  changes  my 
views  so  far  as  tbat  Is  concerned.  I  think 
It  Is  highly  improper  to  attribute  motives  to 
hon.  senators. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMTILLE;— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— Now  what  do  we 
desire.  The  Senate  of  Canada  Is  on  its  trial 
before  the  people  In  dealing  with  this  very 

important  question.  Let  us  not  be  carried 
away  by  any  feeling  of  sentiment.  Let  us 
be  influenced  solely  by  a  desire  to  do  wbat 
is  right  and  deal  with  this  matter  In  a 
straightforward  and  Judicial  way. 

Hou.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— With  reference  to 
what  took  place  Just  before  the  adjonra- 
ment  last  Friday,  with  due  respect  to  my 
hon.  friend  who  addressed  the  Senate  b 
short  time  ago  on  that  question,  he  (Hod. 
Mr.  Cloran)  did  not  put  the  matter  fairly 
before  the  Senate.   I  should  like  to  ask 
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him  what  other  opportunity  had  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Repeotigny  to  give  notice 
of  motion  except  on  the  motion  to  adjourn 
the  House  ?  The  session  was  siiort  ^ow, 
what  did  be  say  on  tliat  occasion  'I  He  said 
tbat  tbe  matter  before  tlie  commltjtee  was 
nmcli  larger  and  more  Important  tlian  Jm 
bad  anticipated.  So  large  tbat  be,  tor  one, 
felt,  one  member  of  the  committee  baving 
already  retired,  tbat  a  •  larger  number  of 
senators  should  sbare  the  responsibility  of 
the  bivestlgauon.  The  bon.  Secretary  of 
State  simply  said  tbat  In  order  to  facilitate 
the  Inquiry,  and  proceed  more  rapidly.  It 
would  be  better,  If  It  was  agreeable  to  the 
Senate,  to  let  tbe  notice  of  motion  be  passed 
as  a  motion  immediately.  Old  tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleoian  press  tbe  question  ?  Not  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOafVILLB— He  could  not ; 
two  members  objected. 

UOQ.  Mr.  £DWAK1>8— An  bon.  member 
ou  the  other  side  simply  made  tbe  sugges- 
tion that  as  some  of  tbe  members  of  tbe  com- 
mittee were  absent  perhaps  It  would  be  twt- 
ter  to  let  tbe  motion  stand  until  their  re- 
turn. His  sns^estlon  was  accepted  af  once. 
There  was  no  objection  raised  at  all.  So  far 
as  this  discussion  to-day  Is  concerned.  If  the 
same  rules  prevail  In  tbe  Senate  that  per- 
tain to  tbe  House  of  Commons,  it  Is  not  Ih 
accordance  with  parliamentary  practice  to 
dlaeuBs  In  tbe  Senate  tbat  wblch  bas  taken 
place  in  a  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAMDBT— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— While  that  Is  the 
case,  it  has  always  been  tbe  right  of  a  sena- 
tor to  take  coglzance  of  what  the  news- 
papers say.  Now,  I  was  present  at  the  com- 
mittee, and  I  must  say  In  all  candor  that  in 
my  opUiion  tbe  newspaper  statements  were 
Justified  by  tbe  conditions  tbat  prevailed  on 
tbe  committee.  As  to  the  question  of  en- 
larging the  committee,  those  w|)o  are  op- 
posed to  tbe  smaller  addition,  In  my  opinion 
reflect  upon  tbe  members  of  the  Senate  in 
this  way— — 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIIXE— We  do  not  object; 
we  have  already  said  that  we  accept  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS — 1  am  quite  aware 
of  tbat  But  In  one  breatb  the  bon.  chair- 
man opposed  tbe  enlargement  of  the  com- 
mittee by  three  members,  because  he  says 
It  Is  abready  sntUciently  large,  and  in  the 


next  breath  he  suggests  tbe  addition  of  sev- 
eral other  names.  I  should  lilte  to  Jmow 
what  consistency  there  is  in  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— I  said  I  did  not  ob- 
ject on  principle,  and  that  Is  tbe  attitude  of 
tbe  committee.  We  are  prepared  to  accept 
not  only  seven,  but  to  accept  fourteen.  That 
is  our  attitude. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS — I  do  not  raise  an 
objection.  I  am  simply  speaking  on  tbe 
general  principle  that  a  reasonable  enlar^ce- 
meut  of  tbe  committee  Is  in  tbe  very  best 
Interest  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB-That  is  what  we 
aay. 

Hon.  aCr.  LANDRY— The  bon.  member 
from  BUBsell  (Hon.  Mr.  Edwards)  said  tbat 
as  a  matter  of  principle  we  should  not  refer 
to  what  bas  taken  place  iu  one  of  the  com- 
mittees of  this  House.  Yet  he  rose  for  what 
purpose  ?  Just  to  state  what  did  take  place. 
Where  Is  tbe  consistency?  Tbe  only  excuse 
for  his  assertfoD  Is  that  be  does  not  know 
what  did  take  place  In  tbe  committee.  Tbe 
committee  was  appointed  to  Inquire  Into 
tbe  condition  of  tbe  New  York  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  In  Canada  ; 
subsequently  when  a  question  of  privilege 
was  brought  before  this  House  a  new  order 
was  given  to  tbat  committee  and  that  order 
was  

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  submit  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  going  wide 
of  tbe  motion  before  tbe  House.  Tbe  motion 
Ls  to  enlarge  tbe  committee.  We  are  not 
discussing  tbe  powers  of  tbe  committee,  or 
what  tbey  did  or  what  they  have  not  done. 
The  question  Is.  whether  tbe  committee  Is 
to  be  enlarged. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  going  to  raise 
another  point  of  order,  and  In  order  to  ex- 
plain my  point  of  order  I  must  read  what  I 
am  about  to  read  now.  I  am  going  to  op- 
pose tbe  motion  because  It  Is  not  in  <xder. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUN(J-^Well.  let  us  have  tbe 
point  of  order  ! 

Hfln.  Mr.  LANDBT— Tbe  question  before 
the  House  Is  to  enlarge  tbe  committee  and 
I  am  giving  reasons  why  it  shouia  not  be 
enlarged.  In  giving  those  reasons  I  am  re- 
plying to  an  attack  made  against  our  com- 
mittee.  Tbe  House  Is  asked  to  enlarge  the 
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committee  because,  as  constttnted  now,  It 
Is  not  a  proper  on&  Tbat  was  the  asBertion 
made  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  last 
Friday. 

Hon.  Ut.  TOUNO— Tbat  Is  not  the  reason 
given  by  the  bon.  member  who  Introduced 
the  motlonw 

Hon.  Mr.  LAMDRT— There  Is  no  reason 
given. 

Hon.  Mr.  XOUNG— Yes,  there  was  a  good 
r«iaon  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rose  on  the  8th 

of  June  and  moved : 

That  an  order  of  thli  Honw  do  Issiu  for  tha 
attendancfl  at  the  bar  of  tJili  HoaB«  of  J. 
Douglas  WeMs,  of  New  Tork,  to  answer  such 
qnestlops  as  may  be  put  to  him  relative  to  de- 
claratioQ  be  la  alleged  to  have  mads,  tbat 
there  wer«  members  of  parliament,  of  the 
committee,  and  of  the  govemment,.  tbat  bad  to 
have  good  sums,  tbat  It  cost  blm  over  |10,000, 
that  be  bad  found  all  tbe  moner,  excepting 
for  the  last  Bill,  tor  a  small  amount. 

Then,  after  debate,  the  Hon.  Mr.  Qlbson 
moved  In  amendment : 

That  aill  the  words  after  '  tbat '  to  tbe  end 
of  the  question  be  struck  out,  and  the  fol- 
lowing words  be  substituted  Instead:—'  Uessra. 
J.  Douglas  Wells  and  —  Bldrldge,  of  New 
Tork,  be  summoned  to  appear  before  the  select 
committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  posi- 
tion In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Ufe  Association,  of  New  Tork,  in  order  to 
answer  snob  questions  as  may  be  put  to  them, 
relative  to  dedaratioos  alleged  to  have  been 
made  by  Mr.  Wells,  that  there  were  members 
of  parliament,  of  the  committee,  abd  of  tbe 
government,  that  had  to  have  good  sums,  that 
It  cost  him  over  910,000,  that  be  had  found  all 
*!ie  money,  excepting  tor  the  last  Bill,  for  a 
small  amount.' 

These  Instructions  were  given  by  a  vote  of 
this  House  to  the  committee,  so  the  commit- 
tee bad,  besides  the  object  for  which  It  had 
been  created  to  Investigate  the  company,  a 
positive  commission  to  investigate  that 
special  case.  The  committee  was  ordered  to 
get  those  two  witnesses  before  them  to 
answer  such  questions  as  might  be  put  to 
them,  and  the  special  meeting  of  the  com- 
mittee was  simply  to  examine  those  two  wit- 
nesses. It  was  not  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
vestigating the  affairs  of  the  New  York 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  ffbe 
first  thing  that  happened  when  the  commit- 
tee opened  was  the  appearance  of  an  at- 
torney who  came  In  the  name  of  the  com- 
pany. We  told  Mr.  Aylesworth  that  It  was 
not  the  company's  business  we  were  going 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


into  that  day,  but  an  Inquiry  Into  an  acco- 
sation  brought  against  the  parllammt  o( 
Canada,  not  by  tbe  company  but  by  Mr. 
Wells  himself.  We  told  Mr.  Aylesworth  tbat 
he  coald  not  appear  on  that  occasion  for  the 
simple  reason  that  we  were  not  Investigating 
the  company's  business  but  examining  two 
witnesses  on  the  subject  I  have  mentioned. 
I  am  very  sorry  that  the  hon.  member  did 
not  understand  our  real  position.  If  he  bad 
understood  It,  he  wotdd  not  have  made  tbe 
speech  we  have  listened  to  to-day.  Tbe  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  did  not  understand  it 
cither.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Be- 
pentlgny  gave  his  notice  of  motion,  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  said  : 

Under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be  very 
much  better  It  the  House  would  agree  to  ac- 
cept the  notice  of  motion  as  a  motion.  Other- 
wise It  will  simply  defer  the  matter  for 'two 
or  three  days  longer,  and  I  understand  there 
are  witnesses  now  In  the  city  who  have  come 
a  long  distance,  and  It  will  mean  considerable 
expense  keeping  them  here,  whereas  it  we 
adopt  the  motion  now  the  committee  can  to 
on  without  delay. 

And  that  in  the  face  of  an  adjournmeat 
of  the  committee  until  the  next  Wednesuay, 
and  In  face  of  the  fact  that  there  were  do 
witnesses  here.  The  two  witnesses  who  had 
been  summoned  to  appear  before  tbe  com- 
mittee had  been  heard  and  discharged. 
There,  was  not  a  single  witness  in  attend- 
ance, but  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  Id 
order  to  obtain  the  consent  of  the  House  to 
have  the  notice  of  motion  put  as  a  motion, 
made  that  statement. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCXnT— I  was  not  aware  at 
the  time  that  the  committee  bad  adjourned 
until  the  following  Wednesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — So  I  see  by  the 
speech  the  hon.  gentleman  made,  and  that 
Is  what  I  am  complaining  of.  If  be  had 
known  the  facts  be  would  not  have  made 
tbat  speech.  The  accusations  brought 
against  the  committee  In  the  name  of  tti« 
Mutual  Reserve  Company  have  no  signifi- 
cance at  all,  because  on  that  day  we  were 
not  Investigating  the  condition  of  their  busi- 
ness, but  the  accusation  alleged  to  have  been 
made  against  members  of  parliament  by  Mr. 
Wells.  For  that  purpose  there  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  an  attorney,  and  especially  an 
attorney  for  the  company,  because  the  com- 
pany had  nothing  to  do  with  it  Tbe  mo- 
tion before  the  House  to-day  must  be  con- 
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gldered  the  members  of  the  committee  aa 
a  motion  of  want  of  conOdence.  It  can  bear 
no  other  constrnction.  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Bepent^ny  had  had  confidence 
we  wonid  have  discussed  that  question  to> 
getber  hi  committee,  and,  having  arrlTed  at 
an  understanding,  we  could  have  submitted 
to  the  House  a  motion  expressing  the  views 
of  the  committee.  But  the  notice  of  the 
motion  now  before  the  House  was  presented 
to  the  House  in  our  absence,  and  an  attempt 
was  Inade  behind  our  backs  to  have  It  pass- 
ed. 1  resent  the  motion  therefore,  and  If  it 
should  be  adopted  I  shall  feel  obliged  to  re- 
tire from  the  committee.  The  point  I  want 
to  raise  is  this,  and  it  Is  why  I  have  read  the 
motion  wbicb  was  carried  on  a  division  In 
this  House ;  there  were  two  mouons,  one 
moved  by  the  hon.  senator  from  Rothesay 
to  api>oint  a  select  committee,  and  an 
amendment  to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
Tbe  House  divided  on  that  amendment,  and 
the  names  of  those  who  voted  are  recorded 
in  the  minutes.  Then  a  vote  was  taken  on 
the  motion  to  appoint  a  select  committee 
to  investigate  tbe  affairs  of  the  company. 
1  sball  read  tne  names  of  those  who  voted 
against  tbe  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  speaking  to  my 
p<^t  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — ^Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  speaking  for  fully  fifteen  minutes, 
and  Is  altogether  out  of  order.  He  is  not 
dealing  with  the  question  now  before  this 
honourable  House.  Ue  is  referring  to  past 
debates,  which  are  not  germane  to  the  ques- 
tion, and  one  who  Is  so  particular  about  en- 
forcing the  rules  of  tbe  House  should  re- 
spect tbem  himself.  I  ask  for  the  ruling  of 
tbe  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  am  speaking  to 
the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  ask  for  the  ruling 
of  tbe  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDEY— I  am  speaking  to  tbe 
point  of  order,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  bns 
no  right  to  rise  and  Interrupt  me.  The 
names  given  here  are  those  of  tbe  members 
wbo  voted  against  the  motion  to  appoint 
tbe  committee. 
25i 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — By  announcing  tbat 
be  Intends  to  raise  a  point  of  order,  the  hon. 
gentleman  thinks  he  can  abuse  the  rules  or 
the  House  as  be  has  been  doing  for  the  last 
fifteen  minutes.  I  ask  fw  the  Speaker's 
ruling. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  going  to  apeak 
on  the  point  of  order.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  state  his  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  stated  the  point  of 
order,  tbat  yon  were  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 

address  me  personally. 

The  SPDAKDB^What  Is  the  point  of 
order  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— My  point  of  order  is 
this;  tbe  motion  before  tbe  House  Is  tbat 
the  committee  be  enlarged  by  tbe  addition 
of  seven  members.  [  raise  tbe  point  tbat 
among  the  names  of  those  mentioned  by  tbe 
hon.  member  In  his  motion  are  members  wbo 
voted  against  the  formation  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  I  contend  they  cannot  now  be 
put  on  that  committee  the  appointment  of 
which  they  opposed. 

The  SPEAKER-WIU  the  hon.  genUeman 
be  good  enough  to  cite  the  page  of  Bourl- 
not  wbere  that  Is  laid  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  spoke  from  memory. 
I  cannot  give  the  page  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON- Let  us  have  the 
authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  I  will  not 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— My  experience 
of  procedure  is  not  as  great  as  that  of  some 
of  my  hon.  colleagues,  but  I  wonder  if  It 
has  not  been  tbe  practice  for  a  member  wbo 
raises  a  point  of  order  to  first  state  what 
the  point  Is  before  speaking  upon  It ;  be- 
cause a  member  can  make  an  hour's  speech 
and  say  he  Intends  to  raise  a  point  of  order. 
The  House  would  not  be  seized  with  the 
point  of  order,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  might 
himself  be  convinced,  by  the  time  he  finishes 
bis  speech,  tbat  be  should  not  raise  It.  Has 
It  not  been  tbe  practice  In  tbe  Senate  when 
a  member  rises  to  discuss  a  point  of  order 
to  state  the  point  or  order  before  giving  his 
explanations  and  argument  upon  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  answer  the 
imputations  against  our  committee  and  I 
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woand  up  by  saylns  tbat  I  wanted  to  raise  a 
point  of  order  before  the  bon.  gentleman 
(Hon.  Mr.  Belqne)  thought  of  raising  tala 
point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILXiE— I  would 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  Speaker,  when  the  boo. 
gentleman  from  Montreal  raised  the  ques- 
tion of  order  could  not  that  question  of 
order  be  discussed  ?  I  do  not  think  anyone 
would  object  to  that  ?  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Stadacona  has  also  raised  a  point 
of  order,  and  In  doing  so  be  has  discussed 
the  point  of  order  raised  by  another  hon. 
gentleman,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  De- 
Lorlmier  seems  to  think  that  because  a 
point  of  order  has  been  raised,  we  must  all 
submit  without  discussing  It.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  discussing  his  own  point  of  order, 
and  he  is  discussing  the  point  of  order  of 
the  hon.  g^itleman  to-day  that  the  point  of 
order  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Quebec  is 
discussing  is  not  germane  to  the  point  be 
had  raised  tlrst.  I  do  not  agree  with  the 
claim  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from  DeLorl- 
mier  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  stopped 
there. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona  has  not  cited  any  authority  for 
his  question  of  order  ;  I  should  feel  better 
pleased  If  be  bad.  But  I  understand  the 
point  of  order  to  be  this  ;  that  any  member 
of  the  Senate  who  voted  against  the  resolu- 
tion to  refer  this  question  with  respect  to 
this  Insurance  company  to  the  committee  of 
five.  Is  debarred  now  from  TOting  on  the 
resolution  to  enlarge  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKT— No,  I  beg  the  hon. 
gentleman's  pardon,  not  from  voting  on  the 
resolatlon,  but  from  being  a  memt>er  of  that 
same  committee.   Two  of  the  members  In 

the  motion  that  Is  put  before  the  chair  who 
are  asked  to  be  added  to  the  committee  bave 
already  voted  against  the  formation  of  that 
committee.  I  say  that  those  two  persona 
cannot  form  part  of  the  committee  and, 
therefore,  the  motion  is  not  In  order,  be- 
cause It  contains  names  of  persons  who  can- 
not be  members  of  that  committee. 

The  SPEAKER— A  rule  is  Invoked  to 
the  effect  that  a  member  who  is  opposed 
to  the  object  for  which  a  committee 
is  appointed  cannot  be  a  member  of  that 
committee.  The  hon.  gentlemen  who  voted 
against  this  motion  to  refer  the  matter  to 
Hon.  Mr.  LANBRT. 


this  committee  of  five,  were  not  necessarily 
opposed  to  the  investlgatlou.  Some  of  t&em 
voted  In  favour  of  a  motion  to  refer  this 
subject  for  Investigation  to  our  Standing 
Oommittee  on  Banking  and  Oommerce. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— Subsequently. 

The  SPEAKER— And  the  probabilities  are, 
that  If  the  motion  had  been  to  refer  thli 

question  to  the  committee,  constituted  as  it 
will  be  if  this  resolution  now  before  tlK 
House  passes,  the  hon.  gentlemen  would  not 
buve  voted  against  that  resolution.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  point  of  order  is  well 
taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— As  It  seems  clear  that 
the  general  opinion  of  the  members  of  tiiis 
House  is  that  the  committee  appointed  to 
make  the  Investigation  Into  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Association  business,  with  the 
addition  of  the  names  now  mentioned  In  the 
motion  before  the  House,  will  not  be  targe 
enough,  I  move  that  the  following  names  be 
added :  Hon.  Messrs.  DeBouehervIlle,  Mc- 
Sweeney,  Robertson,  Bernier,  Sullivan,  M^ 
Mullen  and  Wilson. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

The  motion,  as  amended,  was  carried, 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 
MOTION  DROPPED. 

The  Order  of  Day  being  called  : 

That  the  order  of  tbe  Senate  of  the  8th  lo- 
Btant,  referrlsg  Bill  (H)  Intituled  :  '  An  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act,'  to  tiM 
Standing  Committee  on  Banking  and  Oom- 
merce. be  rescinded,  and  that  tbe  said  Bill  be 
referred  to  the  select  committee  appointed  to 
Investigate  the  position  in  Canada  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  of  New 
York. 

Hon.  Mr.  YUUNG— 1  wish  to  drop  tbls 
motion.  I  understand  that  the  Bill  which 
was  referred  some  time  ago  to  tbe  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Oommerce  has  been 
taken  up  by  that  committee  and  some  pro- 
gress has  been  made.  Therefore,  having  no 
other  object  In  view  than  to  serve  the  best 
Interest  of  the  policy-holders,  I  wish  to 
drop  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  object 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— And  If  tfie  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce,  In  their  wisdom, 
see  fit  later  on  to  ask  this  House  to  have 
tbe  BiU  transferred  to  the  special  commlt- 
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tee,  it  will  be  in  their  judgmeat  to  reeom- 
mead  to  tbe  House  wbat  they  see  flt  I 
ask  the  House  to  allow  me  to  withdraw 
the  motioD. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  object. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hope  tbe  House  will 
ac^Qlesce  in  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Klllarney,  and  allow;  tbe  Bill  to  go 
to  tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce. 
It  was  a  snggestion  of  my  own,  and  I 
tbonght  tbe  Banking  and  Commerce  Com- 
mittee would  be  able  to  give  It 'a  thorough 
investigation  and  decide  wbat  was  best. 
If,  wben  that  BiU  Is  before  tbe  committee,  It 
does  not  apipear  that  it  has  tbe  support  of 
tbe  policy-holders,  I  sfaonld  like,  as  I  am 
Eomewbat  responsible  for  the  Bill,  to  have 
tbe  BUI  withdrawn.  If  the  iion.  gmtleman 
on  my  right  here  (Hon.  Mr.  Domrllle)  repre- 
sents, as  he  says  be  ddes,  tbe  policy- 
Iiolders — 

Hon.  Mr.  UOMVII^E— I  am  not  lying. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  they  do  not  con- 
sider this  Bill  is  in  their  interest,  then  I 
stioQld  certainly  ask  that  tUe  Bill  be  with- 
drawn. It  is  not  promoted  in  the  interests 
of  the  comtmny,  but  solely  In  the  interests 
of  the  policy-bold^ ;  and,  tberefcHre,  If  they 
do  not  desire  It,  I  do  not  wish  to  have  any 
connection  with  It 

Hon.  Mi^  LANDBY— I  tSilnk  If  tbe  hon. 
Sentleman  who  has  that  motion  on  the  order 
paper  wants  to  dispose  of  It  In  the  way  be 
suggests,  tbe  only  thing  to  do  Is  to  put  It 
to  a  TOte  as  any  other  question.  He  has  no 
right  to  withdraw  It 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG—Why,  certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  L,ANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  took  a  very  strong 
stand  the  other  day  as  to  this  enlarged  com- 
mittee, when  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marsfa- 
fleld  suggested  a  few  days  ago  that  that  en- 
larged committee  should  condtict  the  Investi- 
gation and  deal  with  tbe  Bill.  At  that  time 
tbe  Bill  was  referred  to  tbe  Banking  and 
Commeice  Committee.  Notice  of  motion  wns 
given  to  rescind  that  order  and  refer  it  to  tbe 
CMDffiittee  conducting  tbhs  InTestlRntlon,  with 
the  understanding  that  the  conunlttee  was  to 
be  enlarged  In  numbers.  Taking  that  stand, 
sod  still  believing  that  that  committee  could 
bandle  that  matter,  the  Bill  was  taken  up 


In  tbe  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 
Though  not  a  memlyr  of  that  committee,  I 
was  present  to-day  at  the  meeting,  and  I 
know  they  are  dealing  with  it.  and  conse- 
quently I  do  not  very  well  see  bow  we  can 
take  it  out  of  their  bands. 

Hon.  Mr.  De  BOUOHEIRVILLE— 1  want  to 
ask  the  Spealcer  Is  there  a  rule  by  which  we 
can  rescind  that  motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Wis  can.  negative  a 
motion. 

The  SPEAKBR— xhere  is  no  motion  to 
rescind.    The  unVversal  practice  in  this 

House,  and,  1  think,  in  all  '<  glslative  Iwclies. 
is  that  if  an  hon.  gentleman  gives  notice  of  a 
motion,  and  when  tiie  time  comes  he  does 
not  wish  to  proceed  with  It,  he  says 
'  dro]K>ed.' 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  was  only  a 
notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>eBOnCHBBVILLE— I  :am  ask- 
ing under  what  rule  can  we  rescind  tbe 
motion  ? 

Tbe  SPBAKER^I  am  simply  saying  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  propose  to  go 
on  with  the  motion  to  rescind.  There  Is  no 
rule,  except  a  general  rule,  tbat  a  legisla- 
tive body  can  pass  practically  almost  any 
resolution  it  pleases  which  Is  not  forbidden. 
There  Is  no  rule  which  forbids  the  rescind- 
ing of  a  previous  resolution,  and  there  are 
numerous  precedents  both  in  our  parlia- 
ment and  the  parliament  of  Great  Britain, 
where  previous  resolutions  have  not  only 
been  rescinded  but'  expunged  from  the  Jour- 
nals. 

The  motion  was  dropped. 

DEBATES  INDEXES- 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD  inquired  : 

Is  there  an  index  of  the  Commosa  and  Senate 
'  Hansard '  debates  printed  during  the  lesilon? 
Are  eeaators  entitled  to  copies  ? 
Have  copies  been  distributed  this  session  T 
It  not,  how  are  they  to  be  obtained  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  is  not  under  tbe 
control  of  tbe  government.  It  Is  under  the 
control  of  the  Debates  Committee  and  Print- 
ing Committee.  It  is  not  a  matter  the  gov- 
ernment would  know  anything  about.  If 
there  is  any  hon.  gentleman  present  who  Is  a 
member  of  tbe  Debates  and  Printing  Corn- 
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mtttees  they  might  tbrow  some  light  ou  It 
but  I  know  nothing  of 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— The  reason  I  am  ask- 
ing this  inquiry  Is  that  I  was  eudeavourlug 
to  find  a  statement  vblch  I  understood  bad 
been  made  In  the  House  of  Commons  de- 
bate. I  looked  for  It  in  the  reports  and  fall- 
ing to  find  It,  I  asked  an  bon.  member  of 
this  House  to  tell  me  where  I  could  find  It. 
He  told  me  that  an  Index  of  ttie  debates 
was  published  In  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  I  conld  get  one  at  the  distribution  office. 
I  applied  there  and  was  informed  by  Mt. 
Davidson  that  the  index  of  the  debates  in 
the  House  of  Commons  was  published 
weekly,  and  a  copy  was  distributed  weekly 
to  each  member  of  parliament  and^  eacb 
member  of  the  Senate.  I  replied  that  I  had 
not  received  any,  and  on  further  Inquiries  1 
cannot  find  that  any  member  of  the  Senate 
had  received  any.  I  made  Inquhies  In  the 
House  of  Commons  and  found  an  Index  there, 
and  understood  that  some  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  are  furnished  wltb  an 
index.  If  the  chairman  of  the  Debates  Com- 
mittee can  give  me  the  Information  I  should 
like  very  much  to  find  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEI que:— There  are  no  Indexes 
made  of  the  debates  In  the  Senate  during 
the  session ;  the  index  Is  only  made  at  the 
close  of  the  session  when  the  volume  is 
published. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— 1  am  asking  for  the 
Commons  Index. 

Hon.  iSx.  BBIQUE— I  have  no  Jurisdiction 
as  far  as  the  Commons  is  concerned.  Our 
debates  committee  Is  merely  for  the  Senate 
and  not  a  joint  committee  for  the  Commons; 
so  that  I  have  no  authority  to  answer 
the  question  with  reference  to  the  Com- 
mons. 

Hon.  Mr..FERGIISON~But  the  chairman 
of  the  Printing  Committee,  by  which  the 
distribution  office  Is  controlled,  has  authority, 
and,  I  think,  It  is  desirable  we  should  be 
furnished  with  these  pro  tern.  Indexes.  I 
never  saw  one  nntll  the  otbet  day.  Tbey 
would  be  useful  In  looking  over  the  debates. 
Many  of  the  members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons have  these  pro  tem.  indexes  which  are 
published  and  use  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAT  (Truro) — I  think  If  hon. 
gentlemen  will  examine  their  boxes  In  the 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


post  office  where  the  revised  debates  are 
they  will  find  the  Indexes  In  that  box. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  never  found 
mine. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY— I  got  mine. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSO^— The  attention  of  the 
committee  has  been  dhrected  to  the  want  of 
a  general  index  whlcb  has  not  been  printed 
since  1900,  and  the  committee  in  their  re- 
port to-day  have  asked  the  concurrence  of 
this  House  as  well  as  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  get  a  general  index  printed.  The 
indexes  are  printed  from  time  to  time,  aad 
there  is  no  reason  why  we  should  not  get 
copies  as  well  as  the  Commons.  We  have 
no  control  over  them  beyrad  the  fact  that 
they  are  printed  at  the  Bureau.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  Is  not  receiving  bis  copies  he 
might  look  and  see  if  they  are  not  with  his 
other  papers. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEEl>— I  do  not  wish 
to  complain,  but  I  should  like  to  ascertaia 
what  officer  of  the  House  is  responsible  for 
the  distribution  of  Bills  and  other  literature 
within  the  chamber  ?  I  would  point  out  that 
there  is  not  to  be  found  at  the  desk  of  any 
hon.  gentleman  a  file  of  the  various  retonu 
which  are  printed  and  brought  down  from 
time  to  time  of  either  the  House  of  Coah 
mons  or  of  the  Senate.  Take,  for  Instance, 
the  Bill  under  consideration  to-day,  tae 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Bill,  X  doubt  if  any 
hon.  gentleman  has  on  bis  desk  or  on  bis 
file  the  various  returns  that  have  been 
brought  down  by  the  government  upon  this 
question.  When  reference  Is  needed,  we 
have  to  send  a  messenger  to  the  distribution 
department,  and,  after  considerable  trouble, 
secure  those  documents.  It  seems  to  me  tiie 
officers  are  not  so  busily  engaged  that  some 
of  them  should  not  be  charged  with  the 
proper  distribution  for  the  convenience  of 
members,  of  all  documents  which  hon.  gen- 
tlemen will  be  called  upon  to  consider  from 
time  to  time.  I  do  not  know  who  Is  respon- 
sible for  It,  but  certainly  every  convenience 
should  be  bad  for  members  to  be  placed  m 
possession  of  all  the  literature  that  is  pre- 
sented to  parliament,  and  they  should  be  oa 
our  fllea.  We  should  not  be  submitted  to 
the  trouble  which  arises  from  time  to  tUse 
In  onr  vain  endeavour  to  obtain  the  docn* 
ments. 
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BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (42)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Spragne's 
Falls  MannZactnrlng  Gompan7t  Limited. 

Bill  (79)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Thomp- 
son River  improTement  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  McHugh.) 

Bill  (119)  An  Act  to  amend 'the  Canada 
Temperance  Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  liOvltt) 

DISMISSAL  OF  LORD  DUNDONALD. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  I  should  like  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  if  be  woald  be  kind 
cnoQKfa  to  give  us  some  Information  in  re- 
ference to  the  Dnndonald-lTisber  incident 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Since  I  answered  the 
qoeation  of  my  hon.  friend  yesterday,  an 
Order  In  ConncU  has  been  approved  by  Uls 
Excellency  as  bon.  gentlemen  know,  and  I 
DOW  place  it  On  the  table.  There  are  otber 
papers  in  connection  with  it  that  were  call- 
ed for  In  the  House  of  (jommous  and  they 
are  now  being  collected  and  printed,  and  at 
the  earliest  possible  time  win  be  brought 
down  to  tblB  chamber  contemporaneonsly 
with  the  Honae  of  Commons.  That  is  the 
correspondence  and  the  varlons  movements 
fn  connection  with  the  controversy  that  arfl 
not  set  forth  in  the  minutes  of  council.  It 
is  ODly  proper  hon.  gentleman  should  be  in 
possession  of  the  papers  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Permit  me  to  ask 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  if  the  Colonial  Office 
win  have  to  i>e  apprised  of  the  action  of 
the  government  before  Lord  Dundonald  is 
relieved  of  his  office  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  Is  not  necessary. 
The  Order  in  Council  has  already  been  com- 
manicated  to  tbe  Earl  of  Dnndonald,  and  be 
has  been  notified  by  the  head  of  the  Militia 
deiiartment  that  he  is  no  longer  an  offlclal 
of  that  department. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Are  there  no  steps  to 
bf  taken  with  the  Colonial  Office  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Nothing  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  will  be  advised. 
A  minute  of  council  will  be  forwarded  to 
tbe  Colonial  OtQce. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Bat  that  has  not 
been  done  yet. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  it  has. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Before 
we  pass  from  this  question,  which  Is  a  some- 
what serious  one,  and  which  seems  to  be  a 
grave  departure  from  tbe  course  pursued  by 
all  governments,  conld  tbe  bon.  gentleman 
Inform  ns  how  and  by  what  antboilty  this 
report  of  the  sub-committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  and  the  adoption  of  it  by  the  Privy 
Council,  found  Its  way  Into  the  newspapers 
before  It  was  laid  before  parliament  ?  If  I 
nndorstand  the  duties  of  a  minister  of  ttke 
Crown,  he  takes  a  very  solemn  obligation 
not  to  divulge  anything  that  takes  place  in 
the  council,  not  even  to  parliament  unless 
with  the  approval  of  the  Oovemw  General. 
Tbe  hon.  gentlonan,  I  think.  Is  as  well  aware 
of  tbe  fact  as  I  am,  and  this  Order  in  Coun- 
cil appears  to  have  been  passed  only  yes- 
terday. It  was  hurried  down  to  the  Gover- 
nor General,  and  we  are  not  informed  in  this 
document  whether  the  Governor  General 
bad  approved  of  It  or  not  But  we  have 
the  action  of  the  Privy  Council.  We  Infer 
from  the  pnbftcation  of  this  document  that 
they  appointed  a  sub-committee  to  considw 
and  report  to  council  the  action  of  Lord 
Dundonald  and  the  speech  which  he  had 
made  in  Montreal.  Tl>at  sub-committee, 
nfter  c'onsldering  the  whole  question,  made 
a  report  to  council.  That  report  was  adopted 
by  council  and  the  first  ttilng  we  learn  of  it 
is,  next  morning,  when  a  copy  of  the  docu- 
ment signed  by  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Conn- 
cil,  Mr.  J.  J.  McGee,  appears  in  the  news- 
papers. It  Is  somewhat  surprising  to  me 
how  that  document  became  public  property 
until  it  had  been  laid  before  parliament  by 
the  authority  of  a  minister  of  the  Crown, 
with  the  permission  of  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral himself.  We  have  this  document  and 
we  have  the  report.  We  have  the  adoption 
of  It  by  the  Privy  Council  and  we  bare  It 
signed  by  the  clerk  of  the  Privy  Council 
and  published  in  tbe  newspapers,  but  there 
is  no  information  given  In  tbe  document 
laid  before  us  as  to  whether  the  Governor 
General  had  approved  of  it  or  not  It  may 
have  been  given  to  the  newspapers,  for 
aught  we  know,  before  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral had  seen  the  report  or  It  may  not  My 
bon.  friend  shakes  his  bead.  I  did  not  say 
it  was,  but  I  say  we  have  np  knowledge  to 
the  contrary.  All  we  have  to  do  Is  to  deal 
with  the  facts  as  they  appear  in  the  news- 
papers and  as  they  are  given  to  us.  t 
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presume  that  ttie  hon.  gentleman  has  had  on 
the  table  of  the  House,  Just  now  the  same 
document  that  Is  published  lo  the  morning 
uev/spapers,  a  certified  copy  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
document  laid  before  parliament  Is  not  certi- 
fied by  anybody,  and,  consequently,  Is  not  ns 
-otQcIal  as  the  report  published  in  the  papers; 
nor  have  we  any  statement  that  the  Govwn- 
or  General  had  approved  of  the  Order  in 
Council-  There  is  no  evidence  in  that  docu- 
ment that  the  GoTemor  General  had  approv- 
ed of  It.  Why  Is  there  not  a  certificate  of 
its  correctness  by  the  clerk  of  the  Privy 
Council?  I  should  like  to  know  how  this 
became  public  but  I  do  not  propose  Just  now 
to  enter  Into  the  merits  of  the  qnestloa. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  minute  of  council 
has  Just  gone  through  the  same  formula  as 
all  other  minutes.  The  subject  was  referred 
to  a  committee  of  council,  and  they  reported 
to  council,  and  the  report  of  tlat  committee 
was  adopted  by  the  council  with  some  modi- 
fications or  changes.  At  the  time  I  spoke 
yesterday  on  the  subject  it  had  not  been 
presented  to  His  Excellency ;  It  was  subse- 
quently presented  to  His  Excellency  and  he 
approved  of  it  and  the  minute  'as  we  now 
have  it  was  appproved  by  His  Excellency. 
It  was  approved  by  His  Excellency  before 
being  given  to  the  press.  It  would  have 
been  very  improper  to  have  given  It  to  the 
press  in  advance  of  that  That  is  perfectly 
clear.  As  to  the  necessity  for  laying  it 
before  parliament  before  giving  it  to  the 
press,  that  rule  Is  not  Invariably  observed. 
There  is  no  reason  why  it  should  be 
observed  unless  it  is  some  document  parlia- 
ment has  specially  asked  for,  that  was  in 
course  of  preparation,  but  the  moment  this 
document  was  approved  by  His  Excellency 
it  was  open  to  the  public  and  no  longer  a 
secret  document  In  any  sense.  Like  any 
other  minute  of  council.  It  could  be  given  to 
the  press.  I  did  not  notice  that  it  was  not 
certified.  In  my  anxiety  to  get  it  to-day  I 
did  not  wait  for  that  proceeding.  There  is, 
as  my  hon.  friend  knows  the  usual  piinted 
document  and  the  certificate  of  the  clerk  of 
the  Privy  Council.  I  notice  that  that  Is 
not  attached.  In  the  hurry  to  get  the  copy 
before  the  Senate  I  did  not  wait  to  have  the 
bead  nor  the  tail  added  to  the  document  but 
Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


nevertheless  it  is  the  minute  of  the  Privy 
Council  ai)proved  by  His  Excellency. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-We 
accept  the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentlemaa 
as  to  the  acceptance  and  approval  of  the 
minute,  but  that  Is  not  the  point  I  desire  ta 
bring  to  the  attention  of  the  House  so 
forcibly  or  clearly.  The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  some  years  ago  an  ordinary  re- 
port of  a  department  was  not  permitted  to 
be  given  to  the  press  or  made  public  until 
It  was  laid  on  the  table  of  parliament  and 
then  he  will  remember  I  dare  say — if  he 
does  not  I  do — of  the  government  havtas 
been  severely  chastised  and  complained  of 
for  giving  a  report  of  one  of  the  depart- 
ments.  say  the  Trade  and  Commerce,  for 
instance,  or  any  of  the  reports  to  the  public 
before  It  was  laid  on  the  tables  df  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  Senate. 

It  was  only  by  a  special  resolution  of  tiie 
House  of  Commons  that  permission  waa 
given  to  the  departments  to  circulate  their 
reports  before  the  meeting  of  parliament  It 
was  su^ested  by  Mr.  Charlton,  who  ar 
gued  in  favour  of  It  In  this  wise,  that  a  vo- 
luminous report  such  as  the  ,Trade  and  Na- 
vigation returns  were  at  that  time,  should 
be  in  the  bands  of  members  of  parliament 
before  the  session  In  order  that  they  might 
deal  Intelligently  with  questions  connected 
with  the  trade  of  the  country.  Permission 
was  given  and  in  that  way  the  reports  have 
been  circulated  to  members  before  tbe 
meeting  of  parliament  But  bere  is  a  docu- 
ment of  a  much  more  Important  and 
serious  character  than  a  departmental  re- 
port. I  must  take  exception  to  tbe 
statement  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
that  It  is  a  usual  thing  to  give  out 
these  documents  to  the  press  before  they 
are  communicated  to  parliament  I  do  not 
say  that  be  is  not  correct  but  I  have  never 
known  in  my  long  experience  in  public  life 
any  such  step  bavlng  been  taken.  We  know 
that  even  In  the  case  of  a  disagreement  wblcb 
leads  to  the  resignation  of  a  member  of  the 
government  he  Is  not  permitted  to  divulge 
what  took  place,  yet  here  we  have  a  docu- 
ment dealing  with  one  of  our  highest  offi- 
cials rushed  into  the  press  before  the  repre- 
sentatives of  tbe  people  know  anythEag 
about  it  It  seems  to  me  It  has  been  doue 
because  of  the  over  anxious  desire  of  tbe 
government  to  throw  a  further  Insult  upoa 
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an  emlneut  military  officer  who  bas  occupied 
a  very  Important  position  in  Canada.  But 
being  a  '  foreigner '  I  suppose  we  must  ac- 
cept It  as  tbe  ordinary  courtesy  and  eti- 
quette which  characterize  the  memhers  ot 
the  present  government  towards  this  *  stran- 
ger.'  I  wUI  give  my  opinion  on  this  docu- 
ment when  the  papers  are  before  the  House. 
If  this  is  to  be  a  precedent,  we  do  not  Iinow 
in  the  future  what  secrets  of  the  govern- 
ment are  to  be  divulged,  or  what  policy  may 
not  be  made  public  if  there  Is  anything  to 
be  gained  by  the  government  in  doing  so. 
I  think  It  la  a  vicious  practice,  contrary  to 
ttte  fundamental  principles  of  responsible 
government,  and  I  should  hold,  and  do  hold 
the  person  "who  gave  tbnt  document  to  the 
press  as  not  only  responsible  but  as  having 
violated  the  solemn  duty  he  owes  to  the 
Crown  and  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  misap- 
prehends the  true  situation.  This  minute  of 
council  Is  in  no  way  different  from  any  other 
of  the  twenty  or  thirty  minutes  of  council 
that  we  pass  at  every  meeting  of  the  cabi- 
net This  Is  not  a  subject  that  parliament 
is  first  entitled  to,  unless  It  happened  to  be 
a  paper  ordered  by  parliament.  Tbe  order 
only  went  into  effect  last  evening  nfter  the 
signature  of  the  Governor  General.  It  was 
then  open  to  the  public  ;  there  was  no  sec-' 
recy  about  It.  The  document  was  open 
to  everybody  from  that  moment  like  every 
minute  of  council.  Once  minutes  of  council 
are  passed  whether  to  remove  offlclnis  or  to 
carry  out  any  other  order  of  the  govern- 
ment, the  moment  they  receive  His  Excel- 
lency's sanction,  they  are  no  longer  private 
—they  are  given  out  without  any  hesitation. 
In  DO  particular  has  there  been  any  devia- 
tion from  the  rule  that  has  existed  for  a 
century,  in  regard  to  this  minute  of  council. 
The  fact  that  Lord  Dnndonald  is  higher 
than  a  colonel  or  major  does  not  alter  the 
principle  of  It.  He  was  an  official  of  tbe 
government  of  Canada,  a  very  high  official 
at  that,  but  it  did  not  alter  the  position  he 
held  in  regard  to  his  removal ;  be  could  be 
removed  at  any  time  by  this  government 
tor  cause. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  am  not  dis- 
cnsshig  that 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— We  can  no  doubt  dis- 
cuss that  with  greater  advantage  when  all 


tbe  papers  are  brought  down.  I  have  given 
Instructions  to  have  them  collected  and 
printed  as  soon  as  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE—It  seems 
to  me  there  are  two  questions  involved— 
what  should  be  done  when  parliament  is 
sitting,  and  what  should  be  done  when  it 
is  not  sitting.  When  the  parliament  is  not 
sitting,  there  is  no  great  harm  In  pub- 
lishing these  Orders  lu  Council,  but  when 
parliament  is  sitting  It  Is  only  right,  and  it 
should  be  so  considered  by  the  government 
to  let  parliament  know  first  any  Important 
Order  in  Council  that  may  be  passed. 

GRAND  TRUNK   PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
SURVHT. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERQUSON— Before  the  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  are  cnlled.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
Secretary  of  State  whether  he  would  be 

kind  enough  to  lay  on  the  table  of  this 
House  the  memornndum  by  the  geographer 
of  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  based  on 
Mr.  Stevens'  surveys  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  and  from  which  my  hon.  friend 
quoted  yesterday,  for  tbe  Information  of 
members. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  will  ask  the  Interior 
Department  to  send  it  over.  I  saw  that  Mr. 
Sifton  had  referred  to  It  In  his  speech  In 
the  House  of  Commons.  It  was  there  I  got 
It 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGl'SON— Sir.  Sifton  nl  the 
same  time  said:  *  I  will  lay  a  copy  of  the 
report  on  the  table  for  the -information  of 
the  House.'  I  presume  lie  did  so.  We  are 
entitled  to  the  same  courtesy. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  will  see  that  It  is 
done. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (C)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew 
William  Mann.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr.  Cobourg). 

Bill  (G)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Jennie 
Davison  Moore.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg). 

BOUNTIES  ON  LEAD  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  Into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  (Bill  127)  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Act  providing  for  the  pay- 
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meat  of  Bounties  on  Lead  contained  in 
Lead-bearing  ores  mined  In  Canada. 

(In  tbe  Committee). 

Hon.  Mr.  TBMPLEMAN-ThIa  BUI,  as  I 
briefly  explained  at  the  second  reading,  is 
simply  to  make  It  clear  that  tbe  bounty 
under  tbe  Act  of  last  session  applies  to  tbe 
fiscal  year  t»eglnning  the  first  of  July  last 
The!  Act,  as  it  will  be  remembered,  was 
passed  at  a  late  hoar  of  last  session,  an|l 
there  Is  some  doubt  as  to  whether  the 
bounty  could  be  paid,  beginning  at  the  end 
of  the  last  fiscal  year.  This  is  simply  to 
niiike  the  fact  clear  that  the  bounty  begins 
at  the  end  of  tbe  last  financial  year  and  con- 
tinue for  five  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)— Is  it  a 
fact  that  tbe  bounty  is  now  paid  on  lead  ore 
mined  or  exported  from  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLE31AN— No  bounty  has 
been  paid  on  any  lead  exported  out  of  the 
country.  I  am  advised  that  the  amount  of 
bounty  earned  by  the  miners  of  British  Col- 
umbia for  ores  mined  and  smelted  in  that 
province  will  amount  for  the  present  flnan- 
cial  year  to  about  $200,000.  That  Is  all  of 
the  present  bounty  that  can  be  absorbed  for 
ore  mined  and  smelted  In  tbe  province. 
Th^e  is  a  request  that  ores  mined  and  con- 
centrated In  the  country  might  for  one  year 
be  permitted  to  be  exported  to  a  limited  ex- 
tent, but  no  action  whatever  has  been  taken 
on  that  request  of  the  mine^owners  of  the 
province. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Do  I 
understand  that  tbe  request  Is  that  a  bounty 
be  paid  on  ores  as  tbey  come  from  the 

mines  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— No.  I  have  seen 
in  the  press  that  application  has  been  made 
to  the  government  to  permit  a  portion  of 
tbe  bounty  to  be  paid  on  ores  mined  and 
concentrated  to  probably  G5  per  cent  lead. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
exported  In  the  concentrate  form. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— And  exported  In 
ihe  concentrates  for  one  year,  as  It  Is  now 
altogether  impossible  for  the  smelters  of 
the  province  to  take  care  of  the  ores  at 
present  mined  In  the  province,  the  smelting 
facilities  being  in  process  of  enlargment  at 
tbe  present  time.  Nothing  has  been  done  in 


respect  to  that  application,  and  consequently 
I  am  safe  in  saying  that  no  t>ounty  has  t>eeD 
paid  on  ores  exported  from  the  province. 
This  Bill  is  simply  explanatory. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)-My  rea- 
son for  asking  tbe  question  I  put  just  now 
Is  that  I  received  yesterday  a  letter  from  a 
gentleman  interested  In  mines  In  Britlsb 
Columbia  stating  that  he  and  the  mioav 
there  were  very  much  pleased  to  see  that 
the  government  had  passed  a  measure  au- 
thorizing a  ttounty  to  be  paid  on  lead  mined 
In  British  Columbia  when  exported  from  tbe 
country.  I  was  rather  surprised,  for  I  had 
not  seen  that  any  action  of  the  kind  had 
been  taken  by  the  government,  and  I  thought 
the  parties  must  have  been  misinformed.  I 
shall  be  In  a  position,  when  replying  to  tbis 
letter,  to  say  that  they  are  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— There  is  no  ques- 
tion, the  proposal  was  made  to  permit  a 
portion  of  the  $500,000  to  be  applied  to  lead 
ores  mined  and  concentrated  in  the  country 
for  twelve  months.  I  understand  from  the 
newspapers  that  the  proposition  has  been 
endorsed  by  tbe  mine-owners  of  British  Co- 
lumbia and  tbe  boards  of  trade  and  other 
influential  bodies.  No  action  whatever  has 
been  taken  In  respect  to  that  application. 
What  action  may  be  taken  in  the  future  I 
am  unable  to  say. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL^-Whlle 
the  policy  of  the  past  government  and  of  tbis 
government  has  been  to  encourage  tbe  re- 
fining of  ores  in  tbis  country,  I  hope  that 
tbe  concession  which  has  been  asked  by  tbe 
miners  will  not  be  acceded  to,  and  for  this 
reason  :  The  bounty  is  to  be  paid  for  tbe 
purpose  of  encouraging  tbe  refining  of  ores 
In  Canada.  If  the  bounty  Is  to  be  extended 
to  ores  that  are  simply  reduced  to  matte, 
and  then  exported,  tbe  refining  will  take 
place  in  tbe  United  States,  and  I  do  not 
think  the  government  ought  to  recognize  a 
principle  of  that  kind.  My  hon.  friend 
says  that  has  not  been  considered  yet  It  Is 
a  question  of  encouraging  industries  In  tbe 
country,  which  Is  the  policy  of  this  govern- 
ment to  a  much  greater  extent  than  it  was 
the  policy  of  tbe  old  government  that  estab- 
lished the  national  policy,  and  who  were 
characterized  as  robbers  and  thieves  for  hav- 
ing adopted  that  policy.  Mon  hon.  friend 
from  Russell  (Hon.  Mr.  Edwards)  nods  his 
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bead  because  he  approves  of  that.  I  have 
only  to  say  fn  reply  to  that  nod,  that  I  hope 
he  will  apply  the  same  epithets  to  the  gen- 
tlemen who  bare  gone  much  further  than 
the  old  Tories  did.  and  that  when  the  ques- 
tion comes  up  he  will  be  no  respecter  of  per- 
soas.  I  should  like  very  much  to  bear  blm 
condemn  the  present  government  in  the 
same  way  he  condemned  na.  He  may  con- 
denm  them,  call  them  legalized  robbers  and 
denoDQce  the  whole  system  as  vicious  in 
principle,  bat  if  the  government  want  bis 
vote  they  con  always  have  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— I  would  consider 
for  whom  I  would  vote,  for  those  who  are 
carrying  out  the  present  policy  or  for  those 
who  advocate  a  much  higher  protective  poll- 
ey.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  I  have  always 
said  It,  that  every  dollar  that  is  taken  from 
the  people  by  protection  is  legalized  theft, 
whoever  does  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  should  think 
my  hon.  friend  would  snpport  a  party  which 
honestly  advocates  protection  rather  than  a 
party  which  denounces  protection  but  carry 
oat  a  protective  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  TBHPLEMAN— My  faon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  (^position  has  not  quite 
appreciated  the  position  Of  the  lead  mining 
indastry.  He  seems  to  be  of  the  opinion  that 
the  bounty  Is  paid  on  lead  refined  In  Can- 
ada and  that  If  we  permit  any  portion  of  the 
matte  to  go  abroad  H  will  be  refined  there. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  bounty  is  paid  to 
leading  mining  and  ameltlng  that  produces 
matte.  There  Is  a  further  process  of  re- 
fining which  separates  the  nfetal  contents  in 
the  matte,  putting  the  sliver  in  one  bar,  the 
lead  ta  another,  and  separaUng  the  gold  and 
copper  also.  That  industry,  I  am  very 
pleased  to  say,  is  being  carried  on  at  the 
town  of  Trail,  In  British  Columbia,  very 
saccessfully  Indeed,  and  we  are  having  there 
to4ay  a  steady  Increase  In  the  electrolytic 
process  of  refining  lead,  sliver  and  copper 
ores,  the  first  successful  application  of  that 
process  to  lead  and  silver  ores  made  any- 
where in  the  world.  The  bounty.  However, 
is  only  paid  on  the  production  of  the  matte. 
Onr  smelter  men  can,  when  they  smelt  tne 
ores  and  produce  the  matte,  ship  that  matte 
ont  of  the  country  to-day,  but  the  Trail 
refinery  handles  Its  full  capacKy,  20  to  25 
tons  a   day   at  the  present   time  and 


the  balance  has  to  be  shipped  out  of 
the  country  for  refining.  There  are  four 
processes,  mining,  concentrating,  smelting 
and  refining.  We  pay  the  bounty  on  the 
third  procesa.  The  application  of  some  of 
the  mine-owners  is  that  \n  the  event  of  a 
portion  of  the  bounty  being  unearned,  it 
may  be  paid  on  matte  exported  to  a  small 
extent  for  one  year  until  the  smelting  faci- 
lities are  increased  to  such  a  capacity  ag  to 
take  care  of  all  the  ores  produced  in  the 
country.  That,  I  understand,  is  tbe  appli- 
cation. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— On  what  do  you 
pay  the  bounty  ?  Is  it  on  one  hundred 
pounds  of  matte,  or  one  hundred  pounds  of 
lead  In  tbe  matte  as  may  be  determined  by 
assay? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMt*I/EMAN— The  bounty  la 
paid  on  the  pure  lead  In  the  ore,  ns  ascer- 
tained by  assay. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Has  the  bounty 
led  to  the  refining  of  this  ore  almost  entirely 
In  Canada  or  does  the  larger  proportion  of 
it  still  go  to  the  United  States  or  other  coun- 
tries to  be  refined  '! 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— The  capacity  Of 
the  only  refinery  we  have  In  Canada  up  to 
the  present  time  Is  twenty  or  twenty-five 
tons  a  day,  and  as  the  output  of  our  mines- 
may  be  twenty-five  to  thirty  thousand  tona 
per  annum,  necessarily  a  considerable  part 
of  tbe  matte  must  go  out  of  tbe  country  to 
be  refined.  The  surjilus  that  we  do  not  re* 
fine  ourselves  Is  refined  outside  of  tlie  coun- 
try. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Bow  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  account  for  the  absence  of 
refijilng  industries  or  plant,  particularly 
where  you  grant  such  an  encouragement  as 
is  embodied  in  the  Bill  ?  If  they  have  the 
raw  materials  on  the  ground.  It  seems  to 
me  it  would  be  natural  to  suppose  a  plant 
should  spring  np  In  that  immediate  vicinity 
for  "the  purpose  of  refining  the  ore. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Quite  true,  and 
hon,  gentlemen  will  remember  that  the  refin- 
ing Industry  In  Canada  Is  of  comparatively 
recent  growth.  Tbe  mining  and  smelting  pro- 
cesses are  carried  on  extensively.  Just  as  tbey 
mine  and  smelt  tbe  nickel  ore  at  Sudbury 
and  put  It  in  tbe  shape  of  matte  and 
send  it  to  the  United  States  for  refining 
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purposes.  The  refining  Industry  started  a 
few  years  ago  to  experiment  with  what  Is 
known  as  the  electrolytic  process.  It  was 
carried  on  by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
people,  and  Mr.  Eldridge,  the  manager,  has 
successfully  demonstrated  that  the  minerals 
^lay  be  economically  separated  by  that  pro- 
cess. They  produce  absolutely  pure  lead 
by  that  process,  and  are  now  rapidly  In- 
crensing  the  capacity  of  that  refinery.  It 
■was  experimental  at  first,  and,  I  understand, 
they  purpose  extending  It  In  the  near  fu- 
ture. I  have  information  to  the  effect  tliat 
the  refinery  in  British  Columbia  Is  to-day 
putting  in  a  plant  for  the  manufacturing  of 
lend  pipe  of  all  Tarleties.  The  capacity  of 
the  plant  will  meet  the  consumption  in 
Canada  of  all  classes  of  lead  pipe,  and 
in  the  course  of  a  month  or  two,  all  tlie 
lead  pipe  required  in  Canada  will  be  made 
at  the  refinery,  because  they  can  ship  it  to 
the  eastern  market  Just  as  cheaply  as  the 
I)lj;  lead.  Thus,  by  the  paying  of  this 
ttouuty  we  have  had  a  rapid  Increase  iu  the 
development  of  mining  and  smelting  in  the 
country.  It  requires  some  months  to  get 
closed  up  mines  reopened  and  started  again. 
The  bounty  Act  was  passed  in  October  Inst, 
and  It  Is  only  from  that  time  that  the  effect 
of  the  bounty  can  be  dated.  But  Its  effect 
has  been  beneficial  Indeed.  The  refinery 
Is  increasing  its  capacity  and  the  manofac- 
tuirlng  of  lead  pipe  which  was  never  at- 
tempted m  Canada  before,  will  be  carried  on. 
Ill  the  course  of  a  month  or  two  every 
Inch  of  lead  pipe  used  In  Canada  will  be 
made  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Why  does  the 
government  not  convert  that  bounty  into 
a  duty  1 

Hon.  Mr.  TEBIPLE  MAN— That  would 
'  open  up  a  large  que.stlon.  You  can  put  on  all 
the  duty  you  Ulte,  and  it  would  not  have 
the  same  effect.  One-half  of  the  lead  w'ould 
have  to  be  shipped  abroad.  We  can  pro- 
duce, without  the  opening  up  of  any  new 
mine,  double  the  amount  of  lead  that  Is 
used  for  all  purposes  in  Canada  by  simply 
extracting  the  ores  from  the  mines  at  pre- 
sent developed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— The  producers 
asked  for  a  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— They  asked  for 
a  duty  at  first,  but  I  do  not  think  there  is 
Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN. 


a  mine-ownw  in  British  Columbia  who  does 
not  approve  of  the  bounty  system. 

Hon.  Ur.  FERGUSON-If  half  of  the 
lead  goes  out  of  the  country  fn  the  concen- 
trated form,  and  a  very  large  proiwrtlon  Is 

shipped  as  ore,  that  does  not  indicate  the 
good  effect  of  the  bounty.  My  hon.  friend 
thinks  the  good  effect  is  coming,  and  that 
the  lead  mining  industry  will  receive  ao 
Impetus  in  the  future but  If  It  be  a  fact 
that  we  produce  vastly  more  lead  In  Cao- 
ada  than  Is  required  for  our  own  use  In  the 
country,  I  think  it  iB  all  the  greater  reason 
why  we  should  have  Imposed  a  duty  in 
place  of  having  recourse  to  a  bounty.  Had  we 
done  that,  there  would  be  no  danger  of  the 
consumers  In  Canada  b^ing  mulcted  witb 
too  high  prices,  because  there  was  such  a 
surplus  of  Canadian  lead  that  there  would 
have  been  competition  amongst  our  own 
people  in  supplying  it,  and  If  that  bad  beeo 
the  remedy  supplied,  I  am  certain  we  wonld 
not  have  to  wait  long.  If  we  would  even 
have  to  be  waiting  up  to  this  time,  to  have 
brought  about  this  state  of  affairs  when  all 
*he  lead  produced  In  Canada  would  be  re- 
fined In  our  own  country. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

Hod,  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN  moved  the  tfahd 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreecl  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

CRIMINAL  CODE  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  (Bill  86)  an  Act  to 

amend  the  Criminal  Code,  1892,  respecting 
the  punishment  of  Fradulent  Debtors. 

(In  the  Committee). 

On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON— I  sbonld  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who 

has  charge  of  this  Bill  to  this  point  It 
would  seem  to  me  that  the  principle  of  tbis 
Bill  is  perfectly  right  I  do  not  see  any 
reason  why  a  person  doing  business  and  can- 
not show  that  the  failure  to  produce  hooka 
or  to  keep  txwks  properly  was  not  due  to  an 
lutentlon  to  defraud  his  creditors  should  not 
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be  liable  under  the  provisions  of  tlie  Criml- 
iwl  Code  ;  but  I  do  not  know  why  we  should 
draw  the  limit  at  $1,000.  A  smaller  amount 
than  that  I  should  think,  ought  to  bring  the 
merchant  whose  business  was  found  in  an 
insolTent  condition  under  the  penalty  of  the 
law.  And  the  absence  of  these  books  must 
embrace  a  period  of  fire  years ;  that  la ' 
allowing  the  small  dealers,  who  are,  perhaps, 
the  most  liable  to  do  wrong  In  this  respect  , 
to  escape  altogether  unpunished,  and  It  will 
only  reach  the  larger  class  of  dealers. 

Hon.  Mr.  DEIQUE— I  must  call  attention 
to  this  fact :  that  this  Bill  was  passed  last  | 
session  by  the  Senate  In  its  present  shape, 
bnt  it  was  at  the  end  of  the  session  and  too 
late  to  be  taken  up  by  the  House  of  Cora-  • 
moas.    Now,  the  House  of  Commons  have  ' 
taken  up  the  Bill  in  exactly  the  shape  it  wns 
passed  by  the  Senate  last  year  and  It  bns 
been  sent  to  this  House.    As  far  as  thu 
thonsand  dollar  proTlsIon  is  concerned,  1 
think  the  bon.  gentleman  last  year  made  u 
remark  to  the  same  effect  as  he  has  to-day.  j 
We  must,  of  course,  settle  upon  an  amount  j 
of  some  kind,  and  we  thought  that  last  yenr  | 
{ItOOO  would  be  a  fair  amount-   People  were  | 
carrying  very  small  business,  business  which  j 
does  not  InTOlve  a  credit  to  an  amount  of 
11,000,  and  it  ml^t  be  hard  on  them  to 
expect  that  tb^  would  have  to  go  to  the 
expense  of  keeping  books,  and  we  thought 
that  fl,000  would  be  a  fair  amount  to  men- 
Qon  In  the  BUI.   I  am  speaking  from  recol- 
lection.   I  drafted  the  Bill  last  year,  and 
it  ^\'iis  borrowed  from  the  Imperial  Act 
wblch  has  been  on  the  statute-book  a  great 
many  years,  and,  speaking  from  recollection, 
1  think  the  amount  under  the  Imperial  Act 
was  larger  than  $1,000.  I  hare  in  mind  that 
it  was  $3,000.   As  far  as  the  five  year  pro- 
TlalMi  Is  concerned.  If  the  Bill  passes,  it  will 
compel  the  trader  to  show  that  he  has  kept 
books  for  five  years,  and  of  course  It  is  more 
difficult  than  if  he  had  only  to  show  he  had 
kept  books  for  a  year.    He  Is  bound  to 
show  he  has  kept  books  for  a  reasonable 
period  before  his  failure,  so  as  to  be  able  to 
Justify  for  the  losses  which  his  creditors  are 
called  upon  to  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHIDBZ)— I  cannot  quite 
appreciate  the  five  year  clause  or  the  ab- 
unee  of  keeping  books.  It  see^s  to  me  the 
greatest  frauds  in  mercantile  business  are 
those  perpetrated  nnder  an  elaborate  system 


of  books.  I  recall  the  Wbltaker  Wright 
frauds  in  London,  in  which  the  most  elab- 
orate books  were  kept  I  cannot  apprec- 
i  itt'  the  viilue  of  books  being  kept  for 
Are  years,  or  any  particular  time.  It  seems 
to  me  If  the  debtor  cannot  satisfactorily 
expiaiu  what  has  become  of  his  estate. 
It  should  be  within  the  discretion  of  the 
(■(Hilt  to  say  whether  a  fi'iiud  lias  been 
perpetrated  upon  the  creditors  or  not ;  bnt 
u.^-  .iioiit  fr.iuduient  debtor  can  appear 
before  the  court  and  snbmlt  his  books  and 
no  matter  how  enormous  the  fraud  may  be 
be  can  say :  I  do  not  .come  within  the 
clause  because  here  Is  the  elaborate  set 
of  books  which  I  have  kept  for  tlve  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— The  bon.  gentleman 
will  agree  with  me  that  this  is  not  Intended 
to  relieve  a  debtor  who  lias  occupied  the 
position  which  has  been  stated  by  him. 
It  is  providing  an  aLdltioual  remedy  against 
such  debtor,  and  last  year  when  I  introduced 
this  Bill  I  caJieu  the  attention  of  this  hon- 
ourable House  to  the  fact  that  this  law  has 
been  asked  for  by  boards  of  trade  through- 
out the  whole  Dominion.  I  mentioned  the 
names.  It  has  been  asked  for  by  the  Board 
of  Trade  of  Montreal,  by  the  Gbamber  of 
Commerce  of  Uontreal  and  by  one  hundred 
other  boards  of  trade,  In  fact.  In  all  other 
parts  of  the  Dominion.  It  Is  deemed  by  - 
mercantile  men  that  this  law  Is  very  much 
needed.  They  meet  with  debtors  who  have 
kept  no  books  at  all,  and  it  Is  Incumbent 
upon  them  In  order  to  punish  the  debtor, 
as  the  law  now  stands  upon  the  statnte-book 
to  prove  that  he  has  embezzled  money  or 
committed  fraud,  and  if  he  has  kept  no 
books  It  Is  very  difficult  to  follow  him  up. 
With  this  provision  on  the  statnte-book, 
and  with  the  guarantee  that  the  mercantile 
man  will  keep  books.  It  will  be  much  easier 
than  it  has  been  In  the  past  to  follow  up 
the  transactions  of  such  a  man. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOITOHBBD— The  reason  I  feel 
disposed  to  criticise  it  Is  that  you  artitlciaily 
create  a  crime  out  of  a  man's  negligance. 
It  may  not  be  wilful,  because  he  may  not 
be  able  to  keep  books,  but  you  make  a 
man's  negligence  In  the  matter  of  keeping 
books  a  period  of  years  a  crime.  Frauds 
are  Just  as  rarlons  as  the  vagaries  of  the 
human  mind.    It  Is  utterly  impossible  to 
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lay  down  prlndples  on  vhlcb  jon  could 
decide  wbat  constituted  frand  In  every  case 
and  in  that  respect  ttae  le^latlon  may 
be  somewhat  pernicious.  There  may  be  no 
criminal  animus  on  be  part  of  the  debtor. 
He  may  be  unfortunate,  and  yet»  owing  to 
ttae  bare  fact  of  tals  not  havlnf  kept  booka, 
you  say  according  to  law  that  he  has  com- 
mltted  a  crime.  There  may  be  an  otter 
absence  of  fraud.  He  may  have  no  Inten- 
tion of  defrauding  his  creditors,  and  I  pre- 
sume in  that  way  you  eliminate  the  power 
or  discretion  of  the  court  to  deal  with  each 
case  of  fraud  upon  ttae  facts  attending  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— The  hon.  gentleman 
win  bear  In  mind  that  this  law  does  not 
introduce  a  new  principle.  As  I  have 
already  stated,  this  law  has  been  on  tlie 
statute-books  of  England  for  over  twenty 
years,  and  on  the  statute-book  of  France 
for  a  great  many  years,  therefore  we  are 
following  the  example  of  two  countries 
which,  as  a  rule  have  good  legislation.  It 
is  Dot  only  by  reason  that  he  has  failed 
to  keep  books  that  he  will  be  liable  to  be 
condemned.  This  Is  auotber  remedy— unless 
tae  be  able  to  aconnt  for  tals  losses  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  court  or  in6ge  and  to 
show  ihat  the  absence  of  such  books  was 
not  Intended  to  defraud  his  creditors,  and 
I  think  it  is  but  reasonable.  Men  who  do 
business  witli  other  people's  money  shonid 
place  themselres  In  a  position  to  be  able 
to  account  for  the  money,  and  it  is  but 
reasonable  to  exact  that  that  should  be  done 
and  If  they  do  not  place  themselves  in  a 
position  to  do  so,  it  is  not  right  to  punish 
ttaem  as  being  guilty  or  fraud. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.>— I  should 
be  disposed  to  strike  out  ttae  words  'five 
years '  from  that  clause  altogether.  I 
would  not  put  in  the  time  at  all.    If  It  is 

to  be  made  a  criminal  offence  that  a  mer- 
chant is  not  able  to  pay  his  creditors,  it 
8hould*be  so  whether  he  has  kept  books 
or  not.  In  my  early  life  I  knew  a  man 
who  was  in  business  for  quite  a  number  of 
years,  and  did  rather  an  extensive  trade  on 
credit,  wtth  a  great  many  people,  and 
never  kept  a  book  and  could  not  write  his 
name  If  tae  was  required  to  do  tio.  He  kept 
bis  accounts  in  his  bead,  and  was  able  to 
settle  with  all  the  people  who  bad  dealings 
with  him,  and  that  business  went  on  for 
Hon.  Mr.  LODGIIEBO. 


quite  a  number  of  years  and  was  closed 
up  to  the  satisfaction  of  every  one.  I  am 
aware  that  he  did  business  to  an  extent 
of  much  over  ^1.000. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEB-^  quite  concur  u  the 
desirability  of  passing  a  Bill  of  this  Und, 
but  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  geotlenuui 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  whether  It  Is 
worded  exactly  the  same  as  the  Eogllgli 
Act  to  which  he  refers,  is  worded. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQtlE — I  am  quite  sure  that 
1  did  compare  It,  but  I  have  not  compared 
It  since  last  year.  From  recollection  I  am 
sure  It  is  ttae  substance  of  the  English  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — ^Tbe  reason  I  ask  Is 
this,  that  the  words  '  for  five  years  next 
before  such  inability '  can  t>e  construed  In 
two  ways.  It  may  be  the  trader  would 
bring  himself  under  the  law  if  he  bad  not 
continuously,  during  the  five  years,  kept 
these  books  ;  or  It  might  be  If  he  had  not 
at  some  time  during  the  dve  years  kept 
the  books.  I  think  It  would  be  desbrable 
to  make  that  clear.  If  the  hon.  gentlemso 
who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  looks  carefully 
at  It  he  will  see  it  Is  capable  of  these  two 
constructions.  It  may  be  that  be  has  not 
for  five  years  continuously  kept  books  or 
that  tae  taas  not  for  some  time.  It  Is  de- 
sirable that  the  meaning  should  be  made 
clear,  and  If  ttae  contention  Is  that  he  tats 
continuously  kept  the  books,  I  think  ttae 
period  of  five  years  Is  too  long. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— These  points  were 
raised  and  discussed  last  year,  I  think  the 
meaning  of  the  clause  Is  that  he  shall  bare 

kept  bo(^s  continuously  during  the  five 
years  previous  to  his  insolvency,  and  I 
know  from  recollection  that  it  Is  founded 
on  the  English  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUKAND  from  the  com- 
mittee reported  ttae  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  moved  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  \,62)  An  Act  respecting  the  Essex 
Terminal  Railway  Company.-<Hon.  Mr. 
Casgraln,  Windsor). 
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Bill  (78)  An  Act  respectlDg  the  Ottawa 
Klver  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Dom- 
Tllle). 

NEW  SENATOR. 

The  Hon.  Mr.  Hswixr  Bostock,  ot  Jbt.C.. 
was  Introduced  to  tbe  Senate  and  took 
his  seat 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Thurtday,  June  16,  190k. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Ohalr  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (16)  An  Act  respecting  certain  patents 
of  the  Canadian  General  Electric  Company, 
Limited,  and  others. — (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Bill  (109)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Mont- 
real, NIpIssIng  and  Georgian  Bay  Railway 
Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

Bill  (27)  An  Act  respecting  the  Real  Estate 
Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Company,  as 
amended. — (Hon.  Mr.  Ca^ain,  de  Lanan- 
di^re.) 

Bill  (69)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Mon- 
arch Life  Assurance  Company,  as  amended. 
-KHon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobonrg.) 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  INSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY  INVESTIGATION. 

POURTH  REPORT  OF  THB  SELECT  COU- 

urrTEB. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX)RAN,  from  the  .^lect  Com- 
mittee, appointed  to  Investigate  the  posi- 
tion in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Besorve  Fund 
Life  Association  of  New  York,  presented  a 
fourth  report,  recommending  that  the 
quorum  be  reduced  to  five  members.  He 
said:  As  a  matter  of- fact,  we  find  It  difficult 
to  get  a  quorum  of  ten,  and  the  committee 
think  it  advisable  to  ask  the  House  for  per- 
mission to  reduce  the  quorum  to  five.  It 
will  mean  that  the  Investigation  can  go  on 
whether  there  are  five,  fifteen  or  twenty 
members  of  the  committee  present.  It  is 
necessary  that  tbe  motion  should  pass  at 
once,  as  the  committee  Is  sitting  dally. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— In  connection  with 
the  report,  I  beg  to  move  that  the  evidence 
taken  before  tbe  committee  be  printed  and 
distributed  to  the  members  of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  it  was  de- 
cided that  this  evidence  should  be  printed 
in  our  votes  and  proceedings.  The  House 
acquiesced  In  that  demand  when  we  made  It 
some  three  days  ago,  and  It  was  understood 
that  tbe  evidence  would  be  published  as  an 
appendix  to  our  minutes,  so  that  all  mem- 
bers of  the  House  would  have  an  opportu- 
nity to  read  It.  I  do  not  know  If  further 
orders  were  given. 

Bon.  Mr.  CLORAN— This  request  Is  made 
for  tbe  reason  that  if  tbe  evidence  goes  Into 
the  minutes  of  tbe  House,  It  will  make  a 
bulky  document — 50  or  60  pages  a  day.  If 
It  Is  printed  independently  and  distributed 
among  the  members  of  tbe  Houae^It  will 
serve  the  purpose.  The  intention  wag  to 
have  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Wells  and  Mr. 
Eidrldge  printed  In  tbe  minutes,  but  no 
order  has  been  given  with  respect  to  the 
evidence  I  am  now  si)eaklng  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  the  better  way 
would  be  to  print  it  independently,  because 
it  might  delay  the  issue  of  tbe  Votes  and 
Proceedings.  It  requires  a  motion  from  tbe 
chahrman  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  made  that 

motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  give  instructions 
to  give  It  priority  over  the  other  work,  so 
as  to  get  the  report  as  promptly  as  possible. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

RIO    JANEIRO    LIGHT    AND  POWER 
COMPANY,  LIMITED,  BILL. 

PETITION  RECEIVED. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  presented  a 
petition  praying  for  leave  to  present  the 
petition  of  the  Rio  Janlero  Light  and  Power 
Company,  Limited,  for  an  Act  of  Incorpora- 
tion. 

Tbe  petition  was  read  at  length  at  tbe 
table. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  rose  to  pres- 
ent tbe  petition  of  tbe  company  for  an  Act 
of  Incorporation. 
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HoQ.  Mr.  LANDRY — Is  there  no  proceed- 
ing to  intervene  between  the  reading  of  the 
first  petition  and  the  presentation  of  the 
second  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  KERR  (Toronto)— I  apprehend 
this  petition  will  now  go  to  the  Standing 
Orders  Committee  to  be  reported  upon.  The 
first  petition  I  presented  showed  that  the 
notice  was  short. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— B7  the  first  petition 
the  petitioners  asked  leave  of  this  House  to 
present  a  petition.  Is  that  first  petition  ac- 
ceded to  ?  What  Is  to  be  done  to  have  that 
permission  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKENZIB  BOWELL— A  mo- 
tion should  pB  made  that  the  pny&c  of  the 
first  petition  be  granted. 

The  SPEAKER— The  usual  practice  Is 
that  the  petition  lor  leave  to  present  a  peti- 
tion is  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  that  case  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  not  present  his  second  peti- 
tion now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  move  that 
the  petition  be  received.  A  similar  petition 
was  presented  in  the  House  of  Commons 
and  leave  was  grunted  to  the  petitioners  to 
present  a  petition-  for  a  Bill.  So  I  appre- 
hend there  will  be  no  objection  to  granting 
the  prayer  of  this  petition. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  second 
petition  was  presented. 

THE  MARTEL*LO  TOWER  AT  QUEBEC. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  : 

1.  Does  the  governtDent  know  that  one  of  the 
Martello  towers  at  Quebec,  the  one  which  stands 
on  the  historic  grouiul  where,  on  the  X3th  of 
September,  1759,  the  battle  known  under  the 
name  of  the  battle  of  the  Plaine  of  Abraham 
took  place,  Is  now  used  as  a  pedestal  for  a  large 
tub  for  the  accommodation  of  the  Ross  Rifle 
Uanutacturing  Ccnnpanr  ? 

2.  Has  the  government  ever  given  Its  autho- 
ritv  for  such  a  use  of  military  properties  for 
Industrial  purposes  ? 

3.  Were  the  military  authorities  consulted 
upon  this  subject,  and  is  It  also  with  their 
knowledge  and  with  thefr  approval  that  this 
part  of  the  fortifications  of  Quebec  has  been 
granted  or  leased  to  the  Ross  Rifle  Company, 
and  that  the  very  roof  of  the  tower  has  heed 
pierced  in  order  to  permit  the  construction  of 
the  carpentry  which  serves  as  a  base  for  the 
tub  in  question  ? 

4.  When  w<as  tbta  permission  given  T 

Hon.  Hr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


6.  Upon  what  conditions  and  for  what  lengtb 
of  limo  ? 

6.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  was  the  consent  of  tile 
mayor  of  Quebrc  sttked  for  beforehand,  and 
was  It  obtained  ? 

7.  Is  It  the  Intention  of  the  government  to 
cause  this  addition  10  the  Uartello  tower  to 
disappear  as  soon  as  possible  ? 

8.  Is  it  equally  the  Intention  ot  the  gorem- 
meat  to  withdraw  the  use  of  these  historic 
towers  from  the  industrial  operations  of  a  pri- 
vate company,  and  to  preserve  intact  towers 
which  are  an  ornament  for  the  old  city  of 
Quebec  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answers  are  ai 
follows  : 

1.  The  government  Is  aware  that  a  taiiii 
has  been  erected  on  the  Martello  tower. 

2.  No  special  authority*  but  the  land  is 
under  lease. 

8.  No. 

4.  No  special  permission. 

5.  The  lease  to  the  Ross  Rifle  Company  is 

for  nlnety-nlne  years. 

6.  Yes. 

7.  The  matter  will  be  considered. 

8.  The  matter  will  be  considered. 

THE  PEAT  FUEL  INDUSTRY. 
INQUIRY, 

Hon.  Mr.  McMullen  inquired  : 

In  view  of  the  dependence  of  a  large  part  ot 
Canada  upon  a  foreign  country  for  its  fuel 
supply,  as  demonstrated  by  the  recent  fuel 
famine,  to  it  the  Intention  of  the  government  to 
take  meuuires  to  encourage  the  peat  fuel  in* 
dustrr  T 

2.  U  so.  In  what  form  T 

Hon.  Mt.  SCOTT— The  matter  Is  under 
consideration  of  the  governmeuL  No  an- 
swer can  be  given  at  present 

NATIONAL  TRANSCONTINENTAL  RAIL- 
WAY ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READINQ. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  motioa 
for  second  reading  (BUI  72)  An  Act  to  amend 
the  National  Transcontinental  Railway  AcL— 
(Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell). 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Before  the  lion, 
gentleman  from  Belleville  proceeds,  I  should 
like  to  ai^  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  If  he 
has  the  mem  o.  which  was  to  be  procured  for 
the  nse  of  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  not  able  to  see 
Mr.  Slfton  to-day.  I  do  not  know  where  he 
Is.  The  memo.  Is  quoted  in  Mr.  Sifton'a 
speech  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FfiEGUSON— Only  partly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  very  sorry  I  coald 
not  get  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  was  laid  on  the 
table  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  tbe 
Senate  should  be  similarly  treated. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  we  send  for  It  they 

may  be  able  to  let  ns  hare  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^It  la 
anfortunate  that  we  have  not  this  report  be- 
fore us,  if  it  would  cast  any  light  on  the  char- 
acter of  the  country  through  which  the  road 
Is  ro  pass.  Whether  it  be  short  or  long  It 
woQld  be  impossible  for  me  to  make  any  com- 
ment on  It  during  the  time  I  am  expected  to 
occupy  tbe  attention  of  the  House  on  this 
subject  For  that  reason  It  is  a  pity  It  had 
not  been  laid  on  the  table  as  It  might  have 
changed,  to  a  certain  extent  the  remarks 
which  I  shall  feel  it  incambent  on  me  to 
make.  Howeva*,  as  it  is  not  here  we  sbalF 
bare  to  wait  until  the  hon.  gentleman  can 
procure  it  or  a  c<^y  of  It  in  order  that  those 
who  may  follow  me  In  this  debate  may  have 
the  advantage  of  tbe  information  which  It 
contains.  , 

I  feel  somewhat  diffident — I  dare  say  that 
remark  will  create  «  smile  In  tbe  minds  of 
some— In  addressing  the  House  on  this  snb* 
Ject  and  for  this  reason :  there  baa  been 
80  much  said  about  It  on  both  sides,  in  par- 
liament last  year,  and  In  tbe  public  press, 
that  It  would  be  scarcely  possible  for  me  to 
advance  any  new  ideas  upon  the  subject 
Still,  in  order  that  the  opinion  of  senators 
may  be  placed  upon  record,  I  deem  it  my 
doty  to  give  the  views  which  I  entertain, 
and  which,  I  think,  are  entertained  by  a 
large  number  of  the  people  of  Canada  on 
this  subject  I  must  compliment  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  on  the  mild  and  gentle 
manner  In  which  be  approached  this  sub- 
ject during  big  speech  of  one  hour  and  one- 
half.  One  would  be  lead  to  believe  from 
the  manner  in  which  he  treated  the  subject 
that  his  heart  was  not  In  It.  He  did  not 
throw  that  life,  energy  and  vigour  Into  the 
discasaiOQ  of  so  Important  a  subject  as  this, 
that  would  lead  those  who  listened  to  him 
to  the  conclusion  that  he  really  had  a  con- 
sdentlons  conviction  of  tbe  propriety  of 
going  on  so  prematurely  with  an  under- 
taking of  sneh  a  gigantic  character.  I  have 
26 


not  so  much  fault  to  And  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman for  what  he  did  say  In  his  ^eech  as 
for  what  he  left  unsaid.  He  made  no  re- 
ference whatever  to  that  portion  of  the  line 
to  which  very  strong  objections  have  been 
taken,  and,  certainly,  which  the  Grand  Trnnk 
Railway  Company,  as  it  exists  to-day,  have 
no  desire  to  hare  anything  to  do  witti,  that 
is  the  road'  from  Quebec  to  Moncton.  Per- 
haps It  was  Just  as  well  that  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman did  not  refer  to  that  as  he  might 
have  found  some  dlfllcnlty  in  defending  the 
construction  of  a  portion  of  the  road  which 
is  to  all  Intents  and  purposes  to  parallel  the 
line  already  owned  by  tbe  government  It 
Is  true  that  we  have  a  very  favourable  and 
glowing  account  of  tbe  prosperity  of  the 
country,  in  which  we  all  rejoice.  He  also 
advanced  a  very  singular  argument  In  con- 
nection with  the  cost  of  the  road.  He  im- 
pressed upon  the  minds  of  hon.  senators,  to 
as  full  an  extent  as  he  could,  that  the  moun- 
tain section  of  tbe  road  would  be  construct- 
ed for  a  much  less  sum  than  any  calculation 
which  has  been  made,  or  which  experience 
tells  us  a  road  of  that  character  can  be  built 
for. 

Then,  in  order  to  leave  the  impression 
upon  tbe  minds  of  those  who  listened  to 
him  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Padflc,  Instead 
of  getting  concessions  which  are  to  be  made 
under  this  Bill  and  the  greater  responsibility 
which  would  fall  upon  the  shoulders  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Company  In  Its  endorsatlons 
of  the  bonds  and  guarantees.  If  the  road 
across  the  prairie  sectron  should  cost  a  much 
larger  sum  than  has  been  contemplated  by 
any  one  who  has  ever  made  any  calculation, 
those  sections  of  the  road  In  tbe  mountain 
which  are  to  be  guaranteed  to  three-fourths 
of  tbe  total  expense  by  the  government  are 
represented  to  be  comparatively  small — oniy 
ten  thousand  dollars  per  mile  more  than  a 
sum  which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  contends  will 
have  to  be  spent  upon  tbe  prairie  section  or 
to  that  amount  plus  that  which  Is  guaranteed 
by  the  government  upon  the  prairie  section. 
However,  the  hon.  gentleman  may  have 
thought  possibly,  In  advancing  arguments 
of  that  kind  that  there  was  no  one  on  this 
side  of  the  House  or  even  on  his  own  side 
of  the  House  to  draw  the  conclnsious  which 
I  have  drawn  ttom  his  utterances  on  this 
point.  I  shall  leave  other  portions  of  the 
hon.  gentleman's  remarks  to  those  who  may 
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follow  me,  and  coniflne  mygelf  as  nearly  as 
IHWslble  to  the  position  In  which  the  coan- 
try  finds  Itself  at  the  present  moment  We 
remember  distinctly  at  the  last  session  ot 
parliament,  when  this  question  was  first 
mooted  by  the  premlw,  that  he  advanced 
as  reasons  why  the  road  should  be  proceed- 
ed with  immediately,  without  waiting  for 
surveys  of  those  portions  of  the  road  of 
which  no  one  had  any  l£nowledge,  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  in  the  Interrats  of 
the  company  that  the  work  should  be  com- 
menced immediately  ;  tbey  could  not  possi- 
bly wait  until  the  proper  surveys  had  been 
made.  One  of  the  reasons  that  he  gave  was 
that  there  was  a  danger  that  the  bonding 
system  which  exists  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada  would  be  abrogated,  and 
if  abrogated  there  would  be  no  means  of 
reaching  ttte  Northwest  Terrttories  with 
the  trade  which  must  flow  in  there  from  the 
east  and  west  A  year  has  rolled  by  and 
fortunately  there  hag  been  no  abrogation  of 
the  bonding  system  by  the  United  States. 
Our  trade  relations  with  tbe  States  are 
going  on  as  peacefully  as  tbey  ever  did,  and 
to  those  who  have  given  any  thought  to  the 
subject  yfe  must  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  Is  an  absurd — if  I  may  use  that  expres- 
sion— an  absurd  argument  to  advance  In 
favour  of  tbe  premature  construction  of  this 
road  that  the  bonding  system  which  is  of 
such  great  advantage  commercially  and  pe- 
cuniarily to  tbe  United  States  will  ever,  un- 
less war  Is  declared  between  the  two  na- 
tions, be  annuled.  The  United  States  are 
not  disposed  to  abrogate  any  understanding 
that  «cl8ts  between  their  neighbours  or 
foreign  countries  If  it  Is  going  to  injure  the 
trade  of  their  own  people.  Another  argu- 
ment that  was  stroi^ly  advanced,  not  only 
by  the  premier  but  by  an  bon.  gentleman  in 
.  this  House,  was  that  It  was  necessary  to 
construct  this  road  in  order  that  we  might 
be  able  to  reach  the  Northwest  Territories 
with  troops  and  munltloDS  of  war  in  case  of 
trouble  with  countries  to  the  east  or 
south.  I  am  sure  we  all  rejoice  at  tbe  fact 
that  we  are  living  in  the  same  peace- 
ful condition  that  we  were  when  these  pre- 
dictions were  made,  and  those  who 
know  anything  of  the  geography  of  the  Do- 
mloion  must  feel  that  this  road  if  constructed 
for  a  stragetlc  purpose  would  be  utterly 
valueless  and  useless.  Why  was  the  inter- 
Hon.  £ir  MACKBNZIB  BOWELIi. 


colonial  Railway  constructed  along  the  gontti 
shore  of  the  St  Lawrence  river  ?  Those  wbo 
l£now  anything  of  the  history  "bf  the  coun- 
try are  aware  that  ttie  British  government 
insisted  upon  the  road  takii^  tbe  northern 
route  in  order  to  be  as  far  away  from  the 
United  States  frontier  as  pmslble.  Had  the 
will  and  tbe  wishes  of  tbe  Canadian  people  at 
that  time  been  carried  out  which  was 
strongly  advocated  by  the  late  Sir  Leonard 
Tllley  and  others,  particularly  In  the  pro- 
vince of  New  Brunswick,  the  road  would 
have  been  built  by  t&e  valley  of  the  Ulver 
St  John  and  not  where  it  Is  located  now. 
That  notthern  ronte  was  selected  for  tiie  ex- 
press purpose  of  accomplishing  that  which 
an  hon.  senator  of   this   House   and  the 
Premier  advanced  as  a  reason  why  this 
transco'ntl Dental  railway   should   be  bant, 
though  the  eastern  section  from  Quebec  to 
Moncton  must  necessarily  run  very  close  to 
the  borders  of  the  United  States,  and  there- 
fore for  military  purposes  would  be  utterly 
useless.   We  are  living  peacefully  with  our 
neighbours,  and  I  hope  we  will  long  continue 
to  do  so,  and  that  neither  of  these  roads  will 
ever   be   required   for   military  purposes. 
Therefore  If  the  road  is  built  at  all  let  it  be 
built  where  It  will  be  of  some  use.  to  tbe 
country  and  can  be  utilized  for  the  puq»oin 
for  which  its  construction  has  been  advo- 
cated.  But  apart  altogether  from  the  rea- 
sons advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  there 
were  other  reasons  equally  weak  as  the  ones 
to  which  I  have  referred  but  which  I  shall 
pass  over  for  the  present  moment  The 
great  argument  advanced  at  that  time  was 
the  absolute  necessity  for  proceeding  at 
once,  and  members  of  the  Senate  will  re- 
member how  ministeTs  boasted  tnat  provi- 
sion was  made  In  tffe  cdntract,  and  tbe  con- 
ditions were  such,  that  It  was  impossible  for 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  to  set 
the  agreement  aside  ;  that  they  would  be 
compelled  to  go  on.    Let  us  see  what  tbe 
premier  said  upon  the  question  of  the  secur- 
ity which  the  government  had  for  the  com- 
mencement of  the  construction  of  this  road. 
We  find  that  the  premier  declared  that : 

The  Grand  Trunk  Companr  could  not  default 
upon  the  eastern  section  because  U  it  defaults 
upon  the  eastern  part  It  defaults  upon  the 
western  section  also.  It  cannot  default  upon 
one  part  Hrlthout  defHUltins  upon  the  whole,  Ud 
therefore  they  cannot  deviate  from  It. 
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Hod.  Mr.  HAODOyALD  (RCV-Very 
tigbt 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKENZIB  BOWBLL— We 
will  see  bow  tight  It  was  presently.  Then 
tbe  Minister  of  Castoms,  Mr.  Paterson,  Id 
his  stentorian  v'olce  declared  that : 

The  goremmeot  plan  Is  there  in  black  and 
white,  signed  hj  men  of  repute,  ilgDed  the 
ablest  railwajr  men  In  the  world,  and,  conse- 
quently, the7  could  not  derlate  from  the  con- 
ditions or  delar  the  commencement  ot  con- 
stmction  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

Mr.  Fisher,  Minister  of  Agrtcnlture,  the 
bon.  gentleman  wh>>  has  under  bis  charge  at 
the  present  moment  tbe  formation  of  the 
militia  force  and  who  has  been  so  successful 
Id  that  respect  (let  me  hope  be  will  be  more 
sQccessful  in  matters  which  pertain  more 
particularly  to  his  own  branch  of  govern- 
ment), declared  that  they  had  : 

A  clean  cut  proposition  signed  by  a  reputable 
corporation  ot  great  resources,  which  is  going 
ah»d  with  the  proposition  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. 

That  U  pretty  strong  langnage,bnt  we  fall 
to  learn  tbat  they  have  yet  commenced,  so 
far  as  this  line  is  concerned,  any  operations 
whatever.  It  le  true  that  they  have  had 
larveyors  and  engineers  upon  the  road  be- 
tween North  Bay  and  Winnipeg,  the  route 
that  tbey  desired  to  balld  when  they  mode 
tbe  first  proposition  to  tbe  government  to 
connect  their  own  system  passing  through 
Ontario  and  Quebec  with  the  great  trade  ot 
the  Northwest ;  but  they  had  not  then  be- 
gun construction,  nor  am  I  aware  that  any- 
thlDg  else  has  been  done  towards  the  con- 
struction  of  that  road  than  the  surveys  to 
wblcb  I  have  <!hl]ed  attention.  Then  the 
Finance  Minister  followed  In  somewhat  the 
same  line,  and  be  declared  that  they  had 
taken  means  to  make  the  company  live  np 
to  the  bargain.    He  said  : 

They  had  a  clear  cut  contract  with  the  gov- 
ernmeat.  that  tbe  government  bad  not  been 
content  to  have  the  Grand  Trunk  behind  the 
scene,  but  It  required  tbat  tbe  company  should 
he  la  It  and  ot  It  and  form  the  whole  thing. 

These  were  tbe  boastings  of  ministers 
which  would  leave  tbe  country  to  believe  that 
it  was  Impossible  for  the  Grand  Trunk  Com- 
pany to  depart  from  the  terms  of  the  bar- 
gain wbicb  had  been  made.  Well  what  do 
we  find  ?  The  very  first  deviation  from  that 
bargain,  or  shall  I  say  violation  of  the  bar- 
gain, was  the  fact  mat  tbat  important  con- 
dition In  the  contract  which  provides  tor 


a  deposit  of  a  large  sum  of  money  was 
never  complied  witn.  The  first  Intimation 
we  had  of  the  fact  that  the  five  million  dol- 
lars had  not  been  deposited  wUb  the  gov- 
ernment was  a  telegram  from  Ottawa  to  the 
'  Globe ',  as  follows  : 

Ott«wa,  19th  December,  IMU. 
Tbe  following  olBelal  statemant  wa«  Issned  to- 

night  by  the  government : — 

The  Oo-and  Trunk  Railway  deposited  £1,000,- 
000  of  their  guaraoteed  stock  as  security  for 
tbe  carrying  out  of  the  agreement  entered  into 
last  session  -between  tbe  government  and  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Company,  subject 
to  the  f&tlflcation  ot  tbeir  shareholders  at  a 
general  meeting.  InasoMioh  as  the  contract  re- 
quires cash  or  government  securities  for  the 
deposit,  legislation  will  be  required  to  confirm 
tlie  acceptance  of  the  seoorltlea  which  liave 
been  depoettad,  thou^  such  seeuriUas  are  worth 
to-day  more  than  par  and  th«ir  value  Is  un- 
questionable. 

The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  people  knew 

when  this  deposit  was  made,  or  the  proposi- 
tion to  make  such  a  deposit  was  made  that 
It  would  be  In  direct  contravention  of  the 
law  which  was  placed  upon  the  statute- 
book  giving  them  power  to  Issue  these 
bonds.  We  alt  remember  the  discussion  In 
tbe  Railway  committee  upon  this  question. 
The  power  to  Issue  these  bonds  was  given 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  for  a  specific 
purpose,  and  until  the  law  was  changed  by 
parliament  to  relieve  tbem  of  that  responsi- 
bility, these  bonds  could  not  be  deposited 
with  the  government  in  the  place  of  money 
or  for  any  other  purpose  than  tbat  for  which 
the  issue  was  authorized.  Then  we  find 
that  Mr.  Hays  made  this  declaration : 

Tbe  securities  deposited  with  tba  government 
are  better  than  the  cash  equivalent.  Tbey  were 
deposited  because  of  convenience,  not  because 
ot  any  failure  to  raise  the  money.  There  was 
a  delay  of  a  few  days,  but  the  time  allowed  by 
the  government  waa  rather  limltod.  Neither 
have  we  violated  any  moral  obltgKtlona  to  tbe 
shareholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk,  or  broken 
faith  with  the  government.  The  Grand  Trunk 
possessed  these  securities  for  the  purpose  of  the 
company,  and  they  were  utilixad. 

I  am  very  much  afraid  tbat  onr  friend  tbe 
manager,  tbe  second  or  third  vice-president 
of  the  Grand  Trunk,  had  been  studying 
Russian  diplomacy  when  be  made  state- 
ments of  this  character.  He  said  they  did 
not  violate  their  obligation  to  the  govern- 
ment. The  provision  of  the  contract  Is 
tbat  they  shall  deposit  money  or  aiH>roved 
security.  Were  these  securities  as  good 
as  the  money  ?  In  tbe  first  place  the 
money  was  not  deposited.  In  tbe  second 
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place  the  bonds  had  not  been  approved,  and 
even  If  they  had  been  approved  by  the  gov- 
'ernment  they  could  not  be  deposited  In  the 
manner  that  tbe  company  suggested.  In  Ilea 
'of  money,  for  the  reason  that  tbey  -wen  per^i 
mitted  to  Issue  these  bonds  only  for  a 
specific  purpose,  and  consequently  he  makes 
this  covering  provision,  that  It  Is  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  company's  shareholders,  a 
matter  to  which  I  shall  refer  hereafter.  The 
bonds  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Kallway  Com- 
pany may  be.  In  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hayes, 
as  good  and  ttetter  than  money,  but  I  think 
most  people  will  preter  to  take  tbe  money, 
and  then  they  will  know  precisely  what  It  Is 
worth.  I  instance  this  merely  to  show  first, 
that  the  boasting  of  the  government  was 
just  so  much  wind  and  nothing  more,  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  did  not  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  tbe  contract  In  making  the  de- 
posit, and,  consequently,  there  had  to  be  de- 
lay. What  Is  .tbe  excuse  given  by  the  parties 
who  defended  in  the  lower  House  thU  de- 
lay In  making  the  deposit  ?  One  reason  was 
that  the  money  market  In  England  was  not 
in  as  favourable  a  condition  to  raise  money 
at  the  present  time  as  It  was  a  year  or  two 
ago,  or  as  it  was  hoped  It  would  be  In  the 
future.  Xow,  we  all  know  that  this  Is  tbe 
fact,  because  we  know  that  the  Finance 
Minister,  In  making  arrangements  for  re- 
tiring the  debentures  which  are  coming  due. 
In  England,  and  to  Issue  other  securities 
and  bonds  at  a  lower  rate  of  interest  than 
tbey  are  bearing  at  present,  had  to  delay  tbe 
placing  of  those  bonds  on  the  market  to  the 
amount  I  think  of  some  twenty  millions 
sterling,  owing  to  the  fact  of  tbe  tightness  of 
the  money  market.  Any  one  who  has  paid 
attention  to  that  fact  will  confirm  the  state- 
ments which  I  have  made,  and  which  were 
made  In  the  lower  House  upon  this  point. 
So  much  for  tbe  boasting  of  the  government 
and  the  declaration  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
had  fulfilled  the  conditions  and  complied 
with  the  provisions  of  the  first  agreement, 
and  also,  I  might  say,  so  much  for  the  cause 
of  delay.  Then  we  have  the  question  of 
route.  I  place  very  little  value  Indeed  upon 
tbe  partial  statement  made  by  the  Minister 
of  tbe  Interior  in  the  lower  House — that  one 
officer,  Mr.  White,  went  to  Mr.  Stephens, 
who  had  been  in  some  portion  of  that  coun- 
try  and  asked  for  his  views  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  route,  as  to  its  feasibility,  and  so  on. 
Hon.  SAr  MACKBXZIEE  BOWDLL. 


He  gave  them  an  eztrtict,  as  I  understand 
it,  from  the  report  which  he  had  made  or 
proposed  to  make.  That  is  the  docnment 
referred  to  by  Mr.  SIfton  In  his  speech  upon 
this  subject  We  have  not  got  that  here  at 
the  present  moment,  and  consequently  I  do 
not  propose  to  refer  to  Its  contents.  We  will 
have  It  probably  before  the  debate  closes, 
when  some  bon.  gentleman  can  nse  It,  but 
we  have  a  most  amusing  description  of  that 
portion  of  the  country  which  has  never  been 
surveyed.  We  have  quotations  inade  by  the 
premier  from  works  written  by  the  Jesuit 
Fathers.  Any  one  who  has  read  Parfcman's 
history  of  the  travels,  the  persecutions,  If 
I  may  use  the  expression,  and  the  hardships 
endured  uy  the  Jesuit  Fathers  who  flrst  ex- 
plored the  northern  part  of  the  country  and 
the  southern  part  of  the  country,  knows 
very  well  that  those  gentlemen  never  went 
over  tbe  route  where  this  road  is  likely  to 
be  built  They  confined  their  travels  to 
those  portions  of  the  country  which  were— 
shall  I  say  uninhabited  or  shall  I  rather  W 
those  portions  of  the  country  where  tDe 
Indian  tribes  were  located,  and  every  one 
knows  that  every  Indian  tribe  locates  It- 
self on  some  stream  or  on  the  shores  of 
a  lake  and,  consequently,  these  Jesuit 
Father^  to  whom  I  am  referring  just 
now.  went  up  the  different  rivers,  the 
Saguenay,  the  Ottawa,  and  others  that 
are  mentioned  here.  Others  who  were  ex- 
plorers rather  than  missionaries,  went  to 
the  south  of  the  lakes  until  they  readied  tiie 
Missouri  and  also  the  Mississippi.  It  is  oDiy 
necessary  to  read '  the  quotacions,  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  as  to  their  absurdity,  and 
their  total  Irrelevahcy  to  the  subject  of  the 
route  of  the  Transcontinental  Railway  ;  but 
they  are  so  interesting  In  their  character 
and  so  pleasing  to  read  that  I  crave  tbe  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  to  repeat  them  here, 
in  order  that  they  may  go  on  record  for  fu- 
ture reference,  so  that  the  people  may  see 
what  the  premier  of  tbis  country  advanced 
in  favour  of  taking  a  northern  route  of 
which  nobody  knows  anything  at  all.  He 
quoted  from  one  of  tbe  works  written 
Samuel  de  Clianiplain,  who  devote^l  himself 
to  the  task  be  said  In  hopes  of  finding  an 
easy  passage  to  the  sea.  Caveller  de  La 
Salle  lost  his  life  in  tbe  attempt  I  have 
never  learned  myself  that  La  Salle  went  by 
the  northern  route. 
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:  If  say  recollection  serveB  me  right,  be  took 
the  sontbem  route  and  if  yon  go  to  Cblcago 
to-day  you  will  find  a  statue  in  one  of  the 
parks  there  erected  In  memory  of  this  ex- 
plorer and  in  honour  of  the  discoveries 
which  he  mad?  In  the  Mississippi  and  Ohio 
ralleyi ;  and  yet  La  Salle  la  quoted  as  evid- 
ence to  show  there  Is  a  good  route  three  or 
four  hundred  miles  to  the  north  of  ns.  I 
Uiink  I  could  tell  who  furnished  that  infor- 
mation, and  I  would  suggest  in  future  that 
those  who  prepare  speeches  fbr  some  of  our 
public  men  should  refer  to  documents  which 
bare  some  relerancy  to  the  subject  which 
they  propope  to  discuss.  Then  another  man, 
La  Verendrye,  is  quoted  as  follows  — 

S«Duel  de  Champlatn  dsTotod  years  to  the 
task  In  the  bope  of  flndlog  a  passage  to  the  sea. 
Robert  Cavelter  4e  La  Salle  lost  hla  llt«  la  th« 
actempt.  Anotheir  man,  LaVerendrye,  took  an 
oTerlaod  Journey  to  reach  It  by  exploring  the 
prairies,  and  his  two  sons,  on  the  1st  January, 
1743,  were  the  first  Europeans  to  cast  eyes  upon 
the  Rocky  mountains.  LaVarendrye  hlmaelf 
lost  bis  life  like  Robert  Oaveller  de  La  Salle 
in  the  attempt  to  get  to  the  Pacific  ocean. 
After  tbe  country  l»d  passed  under  the  sov- 
erelgntr  of  the  British  crown  the  task  was  re- 
sumed by  Scotch  Iradei^  established  in  Mon- 
treal, and  In  1793,  Alexander  Mackenzie  was  the 
first  white  man  to  reach  the  Pacific  ocean  across 
the  mountains  by  the  overland  Journey.  Maar 
private  Individuals  subteQuentlr  attempted  sod 
performed  tbe  same  feat.  The  last  of  tbem  was 
Captain  Butter,  of  the  British  army,  who  lo  the 
winter  of  1872  crossed  the  contioent  from  Fort 
k-)a-Corne  at  the  forks  of  the  Saskatchewan  by 
my  of  tbe  Peace  river  to  the  Pacific  .ocean. 

It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  that  the 
discoverer  of  the  Madiensle  river  did  not  go 
by  the  northern  route,  but  ascended'  the  Ot- 
tawa river  and  followed  In  that  direction 
until  he  reached  the  Paclflc  ocean,  (icing 
a  little  further  we  have  another  quotation 
from  Father  Albanel,  in  which  he  says  : 

Oa  the  23rd  and  24th  of  June  we  found  a  less 
moiLQtalaous  region.  Its  atmosphere  is  much 
milder,  and  its  fields  are  bettutiful  ;  and  the  soil 
would  bear  abundantly  and  be  capable  of  sup- 
porting a  large  population  U  It  were  culti 
Tated. 

At  page  205,  another  quotation  Is  made 
from  the  record  of  that  pioneer  misiAonary  : 

I  can  assert  tliat  on  the  15th  of  June  tltere 
iwe  wOd  rosea  hers,  as  beautiful  and  fragrant 
as  those  at  Quebec. 

But  perhaps  I  could  inform  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman be  need  not  have  gone  300  years 
hack  to  find  out  this  fact  I  have  myself, 
In  my  own  garden  at  BelleTllIe  a  rose  bush 
In  bloom  which  I  pulled  up  on  the  ban£^  ol 


the  Yukon  a  thousand  miles  northwest  of 
Dawson.   I  kept  it  for  six  weeks  In  my 

trunk  and  then  planted  it,  a  year  ago  last 
fall.  I  do  not  advance  that,  however,  as  an 
argument  In  favour  of  constructing  a  rail- 
way In  that  far  northern  country.  One  cau 
readily  understand  tbe  effect  on  vegetation 
of  the  four  or  five  months  of  daylight  in  the 
Arctic  regions,  but  that  is  no  evidence  that 
such  a  country  is  suitable  for  the  settlement 
of  civilized  people.  Then  follows  another 
paragraph  which  would  be  well  to  pot  on 
record  : 

On  the  19ih  we  arrived  at  Makanomlrklc— that 
is.  '  tbe  bears'  fishing  place  I '  It  is  a  fiat  region 
with  very  rtiallow  water,  and  also  extremely 
rich  In  fish— small  sturgeon,  pike  and  whltefish. 
baving  the&r  beunts  there.  It  is  a  pleasure  to 
see  tbe  bears  walking  on  the  shores  of  this 
piece  of  water,  as  they  go  catching  with  a  paw 
now  one  fish  and  now  another,  with  admirable 
dexterity. 

I  say  nothing  of  tbe  abundance  of  wild  fowl 
Id  the  region.  On  the  Island  of  Onabaskouk,  If 
the  aavsgea  are  to  be  believed,  ther  are  so 
numerous  that  on  one  phice,  when  the  birds 
shed  tlwir  feathers  at  molting  time,  any  savages 
or  deer  coming  to  the  spot  are  burled  In  tea- 
thera  ovw  their  beads,  and  am  often  unable  to 
extricate  thrauKlves. 

You  wUl  observe  that  the  reverend  gentle- 
men threw  tbe  responsibility  of  this  last 
statement  on  tbe  savages.  Now  let  me  ask 
in  ail  seriousness  whether  stuff  of  that  char- 
acter would  Justify  the  construction  of  a 
road  through  a  country  of  which  we  know 
nothing  7  If  yon  look  Into  the  matter  you 
will  find  that  one  of  the  travellers  whose 
reports  have  been  quoted  by  the  premier 
went  up  the  Sagueoay  river  and  did  not 
traverse  the  country  where  It  la  proposed 
to  build  this  railway. 

Let  me  refer  now  to  tbe  difference  be- 
tween the  present  contract  and  tbe  contract 
which  was  entered  into  and  confirmed  last 
year.  If  we  are  to  accept  the  assurance  of 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  there  Is  no  ma- 
terial dlfTerence  between  the  two  agree- 
ments. In  fact  his  references  to  them  were 
as  childlike  and  bland  as  ever  fell  from  any 
heathen  Chinee.  One  would  suppose  ttiat 
parliament  was  asked  to  take  no  responsi- 
bility beyond  that  assumed  last  seealon,  or 
at  least  an  addltloaal  responsibility  of  such 
a  trifling  character  that  no  Canadian  who 
desires  to  see  the  development  of  this  coun- 
try should  object  lor  a  moment,  and  yet  It 
will  occur  to  everyone  of  us,  If  the  Interpre* 
tatloDS  put  upon  the  two  contracts  by  the 
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bon.  Secretary  of  State  are  correct  why  dM 
the  sharebolOere  of  the  company  in  Ung- 
land  demand  fresh  concessions  in  connection 
with  any  securities  which  the  Urand  Trnnk 
Railway  Company  might  isstie,  in  order  to 
prevent  If  possible  any  expenditare  which 
would  interfere  with  the  dividends  to  he 
declared  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
stock  ?  That  I  think  la  the  very  best  answer, 
if  we  went  no  further,  to  the  position  taken 
by  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State.  He  read  an 
extract  from  the  letter  of  Mr.  Allen,  who 
opposed  not  tbe  scheme  so  much  as  the  fact 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  in 
which  be  bad  Invested  money  and  bad  a 
good  deaJ  nf  Interest,  having  anything  to  do 
with  it,  and  he  very  gravely  advocated  the 
building  of  the  mountain  section  as  well  as 
tbe  eastern  section  from  Moncton  to  Winni- 
peg by  tbe  government.  The  House  laughed 
when  that  extract  was  read,  but  it  was  not 
unreasonable  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Allen,  it 
be  found  tbe  government  so  liberal  and  pit- 
able  as  to  enter  into  an  agreement  to  build 
the  most  difficult  part  of  this  transconti- 
nental road,  a  portion  of  which  nobody  be- 
lieves wUl  pay  for  years,  and  which  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  takes  precious  good 
care  not  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  pay- 
ing Interest  upon,  even  at  three  per  cent  for 
many  years  to  come — it  Is  not  unreasonable 
that  the  same  directors  should  say  If  the 
people  of  Canada  are  so  anxious  to  have  an- 
other transcontinental  road  let  them  build 
tbe  western  portion  as  well  as  the  eastern 
portion  of  It  He  Is  a  man,  It  strikes  me. 
who  Is  as  capable  of  looking  after  himself 
as  most  men  who  are  Involved  In  these  great 
enterprises  are.  There  seems  to  be  this  great 
difference  between  these  two  bargains.  The 
government  Id  one  place  surrender  tbe  power 
to  fix  the  liability  In  issuing  the  bonds  for 
the  construction  of  tbe  road,  and  tbey  give 
those  powprs  to  private  capitalists  to  sell 
bonds  to  any  amount  at  whatever  price  the 
market  will  pay  for  tbem.  The  amount  of 
bbnds  to  be  guaranteed  by  the  govern- 
ment Is  limited  on  both  sections.  Tbey 
also  surrender  all  control  over  the  fixed 
charge  on  a  road  which  the  people  are  help- 
ing liberally.  That  power  la  relinquished 
and  turned  over  to  the  control  of  the  bonrd 
of  directors.  That  is  one  cbange  In  the  ar- 
rangement Then  on  tbe  mountain  section 
bonds  can  be  Issued  to  an  unlimited  extent. 
Hon.  eir  HACKBNZI&  BOWliLIu. 


Under  tbe  old  agreement  the  govonment 
guarantee  on  the  bcfnds  could  only  be  to  tbe 
extent  of  $80,000  to  tbe  mile.  The  cbange 
In  tue  second  agreement  Is  that  instead  of 
guaranteeing  a  certain  percentage  on  $W,UUO 
per  mile,  tbe  country  is  bound  to  guarantee 
three-fourtbs  of  the  total  cost  of  tbe  road, 
no  matter  what  It  may  be,  and  there  is  no 
provision  that  the  bonds  sliall  be  sold  at 
par.  It  bonds  have  to  be  Issued  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  road,  and  tbey  are  sold  at 
ten  or  twenty  per  cent  below  their  face 
value,  the  government  would  have  to  en- 
dorse whatever  amount  of  bonds  would  be 
necessary  to  complete  the  road.  The  agree- 
ment is  different  In  that  respect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  will  re- 
member that  the  government  control  tbe 
bonds.  The  compai^  cannot  take  guaran- 
teed bonds  and  put  ihem  on  the  maAet 
without  the  approval  of  tbe  government  It 
must  be  done  through  the  Finance  Minister. 

Hon.  Sir  MAOKBNZIE  BOWBLL— I  did 
not  say  they  could.    What  I  stated  was, 

that.  In  the  original  agreement  the  govern- 
ment of  Canada  bound  Itself  to  endorse 
bonds  to  tbe  extent  of  $30,000  per  mile  oa 
the  mountain  section  of  tbe  railway.  In  tiie 
amended  agreement  they  bind  themselves 
to  endorse  the  bonds  to  tbe  extent  of  tbrec- 
fourths  of  the  cost  of  the  construction  of  tbe 
road  through  the  mountain  section,  what- 
ever it  may  be. 

Hod.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Tbe  lia- 
bility-is unlimited. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
these  bonds,  as  I  stated  before,  may  be 
placed  upon  tbe  market  at  a  discount  of 
twenty  per  cent  It  will  require  Just  so 
much  money  to  complete  tbe  road,  but  no 
matter  now  many  bonds  may  be  Issued  tbe 
government  endorse  them  to  tbe  extent  of 
three-fourths  of  the  cost  of  tbe  road,  and  1 
will  show  in  a  few  moments  by  figures  what 
the  result  of  that  would  be.  Then  we  And, 
going  a  little  turther.  that  the  promoters 
will  not  only  have  these  enormous  powers  In 
Issuing  tbe  bonds,  but  tbey  also  are  given 
a  large  block  of  common  stock  to  sell  or  dis- 
pose of  as  tbey  see  fit.  Now,  that  was  not 
a  provision  of  the  old  contract  Tbey  were 
obliged  to  keep  a  large  proportion  of  these 
bonds  in  their  own  possession.  Tbey  are 
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allowed  to  dlapoM  ot  tmelvt  mUlloni  of  tbte 
stock,  and  no  price  Is  sttpulatod  at  wblcli 
Uwjr  aiiatl  be  sold.  It  need  not  roitreMot 
tbe  lnre«tm«it  of  a  d<^ar  by  tbe  U-rand 
Tinnk  Railway  In  ttae  enterprise  ;  bnt  xtot- 
withstandlng  that  fact  If  the  stock  is  pnt 
■poB  the  market  and  the  road  ever  earns 
anythittf,  diridends  will  have  to  be  paid  on 
that  atoch,  which  coat  them  nothing.  The 
tnith  la  that  the  bargain  makes  It  possible 
for  the  promoters  of  tbe  line  to  bnlld  and 
own  a  great  railway  without  patting  one 
dollar  of  their  own  money  into  it  The 
boildlDg  of  the  line,  and  the  supporting  of 
Its  Axed  eqnlpment,  is  to  be  defrayed  by 
a  bond  issue.  The  rolling  stock  can 
be  financed  by  the  fonnatlon  ot  a 
rolling  stock  company.  Then  there  will  be 
left  twenty  millions  of  preferred  stock  to 
supply  working  capital.  BaOt  of  that  there 
Is  twenty-fire  millions  of  common  stock  for 
which  one  dollar  need  not  be  paid.  The 
Secretary  of  State,  in  referring  to  this  point, 
stated  that  in  ttie  Canadian  Paclflc  Railway 
contract.  twenty-llTe  millions  of  stock  was 
practically  giTcn  to  the  promoters  and  they 
sold  it  at  twenty-llTe  or  thlity  cents  on  the 
dollar.  That  may  be  true,  and  I  think  It  is, 
bnt  the  circumstances  under  which  that  road 
was  bnllt  and  tbe  circumstances  surround- 
ing the  c'boBtmction  of  this  project  are  so 
totally  different  that  the  proTlaions  found 
necessary  in  those  days  are  not  essential 
now  after  the  great  Northwest  and  Manito- 
ba have  been  developed  to  a  considerable  ex- 
tent aud  are  supplying  enormous  quantities 
of  freight.  A  writer  in  discussing  this  qnes- 
tk)n  used  the  following  language,  and  it  is 
pat  so  clearly  that  I  take  the  liberty  ot 
reading  it : 

We  are  to  spend,  at  a  modest  estimate,  |72,- 
OM.OOO  on  the  unAertaUni:.  This  wlU  mean  an 
addition  to  tbe  taxation  for  Interest  ot  $3,620,- 
000  a  year.  If  tbo  Grand  Trunk  ahoold  decline 
to  accept  K  as  a  gift— and  It  Is  at  liberty  to  do 
u  imder  the  new  oontract — we  Aall  have  «lBh< 
teen  hundred  miles  of  railway,  duplicating  la 
one  proTlnce  a  road  we  already  own,  passing 
throoRta  the  leaat  ftiToarable  and  most  distant 
portions  of  two  othor  proTinces,  and  havlns  no 
western  connection,  on  our  bands. 

Now  let  me  point  out  what,  from  calcula- 
tinis  which  hare  been  made,  wUl  be  the  re- 
sidt  of  the  changes  In  the  contract  None 
of  us  can  say  tbe  exact  mileage  of  the  road  ; 
therefore  we  must  take  figures  which  have 
been  given  as  to  distances,  and  base  the 


calculfttlonB  upon  them.  It  is  supposed  that 
the  prairie  section  will  be  one  thonsand 
mUes,  and  for  tbe  construction  of  that  pot-, 
tion  of  the  railway  the  govenunent  nnder  the 
first  contract  pledged  Itself  to  endorse  bonds 
to  the  extent  of  thirteen  thousand  doUara 
per  mile.  Then  there  Is  supposed  to  be  five 
hundred  miles  In  the  mountain  section,  to 
aid  the  construction  of  wbleta  the  goveni- 
ment  pledged  itself,  undtt-  tbe  first  agree- 
ment, to  endorse  tKmds  to  the  extent  ot 
$30,000  per  mile,  a  total  of  fifteen  million 
dollars.  Both  of  these-  guarantees  for  the 
prairie  section  and  tbe  mountain  section 
would  Involve  a  liability  on  the  part  of  Can- 
ada of  928LO00,O0O. 

Now  take  the  second  contract;  and  with 
the  same  estimate  of  distances  as  a  basis, 
see  what  tbe  llabUlty  will  be.  It  will  de- 
pend al^^;etb«'  upon  the  amount  which  it 
costs  to  construct  the  road.  That  cost  may 
be  $30,000  per  mile.  The  other  night  my 
hon.  friend  gave  us  an  estimate  of  ¥40,000 
per  mile.  We  know. from  past  experience 
that  in  tbe  monntaln  section  and  some  por- 
tl«iB  ot  the  prairie  section,  where  they  have 
large  gullies  and  rivers  to  cross,  it  will  cost 
much  more  than  |40,000  a  mile  In  Prince 
fJdward  Island  the  govmunent  have  bnllt 
a  narrow  gauge  road  at  a  cost  as  shown  by 
the  figures  laid  upon  the  table  last  session, 
of  over  $28,000  per  mile.,  and  that  In  a 
country  where  there  are  very  few  dUBcultles 
except  one  large  river  ?  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  statement 
of  cost  does  not  Include  the  bridge. 

Hon.  eir  MACKENZIB  BOWELL.-SO 
much  the  better  for  my  argument  If  In  a 
country  which  presents  few  engineering 
difficulties,  it  has  cost  $28,000  a  mile  to 
build  a  narrow  gauge  road  which  Is  not  yet 
finished,  what  Is  it  likely  to  cost  to  con- 
struct the  mountain  section  of  this  Trans- 
continental Railway  ?  We  know  that  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  spent  over  $100,- 
000  per  mile  for  the  construction  of  some 
portions  of  its  road.  We  know  that  a 
portion  of  the  road  nnder  their  c=ontract  has 
not  yet  been  completed  and  that  the  gov* 
ernment  withhold  <me  million  acres  of  land 
grant  ttiat  they  were  to  receive  until  the 
grades  of  that  portion  lOf  tbe  line  are 
brought  to  tbe  standard  provided  In  the  con- 
tract and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 


Digitized  by 


Google 


408 


B£NAT£ 


has  not  jet  brought  it  up  to  that  grade.  I 
mention  this  to  show  that  the  calculafion 
of  $40,000  per  mile  for  the  mountain  section 
iB,  to  those  who  have  paid  any  attention 
to  the  subject,  almost  an  absurdity.  The 
government,  under  the  old  contract,  agreed 
to  endorse  bonds  for  f80,000  per  mile  for 
that  section  ;  under  the  new  contract  they 
agree  to  endorse  bonds  to  the  extent  of 
three-fourths  of  the  cost.  Let  us  suppose 
that  the  first  calculation  of  the  cost  of  the 
mountain  section,  $4S,000  per  mile,  Is  cor* 
rect ;  the  guarantee  of  the  government 
would  be  ?18,000,000  instead  of  ?15,000,000, 
or  a  total  for  the  two  sections  of  $31,000,000 
Instead  of  $28,000,000.  If  the  cost  of  the 
road  should  be  $60,000  per  mile  for  the 
mountain  section,  which  is  not  at  all  Im- 
probable, the  government  guarantee  would 
bo  $22,500,000,  or  a  total  of  $35,000,000  In- 
stead of  $28,000,000.  But  let  US  take  another 
calculation,  a  higher  one,  a  calculation  based 
on  the  cost  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  we  get  at  the  total  liability  assamed  by 
the  government  If  the  road  should  cost 
$80,000  per  mile,  the  gOTermnent  would  then 
be  liable  for  948,000,000  under  the  second 
contract  Instead  of  $28,000,000  as  nnder  the 
first  It  win  be  seen  by  these  figures  that 
the  country  Is  aasumlng  a  much  vaster  res- 
ponsibility than  has  been,  to  quote  a  very 
eminent  man — vaster  than  ever  was  con- 
templated, and  that  the  explanation  given 
by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  would  have 
been  better  confined  to  the  roses  which,  he 
suggested,  may  be  found  In  June  In  the  Arc- 
tic regions.  The  directors,  under  this  bar- 
gain, can  issue  Just  as  many  bonds  for  the 
constrnctlon  of  the  mountain  section  as  they 
please.  And  If  they  can  sell  the  bonds  at 
par  then  we  would  know  that  every  hun- 
dred dollars  would  have  to  be  guaranteed 
to  the  extent  of'  three-fourths  by  the  gov- 
ernment But  if  tbey  sell  the  bonds  at 
seventy-five  cents,  then  you  can  readily  un- 
derstand the  additional  liability  incurred 
by  the  government  In  the  endorsatlon  of 
these  bonds. 

Now,  what  is  the  country  assuming  In 
the  way  of  liability  for  this  great  trans- 
continental road  ?  I  deshre  to  be  fair  In  dis- 
cussing this  ijnestion.  I  admit  If  the  road, 
when  built  pays  the  interest  on  the 
money  and  running  expenses,  then  the  gov- 
ernment Ilabilll7  ceases  to  be  of  any  great 
Hon.  Sir  MACKONZZB!  BOWBLL. 


consequence.  My  hon.  friend  nods  his  head. 
Whetiier  the  road  will  pay  or  not  is  best 

answered  by  the  fact  that  the  agreement 
provides  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to 
to  hold  the  eastern  portion  for  seven  yean 
without  paying  anything,  and  the  new  con- 
tract extends  that  time,  and  then  there  tM 
the  option  of  a  renewal  for  fifty  years 
longer.  -  If  they  have  any  unproductive 
branches  built  during  the  time  they  tAn 
throw  those  on  the  government  and  we  are 
obliged  to  take  them,  while  the  company 
can  keep  all  the  paying  branches  ;  yet  we 
are  told  that  there  is  no  material  dUference 
between  the  two  contracts.  My  Impression 
is  that  the  shrewd  managers  of  this  company 
know  very  well  what  they  are  doing,  and 
when  they  went  to  Bngland  to  urge  ttae  share- 
holders to  accept  the  contract  tbey  knew  It 
was  of  much  greater  benefit  to  the  company 
than  the  old  one.  Now,  let  ns  look  at  tbe 
total  liabilities  which  we  are  likely  to  as- 
sume. The  estimate  for  the  constructlOQ 
of  the  road  from  Moncton  to  Winnipeg  is 
$75^000,000.  The  interest  during  the  con- 
struction of  tbe  road  will  be  $9,000,000, 
which  brings  up  the  cost  to  $84,000,0011 
For  seven  years  no  rental  will  be  paid  by  the 
company  and  the  Interest  during  that  period 
adds  another  $17,640,000,  or  a  total  for  tbe 
eastern  section  of  the  line  of  $101,640,000. 
This  for  the  government  end,  the  portion 
of  the  road  which  is  to  be  leased  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  To  this  dbrect  outlay 
there  is  to  be  added  the  bond  guarantee 
obligations  assumed  first  on  the  Quebec 
bridge,  and,  secondly,  on  the  western  divi- 
sion of  the  railway.  They  are  as  follows : 
Quebec  bridge  bonds  $6,678,200.  Tbe  Inter- 
est during  construction  for  a  year  and  a 
half,  supposing  it  to  be  finished  in  that  time, 
win  be  $300,610,  or  a  total  for  bridge  of 
$6,978,719.  How  much  the  promoters  and 
the  stockhold^  of  that  bridge  wlD  put  into 
their  own  pockets  they  will  be  best  able 
to  tell  us  after  the  work  is  completed.  I 
think  that  Is  a  point  to  which  the  people  of 
Canada  ought  to  give  special  attention. 

Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson  estimated  the 
cost  of  tbe  whole  road  at  $60,000  per  mile. 
I  suppose  he  might  be  accepted  as  an  autho- 
rity upon  that  question ;  and  if  he  Is,  hts 
estimate  is  just  $10,000  per  mile  more  than 
that  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State.  From 
past  exiperlence,  and  what  we  know  of  the 
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coDBtrnctloD  of  other  roads,  we  mnst  come  to 
Uw  eonclDslon  that  the  estimates  of  both 
gentlemen  are  below  the  mark.  The  guar- 
antee will  therefore  be  on  the  mountalo 
section  $18,750,000,  and  on  the  prairie  sec- 
tion |9,7S0.000.  or  a  total  of  f2aS00,000. 
Taking  all  these  Items  Into  account,  the 
gOTttnment  has  undertaken  obligations  and 
Uabflltles  on  the  eastern  extension  to  the  ex- 
tent of  $101,640,000 ;  Quebec  bridge,  $6,- 
97S,n9;  and  western  division,  ?28,500,000. 
or  a  total,  according  to  these  oalcolations 
(and  I  think  they  are  under  the  mark),  of 
1137,118,719.  > 
Let  me  call  tbe  attention  of  hon-  gentle- 
men for  a  few  moments  to  the  position  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  in  re- 
ference to  this  road,  and  they  will  see  that 
there  has  been  displayed  an  astuteness  ou 
the  part  oi  the  manager  of  that  road  whilst 
Is  commendable  to  one  upon  whose  staoaldera 
tbe  responstbllty  rests  of  managing  au  en- 
terprise wbtch  will  yield  dlTldends  to  the 
ibarebolderB.  The  original  proportion  of  the 
(inuid  Trunk  Railway  Company  was  for 
aid  to  buUd  a  road  from  North  Bay  to  Win- 
nipeg, and  thence  to  the  Pacific  coast.  That 
was  a  commendable  ambition  on  the  part  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway.  Tb&t  would 
bring  a  certain  portion  of  tbe  outpat  of  the 
NfHihwest  Territmrles  and  Manitoba  to  tbe 
Uraod  Trunk  Railway  system  in  the  older 
provinces.  No  one  could  find  fault  with  a 
proposition  of  that  kind,  but  Sir  Charles 
Rivers-Wilson  tells  his  shareholders  in  Eng- 
land that  tbe  government  would  not  permit 
them  to  do  that,  but  Inetsted  in  tacking  on 
to  the  scheme  an  eastern  section,  and  refus 
ed  their  application  unless  they  assumed 
certain  responsibility  In  connection  with  that 
portion  of  tbe  line  from  Wlnnlp^  to  Monc* 
ton.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  now  the 
terms  upon  which  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Companr  desire  to  build  that  road,  or  the 
aH  which  they  ask  from  the  government.  We 
do  know  this,  that  the  government  declared 
that  DO  further  land  grants  should  be  given 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  road.  The 
country  had  no  knowledge,  directly  or  in* 
directly,  of  the  request  made  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Obmpany  for  aid  to  construct 
that  road  until  It  was  found  necessary  to 
produce  the  document  in  the  lower  House  to 
•bow  that  the  contention  of  the  ^poeltlon 
Ih  the  House  of  Commons  Is  bearing  fmlt 


In  the  country— that  Is,  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  was  deelrous  of  building 
a  road  which  would  impose  upon  the  coun- 
try much  less  liability  than  the  scheme  which 
they  faave  been  compelled  to  acc^t  by  tbe 
goTemment  Notwithstanding  tbe  fact  that 
this  document  was  not  produced,  I  do 
not  know  that  It  makes  a  very  great 
deal  of  difference  in  the  argument, 
but  it  was  not  produced,  although  the 
premier  had  declared  that  all  the  do- 
cuments bad  been  laid  before  parlia- 
ment^ and  he  made  that  statement  without 
equivocation  or  mental  reservation,  and  the 
only  excuse  he  gave  for  withholding  that, 
document  was  that  the  proposal,  though  it 
was  f<ff  a  grant  of  so  much  money  and  land 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  a  road,  was 
marked  confldential.  It  is  something  new  In 
this  country  to  receive  a  document,  present- 
ed by  a  powerful  corporation  like  th.e 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Cranpany,  asking  aid 
for  a  public  work,  to  be  marked  '  confiden- 
tial,' and  even  if  it  were  a  confidential  docu- 
ment, we  know  that  In  the  past  confidential 
documents  hare  been  laid  before  parlia- 
ment Take  that  pamphlet  which  tbe  Post- 
master General  Issued  and  ctarcolated,  which 
was  full  of  private  and  confidential  letters. 
There  was  one  of  mine  that  I  wrote  to  Sir 
Adolphe  Caron  in  reference  to  a  contract 
and  which  was  marked  '  private.'  It  was  a 
matter  of  perfect  Indifference  to  me  whether 
It  was  published  or  not,  because  In  writing 
a  letter  for  a  friend  I  asked  the  government 
to  extend  a  contract  if  It  conld  be  done  in 
the  interest  of  tbe  country.  If  all  confiden- 
tial letters  were  of  that  character.  I  do  not 
think  much  conld  be  made  out  of  tbem. 

Now,  what  was  the  intention  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  ?  I  repeat  It  was 
to  secure  for  their  main  line  through  Ontario 
and  Quebec  to  the  sea-board  a  share  ot  the 
tratnc  of  the  great  west.  Mr.  Hays,  when 
in  London,  addressing  the  shareholders  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  point- 
ed out  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
Jiare  connection  with  the  west  to  enable  the 
road  to  earn  sufficient  money  to  continue 
paying  the  dividends  which  had  been  paid 
since  he  had  taken  charge  of  the  company. 
He  says : 

Ladles  aod  seotlemen,  it  I  thought  I  could 
assure  you  that  tliese  dividends  on  the  lint, 
second  and  third  preterenoes  to  the  extent  they 
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hsTfl  been  v^d  woaM  eoDtteaa,  iben  I  wmM 
not  be  here  tontar  «dToo*Uiic  tiUt  new  anUr- 

prtee. 

If  he  WAt  to  contlDiie  to  pay  the  dividends 
to  the  shareholders  which  he  had  beea  pay- 
ing during  the  last  two  or  three  years  be 
pointed  out  to  tbem  the  absolute  necessity 
of  secarlng  trade  trtm  the  west,  or  It  conld 
not  be  done.   Then  he  goes  on  to  say : 

Tbfl  Grand  Trunk  to-ter— 

And  I  wish  every  member  who  takes  an 
interest  in  this  wonM  listen  to  this  argu- 
ment advanced  by  the  manager  of  the 
Grand  Tmnk  Railway.   He  says : 

The  Grand  Trunk  to-dar  Is  dravInK  from  the 
eountrr— the  Nortlnrest— that  we  are  now  seek- 
inc  to  enter,  aaid  Seekiiig  to  tie  ap  to  the 
system— 

What  system  ?  Their  own  system,  the 
Grand  Trunk  system — not  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  system.   He  continues  : 

—a  very  large  portion  of  ii»  traiDc  vbich  v« 
stand  to  !o»6  it  we  do  sot  embrace  tbia  enter- 
prise.  We  cannot  boM  It.  We  are  to-day 
handling  from  .flfteen  4o  twenty  million — last 
year  It  reached  twenty-four  miUion— busbelB  of 
grain  which  oam«  aicroes  tbe  lake  from  Lake 
Superior  down  to  our  ports,  feeding  the  whole 
Grand  Trunk  system  throughout  Ootario,  and 
Hits  gives  us  tbe  whole  of  tbe  way  from 
Montreal,  thus  contributing  a  very  large  portion 
of  our  earnings.  We  caanot  hold  iliat  to  our 
system  If  we  do  not  take  some  means  of  taaten- 
Ing  It  <o  U8. 

Tbe  fastening*  of  this  twenty-four  millions, 
which  will  be  duplicated  in  tbe  future  it  Is 
to  he  hoped  and  more  than  duplicated,  can- 
not be  held  to  their  present  system  unless 
they  make  a  connection  in  the  west  In  some 
way  and  not  allow  the  traffic  to  pass  over 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  tranacontlneDtal 
road,  if  tbe  cars  of  tbe  transcontinental 
road  are  to  be  loaded  with,  wheat  in  Winni- 
peg or  at  any  point  westward  of  It  and  goes 
straight  from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec  and 
Moncton,  It  will  not  add  one  single  red 
cent  to  tbe  receipts  of  the  Grand  Tmnk 
proper. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Hear.  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWGLL— And 

consequently  Mr.  Hays  was  desirous  of 
adopting  a  system  wbtcb  would  secure  the 
continuanee  of  that  trade  and  Increase  it. 
He  says  : 

That  business  to-day  gentlemen  Is  given  to 
us  by  our  competHore.  It  Is  not  collected  by 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  itself. 

Hon.  fifr  MACKGNZPH  BOWELL. 


Mr.  Hays  knows  be  wu  gettiBf  thai 
tbrongh  tke  aM  of   eltbv   the  Canada 

Northern  or  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 

and  it  would  have  to  be  delivered  to  tb^ 

at  their  ports  at  Midland  or  at  Goderieh 

or  some  other  point  where  tbey  have  ports 

on  Lake  Huron  or  the  Georgian  Bay.  The* 

he  continues : 

Now,  WW  have  another  rival  in  tiiat  aame  ter- 
ritory, which  is  competing  wUh  us  to  *  certain 
extent  now,  that  brings  the  grain  down  to  the 
lake,  and  conveys  H  by  wkter  across  from  Port 
Apttrnr  and  Fort  WIlHam  to  thosa  Ontario  perls 
of  OUTS.  That  line  we  do  not  coatni,  and  there 
is  no  llk^llftood  or  possibility  of  our  controlling 
ft  In  the  near  future. 

That  Is  the  Northern  road,  because  the 
Canadian  Northern  not  having  an  eastern 
connection  or  any  means  of  carrying  the 
grain  properly  from  Port  Arthur  eastward 
delivered  It  over  to  the  Grand  .Trunk  In- 
stead of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Rail- 
ways  boats.   Mr.  Hays  says  : 

And  that  raHway  Is  maUas  Its  eonnsoUmii 
with  the  United  States  lines  to  the  south  of  St. 
Paul  and  Minneapolis  up  to  Winnipeg,  and  draw- 
ing this  grain  and  tmfBc,  which  M  not  only  to- 
day feeding  the  Grand  Trunk  very  largely,  bnt 
is  the  only  direction  In  which  we  can  look  tor 
an  Increasing  trafBc.  That  tralBo  will  t>e  lost 
to  UB  If  we  do  not  tie  it  up. 

Tbat  Is,  unless  they  have  connection  wttb 
these  lines,  they  will  lose  tl^  traffic,  is 
really  his  entire  argument  In  connection 
with  that.  Kow  let  me  point  out  bow  be 
proposes  to  secure  that  traffic  for  Grand 
Trunk  Patific  Railway  ?  Tb^  asked  in  tbe 
first  place,  for  a  contribution  from  Ontario 
to  build  a  road  from  North  Bay  to  connect 
with  the  transcontinental  line.  Tbey  also 
asked  for  aid  to  construct  a  line  from  Thun- 
der Bay  or  from  tbe  harbour  of  NIpigon  w 
from  Port  Arthur — most  of  you  are  aware 
tbat  the  mplgon  Is  just  below  that— north* 
westward  to  connect  with  the  trains  of  tbe 
transcontinental  line.  What  have  they  se- 
cured ?  The  Ontario  government  declined  to 
give  tbem  any  aid  to  construct  the  line 
from  North  Bay  to  connect  with  the  trans- 
continental line,  and  why  ?  The  Ontario 
government  is  building,  ont  of  Its  own  re- 
sources, a  government  line  from  North  Bay 
to  Lake  Temiscamlngne.  Tbat  was  com- 
menced before  the  transcontinental  scheme 
was  propounded,  or  the  contract  which  was 
entered  Into  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Company 
and  tbe  government  to<A  place.  As  boos  as 
tbe  first  contract  was  made  between  the 
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Onnd  Trank  Ballway  and  the  country  for 
the  convtmctlon  of  the  line  from  Moncton 
westward  to  Wlnnlp^,  the  Ontario  govern- 
meot  took  another  appropriation,  at  the  last 
senlon  of  parliament,  to  continue  the 
Temlicainbigiie  road,  tte  road  from 
North  Bay  to  Temlscamlngne,  north- 
ward or  northwestward  nntll  it  would  join 
the  transcontinental  road,  and  intimated 
at  tbe  same  time  that  as  this  wonld  con- 
uect  Ontario  with  the  great  west  hy  that 
meani.  they  were  jnrtlfled  In  expending 
that  amount  of  money  In  tike  anticipation 
ef  leadng  It  to  the  Grand  Trank  Railway 
Company  or  the  Grand  Trnnk  Padflc  Com- 
pany as  soon  as  it  was  built.  They  did 
not  stop  there.  They  compiled  wltU  tbe 
application  of  Mr.  Hays,  tbe  manager  of 
tbe  Grand  Trank  Ballway  Company,  and 
aiqjropriated  at  the  laat  seaalon  of  tbe  Ont- 
ario Leglalatnre  a  bonus  of  $2,000  per  mile 
and  6,000  acres  of  land  for  tbe  construc- 
tion of  tbe  road  from  Port  Arthur  or  the 
montb  of  the  River  Nlpigou  with  tbe  trans- 
continental line,  thus  giving  when  these  two 
roads  are  built,  a  direct  connection  between 
tbe  great  producing  Northwest  and  Manitoba 
and  whatever  trade  may  come  tlirough  tiie 
Rocky  mountains  from  the  eastern  countries 
Japan,  China,  or  any  other  country  on  tbe 
I^dflc.  giving  a  direct  connection 
witb  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Ontario  system  to 
the  8«a-board,  wherever  they  may  think 
proper  to  take  It,  and  as  their  line  rans  to 
Portiand  rather  than  to  a  Canadian  seaport 
yoD  may  take  it;,  for  granted,  In  view  of  tbe 
declarations  made  by  Mr.  Hays  and  Sir 
Charles  Rivers-Wilson,  that  they  are  going 
t'j  carry  that  freight  over  tbelr  line  as  far 
as  they  possibly  can  until  they  reach  a 
seaport,  so  that  Mr.  Hays*  scheme  and 
bis  proposition  are  being  accomplished  as 
directly  as  It  is  possible  to  secure  the  carry- 
ing trade  of  the  Northwest  over  the  whole 
Grand  Trunk  system.  There  is  no  hiding 
the  fact  Tbe  facts  are  before  us.  I  am 
not  finding  fault  with  tbe  Ontario  govern- 
ment for  what  they  did.  They  were  deslr^ 
obs  of  connecting  Ontario  with  the  great 
Northwest,  and,  representing  Ontario,  they 
believed  It  to  be  tlie  interest  of  the  pro- 
vince, and  BO  did  the  opposition  at  the  time 
because  they  did  not  oppose  it,  to  connect 
Ontario  with  the  whole  western  carrying 


trade  and  bring  It  Into  and  through  their  own 
province,  and  It  has  been  accomplished  In 
this  manner  by  tbe  astuteness  of  tbe  mana- 
gers of  the-  Grand  Trank  Railway  Company. 
They  have  skill,  they  have  much  knowlec^ 
of  railway  building,  and  a  snfBcient  knowl- 
edge of  the  benefits  of  the  carrying  trade, 
so  much  more  than  the  ministers  with 
whom  ithey  were  negotiating  that  they  suc- 
ceeded, I  will  not  say  in  bamboosling  the 
goverament,  because  that  wonld  not  be  right 
but  they  succeeded  In  accomplishing  that 
which  they  orMrtnally  intended  to  accomplish^ 
and  that  too  without  any  great  expense  to 
themselves.  What  has  tbe  Ontario  govern- 
ment done  to  assist  them  In  securing  that 
trade?  They  have  given  cash  bonuses  to 
that  road  to  which  I  have  called  attention,  of 
nearly  a  million  dollars  and  a  land  subsidy 
calcttlatlng  It  at  two  dollars  an  acre,  amount- 
ing to  two  million  two  hundred  and  sixty- 
eight  ^thousand  dollars,  making  a  total  sub- 
sidy of  $3,824,000.  Had  the  original  pro- 
position of  Mr.  Hays  on  behalf  of  the 
Grand  Trank  been  carried  ont  I  hesitate 
not  to  say  that  Ontario  would  have  been 
relieved  of  this  expenditure  and  the  expense 
to  the  government  of  the  country  would 
have  been  Infinitely  less.  As  further  evi- 
dence of  this  fact,  Mr.  Hays  stated  on  the 
26tii  December,  1903  : 

That  our  first  object  would  be  to  get  the  east 
connected  with  the  great  lakes  for  the  summer 
traffic,  and  then  to  give  Winnipeg  connection 
with  the  east.  The  people  of  the  west  want 
more  railway  facilities,  he  said,  and  he  intended 
to  give  It  to  them  as  qaickly  as  possible. 

There  can  be  no  doubt  whatever  not  only 
of  the  Intention  but  the  desire  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  to  secure  this  traffic.  Now  what 
we  have  to  consider  iu  dealing  with  this  sub- 
ject Is  how  far  tbe  schemes  which  have 
been  instituted,  and  how  far  the  schemes 
that  have  been  developed,  wlU  result  in  sec- 
uring tbe  carrying  trade  to  Canadian, ports, 
or  whether  the  connections  which  I  have 
pointed  out  will  be  made  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  proper  In  securing  the  trade  of  the 
great  west  will  Inure  to  the  benefit  of  Can- 
adian shippers.  Take  the  United  States  ^ 
papers  and  yon  will  find  that  they  took 
upon  proposition  of  carrying  everything  to 
to  Canadian  sea-board  by  the  proposed 
transcontinental  road  as  an  absurdity. 
The  Boston  'Advertiser,'  Boston  commer- 
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clal  men  and  otbers  look  upon  the  declar- 
ation EB  worse  than  absurd.  The  Boston 
'  Advertiser '  treats  the  subject  In  thia 
way— and  It  is  worth  while  to  place  it  npon 
record,  to  see  that  our  'neighbours  are  in- 
terested very  heavily  in  secaring  the  carry- 
ing trade  of  Canada  as  far  as  possible  :to 
their  own  ports— the  'Advertiser*  publishes 
the  following : 

'  While  the  Ijaurier  gOTernment  talks  about 
the  uee  ot  Canadian  ports  by  this  road  New 
England  ts  not  alarmed.  The  n«w  road,  when 
butlt,  mu9t  btrnd  its  freight  over  to  the  Grand 
Trunk,  and  the  latter  will  carry  the  freight 
wherever  there  ar«  the  most  slnamsbips  to  take 
it.  It  la  true  that  the  Canadian  government 
has  signed  contraott  wlUi  the  new  companr  to 
have  the  Oanadlao  port*  used  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, but  the  new  company  does  not  control  the 
entire  haul.  And  when  the  cars  switch  from  the 
road  of  the  Orand  Trunk  Pacific  to  the  Grand 
Trunk,  the  latter  has  the  my  as  to  the  d«stitia- 
tlon.  In  many  cases.  It  the  New  England  ports 
have  the  bast  lacilitles,  the  biggest  fleets,  the 
road  will  do  Its  best  to  work  alonx  that  line. 
The  export  business  is  not  a  matter  of  seatl- 
meDt.  Th«  very  fact  that  no  contract  has  been 
made  binding  th«  Qraad  Trunk  In  the  future 
Is  a  pretty  good  sign  that  the  Canadian  govern- 
ment Is  building  the  new  eastern  line  rather  to 
catch  votes  than  with  much  Idea  that  the  export 
business  will  be  taken  away  from  the  ports  ot 
this  section  for  very  long. 

That  Is  the  view  taken  by  United  States 
frriters,  and  by  those  who  know  very  w^l 
what  the  result  of  the  construction  of  this 
road  will  be. 

There  la  much  more  that  I  might  add  on 
this  subject  were  it  at  all  necessary.  I  have 
gone  over  the  different  points  that  have 
struck  me  as  being  the  most  vulneri;b:a  at 
as  rapid  a  rate  as  possible,  and  have  pointed 
out  that  there  Is  a  very  great  difference 
between  this  contract  and  the  agreement 
entered  into  last  year.  The  liabilities  of 
the  country  are  greatly  Inoreased.  I  have 
pointed  out  what  the  object  of  the  orand 
'lYunk  Railway  Company  was  In  asking  to 
connect  their  system  with  the  great  west, 
and,  I  r^eat,  that  I  look  upon  that  as  a 
commendable  policy  on  the  part  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  RaUway.  I  have  shown  that  their 
connection  with  the  Northwest  Territories 
by  means  ot  the  construction  of  a  road  end 
Ing  at  Port  Arthur  or  North  Bay  and  by  the 
leasing  of  the  Ontario  government  road 
would  bring  their  whole  system  In  communi- 
cation with  the  Northwest,  and  enable  them 
to  secure,  not  only  the  trade  which  they  have 
had  up  to  the  present  time  from  other  roads, 
but  also  additional  traffic  from  the  North- 

Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBUi. 


west  It  woold  also  enable  them  to  place 
steamers  on  the  upper  lakes  and  do  what 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is  doing,  carry 
wheat  from  the  head  of  Lake  Superior  tn 
their  roads  In  Ontario.  It  is  to  their  interest 
to  carry  that  fteight.to  their  own  port  od 
the  Atlantic,  and  where  th^  interest  lies 
they  will  devote  their  energies  and  direct 
their  attention  to  securing  dividends.  Let 
us  suppose  for  a  moment  that  In  winter 
they  could  carry  the  grain,  as  they  say  they 
will,  from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec.  What  Is 
tbelr  position  when  they  get  it  to  Quebec  ? 
Unless  they  are  compelled  by  the  owners 
of  the  grain  to  send  it  on  to  Moncton,  they 
will  carry  it  to  Portland,  because  the  dis- 
tance from  Quebec  over  their  own  line  to 
Portland  is  only  eighteen  miles  longer  than 
from  Montreal  to  Portland.  Is  it  at  all  like- 
ly, therefore,  that  they  will  carry  that  freight 
to  Moncton  unless  means  be  taken,  whicb 
are  not  provided  for  by  this  Bill,  to  have 
the  traffic  carried  to  our  own  ports  ?  The 
Urand  Trunk  Railway  has  been  able  to 
secure  by  this  new  road,  and  by  the  aid  it 
is  recdviug  from  the  Ontario  government, 
trade  over  their  own  line  through  the  whole 
province  of  Ontario  and  nearly  the  whole 
l)rovince  of  Quebec,  to  the  coast  aud  to  the 
dL'ttfment  of  the  transcontinental  road, 
which  they  will  control  for  many  years 
without  paying  anything  for  it 

Now,  what  should  be  the  policy  of  the 
government  ?  It  should  be  the  constructioD 
of  a  road  by  whicb  the  products  of  the  great 
west  wlU  be  carried  to  a  Canadian  sea- 
port, and,  what  Is  of  equal  Importance,  that 
they  shall  control  the  rates.  They  would 
thus  accomplish  the  great  object  which  this 
country  has  in  view,  the  building  up  of  the 
great  Northwest  and  securing  an  outlet  for 
the  traffic  of  that  section  of  Canada  In  our 
own  country.  We  have  now  an  outlet  to  a 
very  limited  extent  For  twenty-five  years 
this  country  was  agitating  to  secure  a  win- 
ter port  on  the  Atlantic.  It  was  only  when 
the  late  government  granted  a  bonus  to  sblp 
owners  to  visit  the  port  of  St  John  during 
the  winter  that  partial  success  was  attained. 
I  had  the  honour  of  being  at  tiie  head  of  the 
government  at  the  ttme,  and  when  the  pro- 
position was  made  to  me  I  pointed  out  to  a 
deputation  from  the  city  of  St  John  that 
that  could  not  be  accomplished,  nor  would  I 
be  Justified  in  recommending  to  my  col- 
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leagues  any  appropriation  or  subsidy  to 
ship-owQers  to  call  at  tlie  port  of  St.  John 
until  they  could  asaore  the  government  that 
the  Canadian  Padflc  Ball  way  was  ready  and 
wlUing,  and  would  bind  itself,  to  cany  the 
firei^t  tbat  came  from  the  Northwest,  and 
was  delivered  to  them  at  Montreal,  orer 
what  is  called  the  short  line  at  the  same 
rate  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  charged 
to  carry  the  same  freight  to  Portland.  I 
said,  if  you  will  give  me  tbat  assurance  1 
win  have  grounds  upon  which  I  can  coa- 
sclentlonaly  recommend  to  my  colleagnea  the 
granting  of  a  subsidy-   The  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  manager,  though  the  route  to 
St  John  was  a  couple  of  hundred  miles 
longer  than  the  line  to  Portland,  gavt  the 
assurance    that    they    would    carry  the 
freight   at   the   same   rate   to   St.  John 
for  which   the  Grand   Trunk   carried  It 
to  Fwtlaad,  and  on  the  strength  of  that 
the  recommendation  was  made  to  council 
and  the  grant  was  made.    That  was  the 
beginning  of  the  establishment  of  a  winter 
port  in  Canada,  and  It  has  been  going  on 
ever  since.    It  is  true  the  present  govern- 
ment   have  expended  a  large  amount  of 
money  In  the  constnictlon  of  eleTators  and 
in  the  extension  of  the  road  Into  the  city 
of  St  John,  but  as  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way route  is  a  good  deal  longer  by  the  way 
of  Moncton,  the  freight  has  gone  the  other 
way,  and  by  the  return  laid  on  the  table 
of  the  House  it  is  shown  tbat  the  construc- 
tion of  this  elevator  in  the  city  of  St.  John 
has  not  been  as  great  a  succraa  In  divert- 
ing the  grain-carrying  trade  to  that  port  as 
it  was  anticipated  it  would  be.    But  the 
initial  step  taken  was  successful  to  a  very 
great  extent,  as  I  think  hon.  gentlemen 
from  New  Brunswick  will  acknowledge.  In 
establishing  a  winter  port  in  the  maritime 
provinces.    If  the  proposition  which  is  be- 
fore as  to-day  was  to  carry  western  traffic 
direct  to  a  Canadian  seaport,  where  we 
conid  ship  In  vessels  the  products  of  the 
great  west  to  European  marEets,  there  would 
be  some  reason  and  sense  in  it,  but  the  pro- 
IX)8ltion  Is  to  send  the  freight  to  Moncton. 
You  would  be  Jnst  as  far  oft  a  seaport 
then  as  yon  are  now,  by  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  after  you  get  the  freight  to 
Moncton  you  must  either  send  it  on  to  Hall- 
fax  or  come  back  again  westward  to  reach 
St  John.   I  am  not  surprised  that  the  peo- 


ple of  Halifax  should  accept  this  contract, 
but  why  those  who  desire  to  have  St.  John 
the  winter  port  for  Canada  should  consent 
to  it.  I  cannot  understand.  There  is  but 
one  way  to  my  mind  to  make  this  project 
advantageous  to  Canada.  The  country  is 
now  committed  to  the  payment  of  nine- 
tenths  of  the  whole  expense  of  construct- 
ing this  great  transcontinental  railway ; 
why  not  pay  the  other  tenth  and  own  the 
whole  road  ?  I  daresay  I  shall  be  told  tbat 
when  I  addressed  the  House  on  this  subject 
last  year  I  was  opposed  to  government  own- 
ership. Per  se  I  am  opposed  to  government 
ownership,  for  reasons  which  I  could  give, 
but  when  we  find  a  government  who  pre- 
tend to  have  an  objection  to  government 
ownership  spending  millions  In  order  to  ex- 
tend the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  Montreal, 
such  a  chaise  would  come  with  very  bad 
grace  from  them.  If  we  desire  to  secure 
for  Canadian  seaports  the  output  of  our 
great  Northwest,  then  we  should  own  the 
road.  The  predictions  of  Sir  Charles  Tup- 
per  as  to  the  effect  of  building  the  Canad- 
ian Pacific  Railway  were  laughed  at,  but 
they  have  been  more  than  fulfilled,  and  if 
the  prophesies  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  are  to  be  fnlfllled  within  the  next 
eigiit  or  ten  years,  we  will  require  two  or 
three  more  avenues  by  which  to  bring  out 
the  produce  of  the  great  west.  The  mem- 
bers of  the  present  government  while  pre- 
tending to  be  opposed  to  government  owner- 
ship, have  in  the  past  advocated  it  very 
strongly,  but  very  often  when  a  member 
of  parliament  enters  the  cabinet  his  opin- 
ions undei^o  a  change.  The  strongest  ad- 
vocate of  govemmertO  ownership  in  the 
counti'y  Is  the  gentleman  who  is  now  Minis- 
ter of  Railways.  I  shall  read  what  he  said 
upon  this  question  for  the  sake  of  putting 
It  on  record.  Now,  of  course,  being  In  the 
cabinet,  he  is  obliged  to  declare  himself 
opposed  to  government  ownership.  My 
own  conversion  Is  of  this  charac- 
ter ;  if  we  are  to  build  the  road 
and  pay  nine-tenths  of  the  whole  cost  of 
construction,  we  had  better  add  the  other 
tenth  and  own  the  road.  It  does  not  follow 
that  owning  the  road,  we  should  there- 
fore run  it  It  can  be  operated  successfully. 
If  separated  from  what  the  Montreal 
*  Witness  *  calls  that  '  cursed  partisanship ' 
which  prevails  at  the  present  time.   I  have 
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here  figures  showing  the  result  of  govem- 
nient  ownership  In  Australia.  WhUe  ttau 
roads  there  were  managed  by  the  i>olttlcal 
parties,  they  were  run  at  a  loss  to  the  goT- 
emment  A  clever  Canadian  has  gone  to 
Australia  In  the  person  of  Mr.  Tate,  a  sod 
of  one  of  the  chief  Justices  of  the  province 
of  Quebec,  and  the  figures  which  came 
under  my  notice  the  other  day,  clipped  from 
Australian  newspapers,  show  that  since  he 
has  had  control  the  road  has  not  only  Ijeen 
paying  running  expenses,  but  the  Interest 
upon  the  outlay  and  something  to  spare  be- 
sides. If  that  can  be  done  in  one  country 
it  can  be  done  In  another.  Remove  tbe 
cursed  influences  that  have  surrounded  the 
working  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway— and 
I  nm  not  attributing  it  all  to  one  party,  I 
bnve  seen  enough  to  understand  the  diffi- 
culties that  present  themselves  while  It  is 
under  the  control  of  the  government— and  I 
■say  a  railway  can  be  owned  by  the  govern- 
ment and  the  government  can  dictate  to  the 
commission  where  the  freight  shall  be  taken 
and  the  rates  for  which  it  shall  be  carried. 
Fnt  these  roads  In  the  bands  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  or  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company,  and  it  will  not  be 
six  months  until  there  is  a  combination 
between  them  and  competing  roads  to 
put  up  the  rates.  Look  at  the  ex- 
perience of  Manitoba.  We  had  almost  a 
rebellion  there  at  one  time  because  the 
agreement  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  prevented  the  building  of  a 
competing  road.  The  restriction  was  re- 
moved, and  an  arrangement  was  made  with 
llie  Northern  Paciflt;  to  construct  a  road 
from  North  Dakota  into  Winnipeg,  tapping 
the  trade  of  the  great  west  and  Manitoba. 
Within  six  months '  a  combination  existed 
by  which  these  roads  bound  themselves  to 
charge  no  less  for  the  carrying  of  traffic 
than  the  Canadian  Pacific  charged.  I  saw 
that  agreement  which  was  entered  into,  In 
the  hands  of  the  Governor,  before  the  road 
was  built  at  all.  What  has  the  present  gov- 
ernment of  Manitoba  done?  It  has  taken  that 
road  out  of  the  hands  of  the  Northern  Pa- 
cific, and  put  It  into  the  hands  of  the  Cana- 
dian Northern,  with  the  condition  that  they 
control  the  rates  and  that  the  rates  shall  not 
exceed  a  certain  amount.  The  result  has 
been  a  saving  to  the  farmers  of  Manitoba 
Hod   sir  MACKB.NZL'S  BOWBLL. 


and  the  Northwest  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  dollars,  I  might  say  millions  of  dollars, 
and  it  is  only  the  beginning  of  the  saving 
which  will  result  from  a  policy  of  that 
kind.  Had  the  road  remained  In  the  hands 
of  the  Northern  Pacific  or  of  any  other  com- 
pany, without  these  restrictions,  there  would 
have  been  a  combination  of  the  railways 
as  to  the  rates  which  they  should  charge. 
Therefore  It  is  only  reasonable  that  a  nev 
policy  should  be  adopted,  and  that  the  gov- 
ernment having  to  build  the  road  should 
own  it  and  control  the  ports  from  which  the 
products  of  Canada  should  be  shipped  to 
European  maricets,  and  what  Is  of  inftnltely 
greater  Importance,  control  the  rates  at 
which  the  freight  should  be  carried. 

I  said  I  would  read  the  views  expressed 
by  the  present  Minister  of  Railways  before 
he  entered  the  cabinet.  In  speaking  on 
this  subject  on  April  25,  1902,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber  for  Westmoreland  (Hon.  Mr.  Bmmer- 
son)  said : 

The  iDtereoloQM  Railway  ham  been  one  of  the 
most  splendid  asseu  that  the  govemment  at 

Canada  h&a   ever   posaessed  When 

the  fathers  oC  confederation  framed  the  Brltisb 
North  America  Act  tbey  recogalud  the  (act 
that  it  was  essential  for  ttie  consoUdatlon  of 
these  provinces  thait  there  should  be  an  iron 
band  eonnecttng  the  provinces  which  then  cob- 

Mltuted  the  Dominion  o!  Canada  The 

Idea  must  have  been  dominant  In  their  minda 
thnt  Id  the  future,  as  our  Dominion  came  into 
Ita  vaet  weetern  terrltary,  it  was  quite  as  es- 
sential that  thart  road  should  travel  beyond  tits 
lines  of  the  St.  L<awT«Dce  and  go  west  and 
unite  whatever  might  then  be  the  provinces  of 

Canada  I  venture  to  say  that  tlie 

Intercolonial  Railway  wUl  yet  prove  to  be  one 
of  the  richest  dividend  bearing  concerns  Id  this 

great  Dominion  That  It  will  one  day 

Justify  the  efforts  of  tihe  Hlnlster  of  Railwars 
and  Oanala  (Hr.  Bfailr)  to  make  this  rallvar 
.worthy  of  this  great  Dominion.  He  found  It  a 
tramway  and  he  has  left  it  a  rallwav.  He  has 
equipped  it  In  a  manner  which  I  need  not  de- 
scribe. This  Is  but  one  evidence  of  tlie  valas 
of  the  efforts  which  the  Minister  of  RatlwaTt 
and  Canals  (Mr.  Blair)  has  been  putting  forth 
to  make  a  railway  out  of  what  seemed  to  be  the 
inteotton  or  the  result  of  an  Intention  to  side- 
track at  least  a  portion  of  the  Intercolonial 

Railway  If  the  terms  of  conf'edera- 

tlOD  are  to  be  carried  out  in  their  entirety 
that  the  Intercolonial  Railway  shall  be  ex- 
tended, It  shall  crawl  further  west  year  after 
year  until  possibly  It  ehall  extend  to  .  the 
prairies  of  the  west,  and  our  aeaporta  shall  be 
the  ports  whence  sail  the  rich  products  of  the 
great  western  country. 

That  is  pretty  strong  language  for  a 
member  of  the  cabinet  who  now  professes 
to  be  opposed  to  govemment  ownmhip.  It 
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brings  to  one's  mind  Dante's  motto  at  tbe 
entrance  of  the  Infernal  regions  : 

'  All  hope  Abandon  ye  who  eater  ban.' 

Has  the  present  premier  paraphrased  this 
motto  and  posted  on  the  lintels  of  the  door 
of  the  execatlTe  chamber  as  a  qaaUflcatloii 
for  all  -who  entw  his  cabinet : 

'  AH  principles  abandon  je  who  enter  here.' 

The  quotation  is  so  applicable  that  eren 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  smiles.  Of 
course  the  MInteter  of  Railwaya  has  no  opin- 
ions DOW,  bat  this  does  not  apply  solely 
to  Mr.  Emmerson.  There  is  not  a  member 
of  the  cabinet  who  has  not  swallowed  him- 
self from  tbe  crown  of  his  bead  to  tbe  soles 
of  his  feet.  There  Is  not  a  principle  they  advo- 
cated in  the  past  tliat  they  imve  not  violated 
in  practice.  They  have  gone  back  on  their 
prln<Hp1eB,  and  I  congratulate  them  on  hav- 
ing done  so.  We  had  an  evidence  of  It  yester- 
day. Onr  genial  friend  from  Victoria  (Hon. 
Mr.  Terapleman)  extolled  tbe  principle  of 
^vlng  bounties,  which  had  been  denounced 
by  the  Reform  party  In  tbe  past  as  the 
most  iniquitous  system  of  protection,  but 
he  pointed  out  to  the  House  yesterday 
the  stimulating  effect  the  bounty  on  lead 
has  had  on  the  mining  IndtHtry  In 
British  Columbia  and  I  congratulate  him 
on  the  results  which  have  followed  the  ex- 
ample set  bim  by  tbe  Conservative  govern- 
ment. Under  tbe  circumstances  as  I  have 
given  them  to  the  House,  and  the  reasons 
why,  at  the  present  moment  I  wUl  support 
a  policy  of  government  ownership  of  the 
road  as  we  have  to  build  It,  I  propose  to 
test  the  opinion  of  this  House  on  the  fol- 
lowing resolution  which  I  have  the  honour 
to  move,  seconded  by  my  hon.  frieiul  Mr. 
DeBoucbervlUe : 

'  That  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the  second 
time,  but  that  It  be  resolved,  that  In  the 
opinion  of  this  House  it  Is  Inexpedient 
to  commit  the  country  to  the  proposed 
enormous  obligations  upon  the  terms  and 
In  the  muiner  set  forth  in  tbe  aereements  pro- 
posed -to  b«  ratlOed  by  this  Bill,  thereby  adopt- 
ing a  policy  which  will  Impair  the  power  of 
Canada  to  deal  effeotlvel^  with  the  transporta- 
tion problem  on  other  lines  for  many  years  to 
oome  :  that  if  such  obllsations  are  to  be  as- 
sumed, tlie  Tood  should  be  built,  owned  and 
controlled  by  tbe  governmeat  to  order  that 
Canadian  seaports  may  be  assured  for  the  outlet 
of  all  freight' and  government  control  of  rates 
be  secured. 

Hon.  Mr.  OA»GRAIN  (de  Lanaudifire) 
moved  the  adjournment  of  tbe  debate  until 
to-morrow. 

The  moUon  was  agreed  to. 


MUTUAL  RB8BRVB  FUND  UFB  AS- 
SOCIATION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  the  adoption  of 
tbe  thhd  report  of  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pi^ted  to  Investigate  the  position  In  Can- 
ada of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  nntu  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottatca,  Friday,  June  11,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (d3)  An  Act  respecting  a  certain 
Patent  of  E.  A.  Small.— (Hon.  Mr.  Mitchell.) 

BUI  (6S)  An  Act  rejecting  certain  Patents 
of  Lewis  E.  Curtis. — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Co- 
bourg.) 

Bill  (103)  An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  Cana- 
dian Artillery  Association. — (Hon.  Mr.  Tem- 

pleman.) 

Bill  (92)  An  Act  respecting  certain  Patents 
of  William  A.  Damen,  as  amended. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

BUI  (106)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Ghi- 
contlmi  and  North-eastern  RaUway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Domville.) 

BiU  (J)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza 
Robertson: — (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg.) 

SECOND  REaUINGS. 

Bill  (42)  An  Act  respecting  the  Sprague's 
Falls  Manufacturing  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Baird.) 

Bill  (79)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Thomp- 
son River  Improvement  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  McHugh.) 

TRANSCONTINENTAL    RAILWAY  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called : 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debaite  on  motion  for 
second  reading  (Bill  72)  an  Act  to  amend  the 
National  Transcontinental  RaUway  Act,  and  tha 
resolution  of  the  Hon.  Hackenale  Bowoll  Id 
amendDMBt  thereto. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanftudiere) 
said:  I  deeply  appreciate  the  honour  done  me 
of  being  entrusted  with  the  reply  to  the  lead- 
er of  the  opposition,  in  this,  In  my  opinion, 
the  most  important  measure  which  has  en- 
gaged the  attention  of  parliament  since  con- 
federation. It  Is  the  largest  enterprise  I  know 
of— the  latest  railway  constructl<m  that  has 
ever  been  contemplated  by  this  gOTernmeot; 
therefore  I  deeply  appreciate  the  honour 
done  me.  I  may  say  at  once  that  1  had 
some  hesitation  and  a  good  deal  of  dlffl- 
denca  before  assumfng  this  task,  but  I  be- 
lieve it  is  the  duty  of  any  hon.  gentleman  in 
this  House  who  by  Inclination,  training  or 
some  slight  technical  knowledge  of  some 
public  question,  to  devote  his  efforts  towards 
giving  to  the  House  the  fruits  of  his  labouts. 
I  shall  at  once  deal  very  briefly  with 
the  nmeodments  to  the  contract,  and  ask 
this  House  why  we  are  again  consider- 
ing this  BUI.  Why  are  we  amending  the 
contract  passed  last  year  ?  If  as  has  been 
represented  by  the  leaders  and  press  of  the 
Conservative  party,  the  agreement  was  not 
to  benefit  Canada  but  to  benefit  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company,  why  was  It  re- 
jected when  it  was  sent  over  to  England  and 
submitted  to  the  shareholders  of  the  com- 
pany, by  one  of  the  ablest  men  In  the  man- 
agement of  the  company?  Why  did  the  share- 
holders not  credit  the  evidence  of  the  Con- 
servative party,  that  they  were  getting  such 
Immense  advantages  ?  The  fact  remaina, 
that  the  meeting  of  shareholders  rejected 
the  agreement.  If  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way could  derive  such  advantages  from  the 
contract  is  it  evidence  of  that  fact  that  the 
shareholders,  for  fear  of  losing  such  an  op- 
portunity, did  not  at  once  sanction  the  agree- 
ment ?  The  president  and  board  of  directors 
were  almost  unanimously  in  favour  of  the 
contract,  but  one  of  the  shareholders,  an 
old  director  of  the  company,  Mr.  Allen, 
absolutely  refused  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  the  agreement,  saying  he  refused  to 
plunge  once  more  into  the  wilderness  ;  thfvt 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  had 
lost  enough  money  In  Canada,  and  they  were 
not  going  to  enter  Into  this  new  enterprise. 
Hp  sent  a  memorandum  which  was  read  by 
his  own  son  at  fbat  meeting,  giving  the  rea- 
son why  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  share- 
holders should  not  ratify  the  agreement  as 
It  stood  then.    It  reminds  me  that  last  ses- 


sion I  was  discussing .  this  question  wltb 
some  friends  and  showing  that  were  I  a 
shareholder  in  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  I 
would  look  at  It  twice  before  I  would  ac- 
cept the  contract,  and  I  gave  my  reason.  I 
happened  to  do  so  within  the  hearing  of  a 
high  official  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
and  he  asked  me  to  refrain  from  giving  those 
reasons  when  I  bad  the  honour  of  addret«- 
Ing  the  Senate  «ast  session  on  the  subject 
He  said  that  Mr.  Hays  would  have  enoogb 
difficulty  in  getting  the  shareholders  to  ra- 
tify that  agreement  without  throwing  ob- 
stacles in  his  way.  But  I  find  that  many  of 
the  shareholders  In  England  entertained  the 
same  opinion,  and  at  the  meeting  held  to 
consider  the  question  the  same  ai^meuti 
that  I  bad  used  were  ui^ed  the 
shareholders  against  the  ratification  of  the 
agreement.  Mr,  Merlin,  a  large  share- 
holder in  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany, said  that  be  found  after  reading  the 
contract  carefully  and  submitting  It  to  busi- 
ness men  in  London,  that  the  Canadian  gov- 
ernment was  assuming  little  or  no  obliga- 
tion, and  I  invite  the  attention  of  this  hon- 
ourable House  particularly  to  this  fact,  that 
the  business  men  6t  London  view  It  very 
much  as  our  Finance  Minister  views  It. 

The  first  amendment  to  this  agreement  Is 
an  extension  of  time  from  five  to  eight  years 
The  agreement  stipulated  that  a  deposit  of 
i<5,000,000  bad  to  be  made.  We  know  how 
timid  capital  Is,  and  capitalists,  before 
putting  up  their  good  money,  wanted  to 
make  snre^  as  business  men,  that  the  com- 
pany should  have  time  to  complete  the  ec- 
terprlse.  Suppose  tbe  construction  of  the 
line  took  a  few  months  longer  than  the  five 
years,  the  company  would  be  at  tbe  mercy 
of  the  government,  and  therefore  they  ask* 
ed  for  this  extension  to  el^t  years.  In  do- 
ing so  they  acted  as  business  men,  not  with 
the  intention  of  taking  the  fnH  number  of 
years,  not  with  the  Intention,  after  building 
the  greater  part  of  the  road  and  paying  oat 
75  or  80  per  cent  of  the  money  necessary  to 
complete  it,  of  allowing  that  large  invest- 
ment to  lie  idle  any  longer  than  they  can 
help.  It  will  be  to  their  Interest  to  com- 
plete the  road  as  expeditiously  as  possible. 
Therefore.  I  do  not  consider  tbe  extension 
of  time  of  much  consequence  ;  and,  as  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  said,  this  amend- 
ment is  of  very  little  consequence  Indeed 
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Then  tbey  asked  tha  rlgbt  to  operate  por- 
tions of  tbe  railway  as  they  are  constructed. 
That  is  a  reasonable  request  Wbat  would 
be  done  with  those  portions  of  the  railway 
If  they  were  not  operated  ?  It  is  not  tht 
policy  of  this  government  to  operate  th'.^ 
railway.  Our  hon.  friends  in  the  opposition 
bare  changed  their  Ideas  lately  about  rail- 
way operation,  and  would  have  the  Trans 
continental  operated  by  the  government. 
Bat  it  Is  not  tbe  intention  of  this  govern- 
ment.  as  voiced  by  the  Finance  Minister, 
to  operate  the  road,  and  therefore  it  is  right 
to  allow  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company 
to  operate  the  parts  as  they  are  built,  au-l 
all  the  more  so  as  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  would  have  to  pay  for  tbf. 
whole  of  the  rolling  stock.  They  woutd 
operated  without  any  expense  whatever  to 
the  tax  payers  of  Canada. 

The  amendment  relating  to  the  prairie 
section  is  very  slight.  While  this  agreement 
was  being  presented  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  shareholders,  the  financial  market 
of  tbe  world  was  depressed,  and  It  was  fear- 
ed that  these  bonds  would  not  bring  one 
handred  cents  on  the  dollar.  Therefore,  i; 
was  asked  that  should  these  bonds  have  to 
be  sold  at  a  somewhat  less  rate  than  their 
value  provision  should  be  made  for  It.  But 
I  must  remind  the  House  that  the  bonds 
cannot  be  sold  except  with  the  sanction  of 
the  Finance  Minister,  which  means  the  sanc- 
tion of  tbe  government  of  Canada.  If  the 
bonds  were  to  be  sold  at,  say,  a  loss  of  W 
Iter  cent.  I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  that 
tbe  bonds  will  go  at  less  than  par. 
I  have  more  confidence  In  tbe  credit  of 
Canada  than  to  believe  that  3  per  cent 
bonds,  guaranteed  by  the  government  of 
my  country,  will  bring  less  than  par 
in  the  market  of  the  world— of  course, 
not  under  extracMrdinary  circumstances,  such 
as  we  see  to-day.  when  consols  are  lower 
than  they  have  been  for  half  a  century. 
Even  admitting  if  it  Is  necessary  to  issup 
more  bonds  to  complete  tbe  $13,000  per  mile, 
supposing  they  sold  at  10  per  cent  below 
par,  it  would  mean  that  mnch  additional 
goarantee.  not  actual  money  paid  out.  In 
order  to  give  a  substantial  guarantee,  as 
was  intended,  of  thirteen  thousand  dollars 
per  mile,  i^ow,  as  to  tbe  mountain  section, 
the  hon.  gentleman  opposite  has  criticised 
that  part  of  tbe  agreement  very  much— that 
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is  the  section  from  Edmonton  to  tbe  Paci- 
fic. He  stated  that  there  was  no  limit  to 
the  government  guarantee,  but  he  must  see 
there  is  this  limit— the  limit  of  tbe  actual 
coat  of  the  road,  and  the  government  engin- 
eers will  have  to  say  whether  or  not  the  road 
has  cost  so  much  per  miie,  as  In  the  case  of 
any  company  applying  for  the  double  sub- 
sidy. The  government  engineer  will  go 
over  the  road,  and  the  government  are  per- 
fectly Justified  In  saying,  we  will  guarantee 
the  bonds  on  a  road  costing  $40,000  a  mile— 
that  is  guaranteeing  the  bonds  for  $30,000. 
The  hon.  gentleman  opposite  made  a  great 
deal  of  the  tact  that  it  appeared  to  him  the 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  constructing  the  road 
through  tbe  Rocky  mountains  was  too  low. 
1  am  not  at  all  prepared  to  contradict  him 
on  that  point ;  but  I  call  bis  attention  to  the 
fact  that  In  the  distance  from  Edmonton  to 
Port  Simpson,  some  ten  hundred  and  sixty- 
six  miles,  there  are  some  three  hundred 
miles  of  prairie,  and  naturally  the  con- 
struction would  not  cost  anything  like  as 
much  on  that  prairie  section  as  it  will  on  tbe 
mountain  section.  That  would  reduce  the ' 
average  over  tl^e  whole  of  It  I  am  told 
there  are  parts,  at  the  summit,  near  the 
Peace  river  and  near  the  bead  waters  of  the 
Skeena  river,  for  one  hundred  miles,  where 
the  cost  would  be  $50,000  per  mile,  other 
parts  $31,000  per  mile  and  other  parts  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  $40,000.  and  tiien  tbe 
prairie  portion  wtiicb  will  not  Cost  anything 
near  that,  and  will  In-ing  down  the  average 
cost  for  tbe  whole  of  tbe  road  from  Ed- 
monton to  tbe  Pacific  coast  Again,  taking 
the  Passes,  the  Pine  river  or  the  Peace 
river,  or  the  Skeena  river  valley,  there  is  a 
great  difference  In  the  cost  of  constructing 
a  railway  line  In  that  part  of  the  Rocky 
mountains,  as  compared  with  the  route  tra- 
versed by  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Everybody  knows  there  Is  an  enormous 
dtCTerence  In  the  elevation  of  the  mountains. 
Everybody  knows  there  is  great  difference 
in  the  approaches  of  these  passes  ;  every- 
body knows  that  from  Edmonton  up  to  the 
foot  of  the  Rocky  mountains,  Is  a  conti- 
nuous slow  rising  grade,  so  that  when  you 
arrive  at  the  Peace  river,  you  are  then  at 
quite  an  elevation,  and  you  have  arrived  at 
tlint  elevation  without  any  abrupt  break  in 
the  surface  of  the  country.  Therefore,  the 
government  In  agreeing  to  guarantee  bonds 
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to  the  amount  ol  thirty  thousand  dollars  per 
mile  on  the  mountain  section  are  not  ven- 
turing too  much,  for  I  do  not  believe  that 
amount  will  be  exceeded.  Granting  tuat  it 
might  C08t  f36,O00  or  987.000  or  $40,000  per 
mile,'  counting  the  prairie  section  In  with 
it.  at  ¥40,000  a  mile  all  over  It  woDld  only 
leave  what  the  government  agreed  to  guar- 
antee in  Its  original  arrangement  at  $30.0UU 
per  mile,  bo  that  I  do  not  think  we  need 
have  any  fear  as  to  that  point,  and,  as  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  bas  said,  it  Is  a  mat- 
ter of  small  consequence.  It  Is  urged  that 
the  government  was  compelled  to  agree  to 
these  amendments,  xhe  government  found 
themselves  face  to  face  with  this  proposi- 
tion ;  either  they  had  to  agree  to  these 
amendments  or  give  up  the  idea  of  having 
the  Grand  Trunk  build  the  road.  There  was 
no  other  alternative.  So  that  I  think  the 
government  made  a  very  good  bargain  with 
Sir  Charles  Bivers-Wllson  and  Mr.  Hays 
and  the  other  gentleman.  In  the  face  of  a 
good  deal  of  opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— What  Is  the  length 
of  the  mountain  section,  according  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  calculation  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN— I  gave  the  total 
distance  from  Edmonton  to  Port  Simpson  at 
l.OtiC  miles.  I  said  there  was  a  pralrlo 
section  from  Edmonton  in  a  northwesterly 
direction  for  three  hundred  miles,  leaving 
766  nriles  for  the  mountain  section.  1  may 
also  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
to  the  fact  that  If  there  is  any  dispute  itbout 
the  exact  point  at  which  the  mountain  sec- 
tion should  begin  and  the  prairie  seotion 
should  end,  provision  is  made  in  the  agree- 
ment that  a  board  of  arbitrators  will  hi 
appointed  to  determine  where  the  $13,000 
guarantee  shall  end  and  the  $30,000  guar- 
antee shall  b^ln.  The  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  should  remember  that  it  is  not 
the  first  time  that  the  government  of  this 
country  has  applied  to  the  Grand  Trun!; 
Railway  to  build  a  transcontinental  road. 
J  might  say— and  It  Is  a  matter  of  history 
now— that  the  colleagues  of  my  hon.  friend, 
Sir  John  A.  Macdonald,  Sir  Charles  Tupper. 
Sir  Leonard  Tilley  and  Sir  Adotphe  Coi'on. 
approached  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  be- 
fore they  entpjred  Into  an  arrangement  witb 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  But  they 
were  not  as  fortunate  as  the  present  gov- 
ernment ;  they  did  not  succeed.    I  stand 
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to  be  corrected,  but  I  have  been  Intonneil 
that  the  gentlemen  I  have  named  went 
to  London  and  tried  in  every  possible  wdy 
to  induce  the  Grand  Trunk  to  do  for  them 
what  they  are  doing  to-day  for  the  Lauriet 
government.  That  was  before  they  entered 
into  the  contract  with  the  Canadian  Pacifi'! 
Hallway.  We  have  beard  pe<^le  ezpreu 
surprise  that  this  Grand  Tmok  Padflc 
scheme  should  have  come  back  to  parllauwDt, 
and  yesterday,  when  the  bon.  leader  of  tbif 
opposition  referred  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  he  said  it  was  a  project  of  a  dif- 
ferent nature.  It  was  not  the  same  thing  at 
all.  I  admit  there  Is  some  difference,  but 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company 
came  back,  and  It  came'back  after  having 
received  twenty-five  millions  of  the  people's 
money,  after  having  received  twenty-five 
million  acres  of  land,  after  having  received 
G14  miles  of  constructed  road,  after  having 
received  surveys  from  one  end  of  the  line  to 
the  other  ;  and  more  than  that,  they  had  re- 
ceived also  exemption  of  duties  for  anythiag 
that  they  required  to  Import  from  the  United 
States  or  anywhere  else  for  tbe  building  of 
that  road.  They  had  received  also  exemption 
from  land  taxes,  and,  more  and  more,  thej 
secured  a  monopoly.  They  were  exempt 
from  any  railway  competition  ;  and.  more 
and  more  still,  until  you  would  think  by  tbii 
time  tliey  had  been  given  the  earth  and  alt 
within  and  beneath  It,  they  were  given  tbe 
right  to  charge  their  own  prices  for  aoiF 
business  they  did  in  the  Northwest  or  any- 
where tbe  line  went ;  and  it  was  a  case  witb 
the  merchant  or  settler  of  having  to  pay 
what  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  cliose 
to  charge  or  not  use  the  railway  at  all. 
What  are  we  doing  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  ?  The  government  has  retained  ab- 
solute control  of  the  rates.  If  tbe  tax-payer* 
are  called  upon  to  pay  any  money  to  tbfs 
enterprise,  tbey  will  have  absolute  control 
of  the  rates.  The  Canadian*  Pacific  Railway 
came  bacl;  after  having  received  all  these  ad- 
vantages to  which  I  have  referred,  and  we 
all  remember  that  famous  crisis  when  Mr. 
William,  now  Sir  William  Van  Home  camo 
to  Ottawa  and  asked  for  a  loan  of 
thirty  millions  of  dollars,  and  Sir  John  A. 
Macdonald,  knowing  that  he  bad  done  so 
much  for  that  company,  hesitated  and  said : 
'  I  have  gone  so  far  that  I  am  really  frlght- 
eneil  to  go  one  step  further.'  The  Minister 
of  Railways,  the  Hon.  Henry  Pope,  refused 


Digitized  by 


Google 


jmrE  17*  1904 


419 


to  lielp  tbem,  and  Sir  William  Van  Home 
went  in  despondency  to  the  Railway  Depart- 
ment for  assistance.     At   that   time  Sir 
Charles  Tupper  also  refused  to  help  tbem. 
He  thought  the  gorernment  coald  not  give 
ao;  more.    They  had  given  the  company 
eTerythiifg  they  could.  But  Sir  Francis  Smith 
iQsEsted  thqt  they  must  be  helped ;  that  the 
soremment  could  not  afford  to  let  the  enter- 
prise go  down.   When  Sir  Francis  Smith  re- 
ceived a  knighthood  about  this  time,  and  it 
came  out  in  a  letter  published  over  Mr.  Van 
Horoe's  signature,  in  a  Montreal  paper,  that 
Sir  Francis  Smith  had  saved  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  from  bankruptcy.  The  money 
was  loaned  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  every  dollar  of  the  money  was  returned, 
and  the  scheme  was  carried  out.  This  is  not 
the  first  time  that  a  railway  company,  better 
endowed  than  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
has  come  back  to  parliament.  Take  the  Al- 
goma^  Central  ;  a  great  fuss  has  been  made 
about  a  loan  of  ^000,000  by  the  Ontario 
^vernment.  although  I  think  the  security  is 
good  and  every  dollar  will  be  repaid.  The 
bon.  gentleman  has  spoken  of  transporta- 
tion.    He  has  also  made  the  assertion  that 
the  grain  would  not  be  carried,  especially 
in  the  summer  months,  over  this  new  road. 
This  transportation  question  Is  of  such  Im- 
portance, and  the  members  of  this  House, 
Interested  as  they  are  Id  public  questions 
will,  I  believe,  grant  me  a  few  moments  in 
which  to  discuss  this  important  question  ot 
transportation.    It  Is  not  such  a  complicated 
matter  as  people  would  Imagine.   It  only 
requires  a  little  consideration  and  a  little 
attention,  and  one  who   has   given  some 
study  to  the  subject  might  explain  It   1  do 
not  pretend  that  the  all-rail  route  frjtm  the 
west  can  compete  successfully  with  water 
carriage.  Every  one  knows  that  It  is  cheaper 
to  carry  freight  by  water  than  It  is  by  rail. 
That  is  an  axiom,  and  I  will  tell  hon.  gentle- 
men that  on  a  long  voyage,  sny  across  the 
Atlantic,  It  will  cost  one-tenth  less  to  carry 
freight  by  water  than  it  will  by  rail  for  the 
same  distance,  and  In  inland  waters  It  will 
cost  one-sixth  less  than  by  rail.   That  is 
once  yon  have  a  cargo  In  the  bull  of  a  ship, 
but  there  are  other  considerations.  This  is 
not  a  question  of  an  all-water  route,  far 
from  it.   Taking  Brandon  as  your  starting 
point,  you  have  a  haul  by  rail  of  five  hundred 
and  fifty  miles,  or  thereabouts,  to  Port  Ar- 
thur.   You  have  then  to  take  the  wheat 
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from  the  cars  and  put  it  In  an  elevator. 
You  hare  to  pay  something  for  the  storage. 
You  have  to  wait  until  the  vessel  comes  and 
you  have  then  to  load  It,  and  It  goes  across 
the  lake  to  Depot  Harbour  or  Port  Colbome, 
and  you  have  to  tranship  again.  If  yon  are 
going  to  use  the  canals  drawing  fourteen 
feet  of  water,  or  you  have  to  go  to  Depot 
Harbour  and  send  the  wheat  over  the  Can- 
ada Atlantic  Railway  where  it  is  taken  to 
Coteau  and  there  it  Is  tranferred  to  barges 
and  taken  down  to  Montreal,  or  it  is 
given  to  the  Canadian  Northern  and  taken 
around  by  Hawkesbury  and  Grand'M&re 
down  to  Quebec.  All  these  tmnsblpments 
cost  money  and  cause  delay.  That  is  only 
during  the  summer  months,  and  you  must 
remember  that  you  have  to  carry  the  grain 
crop  out  of  Manitoba  in  a  month  or  six 
weeks.  You  can  commence  shipping  about 
the  15tfi  October  and  you  cannot  continue 
much  after  the  end.  of  November,  a  period 
of  six  weeks.  Then  navigation  closes,  if 
yon  keep  the  wheat  back  until  the  following 
spring,  what  does  It  cost  you  per  bushel  ? 
It  costs  a  cent  per  bushel  per  month.  If 
you  keep  It  six  or  seven  months  it  costs  six 
or  seven,  cents  a  bushel.  You  require  to 
have  elevators  In  which  to  store  the  wheat, 
and  these  elevators  to  store  away  this  quan- 
tity of  wheat  so  held  back,  would  cost  some 
$20,000,000.  Somebodiy  woold  have  to  pay 
Interest  on  that  large  investment.  I  must 
call  the  attention  of  tbe  House  to  the  fact 
that  transfportatlon  by  rail  has  undergone 
an  Immense  change.  It  ail  depends  upon 
tbe  grades  that  are  obtained.  On  a  prac- 
tically level  road,  we  know  that  a  locomotive 
can  haul  an  Immense  quantity.  In  fact, 
supposing  you  have  a  grade  of  three-tenths 
of  one  per  cent,  or  four  Inches  per  hundred 
feet,  or  sixteen  or  seventeen  feet  to  the  mile, 
a  locomotive  will  do  exactly  twice  the  work 
that  it-  could  do  on  a  one  per  cent  grade,  or 
flfty-two  feet  to  the  mile.  Tables  show 
that  there  Is  no  advantage  in  having  a  road 
more  level  than  three-tenths  of  one  per  cent, 
because  the  necessary  energy  required  to 
start  a  train  on  a  level  track  Is  sufficient  to 
pull  a  train  up  a  grade  of  four  Inches  In  a 
hundred  feet  Consequently  if  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  can  haul  grain  at  twenty 
cents  per  bushel  a  modern  road  will  do  it 
at  ten  cents.  I  do  not  want  to  disparage  tne 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  but  we  must  re- 
member it  Is  no  longer  a  modem  road.  It 
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WHS  badly  located.  If  the  engineers  had  been 
sent  to  find  a  bad  location  for  a  road  I  stake 
my  reputation  that  they  could  not  find  a 
worse  one.  From  Ottawa  to  Mattawa,  and 
from  there  to  fiudbury,  and  Sudbury  to  I'ort 
Arthur  bow  many  miles  can  you  find,  along 
the  line  that  are  occupied  or  tilled  ?  Then 
take  from  Sudbury  to  Sault  St.  Marie,  bow 
many  miles  of  good  land  will  you  find  ?  How 
many  settlers  can  you  find  there?  The  road 
has  been  in  operation  twenty  years,  and  you 
can  find  no  settlers.  The  main  reason  for 
the  location  of  that  line  where  it  is  ^as  that 
for  a  time  they  liad  this  policy  of  -water 
Btretclies,  and  the  Idea  was  that  they  could 
use  Lake  Huron  and  the  Georgian  bay  to 
reach  l*ort  Arthur :  therefore  they  com- 
menced by  building  from  Winnipeg  to  I'ort 
Artiiur.  Krom  Winnipeg  eastward  as  far  as 
Port  Arthur,  110  miles  was  easy  enougb, 
and  a  good  enough  country,  but  extending 
to  Port  Arthnr  they  had  to  cross  the  range 
of  mountains  on  the  north  side  of  Lake  Su- 
perior and  enter  into  a  very  poor  country, 
which  is  not  settled  to-day  after  the  road  has 
been  running  through  it  for  twenty-five 
years,  and  then  Instead  of  abandoning  that 
line  and  going  eastward  from  Winnipeg 
they  started  again  from  Port  Arthur  and 
hug  the  shore  of  Lake  Superior,  a  very  diffi- 
cult place  to  build  a  railway,  and  when  the 
authorities  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
tell  us  they  cannot  haul  grain  over  their 
road  It  is  no  surprise  to  any  one  who  knows 
anything  about  the  business.  But  If  they 
had  a  modem  road  with  the  same  gradients 
we  have  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  they 
could  do  the  business  for  half  the  money 
and  could  compete  with  the  water  route. 
There  Is  another  way  to  look  at  It.  Take 
the  price  of  a  tram  assuming  you  start  from 
Brandon  and  go  to  Quebec.  Every  one  knows 
the  average  price  of  a  train  is  95  cents  per 
train  mile.  Well,  supposing  it  was  -  even 
fl.50  per  train  per  mile,  which  is  an  exces- 
sive figure  for  1.000  miles,  it  would  be  $2,400 
and  that  train  would  transport  60,000  bush- 
els of  wheat  from  Brandon  to  Quebec  for 
$2,400.  Any  one  could  make  the  calculation 
and  see  for  himself.  I  am  almost  ashamed 
to  tell  you  how  cheaply  It  could  be  done, 
but  any  one  can  calculate  it  Hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  say  :  *  Improve  your  water- 
ways.' A  gentleman  who  was  very  promin- 
ent in  the  government  at  one  time  says : 
Hon.  Ur.  CASORAIK  m  LanandiAre). 


■  Improve  the  waterways,  improve  the  rivers 
and  canals,  that  Is  the  best  way.'  Hon. 
gentlemen  know  very  well  to  whom  I  allude 
—Hon.  J.  Israel  Tarte.  He  has  advocated  that 
policy  against  the  building  of  a  railway. 
The  other  day  the  transportation  commis- 
sion was  sitting  in  Montreal,  and  Mr.  Robert 
Aleighen,  president  of  the  Lake  of  the  Woods 
Milling  Company,  a  good  friend  of  the  hon. 
jjentlenieii  opposite,  an  excellent  friend, 
came  before  the  commission,  and  what  did 
he  say  ?  lie  said  :  '  Gentlemen,  not  one  cent 
should  you  spend  on  the  canals,  the  canals 
are  antiquated,  and  you  must  change  the 
climatic  conditions  of  Canada  If  you  are 
going  to  work  on  canals.  Canals  are  a  thing 
of  the  past.  Build  up  your  railways.'  And 
I  consider  Robert  Melghen's  opinion,  as  far 
as  that  question  is  concerned,  at  least  equal 
to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Tarte.  I  do  not  say 
that  Mr.  Meighen  approves  of  the  National 
Transcontinental  Road.  He  does  not  ap- 
prove of  that,  because  he  is  too  good  a  Con- 
servative to  think  that  anything  good  could 
come  from  this  side  of  the  House.  But  there 
you  stand,'  with  two  different  opinions  from 
men  who  have  given  some  thought  to  the 
(juestlon.  But  when  I  speak  of  this  railway 
with  a  grade  of  four  inches  to  the  hundred 
feet,  hon.  gentlemen  will  say  :  *  That  Is  not 
possible  :  no  railway  Is  built  like  that  Yon 
cannot  point  to  a  single  road  In  Canada  with 
grades  like  that.'  If  hon.  gentlemen  will 
only  Inquire  for  themselves  they  will  find 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  of  Canada 
have  so  lessened  their  grades  that  they  have 
to-day  a  road  on  which,  going  east,  there  Is 
no  grade  between  east  Toronto  and  Mont- 
real of  more  than  four  Inches  In  100  feet  or 
seventeen  feet  to  the  mile.  There  is  a  grade 
leaving  Toronto  going  to  York  or  east 
Toronto,  steeper  than  that,  but  the  heavy 
trains  are  made  up  on  the  east  side  of  To- 
ronto after  the  grade  has  risen  from  the 
level  of  the  la^e. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEKGUSON— Was  that  the  con- 
dition of  this  road  since  its  construction,  or 
Is  it  only  recently  that  it  has  reached  that 

state  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGBAJN— I  am  saying  that 
they  have  improved  their  grades  to  such  an 
extent  and  if  any  hon.  gentleman  going  to 
Toronto  In  daylight  would  ride  from  Tren- 
ton to  Toronto,  a  distance  of  a  little  over 
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100  tnUes,  be  would  see  a  train  dlsappear- 
iag  below  the  horizon.  Tou  will  not  lose 
sigbt  of  tbe  train  until  It  gets  out  of  sigbt, 
like  a  ablp  at  sea. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— The  train  broke 
down  altogether  when  I  went  on  It 

Hon.  Mr.  GA.8UUA1N — Hon.  gentlemen  can 
see  what  a  modern  road  Is.  In  some  places 
tbe  right  of  way  Is  500  feet  In  width,  and 
they  have  actually  pierced  through  the  hills 
and  Qlled  up  tbe  hollows.  Take  tbe  village 
«(  Trenton  ;  the  Central  Ontario  Railway 
passes  underneath  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way, and  the  Central  Ontario  Road  Is  awne 
20  or  25  feet  below  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way, which  comes  from  the  west  through 
HQ  elevation,  and  tbe  company  have  actual- 
ly Slled  in  over  a  mile  and  one-balF, 
and  pierced  the  hill  on  tbe  east  side  of 
Trenton,  and  where  they  used  to  have  steep 
grades  they  have  a  level  road  and  double 
track,  and  that  Is  the  kind  of  a  road,  tbat, 
according  to  tbe  agreement,  must  be  built 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  under  this 
contract. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— What  did  It  cost 
per  mile  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIX— I  am  glad  my  hon. 
friend  Is  asking  that  question.    I  was  for- 
getting to  explain  that.    With  the  fncilfties 
we  hare  to-day  for  building  railways  with 
steam  shovels,  you  do  not  see,  except  in  wet 
places,  men  taking  the  shovel  and  putting 
the  earth  in  a  wheelbarrow,  running  it  up 
a  plaok  and  dumping  It  to  make  an  embank- 
nieiit.    Perhaps  you  may  see  a  few  two- 
liorse  scrapers,  but  the  cuts  are  all  made 
witli  steam  shovels  and  witb  a  train,  and 
tlie  earth  Is  moved  for  ten  to  Ofteen  cents 
ii  j'ttrd,  where  it  used  to  cost  25  to  30  cents, 
and  sometimes  more,  and  It  Is  not  tbe  Men 
of  building  n  road  to  see  how  little  earth 
you  must  move  and  how  cheaply  yon  can 
build   it,    but    bow   cheaply    it   can  be 
oi>erated.  and  with  la^e  locomotives.  It 
is   simply    marvellous   to    observe  the 
cheapness  with  which  the  earth  can  be 
handled.   Then  another  way  of  figuring  the 
<08t  of  transportation  of  wheat  taken  from 
Brandon  to  Quebec,  putting  the  train  at 
Jl.25  per  train  mile  plus  one-third  for  haul- 
ing the  empty  cars  back,  and  adding  two  or 
three  cents  for  profit,  the  cost  per  bushel 
would  be  less  than  el/bt  and  one-half  cents 


per  bushel  from  Brandon  to  Quebec.  Last 
summer  the  rail  and  water  route  from  Bran- 
don to  Quebec  was  fifteen  and  one-half 
cents.  After  tbe  reduction  It  was  still  ten 
cents  per  bushel.  I  am  quite  witling  to  ad- 
mit that  If  you  were  to  deepen  the  Welland 
and  St  Lawrence  canals  and  give  them  a 
depth  of  twenty  feet,  then  you  would  carry 
cheaper  by  water,  but  you  would  double  the 
national  debt,  and  you  would  still  have  to 
store  your  wheat  during  the  winter  season. 
If  we  have  100,000,000  bushels  of  wheat 
stored  during  six  months,  at  one  cent  per 
bushel  per  month.  It  will  amount  to  nearly 
$6,000,000,  which  would  be  good  Interest  on 
tbe  railway  itself,  and  If  the  bon,  gentleman 
will  allow  me,  I  would  say  that  Mr. 
Charlton,  in  tbe  other  House,  made  a  won- 
derful speech.  I  read  It  carefully  last 
year,  and  I  thought  he  exaggerated  to 
a  great  extent  I  really  thought  that  It  was 
not  possible  to  build  a  road  on  such  grades, 
and  haul  grain  or  any  other  freight  at  any 
such  rate.  After  the  information  that  I 
gathered  since  last  session — and  I  have 
taken  every  opiwrtunity  to  inform  myself— 
I  read  that  speech  over  again,  within  the 
last  ten  days,  and  I  must  say  I  find  It  to  be 
substantially  correct  It  shows  what  care 
this  wonderful  man  has  given  to  that  ques- 
tion, when  twelve  months  ago  he  could  have 
made  a  speech  which  Is  a  credit  to  himself 
and  to  the  party  to  which  be  belongs. 

A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  tbe  con- 
struction of  this  road  and  a  great  deal  of 
fuss  has  been  made  about  the  length  of  it 
between  Winnipeg  and  Queltec.  The  other 
day  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  was  explain- 
ing, when  he  was  Interrupted,  that  it  was  a 
fact  that  from  Winnipeg  to  North  Bay  tbe 
distance  by  actual  measurement  Is  1,043 
miles.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  CompSby 
have  themselves  had  that  line  surveyed.  A 
transit  has  been  over  it ;  It  has  been  chained 
and  levelled. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Will  that  be  all 
main  line  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudi&re)— 
Tbe  proposition  was  they  were  to  buUd  from 
North  Bay  to  Winnipeg  and  thence  west- 
ward to  the  Pacific  ocean.  But  It  was 
thought  by  tbe  government  that  it  would  be 
better  not  to  go  to  North  Bay  at  all,  but  to 
extend  straight  from  Winnipeg  on  to  Quebec. 
The  objection  was  raised  that  It  would  add 
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greatly  to  the  length  of  the  line,  but  It  Is  not 
so.  The  total  distance  of  the  new  roate  from 

Wlunlpeg  to  Quebec  would  be  1,400  miles, 
while  the  distance  from  Winnipeg  to  North 
Bay  l8  1,043,  leaving  a  difference  'of  only 
357  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— In  the  other  House,  the 
supporters  of  the  BUI  made  the  distance 
1,475  milea. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASaRAIN— I  am  sorry  for 
them  ;  I  measured  it  carefully  on  the  map. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— The  minister  said  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  GAfiOBAIN— They  should  hare 
consulted  me.  Row,  supposing  you  were  to 
go  to  North  Bay,  what  would  be  the  con- 
sequence if  you  wanted  to  continue  from 
North  Bay  to  Quebec  ?  Tou  would  have  to 
go  from  North  Bay  to  Toronto,  180  miles  ; 
from  Toronto  to  Montreal,  333  luiles.  and 
Montreal  to  L6t1s,  180  miles — a  total  dis- 
tance of  1,740  miles,  whereas  the  dUference 
between  the  route  from  Winnipeg  to  North 
Bay,  and  Winnipeg  to  Quebec  Is  only  357 
miles.  If  you  are  to  talte  the  route  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  you  would  leave 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  at  North  Bay, 
and  the  distance  would  be  1,696  miles,  so 
that  the  transcontinental  will  shorten  the 
route  by  106  miles.  That,  allowing  10^  for 
curvatures,  because  the  line  from  Lake  Abl- 
tibl  to  Quebec  has  not  been  run  yet.  If  you 
measure  it  ou  the  map,  as  the  crow  flies, 
between  Quebec  and  Wiunlpeg  you  will  find 
that  it  is  very  little  over  1,200  miles  ;  but 
allowing  10  per  cent  for  curvature  It  brings 
It  nearly  to  1,400. '  I  am  devoting  my  atten- 
tion principally  to  the  portion  of  the  line 
which  Interests  the  tax-payers,  that  Is  the 
road  from  Wlnnip^  to  Moncton.  Because 
from  Winnipeg  westward  the  government  Is 
simply  guaranteeing  a  portion  of  the  cost  et 
construction,  and  before  the  government  can 
become  liable,  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  also,  with  Its 
$187,000,000  assets,  must  become  bankrupt, 
so  there  Is  no  ground  to  apprehend  that  the 
government  will  ever  be  called  upon  to  malie 
good  their  guarantee  for  the  western  sections. 
The  location  of  the  road  from  Winnipeg 
eastward  to  I>ake  Seu),  from  Lake  Seul  to 
the  north  ot  Lake  Nlplgon,  and  thence  east- 
ward to  the  north  of  Lake  Abltibi ;  from 
Lake  Abitlbl  to  the  headwaters  of  the 
Hon.  Ur.  CASGRAIN  (de  LanaumSre). 


St  Maurice,  and  then  southward  down  tb<i 
valley  of  the  St.  Maurice  to  Grand  Mere  and 

to  Quet>ec.  There  Is  a  reason  for  the  deflec- 
tion from  the  headwaters  of  the  St  Maarice 
southward,  because  there  the  line  crosses 
the  Laurentian  range.  Taking  it  from  tbe 
headwaters  of  the  St  Maurice  river  to  the 
other  extremity  of  that  Immense  plateau, 
you  find  tiiat  there  Is  v^  ilttie  differenc*? 
tai  level.  Winn^eg  is  800  feet  above  the 
sea  and  the  headwaters  of  the  St  Maurice 
between  800  and  900  feet,  and  there  is  do 
mountain  range  to  cross.  The  highest  point 
Is  Lake  Seul,  the  waters  of  which  are  1,140 
feet  above  sea-level.  Allowinv  60  feet  for 
the  shores  of  the  lake  at  tiie  point  where 
the  railway  will  pass,  you  have  an  elevation 
there  at  the  rail  of  1.200  feet  and  as  the 
distance  from  Lake  Seul  to  Winnipeg  Is  some 
400  miles,  it  gives  an  average  grade  of  about 
one  foot  to  the  mile.  Then  conring  east  from 
there,  a  distance  of  some  800  miles,  you 
would  descend  another  400  feet,  or  six  incbM 
to  the  mile.  Therefore,  it  will  be  seen  that 
there  Is  no  easier  route  for  a  railway,  be- 
cause you  are  running  in  the  basin  of  the 
Hudson  Bay  and  James' Bay,  all  rich  alluvial 
fcoll  and  a  level  country.  The  reports  whlcl: 
surveyors  give  of  that  country  are  all  to 
that  efTect.  Tou  have,  for  Instance,  the  line 
run  for  200  miles  Immediately  west  of  Lake 
AbitibI  by  the  Ontario  government  They 
have  run  the  line  east  and  west  and  taken 
levels  at  many  points.  The  ground  is  Slightly 
undulating,  but  about  the  same  level  all  tbe 
way,  80  It  will  be  exceedingly  easy  to  build 
a  line  under  those  conditions.  An  bon.  gen- 
lleman  (Mr.  Haggart),  In  the  other  House, 
said  that  It  would  take  two  and  one-blUf 
years  to  complete  these  surveys.  Why  the 
work  has  been  going  on  for  nearly  that  time 
now,  and  an  Instrumental  survey  has  been 
made  from  North  Bay  to  within  seveoteeo 
miles  of  Winnipeg.  Naturally  the  company 
would  not  like  to  locate  its  line  through  the 
thickly  settled  country  in  the  neighbourbood 
of  Winnipeg  and  Into  the  city,  where  they 
would  be  held  up  lor  the  right  of  way.  They 
wiU  not  say  precisely  where  they  will  enter 
or  leave  Winnipeg  untU  tbe  last  moment 
In  the  wlMemess  It  is  all  very  well  to  locate 
the  line  at  once,  but  in  thiekly-settled  dis- 
tricts It  Is  better  not  to  locate  tbe  line  until 
the  com{)any  is  ready  to  build.  I  have  sees 
plans  of  the  survey  east  of  Winnipeg,  and  It 
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is  open  for  any  other  senator  to  see  them 
If  he  wishes.  I  went  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  offices  in  Montreal  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  officials,  and  was  given  access  to 
these  plans.  I  have  seen  the  plans  for  24S 
miles  of  tbe  line  coming  east  from  Winnipeg. 
On  the  dlTledon  line  between  Ontario  and 
Manitoba  It  passes  through  the  roughest 
country  on  the  route.  Tbe  work  wUl  be 
rather  heavy,  but  the  grades  have  been 
kept  down  within  that  limit.  I  have  bad  the 
plans  and  profiles  In  my  bends  made  on  tbe 
vame  scale  as  those  that  will  be  deposited 
vhtb  the  D^mrtment  of  Railways  and 
Cflnal8-'400  feet  to  the  Inch.  Tbe  horizontal 
plans  give  tbe  contour  lines  showing  the 
elevation  all  through.  On  the  profiles  the 
quantities  of  each  section  are  given— so 
much  rock,  so  much  earth,  &c.,  and  tbe 
estimated  price  for  the  work.  They  were 
shown  to  me  on  the  antborlty  of  Mr.  Hays 
himself  by  the  chief  engineer,  Mr.  Stephens, 
and  I  spent  two  days  examining  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MacKBBX— -Are  these  recent 
surveys  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRA IN— Quite  recent.  They 
are  still  coming  In  all  the  time.  Then  a 
sarvey  has  beea  made  westward,  from  Win- 
nipeg to  Edmonton.  They  bare  had  an  In- 
strumental survey  through  the  Roeky  moun- 
tains, by  the  Pine  Hlver  Pass,  and  another 
by  the  Peace  River  Pass.  The  distance 
by  the  latter  route  to  Fort  Simpson  Is  l,OGti 
miles  (from  Edmonton  to  Port  Simpson).  By 
the  Pine  River  Pass  It  Is  a  little  shorter,  but 
the  grades  are  much  better  by  the  Peace 
Rivw  Pass.  Very  little  Is  said  about  the 
construction  of  the  road  from  Edmonton  to 
the  coast,  but  there  is  an  outcry  when  it  is 
proposed  to  build  a  line  through  Ontario, 
Quebec  and  the  maritime  provinces.  It 
seems  to  be  the  opinion  of  many  that  we  of 
eastern  Canada  can  get  along  without  rail- 
ways, but  there  is  no  complaint  when  it  is 
proposed  to  build  thousands  of  miles  of 
railways  in  the  Northwest  and  In  the  Rocky 
mountains  where  notM>dy  ilven  at  present. 
The  grades  and  curves  of  the  line  from  Ed- 
monton westward  are  very  easy,  the  grade 
on  the  eastern  slope  being  only  26  feet  to 
tbe  mile,  except  at  the  rammit  where  it  will 
be  U  per  cent  or  66  feet  to  the  mile. 
On  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  the 
grade  In  some  places  Is  as  high  as  200 


feet  to  the  mile,  and  they  have  safety 
switches  in  order  to  protect  the  trains  from 
accident.  Nothing  of  the  sort  will  be  ne- 
cessary on  this  new  road.  I  see  the  bon. 
member  from  Samla  (Hon.  Mr.  Vldal)  la 
listening  very  attentively  and  I  am  prond 
of  it.  He  will  know  tbe  difference  between 
the  load  which  an  engine  can  haul  on  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  with  grades  such 
as  I  have  mentioned,  and  what  an  engine 
can  haul  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  with 
grades  such  as  I  have  mentioned,  aud  what 
an  engine  can  haul  on  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific with  the  grades  I  bare  described.  Down 
the  Skeena  river,  which  Is  in  the  nature  of  a 
canyon,  the  grades  will  not  be  quite  as 
favourable  as  on  the  other  parts  of  the  line 
through  the  mountains.  The  valley  of  tbo 
river  Is  very  narrow  and  curves  up  to  six 
degrees  will  be  necessary.  The  ruling  cur- 
vature on  tbe  eastern  slope  of  the  Rocky 
monntalns  will  be  five  degrees,  and  in  soiik^ 
places  four  degrees.  East  of  Winnipeg  the 
curvature  Is  very  alight,  the  country  being 
so  level  that  the  maximum  curvature  for  a 
great  part  of  It  will  not  be  over  two  degrees. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— Are  tbe  figures 
which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has  given  to  tbe 
House  official  ?  Taken  from  reports  of  eng- 
ineers deposited  In  the  Department  of  Hall- 
ways and  Canals,  or  are  they  only  figures 
furnished  by  some  of  tbe  engineers  employ- 
ee! on  the  survey  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN— I  have  already  ex- 
plained that  I  obtained  them  myself  at  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  offices  In  Montreal, 
with  the  full  authority  of  Mr.  Hays  aud 
Mr.  Walnwrlght.  They  are  the  plans  pre- 
pared for  the  use  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Paci- 
fic and  on  which  the  contracts  can  be  let.' 
The  quantities  are  actually  marked  on  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FKKGL'SON— Are  those  plans 
deposited  with  the  Depai-tnient  of  Railways 
here  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN— Not  yet.  The  Bill 
baa  not  been  passed  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULIjIVAN— When  were  they 
made  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GASGBAIN-Qulte  recently, 
and  some  are  going  on  atlll.  For  Instance, 
take  the  line  north  of  Lake  Nlplgon.  Where 
it  has  been  run  it  describes  quite  a  curve, 
and  lies  between  30  and  40  miles  north  ot 
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the  lake.  Finding  the  levels  at  both  ends 
of  this  long  curve  about  the  same,  the  engin- 
eers have  decided  to  shorten  the  distance. 
There  is  no  object  In  following  the  valley 
of  the  river,  and  they  are  now  making  a 
string  to  the  bow,  and  they  are  shortening 
the  line  some  30  miles  at  that  point  and 
touching  the  extensive  waters  of  Lake  Nt- 
pigon. 

The  hon.  member  from  Hastings  has  no 
faith  iu  the  resources  of  that  part  of  the 
country,  although  he  told  us  that  he  ha<d 
gathered  roses  at  a  point  1,000  miles  fur- 
ther north.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Great 
Architect  of  the  universe  c'ould  have  made 
this  Immense  stretch  of  country  to  be  of  no 
t-arthly  use.  We  must  remember  that  until 
recently  that  country  has  been  almost  a 
closed  book.  There  has  been  more  said 
about  it  within  the  last  two  years  than  there 
had  been  within  the  previous  ttty.  The 
eyes  of  the  people  of  Canada  have  been 
turned  towards  It ;  Information  has  been 
collected.  The  only  means  of  access  to 
ithat  country  up  to  the  present  time  has 
been  by  barb  canoes  in  summer,  and  dog- 
sleighs  in  winter,  and  there  is  a  question 
In  the  minds  of  the  Conservative  party  whe- 
ther we  should  continue  to  depend  on  such 
primitive  means  of  access  to  that  country 
to  open  It  for  settlement.  From  the  reports 
of  engineers  and  explorers  it  is  clear  that 
a  large  proportion,  perhaps  a  larger  pro- 
portion, will  be  fit  for  agriculture,  than  of 
the  country  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
Ottawa.  The  reports  prepared  by  the  Trans- 
Canada  Railway  Company,  abow  that  there 
is  a  great  extent  of  good  land — see  the 
hon.  gentleman  ITrom  Marshfleld  smiling. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGI'SOX— I  am  smiling  be- 
cause the  hon.  gentleman  Is  referring  to  a 
country  hundreds  of  miles  away  from  the 
section  to  which  he  refers. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN— The  Trans-Canada 
was  to  pass  south  of  James  Bay,  and  not 
far  north  of  Lake  Nipigon.  We  know 
what  an  Immense  tide  of  population  has  s,et 
in  to  the  Northwest.  If  it  increases  In  the 
same  ratio  In  the  future  the  pivot  of  popu- 
lation will  be  disturbed.  The  older  pro- 
vinces In  the  east  will  cease  to  control, 
and  the  Northwest  Territories  will  possess 
the  power  unless  we  bestir  ourselves  in  the 
eastern  provinces.  It  Is  time  we  opened  up 
Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lutaudldr*). 


lour  northern  country,  and  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  transcontinental  lines  I  be- 
lieve we  will  see  as  many  settlew  pour- 
ing Into  that  part  of  eastern  Canada  u 
into  the  Northwest  The  west,  as  I  have 
said,  has  some  6.000  miles  of  railway.  Wh7 
deny  the  east  a  couple  of  thousand  miles 
of  rnllway  built  with  government  assist- 
ance ?  Why  should  the  government  hesi- 
tate to  build  this  line  from  Winnipeg  to 
Sioncton  ?  They  have  a  tenant  for  their 
property  for  fifty  years.  Would  any  boo. 
senator  liesltate  to  build  a  house,  a  store, 
a  warehouse,  an  elevator,  or  anything  what- 
ever, if  he  was  sure  of  a  tenant  to  occupy 
it  for  fifty  years  ?  They  are  .assured  of 
three  per  cent  on  the  money  they  invest. 
The  opening  up  of  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
west has  had  the  effect  of  depreciating  the 
vnlue  of  farms  in  Ontario  and  Quebec. 
Mifnitolia  has  been  opened  up  largely  with 
money  from  Ontario  and  Quebec,  and  the 
cfTt^t  has  been  to  diminish  the  value  of 
property  In  those  two  provinces.  Why  not 
now,  when  the  country  Is  prosperous,  have 
iiortliprn  Ontario  nnd  northern  Quebec 
opened  up  to  settlement  ?  We  have  seen 
the  premiers  of  these  provinces  here  seek- 
ing a  readjustment  of  the  provlDclal 
subsidies,  and  I  see  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Mllie  Ilea  (Hon.  Mr.  David) 
has  a  notice  on  the  paper  dealing 
with  that  question.  The  opening  up 
of  the  north  will  have  the  effect  of 
enriching  these  provinces.  Supposing  there 
are  only  two  townships  In  depth  on  each 
side  of  the  line,  that  will  give  twenty-fom 
sections  per  running  mile,  or  15,000  acres  of 
laud  per  running  mile  on  a  good  railway 
line.  You  cannot  get  land  so  situated  for  less 
than  $3  an  acre.  Putting  it  at  a  minimum 
of  $2  an  acre  for  the  good  land,  you  would 
have  $30,000  per  mile  going  into  the  coffers 
of  these  provinces,  thus  solving  this  vexed 
question  of  increasing  the  provincial  rev- 
enues. The  provinces  would  have  money  to 
improve  their  educational  facilities  and  In- 
creasing their  expenditure  on  public  im- 
provements, and  you  would  keep  the  pivot 
of  population  where  we  in  the  east  at  least 
should  like  to  see  it  remain.  But  we  are 
told  there  are  no  resources  in  that  country, 
that  there  Is  uo  good  timber.  I  would  read 
something  aljout  the  forests  through  which 
the  line  will  pass.   First,  we  know  it  is  the 
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natural  home  of  pulp  wood,  and  pulp  wood 
will  do  as  much  for  Ontario  and  Quebec  as 
pine  did  In  Its  palmiest  days.  The  coun- 
try Is  fall  of  pnU?  wood,  and  with  our  Im- 
mense water  powers  we  can  be  the  paper 
makws  of  the  world,  and  that  will  be  a 
great  source  of  revenue.  A  great  part  of 
the  material  for  the  construction  of  the  road 
will  be  found  in  the  country— the  ties, 
timber  for  trestles,  and  perhaps  a  great  deal 
of  material  for  permanent  structures.  It 
will  only  be  necessary  to  import  rails  and 
eqtlosives ;  the  rest  will  be  found  in  the 
country  Itself,  and,  as  I  hare  just  explained, 
a  large  proportion  of  the  cost  will  be  met 
and  paid  for  by  that  country  Itself.  Now, 
as  to  the  timber  you  And  in  that  country, 
white  elm  and  white  pine  as  far  north  as 
latitude  flfty-two,  which  is  one  hundred 
miles  or  more  north  of  this  line.  You  find 
red  pine  equally  far  north,  black  ash  up  to 
latitude  53,  cedar  and  black  pine  up  to 
sixty,  balsam,  balsam  fir,  canoe  birch,  com- 
mon poplar  In  enormous  quantities  and  as 
large  as  ten  Inches  In  diamenter,  balm  of 
Gilead.  tamarack  and  also  black  spruce, 
excellent  for  spars  and  masts  of  small  boat^ 
white  spruce,  which  is  a  great  rival  of  our 
pine,  and  which  is  in  great  demand  In  Eng- 
land and  sells  for  nearly  as  much  as  pine— 
you  will  find  all  these  In  abundance  up  to 
latitude  62,  or  700  miles  north  of  the  average 
location  of  this  line.  You  will  find  on  Carry 
liJke  white  spruce  29  Inches  in  diameter, 
two  feet  from  the  ground  and  it  is  quite 
common  18  inches  in  diameter.  The 
lumber  alone  would  pay  for  the  building 
of  the  railway.  If  that  country  was  given 
to  a  syndicate  they  could  not  hasten  fast 
enough  to  open  it  up  with  a  railway  and 
give  ralue  to  their  property.  Surely  the 
government  of  Canada  is  able  to  do  what 
ao  ordinary  syndicate  would  be  glad  to  do. 
I  shall  not  weary  the  House  with  the 
description  of  the  mineral  wealth  of  that 
country,  but  we  know  that  it  contains  great 
quantities  of  hematite,  iron,  coal,  copper, 
mica,  and  on  the  Isinglass  river  there  Is  a 
beautiful  quarry  of  mtca  which  was  opened 
In  168S  showing  how  long  that  country  has 
been  known.  It  Is  evident,  therefore,  that 
people  went  there  not  merely  to  gather  roses 
but  to  mine  for  mica.  That  was  about  the 
time  that  Father  Albanel  visited  that  coun- 
try.  The  sooner  we  open  up  that  region 


the  better,  and  take  possession  of  our 
northern  heritage. 

I  now  come  to  the  question  of  govern- 
ment ownership.  The  bon.  member  from 
Hastings  said  last  night— and  he  followed 
it  up  with  a  motion  to  the  same  effect- 
that  he  wants  the  railway  owned  and  con- 
trolled by  the  government.  That  means, 
T  suppose,  operated  by  the  government.  That 
reminds  me  of  a  speech  the  hon.  gentleman 
made  In  the  House  last  year.  It  will  be 
found  at  page  1384  of  last  year's  debates. 
He  said  on  tliat  occasion.  '  I  am  opposed  to 
government  ownerslilp  of  railways  and  I 
pray  to  Heaven  may  God  protect  us  from 
the  financial  results  that  would  accrue  should 
the  railway  be  run  by  the  government. ' 
Such  was  the  prayer,  and  I  join  with  him 
on  this  occasion  In  the  prayer  which  he 
made  In  all  sincerity  last  year.  The  hon. 
gentleman  continued- '  The  Intercolonial 
Railway  wouW  be  better  run  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  or  by  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  in  every  way.'  The  Lord  evidently 
has  heard  his  prayer,  because  the  govern- 
ment will  protect  us  from  the  dire  results 
which  he  anticipated  from  government 
ownership.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Hast- 
ings has  been  converted.  Well,  praying 
always  brings  conversion. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— It  was  a  very  moder- 
ate conversion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN— Some  hon.  gentle- 
men say  that  his  conversion  was  simultan- 
eous with  that  of  Mr.  Haggart  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  I  do  not  know  whether  these 
two  gentlemen  like  each  other  so  much  that 
they  absolutely  entertain  the  same  views 
on  all  questions.  The  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  in  the  other  House  had  a  project 
for  a  railway.  It  was  a  great  project,  but 
it  did  not  meet  with  the  nourishing  sunshine 
o£  public  approval,  and  by  unanimous  con- 
sent it  was  committed  to  limbo,  the  quiet 
abode  of  the  souls  of  those  who  died  before 
being  born  and  baptized.  The  idea  was  fo 
continue  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  Geor- 
gian bay  and  following  the  coast  of  Georgian 
Bay  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  then 
acquire  that  portion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  on  which  Uie  company  say  they 
cannot  carry  grain  with  a  profit,  as  far  as 
Port  Arthur  ;  from  Port  Arthur  either  tak- 
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lug  tlie  Canadian  Nortbern  or  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  Winnipeg;,  and  after  that 
I  do  not  know  wbere  he  would  atop  with 
his  project,  but  I  suppose  he  would  not  go 
beyond  Winnipeg.  That  was  for  bis  winter 
route.  Then  he  had  a  summer  route.  This 
winter  route  would  be  no  good  in  the  sum- 
mer time ;  the  grain  would  come  via  Lake 
Superior  in  the  usual  way  as  It  does  to-day. 
That  projfct.  as  I  hnve  said,  did  not  meet 
with  favour ;  It  was  discredited.  Had 
that  been  carried  out,  and  had  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  l>een  able  to  unburden 
that  unprofitable  portion  of  their  road  on 
the  tax-payers  of  Canada,  they  would  at 
once  have  bnilt  on  the  present  location  of 
the  government  portion  of  the  Transcontin- 
ental Railway.  If  they  bad  not  built  tt,  it 
would  have  hwu  constructfd  by  Mackenzie 
and  Mann.  Their  chief  engineer,  Mr.  Sin- 
clair, when  I  asked  If  he  was  going  to 
built  It.  said  :  The  government  are  going 
to  build  wbere  we  would  bare  built,  north 
of  the  Laurentian  range,  and  through  that 
level  country.  If  Providence  would  but 
permit  me  to  waft  away  the  roseate  mist 
which  dims  the  horizon  of  the  next  two 
decades,  m  that  hon.  gentlemen  could  gaze 
with  your  ovvu  eyes  l)eyond  the  I^iuroutian 
range  over  that  Incomparable  and  Imundless 
region  of  rich  alluvial  soil,  the  future  home 
of  millions  of  christian  people,  then  might 
you  exclaim  like  the  ancient  prophets,  of 
biblical  lore:  What  Is  this  new  Canada  rising 
from  the  wooded  wilderness  surging  from 
the  primeval  forest  ?  It  bears  upon  Its 
brow  the  marlc  of  Immortality.  It  Is  clothed 
In  the  brilliancy  of  tiie  nortbern  lights. 
Where  did  she  beget  these  numberless  sons 
of  many  tongues  who  are  not  the  fruit  of  her 
womb  ?  Canada  is  bom  again,  richer  and 
more  youthful.  Teople  of  tlic  Orient  are 
turning  their  hastening  steps  towards  ber 
fertile  fields.  Let  the  nations  rejoice  and 
be  glad  that  by  this  modern  steel  avenue, 
the  best  that  the  genius  and  engineering 
skill  of  the  20tb  century  can  devise,  im- 
mense new  dominions  have  been  thrown 
open  for  the  husbandry  of  mankind,  the  ad- 
vancement of  clvitiKation  and  the  betterment 
of  the  world.  Such  will  be  the  consecra- 
tion of  the  political  tasli  of  Canada's  fore- 
most citizen,  of  Canada's  most  gifted  son, 
of  Canada's  greatest  Prime  Minister,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurier. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASORAIN  (de  Laoaudlfire). 


Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— In  bia  opening  re- 
marks to  this  House  to-day  the  hon.  senator 
from  de  Lanaudi&re  said  that  tae  felt  verr 
much  indebted  to  the  hon.  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment for  having  chosen  him  to  reply  It 
the  a)>le  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition. I  must  say  that  I  feel  proud  myseir 
to  have  the  honour  of  replying  to  the  boo. 
gentleman  selected  to  make  the  speech  which 
we  have  juAt  ^eard.  I  am  not  in  a  portion 
to  use  as  many  figures  as  he  quoted,  not 
having,  as  he  bad,  access  to  the  plans  and 
profiles  In  the  bands  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company— not  only  plans  of  the 
portion  to  be  built  by  the  company,  but  also 
of  the  portion  to  be  constructed  by  the  gov- 
ernment I  am  not  surprised  that  the  boa. 
gentleman  bad  free  access  to  the  plans  and 
profiles  for  the  portion  of  the  road  to  be 
bnllt  by  the  company,  but  I  am  surprised 
that  the  figures  of  the  explorations  which 
have  been  made  for  the  section  to  be  bui't 
by  the  government  have  not  been  laid  before 
parliament,  although  it  is  in  session.  They 
have  been  given  to  the  hon.  gentleman  wbil? 
they  have  been  denied  to  everybody  else. 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBAUDEAII  (Rigaud)-Tliey 
were  not  denied. 

H»n.  Mr.  BOLDUC.— The  hon.  member  fnwD 
de  LanaudiOre  has  devoteil  a  goo<l  deal  of 
time  to  those  figures,  and  also  to  dlscussini; 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  He  mention- 
ed also  that  he  bad  been  told  by  a  high  offi- 
cial of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Coibpany 
to  refrain  last  year  from  giving  facts  In 
connection  with  this  project,  because  the 
effect  would  be  to  frighten  the  sbareholden 
ill  England  and  probably  serve  the  Interests 
of  the  country.  I  must  say  the  hon.  gentle- 
man followed  that  advice  last  year  very 
carefully,  because  I  did  not  Qnd  In  his  long 
speech  on  that  occasion  a  solitary  phrase 
fn  support  of  the  Interests  of  the  Dominion. 
All  he  said  was  favourable  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company ;  and  this  year 
again,  while  we  bare  beard  a  great  deal  from 
him  about  the  facility  with  which  the  prairie 
and  mountain  section  can  be  built,  and  a  lit- 
tle about  the  facility  with  which  the  eastern 
section  can  be  built,  the  greater  part  of  his 
speech  was  devoted  wholly  to  advocating  the 
interests  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway.  I 
am  not  going  to  deal  very  extensively  with 
the  question  of  railway  transportatkm, 
though  tfae  present  is  a  proper  time  to  di*" 
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cuss  It  Last  Bession,  bowerer,  tbe  debate 
<iD  tbe  sabject  was  so  long,  and  tbis  year  tbe 

discussion  has  been  so  extended,  tbat  I  shall 
mentioD  only  a  few  facts  to  show  wby  I 
tbink  it  better  tbat  tbe  government,  instead 
of  bQilding  a  railway  and  banding  It  over  to 
tbe  company,  sbould  adopt  a  better  means  of 
(lereloplng  this  conntry.  There  ought  to  be 
DO  antagonism  between  the  west  and  the 
east  on  tbe  tm)y  great  question  of  trans- 
portation, for  what  will  benefit  tbe  west 
mast  benefit  the  east,  and  vice  versa,  what 
will  benefit  tbe  east  must  of  necessity  help 
tbe  west.  Tbe  great  question  to-day  is,  how 
best  to  develop  the  great  Northwest  and 
transport  the  products  of  that  country  to 
the  lakes  and  thence  to  the  sea.  We  have 
tbe  experience  of  tbe  United  States ;  why 
not  pn^t  by  that  experience  ?  Before  em- 
barking in  a  scheme  which  will  tax  tbe 
revenues  of  this  country  for  some  fifty  years 
to  come,  we  sbould  pause  and  see  what  our 
nelgbbours  south  of  tbe  boundary  line  have 
done.  We  find  that  they  hnve  abandoned 
ihe  carrying  of  grain  by  rail  and  have  gone 
back  to  water  tran^rtatlon.  They  have 
railways  better  situated  than  ours  to  com- 
pete with  water  carriage.  They  have  the 
New  York  Central,  for  instance,  a  four- 
tracked  road  ;  and  yet  tbat  line  has  bad  to 
abandon  the  attempt  to  compete  with  water 
transportation.  More  than  that,  we  have 
now  tbe  evidence  tbat  Instead  of  carrying 
their  grain  tbrongb  tbelr  own  country,  tbe 
greater  part  of  tbe  western  grain  is  carried 
from  Duiuth  and  Chicago  by  the  St  Law- 
rence rente  and  shipped  from  Montreal.  I 
have  here  a  report  by  Consul  Eldwards,  of 
Montreal,  relating  to  that  question.  It 
was  published  in  the  Ottawa  *  Evening 
Journal '  of  last  March,  and  is  as  follows : 

Tb«  removal  of  the  tolls  on  the  Canadian 
cauls  has  resulted  In  a  heavy  movement  of 
grain  over  tbe  Canadian  lake  route  and  thence 
down  the  St.  Lawrence,  as  the  exporters  can 
now  handle  corn  tor  3  cents  less  a  bushel  than 
b;  the  part-lake  and  part-rail  route  to  Bos- 
ton. 

The  Montreal  Board  of  Trade  reports  up  to 
August  show  that  during  tbe  year  1903.  9,000,000 
busbels  of  wheat  and  4,500,000  bushels  of  corn 
have  passed  through  the  port  of  Montreal,  as 
astlnst  a  little  more  than  1,000.000>  bnshela 
of  wheat  and  4,000,000  bushels  of  corn  shipped 
from  Boston. 

The  matter  has  drawn  attention  to  the  chan- 
Dels  in  which  Canadian  grain  at  present  moves 
to  the  sea-board.  A  striking  fact  is  the  Im- 
pcrunce  of  the  Canada  Atlantic  route,  from 
Depot  Harbour.    From  a  pamphlet  complied 


by  the  *  Northwestern  MlUer,'  the  Informa- 
tion is  gleaned  that  last  year  there  was 
shipped  from  two  Canadian  Lake  Superior 
ports.  Fort  William  and  Port  Arthur,  36,625,798 
bushels  of  grain.  Of  this  total,  13.600,S64 
bushels,  3S  per  cent,  was  shipped  to  BufTslo 
and  Port  Huron,  the  balance — 62  per  cent — 
going  to  Canadian  porta,  as  follows  : — 

Bushels. 

Owen  Sound   1,308,160 

Midland   8.316,972 

Depot  Harbour   8,615,760 

Point  Edward   198,904 

Meaford   972,684 

Ooderich   2,759.484 

Kingston   4,9U,176 

Total   22,061,140 

The  following  la  the  grain  drawn  from 
Duiuth  to  Canadian  ports  : — 

Bushels. 

Owen  Sound   102,000 

Midland   1,633.000 

Depot  Harbour   8,691,000 

Meatord   1,065,000 

Quebec   574,000 

Goderich   100.000 

Kingston   58,000 

Port  Samla   19,000 

Total   7.142,000 

Id  addition  there  was  also  handled  813,00<> 

bushels  of  flaxseed. 

Chicago  shipped  extensively  to  Canadian 
ports  as  follows  : — 

Bushels. 

Montreal  '..  ..  254,000 

Depot  Harbour   4,691,000 

Port  Sarnia   ..  2.349,000 

Midland  _  3,707.000 

Colllngwood   2.366.000 

Meaford   186,000 

Goderich   271,000 

Other  Canadian  ports   81,000 

Total   13,985,000 

Altogether  these  two  United  States  porta 
(Duiuth  and  Chicago)  shipped  to  Canadian 
pcrts  21,129.000  bushels  of  grain,  as  compared 
with  13,500,654  bushels  shipped  from  the  two 
Canadian  ports  (Port  Arthur  and  Fort  Wil- 
liam) to  American  ports.  In  other  words,  al- 
most 20  per  cent  of  the  grain  crop  of  tbe 
United  States  shipped  by  water  from  these  two 
leading  American  inland  ports  passed  through 
Canadian  waterways.  Tbe  points  sblpped 
directly  to  are  of  interest.    They  were  : 

Bushels. 

Midland   18,736,972 

Depot  Harbour   11,797.760 

Kingston   6,043,176 

Goderich   3,130,484 

Port  Sarnia   2,368.000 

Colllngwood   2,366,000 

Meaford   2,823,684 

Owen  Sound   1,410,160 

Quebec   574,000 

Montreal   254.000 

Point  Edward   192.904 

Other  Canadian  ports   81,000 

Total   48.171,140 
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These  figures  show  that  48  per  cent  of  the 
grain  maklag  use  of  the  Cauadlan  transporta- 
tion routes  was  grown  In  the  United  States. 

Those  people  in  England  who  are  talking 
of  how  the  United  States  could  shut  out  Can- 
adian grain  from  United  States  ports  might 
take  note  of  the  foregoing  facts. 

If  it  had  been  possible  to  carry  grain  b.e 
rail,  instead  of  shipping  it  by  Canadian 
water  routes,  our  neighbours  would  have 
taken  it  on  their  own  railways. 

We  know  very  well  that  their  raUways 
are  much  better  situated  than  ours  can  be 
In  the  wilderness  some  300  or  400  miles  be- 
yond civilization.  We  are  not  sure  of  the 
gradps  or  curvatures.  There  will  not  be 
any  local  traffic,  and  I  think  It  is  a  fallacy 
to  believe  that  It  is  possible  to  carry  grain 
by  rail  from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  before  pledging  the  credit  of 
this  Dominion  to  the  extent  of  between 
?150.000,000  to  *170.000,000  we  should  wait 
till  we  obtain  further  information.  I  say 
that  the  country  has  been  plunged  into  thia 
agreement,  the  premier  refusing  to  accept 
the  advice  of  the  most  expert  railway  men 
in  this  Dominion  ;  and  when  I  say  tliat.  1 
have  the  authority  of  no  other  than  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler  himself  for  the  assertiou. 
We  know  that  Mr.  Blair  has  been  opposed 
to  the  scheme.  He  resigned  from  the  cabi- 
'net,  refusing  to  share  the  responsibility  of 
an  agreement  which  he  considered  detri- 
mental to  the  Interests  of  the  country.  Dur- 
ing the  present  session,  when  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler  was  asked  why  Mr.  Blair  had  been 
chosen  chairman  of  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion, Sir  Wilfrid's  reply  was  :  Because 
Mr.  Blair  was  the  most  experienced  and  the 
best  expert  in  railway  matters  that  we  had 
in  the  Dominion.  How  can  we  reconcile 
the  fact  that  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  admitted 
that  Mr.  Blair  was  the  best  informed  man 
■on  railway  matters  in  this  countiy,  with 
his  refusal  to  take  his  advice  ?  Then  he 
chooses  Mr.  Emmerson  to  succeed  Mr. 
Blair  as  Minister  of  Railways.  The  hon^ 
leader  of  the  opposition  stated  yesterday 
what  had  been  Mr.  Emmerson's  ideas  on 
this  question,  but  I  suppose  when  Mr.  Em- 
merson was  sworn  into  the  cabinet  twice, 
first  as  a  member  of  the  cabinet  and  next 
not  to  open  his  mouth  during  this  long 
debate  because  he  might  be  inclined,  in 
the  heat  of  the  debate,  to  speak  against  the 
government.  That  is  the  only  explanation 
1  can  offer.   I  stated  a  while  ago  that  the 

Hn.  Mr.  BOLDUC. 


'only  cheap  mode  of  transportation  of  grain 
was  by  water.  We  have  the  experience  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  '  Nobody  caa 
deny  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  is 
administered  by  men  who  have  DO  super- 
iors in  railway  matters,  if  they  liave  eqtuls. 
^Vhat  do  they  do  ?  Do  they  carry  their 
grain  from  Winnipeg  to  Montreal  or  Que- 
bec ?  No.  The  grain  Is  carried  to  Port 
/Vrthur,  is  unloaded  there,  loaded  in  hai^ 
anu  shipped  to  Midland.  Depot  Harboar, 
and  all  the  other  ports  which  I  have  aien- 
tloued  on  the  great  lakes.  Do  hon.  gentle- 
men believe  that.  If  it  were  feasible  to  carry 
grain  by  rail,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Itall- 
way  would  not  do  it  ?  In  many  cases  the 
grain  that  has  been  carried  by  the  Canad- 
ian Pacific  Railway  Is  transferred  from  the 
barges  to  the  Grand  Trunk  or  Canada  Atian- 
tic.  Do  hon.  gentlemen  believe  for  one  mo- 
ment that  if  it  were  possible  to  carry  the  grain 
by  rail  that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rflilway 
would  not  carry  It  directly  ft-om  Wlnalp^ 
to  Montreal  ?  Although  at  present  we  have 
only  the  one  water  route,  by  the  Wellanil 
canal  and  the  St.  Lawrence,  it  draws  many 
million  bushels  of  grain  from  the  west  in 
the  United  States.  If  the  government 
Instead  of  expending  the  large  amonnt 
which  they  are  going  to  expend  to 
build  railways  wfitch  are  of  no  nec- 
essity whatever,  would  construct  tte 
Georgian  Bay  canal,  what  would  he  the 
result  ?  Xot  only  would  that  eanal  carry 
nil  the  grain  from  the  Canadian  N'ortliwest. 
hut  we  are  sure  that  three-fourths  of  the 
grain  from  the  United  States  would  l>e 
diverted  to  that  route.  There  was  a  meet- 
ing of  the  royal  commission  on  transporta* 
tion  in  Ottawa  the  day  before  .vesterday. 
that  famous  commission,  which  was  ap- 
pointed to  advise  the  government  what  they 
should  do  to  Improve  our  system.  When 
that  commission  was  to  be  appointed  every 
body  expected  that  nothing  would  be  done 
by  the  government  In  the  way  of  a  trans- 
portation policy  before  we  had  a  report  from 
that  eouimisHion.  The  commission  was  ap- 
pointed only  after  the  government  bad 
pledged  the  country  to  an  expenditure  of 
about  $150,000,000  without  any  profit  to  the 
country,  and  now  the  commission  is  travel- 
ling. After  the  government  has  adopted  its 
policy,  why  incur  the  expense  of  a  royal 
commission  travelling  throngh  the  country 
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ezaminiog  witnesses  and  taking  their  ad- 
vice and  evidence.  What  is  the  use  of  it, 
wuen  they  have  already  decided  that  they 
will  not  follow  that  advice  ?  This  commis- 
sion was  here  the  day  before  yesterday  and 
Mr.  Wlsner,  one  of  the  most  competent  men. 
I  am  told,  on  railway  and  navigation  trans- 
l-drtatlon,  gave  his  views  about  the  Geor- 
gian Bay  canal.  The  report  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

Mr.  Wisner  In  opening  generally  gave  his 
fiewH  on  the  necessity  generally  for  water- 
ways. He  said  flOO,000,000  was  now  being  ex- 
pended to  Improve  and  ntend  the  Erie  canal 
which  mns  from  Buffalo  to  Albany  and  New 
York.  It  was  a  costly  undertaking  and  be  did 
Dot  think  It  would  answer  all  the  needs  of  tfao 
great  CTain  transportation  problem. 

He  says  further : 

The  Georgian  Bay  canal  from  the  mouth  of 
the  French  river  to  Montreal  would  be  425 
miles  long.  There  would  be  four  miles  of  locks 
and  approaches,  40  miles  of  canal  section,  and 
'i  miles  ot  improved  river  channels.  300  feet 
wide  at  the  bottom,  and  the  balance — 307  miles 
—open  river  and  lake  section.  In  connection 
with  the  scheme  under  consideration,  the 
amount  of  canal  section  to  be  constructed 
would  be  so  small  that  considerable  expense 
could  be  economically  incurred,  as  the  canal 
outlet  Is  in  Canadian  territory.  The  freight 
carried  wonld  be  not  only  grain  but  other 
commerce  as  well, 

Mr.  Wisner  bas  pnt  the  total  cost  of  that 
canal  at  about  $75,000,000.  If  the  govern- 
ment are  not  wIIHuk  to  build  the  canal  them- 
selves I  believe  they  have  already  received 
an  offer  from  a  powerful  company  offering 
to  build  it  for  a  small  guarantee  on  the  cost 
of  construction.  If  the  government  decline 
to  build  that  canal,  why  should  they  not  en- 
courage a  company, to  build  it  ?  Instead  of 
taking  this  means  of  solving  the  transporta- 
tion problem  they  build  a  railway  and  hand  it 
oYec  to  a  powerful  corporation— because  I  do 
not  consider  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Company  is  to  be  considered  at  all— they  are 
only  there  to  represent  the  Grand  Trunk— 
the  two  companies  are  one — Instead  of  com- 
ing forward  to  parliament  themselves,  the 
Grand  Trunk  have  simply  put  up  another 
company,  for  one  reason,  only,  and  that  Is 
to  escape  almost  all  the  res[>onsiblllty.  It 
was  not  for  any  other  reason,  because  when 
the  scheme  was  presented  to  this  House  it 
was  stated  that  the  reason  the  government 
indsted  on  having  an  agreement  made  with 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  was  that  there 
were  some  strong,  influential  men  at  the 
head  of  that  company,  that  there  were  busi- 


ness men  at  the  back  of  it  having  all  the 
necessary  experience,  men  in  whom  we 
might  have  confidence.  It  is  quite  true  that 
the  gentlemen  who  are  at  the  head  of 
that  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company  are 
wealthy  and  men  of  experience.  At  the 
same  time  they  are  very  prudent  and  very 
careful  men.  When  that  charter  was 
granted,  it  was  by  section  6,  If  1  remember 
correctly,  stipulated  that  the  amount  to  be 
subscribed  before  there  was  a  complete 
organization  would  be  $2,000,000,  on  which 
ten  per  cent  was  to  be  paid.  It  was  not  a 
large  amount  for  such  a  wealthy  corpora- 
tion, but  what  do  we  And  to-day  ?  Instead 
of  subscribing  to  the  extent  of  two  million, 
we  have  before  us  a  BUI,  which  is  to  be 
read  a  third  time  on  Thursday  next,  to 
reduce  the  amount  to  one  million  dollars. 
Is  that  a  proof  that  they  liave  great  confi- 
dence in  the  scheme  ?  Is  it  a  proof  that 
they  have  no  fear  that  perhaps  some  por- 
tions of  the  line  may  not  turn  out  to  be  as 
profitable  as  they  expected,  and  that  If  the 
government  after  having  leased  their  road 
for  several  years  without  collecting  one 
cent  of  revenue,  ask  to  be  recouped  the 
Interest,  they  may  find  the  company  is  not 
in  the  position  to  pay  one  single  cent.  What 
course  will  the  government  have  but  to  take 
back  that  road  after  the  five  years,  the 
terms  for  which  they  have  a  right  to  use  it 
w^ithout  paying  rental,  and  five  years  more, 
a  road  which  will  have  been  completely 
wrecked,  without  recourse  against  the  com- 
pany except  for  the  $1,000,000  Invested. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— Ten  per 

cent  paid. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— Twenty  per  cent  paid. 
I  say  that  the  premier  acted  in  a  very 
curious  manner.  Without  any  pretense 
whatever  he  refused  to  take  the  advice  of 
his  Minister  of  Railways.  Who  were  the  men 
who  were  to  advise  him  ?  The  men  who 
had  the  greatest  interest  in  having  the  best 
of  the  bargain.  Instead  of  taking  the 
advice  of  his  Minister  of  Railways,  the  right 
hon.  premier  went  straight  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  oflSces  and  obtained  advice  and  in- 
formation there.  I  do  not  believe  it  is  doing 
any  injustice  to  Sir  Wilfrid  to  say  that  his 
profession  and  his  training  were  not  snch- 
as  would  qualify  him  as  an  expert  on  rail- 
way matters.  He  may  be  a  very  brilliant 
man,  but  nobody  can  say  positively  that  he 
has  bad  any  experience  in  railway  construc- 
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tion,  and  we  cannot  be  suriirlaed  that  having 
refused  the  advice  of  the  only  man  ]n  bis 
cabinet  who  could  give  him  advice,  he  made 
a  bad  bargain.  The  hen.  gentleman  from 
de  Lanaudl^re  has  stated  as  proof  that  the 
first  agreement  wag  not  In  favour  of  the 
companr  the  fact  that  some  of  tlie  stock- 
holders of  the  Grand  Trunk  opposed  it.  I 
am  not  surprised  at  that,  when  all  the  direc- 
tors and  stockholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  found  how  easily  It  was  to  treat 
with  the  premier  of  the  Dominion.  I  do 
not  wonder  at  all  that  they  decided  to 
demand  a  great  deal  more,  knowing  that  a 
man  of  so  small  experience  would  not  be  in 
a  position  to  refuse,  and  in  support  of  that 
contention  we  would  bare  some  little  evi- 
dence. At  a  meeting  held  In  London  on  the 
8th  day  of  March  last,  the  president.  Sir 
Charles  Rivers-Wilson,  after  having  spoken 
against  a  motion  for  adjournment  of  the 
meeting  for  further  consideration  spoke  as 
follows : 

But  the  idea  of  adJournmeDt  is  out  of  the 
question,  I  am  afraid,  and  for  this  reason  :  the 
parliament  of  Canada  meets  the  dar  after  to- 
morrow for  the  special  piirpMe  of  accepting. 

So  that,  not  only  the  president  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  had  power 
enough  over  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  to  make 
any  contract  he  would  choose  to  make,  bat 
he  had  a  right  to  ask  Sir  Wilfrid  to  convene 
parliament  for  the  sole  purpose  stated  by 
Sir  Charles  of  accepting  that  rich  proposi- 
tion. I  wonder  why  Sir  Charles  did  not  add 
that  he  had  commanded  Sir  Wilfrid  to  order 
his  followers  to  accept  all  the  agreements 
that  would  be  submitted  to  them.  Lord 
Welby,  at  the  same  meeting,  after  having 
spoken  strongly  in  favour  of  the  new 
agreement  with  the  government,  stated  as 
follows  : 

And  further  than  that,  we  have  get  an  Indis- 
pensable condition  connected  with  It  ;  as  the 
result  of  the  long  and  Intricate  negotiations,  we 
have  driven,  I  may  say,  the  Canadian  govern- 
ment Into  becoming  absolute  partners  with  us 
in  the  expenditure  on  that  mountain  section. 
That  means  that  we  have  made  their  Interest 
one  with  ours,  and  we  are  assured,  therefore, 
of  their  hearty  co-operation  and  assent  to  any 
proposition  on  our  part. 

That  means  not  only  that  they  have  suc- 
ceeded in  obtaining  from  the  government 
certain  concessions  but  the;  have  driven 
the  government  to  accept  certain  conditions. 
It  Is  not  surprising  then  that  Sir  Charles 
Rlvers-WlIson  would  say  publicly  in  that 
Hn.  Ifr.  BOLDUG. 


meeting  that  parliament  was  convened  for 
the  sole  purpose  of  accepting  that  new 
agreement  We  beard  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  state  that  nothing  lud  been 
mentioned  of  tbe  ext«ulon  from  Nortita  Bay 
to  Quebec  or  Moncton.  I  bave  heard  almost 
all  tbe  speeches  made,  and  I  most  confess 
that  I  could  not  find  a  word  speaking  of 
the  extension  from  Mortb  Bay  to  Quebec 
and  Moncton,  so  little  cared  the  Grand 
Trunk  for  that  part  of  tbe  railway. 
It  was  ably  stated  yesterday  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  has  no  object 
at  all  In  working  that  part  of  the 
railway.  Their  only  Interest  is  to  open  the 
prairie  section,  and  then,  as  soon  as  tbe 
government  will  have  built  from  Winnipeg 
down  to  Lake  Abltibl.  (The  Ontario  gov- 
ernment Is  employed  at  the  present  moment 
in  building  a  railway  from  North  Bay  to 
Lake  TemlBcamingne  and  tben  tbey  take 
power  from  tbe  legislature  to  bolld  from 
Lake  Temiscamlngue  to  Lake  AbitibI),  then 
as  soou  as  that  railway  from  Winnipeg  Is 
built  by  the  government  to  Lake  Abi- 
tibI, the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  will  be  In 
a  position  to  rent  that  portion  of  the 
railway  from  the  Ontario  government 
and  will  have  a  connection  there  with  their 
railway  system.  Besides  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  has  a  charter. 
I  believe,  from  Port  Arthur  to  Nlplgon 
Bay,  to  Join  the  main  line  on  tbe 
National  Transcontinental  Railway.  Fm 
that  line  they  bave  been  subsidized  to 
the  amount  of  $2,000  a  mile  by  the  the  Ont- 
ario government,  besides  6,000  acres  of  land 
per  mile.  They  will  surely  expect  a  large 
amount  from  this  government,  and  accoidr 
ing  to  what  has  been  done  they  are  sure 
to  get  It.  Then  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
will  be  In  the  best  possible  position  to  man- 
age all  their  traffic  from  the  west  down  to 
the  great  lakes  and  connect  with  their  rail- 
way system.  I  rep3^t  tbat  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Is  bo  disinterested  In  that  portion 
from  North  Bay  to  Quebec  or  Moncton, 
that  we  do  not  bear  one  ^ngle  mentloD 
of  It  In  the  reports  of  the  public  meeting 
when  they  addressed  their  shareholders  as 
they  were  addressed  on  the  8th  of  March 
last.  Yon  have  heard  from  tbe  taon.  leader 
ol  the  opposition  what  Mr.  Hays  stated 
about  the  connection  of  their  part  of  tbe 
railway  with  this  railway  system,  Indlcat- 
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ing  In  a  precise  maDuer  that  tbey  did  not 

care  at  all  to  enconrage  the  other  part  of 

the  scheme  but  later  od  Id  his  remarks, 

Mr.  Hays  made  the  following  statement . 

One  shareholder  a  minute  ago,  in  speaking  of 
the  obligation  the  Grand  Trunk  was  to  assume 
Id  this  connection,  seemed  to  have  the  Impres- 
sion that  his  Interests,  whatever  they  may  be 
in  whatever  class  of  securities,  were  Jeopar- 
dised froitk  the  outset,  and  I  tear  that  there 
iB  a  general  Impreislon  arising  entirely  from 
this  misunderstanding.  The  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Is  not  going  to  be  called  upon  under  its 
gusrantees  for  one  cent  for  eight  years  after 
this  enterprise  Is  started — after  the  construc- 
tion of  the  line  is  commenced—  the  cost  of  the 
line  during  construction  being  added  to  capital 
and  provided  out  of  capital,  and  the  securties 
which  the  Grand  Trunk  will  guarantee  will 
will  not  be  Issued  for  eight  years,  and  then 
after  that  elgbt  years  have  rolled  by,  you  have 
seven  years  yet  on  the  mountain  section,  a  part 
on  which  there  seems  to  bo  some  doubt.  There 
cinnot  be  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  what  the 
returns  will  be  from  the  prairie  section,  but 
on  the  mountain  section  you  have  seven  years 
witbout  any  claim  at  aJl,  three  years  After  that 
oidy  a  ctefm  on  wfiat  is  earned,  making  there- 
fore before  the  mountain  section  becomes  any- 
thing of  a  burden  on  the  railway,  eighteen  years. 

Snrelj-  Mr.  Hays  must  have  known  and  read 
the  agreement,  because  we  are  assured  tbey 
hare  prepared  tbemselTes  and  must  have 
anderstood  the  meaning  of  the  new  agree- 
ment which  was  made  by  the  gOTemment. 
At  any  rate,  I  believe  It  was  Impossible 
to  make  a  worse  contract  than  the  one  made 
last  year,  and  I  am  afraid  the  government 
has  agreed  to  a  still  worse  bargain.  There 
1b  no  word  In  the  new  agreement  in  favour 
of  the  government,  and  there  are  many 
conditions  against  the  government.  The 
company  have  an  extension  of  time  for 
building ;  the  obligation  that  the  govern- 
ment bas  contracted  to  guarantee  the  bonds 
is  Increased  to  an  unlimited  quantity,  be- 
cause notwithstanding  the  statements  made 
by  my  hon,  friend  the  member  for  de  Lan- 
audiere.  I  still  believe  that  the  bulldlna 
of  that  momitaln  section  will  be  very  ex- 
pensive. The  government  will  be  forced  to 
guarantee  75  per  cent  of  the  whole  cost  of 
that  section,  no  matter  what  it  may  cost, 
and,  as  has  been  stated,  supposing  the  bonds 
are  sold  below  par  it  will  further  Increase 
the  obligations  of  the  government.  In  order 
to  make  ns  believe  that  the  construction  of 
the  railway  on  the  east  side  of  Manitoba 
Is  a  very  easy  affair  where  levels  would  be 
obtained  almost  equal  to  those  between 
Montreal  and  Toronto,  he  cited  the  fact  that 


the  government  of  the  day  has  made  an  ex- 
amination from  Lake  Temlscamlngue  to 
Lake  Abltibl.  but  surely  a  gentleman  of 
the  experience  of  my  hon.  friend  will  not 
force  on  laymen  like  myself  the  belief  that 
be  will  find  the  same  levels  across  the 
niouutaln  as  he  wilt  on  n  line  along  the 
valleys.  "We  have  not  had  as  much  ex- 
perience as  tbe  bk>n.  gentleman,  but  we 
cannot  believe  that  he  will  get  the  same 
levels  by  crossing  mountains  as  he  will  In 
following  the  water-courses.  I  believe  that 
In  making  this  statement  my  hon,  friend 
has  wasted  his  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  GASGBAIN— I  said  that  was 
Just  what  they  were  doing, 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC~The  hon.  gentleman 
was  speaking  of  tbe  road  examined  by  the 
Ontario  government  from  Lake  Temisca- 
mingue  to  Lake  Abitlbl.  It  does  not  cross 
the  mountain.  But  tbe  hon.  gentleman  was 
using  that  argument  to  show  that  there  was 
no  great  difficulty  -In  going  up  to  Lake  Ab- 
itlbl, and  on  the  rest  of  the  line  tbey  would 
have  the  same  result.  Nobody  of  experience . 
will  believe  that,  even  when  it  is  stated  by 
a  gentleman  with  the  vast  experience  of  my 
bon.  friend.  I  repeat  that  It  is  amazing  to 
hee  the  government  building  about  2,000 
miles  of  railway  and  handing  It  over  to  the 
company  witbout  any  consideration  for  about 
ten  years,  allowing  them  to  use  it  five  years 
without  paying  any  Interest,  and  to  be  five 
years  In  default  without  being  able  to  force 
them  by  expropriation  to  give  It  up,  and  run- 
ning all  tbe  risks  of  being  obliged  to  take 
back  the  railway  in  very  bad  order.  Suppos- 
ing the  company  runs  the  road  for  fifty  years, 
tbey  still  have  tbe  right  to  renew  tbe  lease 
for  another  fifty  years.  Tbey  have  tbe  right 
also,  if  they  decide  not  to  retain  the  road, 
to  keep  all  tbe  profitable  branch  lines  and 
compel  the  government  to  take  over  those 
which  are  considered  unprofitable.  Why  did 
tbe  government  consent  to  such  a  proposl- 
Hon  ?  Why  should  even  a  man  without 
much  experience  In  railway  matters  accei)t 
conditions  which  are  altogether  favourable 
to  the  company  and  against  tbe  public  in- 
terest ?  I  dare  say  tbe  ex-Minlster  of  Bail- 
ways  would  not  have  consented  to  such  an 
arrangement,  and  I  trust  that  in  tbis  House 
some  amendments  will  be  accepted  which 
were  rejected  by  a  large  majority  In  the  other 
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House,  amendments  which  will  render  Uie 
Bill  more  acceptable  to  the  country  than  it 
Is  now.  One  of  these  amendments  wMch 
was  rejected  In  the  other  House  was  to 
force  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company, 
in  accepting  the  $25,000,000  bonds,  to  take 
them  at  par.  All  the  friends  of  the  govern- 
ment, without  exception,  voted  against  that 
amendment,  so  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  may  secure  those  bonds  for 
a  mere  song.  In  the  first  agreement  they 
had  no  right  to  dispose  of  those  ?2o,000,000 
bonds,  but  now  they  may  dispose  of  one-halt 
of  them,  and  they  can  realize  whatever 
amount  they  please  for  the  bonds,  which  pro- 
bably will  have  cost  them  nothing.  And  in 
case  the  government  should  be  called  on  to 
pay  Interest  at  3  per  c^nt,  as  stipulated,  the 
Interest  on  those  bonds  will  cost  nothing  to 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  They 
have  a  right  now  to  dispose  of  $12,500,000, 
Whereas  last  year  they  had  no  right  to  dis- 
pose of  any.  Who  can  say  that  next  year 
another  amendment  will  not  be  brought  be- 
fore parliament  to  give  tBem  power  to  dis- 
pose of  the  whole  amount  ?  From  the  way 
things  were  done  last  session  and  this  ses- 
sion, no  one  can  foresee  what  may  be  done 
in  the  future.  Several  amendments  were 
offered  to  protect  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, but  to  uo  purpose  whatever  ;  they  were 
rejected  without  exception.  The  only  party 
that  had  a  right  to  propose  conditions  was 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  The 
representatives  of  the  people  had  no  right  to 
interfere  ;  It  was  a  private  affair  between 
the  government  and  the  company,  and  every 
suggestion  from  any  other  source  was  re- 
jected. Now,  as  to  government  ownership, 
i  see  in  principle  no  great  difference  between 
the  government  and  the  opposition.  The 
government  undertake  to  build  the  railway 
from  Winnipeg  eastward.  They  have  ex- 
tended the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  L^vls 
to  Ste.  Rosalie,  and  have  obtained  running 
rights  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  from  Ste. 
Rosalie  to  Montreal.  It  was  a  good  bargain 
for  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  We 
must  remember  the  help  that  was  given  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  to  build  the 
Victoria  bridge.  Now,  for  the  use  of  that 
same  bridge,  the  whole  cost  of  which  we 
paid,  we  are  obliged  to  pay  almost  all  the 
repairs  and  a  good  round  sum  every  year 
besides.  What  was  the  attitude  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  when  that 
Ha.  Kr.  BOLDUC. 


bridge  was  built  with  the  money  of  Can- 
ada f  The  first  week  after  it  was  opened 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  took  ad- 
vantage of  it  to  carry  the  freight  which,  In 
summer  time  had  been  shipped  at  Montreal 
for  across  the  Atlantic,  on  to  their  own  port 
at  Portland  for  shipment.  We  know  very 
well  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany is  more  interested  in  the  development 
of  Portland  than  of  any  Canadian  port  It 
has  always  been  their  policy  to  transport 
nil  the  freight  they  could  to  and  through 
Portland.  In  fact,  the  company  has  made 
that  city,  to  a  large  extent,  what  it  is  to- 
day, having  spent  some  fifteen  or  seventeen 
millions  of  dollars  In  that  port.  Naturally, 
they  want  to  make  as  much  money  as  poss- 
ible. They  are  never  guided  by  sentiment 
They  do  not  care  whether  they  favour  Can- 
ada or  the  United  States,  provided  their 
shareholders  get  dividends.  In  1855  the  Can- 
adian government  loaned  them  some  fifteen 
million  dollars.  I  have  no  doubt  most  of  that 
money  was  used  to  Improve  their  line  from 
Montreal  to  Portland,  and  to  make  some  hn- 
l-Tovements  in  the  port  of  Portland.  How 
are  we  treated  by  that  company  to-day  ? 
That  company,  which  has  been  so  largely 
aided  by  the  government  of  Canada,  dis- 
criminates against  Canadians.  While  their 
rate  to  passengers  In  the  United  States  is  two 
cents  per  mile,  tbey  charge  us  three  cents  per 
mile  in  Canada.  They  have  never  received  a 
cent  from  the  people  of  the  United  States  to 
aid  them  in  building  their  road  whDe  we 
have  subsidized  them  liberally,  and  that  is 
the  way  we  are  treated.  It  is  evident  all 
tbey  care  for  Is  to  take  our  money. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  tlie 
chair. 

After  -Beeess. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOU^UG  resumed  his  speedi. 
He  said  :  When  the  House  rose  at  six  o'clock 
I  was  going  to  discuss  the  advantages  of 
having  a  railway  owned  and  operated  by  the 
government  as  ow>o8ed  to  the  idea  of  having 
the  road  built  by  the  government  and  oper- 
ated by  a  private  corporation.  When  I  say 
controlled  and  operated  by  the  government 
I  mean  railways  built  and  owned  by  the 
government,  should  be  operated  by  a 
special  commission.  I  see  no  reason  why 
the  government  should  not  find  as  competent 
officials  as  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have,  to  oper 
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ate  the  railway  In  the  public  interest  We 
have  the  experience  of  many  governments 
who  own  and  control  railways.  Wherever 
a  govemmeut  has  tried  to  operate  a  railway 
it  has  proved  a  failure,  because  we  know 
all  the  Infloencea  which  interfere  with  the 
proper  administration  of  a  line.  I  believe 
it  la  impossible  for  a  government  Itself  to 
operate  a  railway  at  a  profit,  but  we  have 
many  instances  of  governments  owning  rail- 
ways and  operating  them  by  commissions 
with  great  advantage  to  their  people.  The 
boo.  leader  of  the  opposition  yesterday  point- 
ed to  the  results  In  Australia,  which  has 
12,594  miles  of  railway.  Last  year  the  net 
revenue  was  £3,725,000  sterling. 
-  When  they  started  with  the  Idea  of  build- 
ing and  owning  their  railways  they  tried  to 
operate  those  railways  as  we  are  operating 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  now.  They  found 
it  was  a  failure,  but  as  soon  as  they  realized 
it  was  impossible  for  the  government  to 
operate  a  railway  by  themselves,  they  ap- 
pointed a  commission  ;  they  selected  a  man 
having  the  necessary  experience  and  ability, 
and  now  you  see  the  administration  and 
operation  of  government-owned  railways  in 
Australia  Is  a  success.  I  see  In  the  work 
published  by  Mr.  Edwards  on  the  nationfll- 
ization  of  railways,  he  mentions  that  Lord 
Carrlogton  stated  in  1898  that  if  ail  the 
railways  of  Australia  were  sold  they  would 
bring  a  high  enough  price  not  only  to  pay 
the  cost  of  the  railways  but  to  pay  the 
whole  debt  of  Australia.  This  is  good  evi- 
dence that  a  road  can  be  built  by  a  govern- 
ment and  operated  successfully  by  a  com- 
mission appointed  by  the  government.  We 
have  also  seen  the  result  in  Eeigium.  They 
started  operating  their  railways  in  1850. 
They  did  so  at  first  with  a  great  deal  of 
hesitation,  because  they  were  in  the  same 
position  as  we  were  ;  a  great  party  was  op- 
posing the  principle  of  government  owner- 
ship of  railways.  We  find  that  In  1850  the 
state  owned  388  miles  of  railway  against  166 
miles  owned  by  private  corporations.  In 
1865  the  government  owned  4G9  miles  of 
railway  against  9u0  miles  owned  by  private 
corporations.  In  1884  there  were  1,930  miles 
owqed  by  the  stiite  and  1,780  owned  by  pri- 
vate corporations.  In  1900  Belgium  owned 
2j»13  miles  of  railway  against  322  miles 
owned  by  private  corporations.  The  net 
rerenne  of  1902  was  911,000,000  for  that 
small  part  of  the  railway.  The  figures  I 
have  given  I  quote  from  Warring  on  the 
28 


State  purchase  of  Railways,  page  13.  I  say 
that  in  Belgium,  as  In  Canada  to-day,  there 
was  great  hesitation  at  first  to  embark  In  that 
serious  undertaking,  but  the  success  which 
baa  been  obtained  in  Belgium  and  Australia 
is  n  sure  proof  that  we  can  do  exactly  the 
same  thing  here  in'  Canada.  In  Germany, 
the  state  owns  20,487  miles  of  railway  ont 
of  a  total  of  34,415,  and  I  observe  from 
newspapers  that  the  government  there  oper- 
ates the  railway  by  commisaion  with  great 
profit  and  advantage  to  the  country.  In 
Russia  the  government  owns  23.805  miles 
out  of  a  total  of  34,415.  The  net  revenue 
was  £14.600,000  sterling.  In  France  and 
New  Zealand  a  great  part  of  the  rallwaya 
are  owned  by  the  state  and  worked  with 
great  profit.  Now,  when  we  have  these 
figures  before  us,  I  do  not  see  why  we 
should  not  undertake  to  own  and  operate 
the  railways  we  are  going  to  pay  for  almost 
entirely.  When  we  are  going  to  spend  about 
nine-tenths  of  the  cost  of  the  new  Trans* 
continental  Railway  I  see  no  reason  why  we 
should  not  pay  for  the  whole  road,  own 
the  railway  and  appoint  a  commission  which 
would  administer  that  railway  at  the  same 
time  with  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I 
understand  there  was  nt  first  great  hesita- 
tion in  Canada  about  government  ownership 
of  extensive  railways,  but  I  notice  that  the 
uien  who  were  opposed  to  that  Idea  last 
year  are  forced  now  to  view  It  In  another 
light.  The  agreement  entered  Into  between 
the  government  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pad- 
Uc  Company  has  forced  the  Issue  before  the 
people  of  this  country,  and  now  Is  not  the 
time  to  say  that  we  will  defer  the  matter 
and  see  what  can  be  done  later  on,  because 
if  no  action  Is  taken  now  we  are  debarred 
for  periiaps  50  or  100  years  from  doing 
anything  In  the  way  of  the  proposition 
which  has  been  discussed  in  Canada  for 
several  years  past  I  say  that  the  choice 
Is  not  with  the  people  of  this  country  to 
delay  or  postpone  the  consideration  of  that 
question  because  the  Issue  has'  been  forced 
before  the  public  by  the  present  administra- 
tion. 

On  reference  to  the  last  report  of  the  De- 
pnrtnient  of  Railways  and  Can&Is,  we  find 
that  we  have  a  total  of  10,077  miles  of  rail- 
way ill  operation.  Of  that  mileage  the  gov- 
ernment owns  1,551  miles,  which  leaves 
17.526  miles  'of  oompany-owned  railways. 
The  subsidies  granted  to  these  private  cor- 
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ponitions  hj  Hie  DomUxIon  amoant  to  1167,- 
OBftM* ;    proylnciai   bonuses.    |86,8S4,SM ; 
monleipal   bonusei^   ^2^t,B2fl ;   loans  to 
(Erand  Trunk,  91S,14fi,633 ;  widwot  gnaron- 
teebig  tile  interest,  and  other  loans^  |B21,62S, 
flnrmliig  a  total  grant  In  the  way  of  nbsK 
dins  bj  tb»  EHMulnlon  ^Tsmment,  by  the 
mimlclpal  eoFpoFBtdons  and  local  gorem- 
mentB.  of  $226«517,713  to  the  railways  of^ 
Canada.   Besides  that,  railway  corporations 
kuve  obtained  In  land  subsidies  abont  00,- 
000,006  acres  ''of  land.  If  yon  figure  out  the 
proportionate  cost  per  mile  of  those-  rail- 
ways, according  to  the  subsidies  and  the 
bonds,  prefored  stock  and  ordinary  stock, 
you  get  an  average  of  965,350  per  mile.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  that  that  is  the  exact 
cost  of  construction  of  each  mile  of  the 
railway,  but  when  we  make  an  addition  of 
all  the  sums  I  have  mentioned  we  must 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  railways  of 
this  country  cost  on  an  average  $653fi0  per 
mile.    Why  ?    Because  bonds  have  been 
sold  much  below  par.    Some  bonds  hare 
been  sold  from  10  cents  on  the  dollar  to  26 
and  30  cents,  and  In  many  cases  stocks  have 
been  watered  to  a  great  extent,  but  the  fact 
Is  that  the  holders  of  these- bonds  and  that 
stock  expect  to  realize  the  dividends  on 
those  bonds  and  stocks  at  par,  and  the 
people  will  be  forced  to  pay  a  little  more  for 
their  freight  and  for  their  tranSportatiOD,  In 
order  to  provide  dlyldends  on  stocks  and 
trands,  which  In  several  cases  have  not  cost  a 
cent  to  the  organizers  of  those  companies.  }t 
the  government  would  build  the  railways 
in  the  future  we  would  have  no  watering 
of  stocks.   The  government  Interest  would 
be  the  Interest  of  the  whole  Dominion  to 
make  low  rates  of  freight,  to  establish  low 
schedules  of  rates  tor  carrying  passengers, 
and  they  could,  at  the  same  time,  pay  as 
large  dividends  as  any  private  corpora- 
tion who  are  bothered  with  stock  which 
has  been  watered,  who  are  bothered  with 
bonds  which  they  have  to  pay  full  value  for 
now,  and  which  hare  brought  to  the  com- 
pany only  ten,  fifteen  and  twenty-flve  cents 
on  the  dollar.    That  Is  the  reason  why, 
being  forced  to  express  my  views  now,  I 
advocate  that  railways  should  be  owned  by 
the  government,  and  operated  by  a  commis- 
sion appointed  by  the  government.  The 
railway  to  be  built  according  to  the  agree- 
ment between  the  government  and  the 
Hn.  Ur.  Bouma 


Grand  Trunk  Pacific  must  be  to  the  Interest 
of  all  the  provinces  of  this  Dominion,  bat  I 
say  more  particularly  to  the  advantage  of 
the  west  and  the  maritime  prorlnctSL  Que- 
bec and  Ontario  are  lest  intetesCM  in  tbt 
building  ctf  that  line  than  ttie  west  aad 
the  maritime  proviace^  because  the  iate^ 
est  of  Uie  maritime  provinces  Is  that  Vbej 
must  have  a  road  which  wilt  cany  tlie 
fi-elght  down  to  liieir  ports.  If  they  are  to 
progress  and  become  prosperous.  If  tlie 
farmers  In  the  west  hope  to  realise  their 
expectations  to  have  as  low  freight  rates 
for  the  cairylng  of  tiieir  grain  as  possible, 
they  must  have  a  road  which  Is  owned  by 
the  government,  because  If  they  have  nnds 
owned  and  operated  by  private  corporations 
the  result  will  be  In  the  west  as  It  has  l>eeD 
ill  the  United  States,  combines  will  be 
formed  amongst  private  corporations,  and 
they  will  squeeze  the  people  from  the  west 
as  much  as  tfa^  can,  so  that  t^e  farmers 
from  the  west  are  ten  times  more  Interested 
in  the  fact  of  the  goremment  owning  that 
natlonol  railway  than  we  In  Ontario  or 
Quebec  are.  It  was  stated  last  year  thot 
the  building  of  the  National  Transconti- 
nental Railway  wonid  benefit  extensively 
both  the  provinces  of  Ontario  and  Quebec— 
that  It  would  open  a  back  country  of  which 
we  know  nothing.  There  may  be  good  form- 
ing lauds  In  that  part  of  the  country,  but 
before  entering  Into  such  a  large  ezpendi- 
dlture  of  money  more  prudent  men  would 
advise  the  government  to  make  explora- 
tions, not  only  with  respect  to  the  location 
of  the  line,  but  to  examine  as  to  the  quality 
of  the  soil  and  the  quantity  of  minerals 
and  timber  there,  because  I  have  met  many 
lumbermen  who  have  sent  exploi^rs  through 
that  district,  and  they  all  agree  that  on  the 
lieigbt  of  land  where  the  line  is  to  be  lo- 
cated there  la  no  timber  worth  being 
worked  at  all. 

The  plea  that  this  road  might  serve  as  a 
colonization  road  Is  to  my  mind  an  utter 
fallacy.  We  have  roads  rannlDg  through  the 
best  districts,  built  by  private  corporations 
assisted  by  the  Dominion  and  provincial  gov- 
ernments, and  those  roads  are  built  especially 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  colonisa- 
tion. If  we  are  to  build  a  road  under  the 
pretense,  that  It  Is  to  corry  grain  fn>m  the 
west  we  must  build  it  as  much  an  air  line 
as  possible.  You  cannot  deviate  from  an  air 
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Ibie  If  jon  are  to  have  tbe  road  profitable 
tw  ttie  carrying  of  grain.  A  road  to  be  con- 
stmeted  for  colonization  purpose*  must  be 
locatal  where  land  fit  lit  tor  cnttfTatton,  a^ 
tractive  to  settlers  and  where  yon  are  snre 
to  have  a  pretty  large  population  before 
many  years.  Ton  can,  without  the  irtig^test 
doubt,  leave  the  qneetion  to  the  local  gor- 
emmentfl;  who  are  directly  interested  in  the 
rapid  increase  of  thetr  population,  and  who 
know  better  than  we,  who  have  not  tlte 
slightest  experience  where  to  find  the  best 
districts  possible  for  the  locating  of  local 
branch  lines  wbich  will  ftvonr  colonisation 
one  bandred  times  more  than  tbe  proposed 
National  Transcontinental  Railway.  Wbat 
information  have  we  as  to  the  quality  of  tUe 
soil  which  Is  to  be  traversed  by  this  railway? 
None  at  all,  except  the  writings  of  Father 
Albanel  who  traversed  that  country  some 
200  years  ago  and  discovered  a  place  where 
the  birds  were  so  numerous  tbat  the  Indians 
exhibited  very  great  temerity  in  going  there 
for  fear  they  should  be  burled  in  feathers, 
and  where  the  bears  were  so  very  clever  at 
fishing,  walking  along  the  shore  and  taking 
their  choice  of  tbe  pike,  bass  and  suckers, 
with  which  those  streams  abonnd. 

Hon.  lir.  MAGDONALD  <B.a)— The 
Grand  Trunk  is  a  sucker. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOZ.DUG— I  regret  that  the  offer 
made'by  the  Orand  Trunk  Railway  to  bnlld 
a  railway  from  North  Bay  to  Winnipeg  and 
In  the  prairie  section  was  not  accepted  by 
the  government  If  the  government  had  ac- 
cepted that  offer  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way they  would  have  only  been  too  happy 
to  accept  the  ordinary  railway  subsidy,  but 
we  know  very  well  ttiat  corporations  who 
ask  f<a-  sabsldies  generally  demand  double 
what  they  expect  to  receive,  and  If  they 
bad  received  the  ordinary  subsidy  which  is 
granted  to  railway  corporations  they  would 
withoat  hesitation  have  built  the  road.  It 
may  be  said  in  that  case  there  would  have 
been  no  road  from  Quebec  to  Winnipeg,  but 
we  know  tbat  anothw  ccn^ioratlon,  the  Trans- 
Canada  Railway  Company,  which  has  a 
iHiarter,  at  the  head  of  which  are  some  in- 
fiueaUal  men,  eqnal  to  those  placed  at  the 
head  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway — 
tally  equal  In  wealth,  Intelligence  and  en- 
ergy, were  prepared  to  build  that  northern 
line.  These  men  have  always  been  ready  to 
boild  from  Quebec  up  to  Winnipeg  or  to 
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Port  Simpson,  with  the  ordinary  subsldlev 
which  are  generally  granted  by  the  govern- 
mentand  thegovemment would  not  havethe 
respoAsibUlty  of  building  a  railway  which  U 
considered  useless  and  Impracticable  by  aU 
business  men  In  this  Dominion.  I  have 
stated  the  interest  of  the  farmers  from  the 
west  in  having  the  government  build  that 
road  and  own  It  and  work  It  by  a  commis- 
sion. If  we  consult  the  Interests  of  New 
Brunswick  and  Nova  Seotta,  can  we  expect 
for  a  moment  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Ball- 
way  will  haul  tb^  traffic  from  tbe  west 
past  their  bran^  line  ftom  Lake  Abltllit 
to  North  Bay,  for  the  sake  of  benefiting  New 
Bmnswlck  or  Nova  Scotia— that  they  will 
haul  it  600  or  600  miles  farther  and  incur 
dooble  expense  for  the  sole  purpose  of  giving 
satisfaction  to  Nova  Scotia  and  New  Bruns- 
wick ?  Is  tbere  a  business  man  who  will 
dare  to  say  that  this  will  be  the  ease  ?  It  Is 
against  the  Interests  of  the  Grand  Tmnk 
Railway.  The  Chrand  Trunk  Balhray  con- 
trols completely  tbe  Grand  Trunk  ^clflc. 
They  have  a  complete  railway  system  which 
leads  down  to  Portland,  where  they  have  a 
harbonr  on  wMch  they  have  spent  many 
millions  of  dollars.  Can  a  business  man 
believe  for  one  moment  that  through  freights 
from  the  west  to  the  ports  of  the  maritime 
provinces  will  be  the  policy  of  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  ?  To  mention 
the  matter  Is  to  answer  It  Not  a 
pound  of  western  freight  will  be  shipped 
throngh  to  St.  John  or  Halifax  when 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  have  the  power 
to  prevent  it,  and  they  will  be  the 
controllers  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Rail- 
way. They  will  use  their  line  from  Lake 
Abitibi  down  to  North  Bay.  and  from  North 
Bay  tbeir  railway  system  which  leads  them 
directly  to  Portland  In  the  state  of  Maine. 
This  is  my  opinion,  hon.  gentlemen,  and  I 
do  not  believe  it  Is  possible  to  contradict  me 
on  that  point  It  Is  Impossible  to  imagine 
for  one  moment  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Company  will  work  against  their  own  Inter* 
tests.  For  these  considerations,  for  the  con- 
sideration also  that  tbe  question  of  govern- 
ment ownerslUp  has  been  forced  on  the  coun- 
try by  the  present  government,  I  believe  tbat 
Iwfore  giving  a  vote  In  favour  of  the  2nd 
reading  of  tbe  Bill  we  should  consider  whe- 
ther tbat  Bill  Is  for  the  advantage  of  the 
country,  and  I  hope  that  the  majority  of  this 


Digitized  by 


Google 


m 


SENATE 


Honse  will  decide  that  If  we  are  going  to 
pay  for  a  line  of  railway  some  3,600  miles 
In  extent  we  bad  better  keep  It  and  operate 
it  by  a  railway  commissloD.  I  give  notice 
that  If  the  2nd  reading  of  this  Bill  Is  carried 
In  this  House  I  am  prepared  at  the  3rd  rend- 
ing to  offer  an  amendment  that  this  Bill 
sbali  not  come  into  operation  before  It  bas 
been  submitted  to  and  passed  upon  by  tbe 
electors  at  the  next  general  election. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING — As  I  have  not  been  In 
the  habit  of  trespassing  at  any  great  length 
upon  the  time  of  this  honourable  House,  I 
may  be  pardoned  If  I  speak  at  considerable 
length  on  the  subject  now  under  considera- 
tion. If  I  bad  to  offer  an  excuse,  I  would 
say  that  from  tbe  standpoint  of  the  maritime 
provinces  I  look  upon  this  measure  as  the 
most  Important  that  has  ever  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  parliament  of  Canada.  Be- 
fore proceeding  to  deal  with  the  main  issue, 
I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  directing  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition 
to  some  of  the  remarks  which  he  made  dur- 
ing tbe  course  of  that  long  and  eloquent 
speech  delivered  a  day  or  two  ago  in  this 
Senate.  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  sub- 
mitting a  statement  made  by  that  bon.  gen- 
tleman with  regard  to  the  winter  port  of 
St.  John,  and,  if  I  state  it  correctly,  I  am 
sure  he  is  not  the  man  to  take  exception  to 
an  bonest  statement  by  an  hon.  member  on 
tbe  floor  of  this  House.  The  bon.  gentleman 
took  to  himself  and  the  Conservative  party, 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks  on  Uiat  occasion, 
the  credit  for  having  promoted  the  winter 
pijrt  business  of  the  city  of  St.  John.  The 
hon.  gentleman  must  have  forgotten  that 
during  the  eighteen  years  that  the  Conserva- 
tive party  was  In  power,  long  after  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  was  built,  that  his  govern- 
ment or  the  government  of  which  he  was  a 
member,  continued  to  subsidize  steamers  to 
the  port  of  Portland,  Maine.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman must  know  that  while  what  he 
states  Is  perfectly  true — and  I  want  here  to 
repeat  what  I  said  last  year,  that  In  St. 
John  I  believe  that  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  Is  looked  upon  by  the  people 
of  that  city,  regardless  of  party,  as  one  of 
the  best  friends  of  St.  John.  I  will  not 
charge  the  bon.  gentleman  with  attempting 
to  suppress  the  truth,  but  I  will  make  a  state- 
ment which  I  made  last  year,  and,  when  I 
make  It,  I  challenge  contradiction  ;  and  it  is 
this :  that  never  until  a  supporter  of  the 
Hod.  Mr.  KINO. 


hon.  gentleman's  govommen^  a  Mr.  lohn 
Gbesley,  actually  tendered  tbe  govwnmeBt 

bis  resignation,  did  tbe  hon.  gentleman  come 
down  and  agree  to  subsidize  a  llne  of  steal- 
ers to  St  John.  The  hon.  gentleman  baa 
said  that  be  does  not  know  that  ttfbe  true, 
but  that  statement  was  made  publicly  in 
St  John  at  tbe  last  election  that  Mr.  Blali 
contested  In  tbe  Interests  of.  tbe  Liberal 
part7,  and  remains  nncontra^cted.  I  rep^t 
that  not  until  Mr.  Cbesley,  a  Conservative 
in  St  John,  placed  his  resignation  In  the 
hands  of  Hon.  George  E.  Foster,  I  think  It 
was,  at  all  events  in  the  bands  of  a  memba: 
of  the  government  did  the  government  come 
down  and  do  what  they  should  have  done 
years  before  for  the  city  of  St  John.  What 
are  the  other  facts  ?  It  is  true  that  the 
building  of  tbe  ^ort  line  across  Maine  bas 
been  of  great  advantage  to  tbe  city  of 
St.  John,  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  tfve  the 
Conservative  party  credit  for  the  construe- 
tion  of  that  line  across  Maine.  It  U 
well  knawn  to  e'^'ery  one  who  is  conversant 
with  the  history  of  the  building  of  the 
Canadian  Paciac  Railway,  that  that  com- 
pany got  Into  tinanctal  difficulties.  I  occupied 
a  seat  on  the  floor  of  the  House  when  tbe; 
asked  for  a  loan  of  thirty  million  doUan, 
and  In  order  to  secure  that  loan  at  that 
time  the  government  were  obliged  to  pro- 
mise a  subsidy  for  a  line  of  railway  from 
Montreal— not  to  St  John— it  would  be  just 
as  well  to  understand  what  was  done,  be- 
cause this  thing  has  been  made  use  of  by 
the  Conservatives  and  will  be  used  again 
in  the  near  future — not  to  St  John  but  a 
line  of  railway  from  Montreal  via  Salisbury 
to  within  a  few  miles  of  Moncton.  That  was 
the  policy  of  the  Conservative  party  In  re- 
gard to  building  a  line  in  extension  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDTTC— This  very  Question 
of  building  the  road  was  discussed  in  the 

Senate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^DId  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that 
the  loan  of  $30,000,000  that  was  made  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  at  the  time 
of  their  difficulties  had  anything  whatever 
to  do  with  the  short  line  ?  I  understood 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  when  the 
Conservative  government  granted  that  loan 
it  was  on  condition  that  tbe  company  should 
build  the  short  line  to  St  John  ? 
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Hon.  Ur.  KING — ^It  was  not  contained  In 
the  Act  which  enabled  the  government  to 
advance  that  money  to  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway,  but  right  along  with  It  came 
the  proposition  to  build  the  ahort  line  across 
Maine  to  Sallsbary. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLET— Six  years  after. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING — ^It  was  completed  six 
years  afterwands.  I  think  I  know  some- 
thing abont  It    I  was  in  parliament  and 

watching  the  affair.  I  do  not  know  as  mnch 
abont  It  as  members  of  the  government,  but 
I  know  as  much  about  It  as  the  hon.  sepator 
who  has  been  residing  In  the  North-west 
for  the  last  22  years.  The  short  line  was 
bnllt  and,  as  I  remarked  before,  it  has 
proved  of  grMt  advantage  to  the  city  of 
8t  John.  We  heard  a  great  deal  to-night 
abont  a  winter  port  in  Portland.  Maine, 
which  is  going  to  do  the  carrying  trade 
of  Canafda  even  if  this  transcontinental  road 
is  constrncted,  but  I  am  proud  to  be  able 
to  bear  oat  the  statement  which  my  hon. 
friend  made  the  day  before  yesterday,  that 
so  far  have  the  government  succeeded,  that 
if  St.  John  does  not  occupy  a  foremost  place 
on  the  Atlantic  so  far  as  (Canadian  trade  is 
concerned,  she  occupies  a  good  second  place 
alongside  of  Portland.  How  has  that  been 
accomplished  ?  It  is  worth  while  to  in- 
quire. I  am  not  prepared  to  give  any  share 
of  credit  to  the  Conservative  party  for  it, 
but  I  am  prepared  to  give  credit  where 
credit  is  due.  Let  me  repeat  what  I  know, 
that  in  1806  the  present  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment In  Canada,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrier,  was 
an  invited  guest  at  St  John,  at  an  exhibi- 
tion, and  I  recollect  that  it  was  one  of  the 
largest  representative  gatherings  that  ever 
met  at  that  place.  Sir  Wilfrid  was  asked  to 
address  the  assembly  at  the  exhibition 
grounds  at  St  John,  and  if  every  other  word 
be  spoke  on  that  occasion  has  been  for- 
gotten, there  were  words  uttered  by  him 
which  are  still  remembered,  a  pledge  given 
to  the  people  of  St.  John,  aOA  not  St  John 
Rlone  but  the  people  of  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces, and  it  was  that  his  government 
woDld  see  to  It  that  for  the  future  every 
pound  of  freight  that  originated  In  the 
Canadian  west  should  be  shipped  to  Cana- 
dian ports  both  summer  and  winter,  and  he 
went  farther  and  said  that  tbe  government 
would  secure  also  for  the  Canadian  sea- 
ports a  large  share  of  the  traffic  of  the 


north-western  states.  I  ask  if  that  pledge 
has  not  been  redeemed  ?  Is  it  not  a  fact 
that  for  tbe  last  six  or  seven  years  that  this 
government  bave  been  In  power,  that  eight 
or  nine  line  of  steamers  have  been  run- 
ning to  and  from  the  port  of  St.  John,  car- 
rying the  products  of  Canada  but  not  tbe 
products  of  Canada  alone.  A  very  large 
percentage  of  the  freight  supplied  to  those 
steamers  Is  from  the  north-western  states 
of  the  United  States.  Sir  Wilfrid  had  a 
party  behind  him  In  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada who  was  prepared  to  assist  bim  in 
carrying  out  the  pledge  he  then  made,  and 
(  am  safe  in  saying  that  tbe  action  of  the 
government  is  consistent  with  the  promise 
made  on  that  occasion,  and  that  to-day. 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  Is  aiming  to  give  to 
the  maritime  provinces  and  to  Canada  as 
a  whole  tbe  only  possible  railroad  that 
could  develop  trade  to  Canadian  seaports 
in  the  winter  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING — I  was  surprised  at  tbe 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  yesterday,  try- 
ing to  bolster  up  his  arguments  against  this 
road  by  appealing  to  the  people  of  the  marl- 
time  provinces,  that  It  was  going  to  divert 
western  traffic  to  Portland,  Maine  and  not 
to  our  own  port.  I  was  surprised,  and  I 
asked  myself  tbe  question,  bow  are  the 
mighty  fallen  when  a  gentleman  like  the 
leader  of  the  opposition-  has  to  resort  to 
a  Yankee  newspaper,  the  Boston  'Adver 
tiser,'  to  back  blm  up  In  his  argnmente 
against  the  Transcontinental  Railway  which 
the  government  are  likely  to  build  In  the 
near  future.  I  will  not  weary  the  House  with 
reading  the  long  extract  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition.  It  appears 
in  the  report  of  his  speech,  but  I  think  It 
was  entirely  uiwalled  for.  If  that  hon.  gen- 
tleman with  all  bis  ability  could  not  ad- 
duce arguments  to  sustain  his  case  without 
resorting  to  Boston  newspapers,  then,  I 
think,  bis  case  must  be  a  bad  one  Indeed. 
I  am  glad  to  know,  in  discussing  this  ques- 
tion to-night,  that  I  did  not  bave  to  take 
the  position  which  I  took  last  year  or  which 
our  friends  took  last  year.  Last  year.  If 
I  remember  rightly,  there  was  a  difference 
of  opinion  as  between  the  Liberals  and 
the  Conservative  party  as  to  the  necessity 
for  another  transcontinental  tine.  X  will  not 
say  that  some  prominent  members  of  the 
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ConBenratlve  party  did  Dot  approve  of  tiie 
building  of  the  road,  but  I  do  say  that  the 
membera  of  that  party  Ihrooghont  Canada 
were  largely  opposed  to  its  Immediate  con- 
stmctlon  and  I  do  say  that  prominent  mem- 
bers of  the  party  showed  strong  opposition 
to  the  building  of  the  line  at  all.  To-day, 
as  far  as  I  can  Judge,  the  two  parties  in 
Canada  are  In  perfect  accord. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Oh,  no.  Do  not 
run  away  with  that  Idea  for  a  moment 

Hon.  Kr.  KING — Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
say  there  is  no  necesNlty  for  a  transcon- 
tinental railway  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Admitting  that 
would  not  be  admitting  ourselves  to  be  In 
accord  with  the  government 

Hon.  Mr.  KING — I  was  not  saying  any- 
thing abont  the  plan  or  policy  at  all  I  think 
the  best  evidence  that  another  transconti- 
nental tine  is  needed  In  Canada,  no  matter 
what  our  Conservative  Mends  may  think, 
is  that  a  man  occupying  the  portion  Mr. 
Hays  does  in  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  a 
gentleman  who  in  Canada  and  out  of  Can- 
ada perhaps  Is  one  of  the  most  able  railway 
men  that  can  be  found,  asserts  the  necessity 
of  extending  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  from 
North  Bay,  out  across  a  thousand  miles  of 
what  our  friends  term  a  wilderness,  to  reach 
the  Pacific  coast.  I  believe  it  was  a  well- 
known  fact  that  application  was  made  to  the 
government  for  a  subsidy  to  construct  a 
line  like  that  If  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
were  willing  to  enter  into  a  contract  for  a 
road  like  that,  does  It  lie  In  our  mouths  who 
do  not  understand  Canada  as  well  as  these 
gentlemen  do.  who  get  the  credit  of  being 
sharp  and  aiUe  railway  experts  to  say 
that  such  a  road  Is  not  needed  ?  Therefore, 
I  take  it  for  granted  that  there  la  not  very 
much  difference  of  opinion  in  Canada  in  re- 
gard to  the  necessity  for  another  transconti- 
nental line.  What  did  these  gentlemen  ask  ? 
Not  assistance  to  build  a  line  of  road  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  but  they  ask  the 
government  to  enable  them  to  build  a  line 
of  railway  ttom  North  Bay,  the  terminus  of 
a  branch  line,  running  up  from  Belleville  or 
Toronto,  I  care  not  which;  they  ask  to  be 
allowed  to  extend  their  line  via  Winnipeg  to 
the  Pacific  coast  I  have  followed  very 
closely,  both  this  year  and  last  year,  the 
debates  in  the  other  branch  of  parliament 
Hon.  Mr.  KtNa. 


on  this  question,  I  hav«  discussed  these  nut- 
ters in  the  presence  of  gentlemen  belongint 
to  the  Conservative  party,  and,  nadlDg  tK- 
tween  the  lines,  in  most  cases  the  plain  and 
above-board  feeling  of  the  Conservatives  U 
Ontario  is  that  the  government  did  not  d« 
right  when  they  did  not  accede  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and 
assist  them  In  building  that  line.  What  did 
happen  ?  Sir  Wllftld  Laurler  took  diarge 
of  the  negotlationa  himself,  notwittaatandtaig 
all  that  has  been  said  to  the  contrary.  I 
contend  that  be  should  have  the  most  credit 
In  that  matter.  In  making  the  bargain  which 
he  did  make,  and  which  we  are  now  abont  to 
carry  out  so  far  as-  parliament  can  cany  It 
out,  he  redeemed  the  pledge  which  I  referred 
to  a  moment  ago,  that  he  would  see  to  it 
that  every  pound  of  freight  from  the  west 
should  find  an  outlet  at-Canadian  pwts  both 
summer  and  wlnttn-.  Suppose  that  our  Con- 
SM'Tatlve  friends  who  are  so  anxious  to  hsvt 
all  the  grist  in  the  west  brought  to  their  own 
mill,  and  who  are  also  so  anxious  that  not 
one  pound  should  filter  out  by  a  road  to  tbe 
maritime  provinces,  supposing  they  should 
have  their  own  way  what  would  happen? 
Why,  Canada  wonid  have  bad  a  longer  rail- 
way from  North  Bay.  without  going  forthn 
north,  to  Portland,  Maine,  than  the  govern- 
ment proposed  to  build  to  reach  St  John— 
I  will  not  say  Halifax,  but  St  John.  Nov, 
let  me  quote  some  figures.  I  will  admit  that 
In  submitting  figures  there  is  a  dlfflcnlty 
with  regard  to  a  portion  of  the  line  wblcb 
tue  government  propose  to  construct  but  I 
think  no  one  will  claim  tm  a  moment  tbat 
there  Is  the  slightest  difficulty  In  ascortalnhig 
what  the  exact  distance  would  be  from  Win. 
nipeg  to  Portland  via  the  proposed  line — 1 
mean  by  the  line  proposed  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  themselves.  If  I  am  wrong 
In  the  figures  which  I  submit  to  the  Hoom 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  be  corrected.  Win- 
nipeg to  North  Bay,  according  to  sorveys 
made  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  is  set 
down  1,043  miles.  I  am  aware  that  tbto  i> 
some  thirty  miles  longer  than  the  present 
line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  from 
North  Bay  to  Winnipeg;  but  I  am  also  aware 
that  they  felt  It  necessary  to  take  an  entirely 
different  route  from  the  route  adopted  by 
theCanadian  Pacific  Railway.  They  bad  been 
forced  to  go  north  of  Lake  Niplgon,  and  get- 
ting back  from  Niplgon  to  North  Bay  must 
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tmn  cansea  a  lenstheniiig  In  tts  Ifaw.  That 
vonldtagtlUQ  the  line  considerably.  I  do  not 
know  abeot  the  fignrea  glren  yeaterday  by 
tue  han.  genUenuui  from  de  lAmradKre  (Mr. 
Casgniln),  bat  It  bas  been  atated  that  they 
nre  the  fl^nrea  of  tbe  engineera  of  the  Grand 
TrDiik  Uailway.  Tben  from  North  Bay  to 
Toronto  la  227  mllea,  Toronto  to  Montreal 
383,  Montreal  to  PorUaod,  297,  making  in  all 
a  total  of  1.900  milea.  That  waa  tiie  Grand 
IVank'a  propoBltion  to  tbe  gOTemment  at 
first  Xoir,  let  me  add  to  tliat  200  luUea. 
Yon  will  ask  me  where  I  get  that  200  miles. 
I  will  try  and  explain  to  you  where  I  get  It 
I  flin  confident  that  If  tbe  line  from  Winni- 
peg hat  to  go  north  of  Lake  Nipigon  and  keep 
fa  a  atralgbt  conrae  It  trill  be  200  miles 
north  of  North  Bay  where  that  branch  line 
from  North  Bay  wonld  Intersect  the  main 
Uoe.  Some  fear,  alarm,  or  suspicion  has 
been  expressed  that  even  with  this  line  built 
and  handed  over  to  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way that  It  would  be  possible  for  them  to 
divert  traffic  from  200  miles  north  of  North 
Bay  down  to  Toronto,  or  BelteTllle,  which  Is 
a  little  nearer,  and  OTer  their  road  from 
then  down  to  Montreal  and  from  Montreal 
to  Portland.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  It 
is  out  of  the  question  entirely.  Take  a 
correct  map  of  Canada  and  measure  the  dis- 
tance and  you  will  find  tbat  the  point  of 
hitersectlon  of  the  main  line  north  of  North 
Bay  is  abont  eqni^stant  from  Toronto  and 
Quebec. 

Now  in  opposition  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  I  want  to  place  be- 
fore this  honourable  House  the  government's 
proposal.  I  shall  be  told  tbat  I  know  no- 
fliing  abont  It.  I  want  to  he  fair  in  dealing 
with  tliat  qnestlon,  and  I  want  to  do  it 
in  a  way  which  will  not  be  open  to  sna- 
piciOD  tbat  I  am  trifling  with  facts  and 
flgores.  I  have  watched  the  debates  In  the 
House  of  Commons  and  I  have  never 
heard  a  higher  estimate  placed  on  that  road 
between  Winnipeg  and  Quebec  than 
1.480  miles.  I  know  my  hon.  frtenS  gave 
the  distance  as  somewhat  less,  hat  I  am 
willing  to  acc^t  the  figures  of  the  leader 
of  the  ConBcrvatlve  party  In  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  he  puts  It  at,  from  Win- 
nipeg via  Nipigon  to  tbe  city  of  Quebec, 
1^  miles.  X  am  going  now  to  talk  of 
Kunething  I  know  peraonally,  something 
I  am  npt  afraid  to  talk  about  I  have  heard 


very  much  abont  tbB  snrreye  made  In  New 
l^DswIck  torty  ta  fifty  ^eua  ago,  befoBs 
eoufederatlou,  when  the  same  OeaaemMve 

party  were  In  power,  and  In  order  to  cany 
confederation  they  promised  thirteen  dif- 
ferent lines  In  the  province  of  New  Bmoa- 
wlck,  in  order  to  dec^ve  tbe  people  of  tiitft 
province.*  New  Bmnawlck  la  not  to  tbe 
state  toHlay  that  It  waa  forty  jeuu  age. 
It  is  not  by  any  means  a  wtldemeaa  to-day. 
It  Is  fairly  wea  opened  up  with  railways. 
From  St  John,  Mew  Brunswick,  wiUcfa  la, 
and  ought  to  be,  the  winter  port  of  Canada 
for  freight,  there  la  a  line  of  railway  owned 
and  controlled  and  <q>erated  by  tbe  Can- 
adian Pacific  Bailway  Compaiqr,  starting  at 
the  port  of  St  John  and  mnnlng  to  Ed- 
mundston,  a  point  on  the  very  line  indicated 
In  this  contract  now  before  the  House. 
Consult  tbe  time-table  of  tbe  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  you  will  have  no  dif- 
ficulty in  arriving  at  the  distance  be- 
tweoi  those  two  points.  Then  toke  across 
the  divide  between  the  waters  of  the  St 
Jiitm  and  the  waters  of  the  St  Lawrence, 
I  .am  not  positive  whether  It  Is  78  or  87 
miles,  but  I  will  quote  an  authority  whom 
hon.  gentlemen  are  fond  of  ^quoting  In  tlils 
House  and  elsewhere  in  this  country,  and 
who  will  be  accepted  and  quoted  as  an 
authority  from  now  on,  perhaps  for  some 
time  to  come. 

I  am  not  taking  exception  to  tbe  fftct 
that  that  gentleman  does  now,  when  he 
discusses  railway  matters,  so  far  as  he  is 
acquainted  with  the  facts,  object  to  this 
project.  Mr.  Blair  in  that  celebrated  speech 
which  tbe  Toriea  of  Canada  used  to  swear 
by,  says  that  a  line  can  be  got  by  tbe  route 
I  have  Indicated,  which  will  be  only  411 
miles  In  length.  Tbat  Is  not  the  line  the 
government  propose  to  build.  The  govern- 
ment propose  to  construct  a  line  from  Que- 
bec, keeping  south  of  the  8t  Lawrence, 
turning  tbe  promontory  of  Quebec  to  get 
to  New  Brunswick  further  south,  striking 
Edmnndston,  and  from  Edmundston  running 
to  Moncton.  But  allowing  that  dtatanee— 
I  am  speaking  now  of  St.  John  as  the!  ter- 
minus, 1  have  no  doubt  there  are  lota  of 
people  who  are  prepared  to  stand  up  for 
the  Interests  of  Halifax  and  Nova  Scotia— 
I  am  perfectly  willing  to  accord  fair  treat- 
ment to  a  sister  province,  and  I  care  not 
where  tbe  Hue  la  located  through  New 
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Brunswick— If  a  line  can  be  run  through 
that  province  which  will  not  rob  St  John 
of  her  geographical  advantages,  and  which 
Win  glTO  fair-play  to  the  sister  city  of 
Halifax.  I  am  for  that  line;  but  failing 
to  secure  a  line  of  that  kind,  it  Is  In  the 
Interest  of  Canada  to  get  to  the  nearest 
port  on  the  Atlantic,  and  that  is  -St  John. 
If  that  can  be  done  without  Injustice  to 
HaUfax.  I  say  that  is  the  line. 

It  has  been  charged  by^bon.  gentlemen 
opposite  that  in  the  location  of  this  trunk 
line  Halifax  was  being  unduly  favoured 
and  that  St.  John  was  being  discriminated 
against.  I  confess  that  at  one  time  I  had 
some  fears  that  such  might  be  the  outcome. 
*hose  fefirs,  however,  have  been  allayed, 
for  on  referring  to  the  speech  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  this  session,  speaking  on 
Quebec  and  Moncton  section  that  gentleman 
said:  . 


We  are  making  the  Bcheme  larger  because  In- 
stead of  starting  from  EdmuudstoQ,  and  using 
tbe  Intercolonial  down  to  Rlvtdre  du  Loup,  our 
start  from  the  Quebec  bridge,  run 
through  the  counties  of  Quebec  until  you  turn 
tne  comer  of  American  territorr  at  BdmunBton 

?o"  F^eTrlSS"**^  "'"^^ 

Now,  I  do  not  suppose  any  one  will  con- 
strue that  to  mean  that  Fredeclcton  Is  to 
be  the  winter  port—from  Frederlcton  the 
line  is  to  continue  on  to  Moncton.  passing 
through  the  counties  of    York,  Sunbury 
Queen  s  and  Westmoreland,  reaching  the  sis- 
ter  province  of   Nova   Scotia   over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  connecting  It  with 
not  only  the  Grand  Trunk  Paeiflc  but  also 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  system 
and  securing  to  that  province  an  advantage 
she  was  deprived  of  by  the  Senate  of 
Canada  years  ago.    I  may  he  asked,  what, 
advantage  this  will  be  fo  St  John  unless 
the  line  Is  extended  to  St  John.   I  answer, 
none.    But  does  any  one  suppose  that  the 
splendid  country  which  lies  on  the  both 
sides  of  the  St  John  river  will  be  allowed 
to  go  longer  without  railway  facilities  when 
it  once  becomes  possible  to  combine  the 
interests  of  a  great  transcontinental  line 
with  the  local  interest  to  be  served  on  the 
route  1   And  that  the  link  In  the  line  to 
which  I  have  alluded  will  give  the  Grand 
'mmk  Paeiflc  access  over  Its  rails  to  Canada's 
winter  port   It  might  be  wefll  in  passing  to 
say,  that  the  Dominion  government  have 
iinrefully  seen  to  It  that  the  Dominion  snb- 

Hon.  Ur.  KING. 


sidy  voted  years  ago  for  that  line  has  not 
been  allowed  to  lapse,  and  If  required  li 
still  avaUable.   If  It  were  necessary  to  in- 
sure the  constmction  of  the  Hne  referred  to 
no  local  government  would  dare  refuse  to 
assist  considering  the  vast  importance  of 
the  line.   I  may  say,  however,  If  not  a  single 
dollar  of  aid  was  given,  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  wouM  be  compedled  In  its  own 
interest  to  construct  tjis  line.   I  may  live 
to  see  the  day  when  the  reasonable  hopes 
of  a  \&rge  number  of  persons  living  on  the 
banks  of  that  beautiful  river  may  be  realized. 
That  line  which  I  have  been  outlining  to 
this  House,  from  Wlnnlp^  to  Quebec,  call 
it  if  you  like  what  the  leader  of  tbe 
poiMtion  in  the  other  House  called  it  1,480 
miles,  and  Quebec  to  St  John,  according  to 
the  figures  given  by  Mr.  Blair,  411  miles, 
give  a  total  distance  from  Winnipeg  to  a 
winter  port  of  1,891  miles.   You  have  a  line 
from  Winnipeg  to  St  John  300  miles  shorter 
than  the  line  controlled  by  the  same  com- 
pany via  Toronto  and  Montreal  to  Port- 
land. Maine.   I  ask.  hon.  gentlemen,  coaM 
ii  government  do  more  to  faciUtate  trade  to 
ports  in  the  maritime  provinces  than  tUls 
government  has  done  ?    I  care  not  If  you 
add  150  miles  more  to  It— and  that  is  giving 
you  a  good  deal  of  latitude— you  still  have 
150  miles  of  an  advantage  over  Portland, 
-Maine,  by  this  new  route.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Beauce  (Hon.  Mr.'  Bolduc)  told 
us  that  It  was  the  intention  of  Mr.  Hays 
and  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway  people,  the 
moment  they  got  this  line  running,  to  take 
advantage  of  that  route  by  building  up  from 
North    Bay   to   the   intersection   of  the 
National  Transcontinental  Railway  to  carry 
everything  over  their  own  system  to  Port- 
land. If  I  couM  believe  for  a  moment  that 
they  were  fools  enough  to  undertake  a  busi- 
ness of  that  kind,  then  I  would  say  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada  were  fools  to  have  any- 
thing to  do  with  them.    But  they  know 
better.    I  want  to  give  some  figures.  Of 
course  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  tell  me 
that  they  have  no  proposal  to  make.  I 
know  they  are  all  at  sea  this  year  on  this 
question,  but  fortunately  we  have  them 
committed,  unless   they  are   prepared  to 
throw  over  the  leader  of  their  party.  Take 
their  proposition  of  last  year,  which  tbe 
press  of  their  party  stUJ  advocate.   So  long 
as  they  continue  to  advocate  It  there  Is 
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no  barm  In  tying  tbem  down  to  It  In  this 
House. 

They  say  we  want  a  line  from  Winnlpesr 
to  Fort  WUllam.  426  mUes,  Fort  William 
to  Sadbnry,  666  milea,  Sndbury  to  Scotia 
Jnuctlon,  106  milea,  Scotia  Junction  to  Co- 
tea  a.  294  miles,  Cotean  to  Montreal,  89  miles, 
Montreal  to  St  John  via  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  740  miles,  making  a  distance  of 
2,150  miles  by  the  ronte  proposed  by  the 
opposition,  compared  with  1,891  miles  by 
the  government  system.   Does  anybody  be- 
longing to  the  opposition  believe  that  the 
people  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova  Scotia 
are  fools  ?  Do  tliey  take  them  to  be  Insane  ? 
I  should  like  to  ask  bon.  gentlemen  what 
they  have  been  agitating  for  ever  since 
confederation— for  something  which  has  been 
denied  tbem  by  the  Conservative  party  ? 
They  have  been  agitating  to  bring  the  trade 
of  the  great  west  to  ports  in  the  maritime 
provinces.   The  time  has  come  when  they 
can  point  to  a  govenunent  and  party  in  Can- 
ada witliont  an  opponent  to  the  scheme 
in  their  ranks.    We  find  In  the  other 
House,  every  memUer  of  the  Liberal  party 
standing  np  In  support  of  this  scheme,  not 
only  last  session,  but  this  session  again, 
We  are  glad  there  Is  a  great  west  In  this 
country,  as  well  as  a  great  east    We  are 
glad  that  the  new  element  which  Is  pour- 
ing Into  that  western  country  is  prepared  to 
do  for  us  what  the  Tories  of  Ontario  ttave 
denied  us.    We  are  prepared  to  fall  back 
upon  the  people  who  are  settling  In  that 
great  west  and  ask  them  to  do  us  Justice. 
In  this  matter  of  the  location  of  the  road 
they  have  a  splendid  opportunity ;  they 
have  a  government  that  is  willing,  and  that 
means  a  great  deal,  and  to-day  are  in  the 
happy  position  of  being  able  to  hold  out  the 
h(^  to  the  people  of  the  maritime  provinces 
that  in  the  near  future  their  hopes,  which 
had  been  doomed  to  failure  In  the  past,  will 
be  realized.   The  hon.  leader  of  tbe  opposi- 
tion, In  the  course  of  his  remarks,  pointed 
to  tbe  fact  that  bis  government  was  able 
to  promote  the  trade  of  tbe  port  of  St. 
John  by  a  railway  longer  by  200  miles 
tban  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  line  to  Port- 
land. I  am  not  disputing  that    It  is  true, 
bnt  he  said  that  was  brought  about  by  a 
simple  agreement  between  the  Canadian 
PadBc  Railway  and  tbe  government  of 
vhlch  he  was  a  member.  I  ask  why  it  was 


that  a  contract  whlcb  meant  so  mnch  for 
the  people  of  St  John  should  be  left  to  a 
mere  word  of  mouth  bargain  ?  I  am  glad 
to  know  that  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Hallway 
Itave  honestly  adhered  to  that  bargain,  as 
I  believe  the  Grand  Trunk  Padflc  people 
will  adhere  to  their  bargain,  bnt  I  want  to 
call  attention  to  the  difference  between  the 
two  contracts  .  I  am  anxious  to  make  this 
particular  phase  of  tbe  question  plain,  be- 
cause I  happened  to  be  in  St  John  last 
winter  during  the  election  In  that  city,  and 
I  knew  the  unfair  arguments  that  were 
made  use  of  there,  t  do  not  want  to  be 
considered  as  saying  that  the  people  at  St 
John  are  more  ignorant  tban  people  else- 
where, but  there  were  unfortunate  Incidents 
connected  with  that  election.  The  press, 
which  should  have  kept  the  people  informed 
of  the  facts,  failed  in  their  duty,  and  the 
people  of  St  John  were  not  as  well  Informed 
as  they  might  have  been.  I  want  to  be 
careful,  becaose  I  know  this  remark  of  mine 
will  be  taken  up  by  the  opposition  press  and 
distorted  and  misrepresented.  I  searched  in 
the  city  of  St  John  for  a  copy  of  this  con- 
tract and  could  not  find  one  in  tbe  hands  of 
anybody  there— not  a  single  copy  of  the  con- 
tract which  we  are  discussing  to-ntght  The 
newspaper  controlled  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  St  John  (Hon.  Mr.  Ellis)  made 
reference  to  It,  but  tbe  organ  of  thp  govern- 
ment the  morning  paper  there,  was  against 
US,  and  the  facts  were  concealed.  Bnt  the 
principal  argument  made  use  of  In  St.  John 
at  that  time— I  am  not  going  to  say  that  it 
turned  the  election— was  that  as  this  con- 
tract was  worded,  the  trade  of  the  west 
might  be  diverted  to  Portland,  Maine.  I 
have  shown  that  It  is  not  probable  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  would  take  the  freight 
from  North  Bay  to  Portland,  Maine,  bnt 
I  admit  that  It  would  be  possible,  as  was 
stated  by  tbe  leader  of  the  opposition,  to 
divert  the  traffic  when  It  reaches  Quebec, 
us  Quebec  Is  nearer  to  Portland  tban  to  St. 
John,  by  some  eighty  or  one  hundred  miles. 
I  admit  if  there  was  nothing  In  the  contract 
to  compel  these  men  to  do  'justice  to  the 
people  of  the  maritime  provinces,  they  might 
evade  tbe  contract  I  am  not  lawyer 
enough  to  know  whether  the  agreement 
wODld  be  binding  on  the  company  or  not, 
neither  do  t  care  to  argue  that  point  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  rest  my  case  on  an  alto- 
gether different  basis.    Let  me  read  what 
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tbe  CDDtrat't  does  contain.    Tbere  Is  Orat 

tlie  42iid  section,  wblch  Is  as  foUowa 

It  Is  hereby  declared  and  agreed  between  the 
parties  to  this  agreement  that  the  aid  herein 
provided  for  la  granted  by  the  government  of 
Canada  for  the  exprest  purpoee  of  ©Bcouraglng 
the  devekipmeDt  of  Canadian  trade  and  the 
transportation  of  goods  through  Canadian 
ohannelB.  The  company  accepts  tbe  aid  on 
these  conditions,  and  agrees  that  all  freight 
originating  on  the  line  of  the  railway,  or  Its 
branches,  not  speclflcally  routed  otherwise  by 
the  ahlpper,  Shall,  whan  destined  for  polnta  in 
Canada,  be  carried  entirety  on  Canadian  terri- 
tory or  between  Canadian  Inland  ports,  and 
tbat  tbe  through  rate  on  export  truffle  from 
the  point  of  origin  to  the  point  of  destination 
shall  at  no  time  be  greater  Tla  Canadian  ports 
than  via  United  States  ports^  and  that  all  such 
trafflc,  not  speclflcally  routed  otherwise  by  the 
shipper,  shall  be  carried  to  Canadian  ocean 
ports. 

If  it  stopped  tbere,  I  would  not  be  so  sure 

tbflt  if  tbe  company  wlsbed  to  evade  It,  they 

might  do  so;  but  section  43  furtber  provides: 

The  company  further  agrees  that  It  shall  not 
In  any  matter  within  Its  power,  directly  or  In- 
directly advise  or  encourage  the  transportation 
of  such  freight  by  routes  other  than  those 
above  provided,  but  shall,  in  all  respects,  in 
good  faith,  use  its  utmost  endeavours  to  fulfil 
the  conditions  upon  which  public  aid  Is  granted, 
namely,— the  development  of  trade  through 
Canadian  channels  an4  Canadian  ocean  ports. 

Now,  Just  for  tbe  sake  of  argument,  let 
us  admit  tbat  it  would  be  possible  under 
that  contract  for  tlie  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
to  take  every  pound  of  freight  after  It  cro»- 
s,eB  the  Q^uebec  bridge  to  Portland,  Maine.  I 
should  liKe  to  ask  you  where  tbe  people  of 
Canada  would  be  ?  First  of  all,  where  would 
tbe  government  be,  who  have  given  their 
pledge  to  tbe  people  of  tbe  maritime  provin- 
ces that  they  would  see  to  It  that  every 
pound  of  freight  originating  from  the  west 
should  flud  an  outlet  through  Canadian  ports 
on  the  Atlantic  in  the  winter-time.  No  gov- 
ernment that  held  office  In  Canada  could  get 
a  baker's  dozen  of  votes  In  a  county  lu  New 
Brunswick  tbat  would  not  at  once  come  to 
our  rescue  and  Insist  on  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  living  up  to  both  the  spirit  and  tbe 
letter  of  their  contract  ?  You  tell  me  It 
could  not  be  done  ;  I  say  it  could  t>e  done. 
If  I  am  not  wrong — and  I  am  not  wrong — 
there  is  a  provision  in  that  contract,  and 
before  I  go  furtber  it  might  be  just  as  well 
to  say  what  I  have  to  say  on  this  point  to 
make  it  plainer.  We  beard  a  gentleman  wbo 
spoke  on  tbe  other  side  say  something  about 
goreniment  ownership  and  control  of  rail- 
ways. We  have  not  heard  anyone  venture 
to  advocate  government  ownersiilp  and 
Hon.  Mr.  KINO. 


operation  of  rallwayB,  and  I  am  not  sd- 
prised  at  that   I  sbould  like  to  ask  these 
gentlemen  if  this  project  does  not  provide 
for  goTwrnment  ownership  and  control  ?  T« 
whom  will  tills  railway  from  Winn^teg  t» 
Uoncton  beloqg,  when  It  is  built  ¥  Who  «wm 
the  line  wblch  it  must  tav  at  MtoictontftTeaek 
8t  John  and  Halifax  ?    The  govecnmeat 
of  Canada.   Now.  suppose  tbe  covenunaot 
of  Canada  finds  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pad- 
fic  Company  are  of  the  character  our  friends 
represent  them  to  be,  and  that  they  are  oot 
living  up  to  their  contract,  but  are  taking  the 
freight  originating  in  the  west  to  Portland. 
Maine— a  practice  that  has  been  gobig  on 
ever  since  Canada  was  a  Dominion— -then  - 
are  three  remedies  I  would  apply.   If  I  am 
wrong,  I  am  willing  to  be  corrected.  Tbe 
first  I  would  apply  would  be  this  :  I  would 
say  *  gentlemen,  take  your  freight  to  Port- 
land, Maine,  bat  remember  we  own  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway,  and  also  the  Trans- 
continental, and  representing  the  people  of 
Canada,  we  will  put  a  rate  over  yonr 
line  that  will  bring  you  to  time.*  What 
is  the  government's  position,  supposing  they 
start  a  fight  of  that  kind  ?  They  start  with 
half  a  million  dollars  to  their  credit  The 
Tories  say  this  road  will  cost  from  Moncton 
to  Quebec  sixteen  million  dollars,  and  the 
contract  provides  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific must  pay  a  rental  of  three  per  cent  on 
that  road.  That  amounts  to  $480,000  a  year. 
The  government  starts  in  with  W80.000  a 
year  to  their  credit  the  Grand  Trunk  Paci- 
fic with  $480,000  a  year  to  thebr  debit  and 
before  the  company  can  have  a  dollar  to 
show  to  tbelr  credit  for  hauling  freight  ovw 
tbat  297  miles  to  Portland,  they  must  earn 
$480,000.    Do  you  think  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  will  act  the  foolish  part  our  friends 
predict  ?  If  I  could  believe  it  I  would  vote 
want  of  confidence  in  my  people  for  having 
anything  to  do  with  them  ;  but  tbere  is  no 
danger.  With  tbe  consent  of  both  parties  In 
parliament  the  Mackenzie  &'Mann  road  has 
been  largely  subsidized.    What  are  these 
gentlemen  aiming  at  ?    Their  object  Is  to 
establish    another    transcontinental  line 
More  than  that  they  bave  a  charter  from  tlie 
terminus  of  their  road  at  Quebec,  right  over 
identically  the  same  country,  through  New 
Brunswick,  on  wblch  the  government  is 
building.    Suppose  the  government  want  to 
get  even  with  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific, 
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Uie7  say  to  Mackenzie  &  Mann,  '  centlemen, 
put  your  trains  on  omr  track;  we  will  give 
yoQ  as  good  terms  as  we  give  the  Grand 
Trunk  Bailway,'  and  1  venture  to  say  the 
time  Is  not  far  distant  when,  it  they  can  get 
a  monopoly  of  the  trade  to  those  ports,  small 
as  it  may  appear  to  some  compared  with  the 
trade  to  Portland,  they  would  be  only  too 
glad  to  accept  the  otter.  But  I  am  going  to 
point  out  a  very  much  more  effective  remedy 
than  those  to  which  I  have  already  alluded- 
Id  Canada  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
lias  been  for  the  last  thirty  or  for^  years 
handling  fifty  to  seventy-flve  per  cent  of  the 
goods  imported  from  abroad  to  Ontario, 
Quebec,  the  Northwest  and  British  Golum- 
'  bia.  Do  you  tell  me  that  the  people  of  Can- 
ada would  not  at  once  change  the  tariff  and 
provide  that  the  preference  on  goods  coming 
from  Great  Britain  will  only  be  granted 
when  they  are  Imported  direct  through  Can- 
adian ports  summer  and  winter  ?  If  you 
admit  the  troth  of  what  I  say— and  X  chal- 
lenge any  one  to  deny  It— would  it  not  prove 
an  effective  remedy  and  compel  the  Grand 
Trunk  people,  if  they  were  disposed  to  break 
their  agreement  with  Canada,  to  come  to 
time  within  24  hours  ?  Yon  would  only  have 
to  state  your  purpose,  to  have  them  come 
down. 

Our  hon.  friends  agree  upon  anothei 
thing,  and  that  Is,  that  a  good  thing  for 
Canada  would  be  a  preference  for  Cana- 
dian products  in  the  English  market  Some 
of  OS,  I  hope  all  of  us,  may  live  to  see  the 
day  when  politics  will  assume  such  a  shape 
In  the  mother  land  that  Mr.  Chamberlain, 
or  whoever  happens  to  fill  his  place,  may 
have  authority  from  the  people  of  Great 
Britain  to  negotiate  a  treaty  with  Canada 
for  the  admission  of  Canadian  products  into 
the  English  market  on  better  tmns  than 
the  products  of  foreign  countries.  Suppose 
that  time  comes,  do  "you  tell  me  that  either 
tbe  government  of  Canada  or  the  govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  would  consent  or  dare 
to  consent  or  be  safe  in  consenting  to  an 
arrangement  which  would  not  at  once  settle 
this  qnestlftn,  that  so  long  as  that  preferen- 
tlal  tariff  existed,  all  goods  In  order  to 
get  the  preference  must  be  shipped  through 
Canadian  ports  ?  I  ask.  If  these  last  two 
remedies  were  applied,  would  It  not  have 
tbe  effect  of  making  tbe  grass  grow  in  the 
•treeti  of  Portland,  Maln& 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Could  tbe  parUa- 
ment  of  Canada  pass  such  legislatlmi  ,as 
that? 

Hon.  Mr.  KINO— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON— Certainly  tbey 
could  not 

Hon.  Mr.  KING— Tbey  passed  the  German 
surtax,  and  the  government  that  passed 
the  preferential  tariff  and  got  permission 
from  England  to  do  it,  and  also  the  dumping 
clause  in  the  present  tariff,  is  a  government 
that  can  do  anything  that  is  in  Canada's  in- 
terest. The  Conservative  party  could  not  do 
tt,  and  would  not  do  it  If  they  could.  Now,  I 
do  not  believe  that  It  Is  worth  my  while  to 
follow  that  subject  any  further.  I  do  not 
know  how  well  I  have  satlsfled  hon.  gentle- 
men opposite  or  even  my  own  friends,  but  I 
feel  myself  on  'pretty  safe  ground.  I  am 
sore  tbe  hon.  senator  from  Marshfleld  will 
take  the  ground  that  the  government  could 
not  put  their  own  trains  on  that  road  and 
retain  In  their  ovn  luinds  the  $480,000  rental 
which  the  Qnnd  Trunk  Railway  will  have 
to  pay  for  the  road  whether  they  use  it  or 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  under* 
stand  the  proposition  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING— Probably  the  hon.  gentle- 
man does  not  want  to  understand  it.  I 
will  try  to  make  It  plain.  As  hon.  gentle- 
men must  be  aware.  If  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  are  permitted  to  operate  the  govern- 
ment section  of  the  road  from  Winaiueg  to 
Moncton,  it  Is  under  an  arrangement  by 
which  tbey  are  to  pay  a  rental  of  three  per 
cent  on  the  cost  of  its  construction.  Now, 
I  am  prepared  to  say,  and  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  if  he  is  prepared  to  deny,  that 
that  applies  to  tbe  Quebec-Moncton  section 
as  well  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-It  l^iplles  to  the 
whole  of  tbe  eastern  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING— Then  if  that  Is  the  case, 
and  the  section  cost  sixteen  million  dollars 
—and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  speaks  he 
will  probably  say  twenty  million  dollars — 
three  per  cent  on  sixteen  million  dollars 
would  amount  to  $480,000,  and  the  govern* 
ment  will  collect  that  txom  tbe  Grand  Trnnk 
Pacific. 
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Hon.'  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  know. 
That  Is  a  Queation  I  am  not  clear  about 
We  have  serious  doubts  whether  they  will 

pay  that  regularly  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING!— Well,  suppose  the  Grand 
Trunk  Tacific  failed  to  pay,  where  would 
we  land  ?  We  would  have  a  road  from 
Moncton  to  Winnipeg  boUt  by  a  government 
which  has  managed  the  affairs  of  this  coun- 
try honestly  and  economically  for  the  past 
-eight  or  nine  years,  aud  If  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  are  unable  to  carry  ont  their  obliga- 
tions, the  road  would  fall  back  Into  the 
hands  of  the  government,  and  we  would 
have  what  the  amendment  provides  for  now, 
nothing  more  or  less  than  a  government- 
owned  and  controlled  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  contract  pro- 
vides that  It  shall  not  fall  back  into  the 
hands  of  the  people  of  Canada,  but  shall 
be  managed  by  an  agent  who  shall  distri- 
bute the  proceeds. 

Hon.  Mr.  KING— That  Is  exactly  what 
the  amendment  pn^ses,  that  It  shall  be 
managed  by  a  commission.  We  propose  to 
entrust  the  management  of  this  railroad  to 
a  company,  who  have  for  a  number  of  years 
past  shown  their  ability  to  manage  rail- 
ways in  Canada — to  the  hands  of  one  of  the 
ablest  railway  men  in  the  Dominion — and 
if  they  fall  to  meet  our  expectation  we  have 
a  chance  for  redress.  Now,  a  word  on  gov- 
miment  ownership  and  control  of  railways. 
I  suppose  If  it  were  not  a  fact  that  in  the 
beginning  of  confederation  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  was  made  a  part  and  parcel  of  the 
terms  of  confederation,  no  party  In  Domin- 
ion polities  to-day  would  have  ventured  to 
suggest  government  ownership  of  railways. 
It  is  a  fact  that  we  have  some  hundreds 
of  mites  of  government  railways,  and  that 
the  people  of  the  maritime  provinces  ap- 
preciate that  fact.  I  know  the  feeling  has 
taken  possession  of  the  minds  of  a  good 
many  people  in  the  western  part  of  Canada 
that  we  are  proud  of  that  road  simply  be- 
cause It  affords  us  exceptional  low  rates. 
That  Is  a  great  mistake.  A  great  deal  of  the 
money  lost  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  has 
been  lost  through  our  attempting  to  do 
an  export  trade  over  the  line.  It  ought  to 
be  patent  to  every  one  that  a  road  wblcb 
has  to  be  run  in  competition  with  a  rood 
heavily  subsidized,  and  250  miles  shorter, 
Hon.  Ur.  KINO. 


cannot    be    expected    to    pay.    I  say, 
moreover,   that  while  the  road  has  lost 
money,  to  the  people  of  Canada,  it  has 
been  of  immense  benefit  to  the  DcHninlon. 
1  know  It  is  the  fashion  in  this  debate— 
and  I  was  sorry  to  bear  tbe  leader  of  the 
opposition  resort  to  It  hero— to  belittle  the 
argument  advanced  by  the  leader  of  the 
government  last  year  when  introducing  this 
Bill,  and  when  he  said  that  If  we  desire 
to  obtain  a  favour  from  our  neighlKturs,  we 
must  be  Independent  of  them.    I  will  not 
describe  the  transcontinental  as  a  military 
road,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  say  that  it  has 
brought  terror  to  the  hearts  of  our  Ameri- 
can neighbours;   but,  I  do  say  that  tiie 
construction  and  operation  of  the  Inter-* 
colonial  Railway  has  been,  perhaps,  the 
means  of  preserving  to  tbe  people  of  Oa- 
tario  and  the  North-west  an  outlet  to  tbe 
ocean   ports.  Independent   of   the  United 
States  all  these  years.    There  have  been 
times  since  confederation  when  our  United 
States  friends.  If  the  chance  had  prraented 
Itself,  would  bore  taken  advantage  of  it 
I  do  not  depend  on  them.    Let  me  illus- 
trate what  I  mean.    Last  fall,  at  a  hotel  Id 
St  John,  where  I  was  staying,  there  were 
four  gentlemen  from  New  York  who  were 
making  large  investments  in  New  Brunswick 
In  coal  lands.   At  dinner,  one  of  them,  tiie 
president  of  a  coal  company,  said:  *  I  notice 
your  country  is  extremely  prosperous'?  I 
said  '  yes.  we  are  feeling  very  comfortable 
in  Canada  just  now.'    He  said:  '  Tou  are 
better  off  than  we  are.'    I  said:  '  Tes,  we 
feel  that'    He  said:  *  I  suppose  if  things 
continue  as  they  are  going  now  you  will 
follow  our  example  ? '   I  replied,  '  What  do 
you  mean,*  He  said  :  *  Tou  will  be  proclahn- 
Ing  your  Independence.'   I  said :  '  Tes,  we 
are  getting  ready  for  that  now.*    He  said: 
'  I  am  glad  to  hear  it'  I  said:  *  Do  not  mis- 
understand me,  we  are  getting  ready  to  de- 
clare our  independence  of  you,  but  not  of 
Great  Britain.'  That  is  my  idea  of  building 
a  road  through  Canadian  territory  from  tbe 
Atlantic  to  the  Pacific— It  will  ^ake  us  In- 
dependent of  our  American  neighbours.  If 
they  remain  on  good  terms  with  us,  we  ore 
willing  to  remain  on  friendly  terms  with 
them,  but  so  tar  as  our  people  of  tbe  mari- 
time provinces  are  concwned,  we  ore  not 
losing  sleep  over  that    If  to-morow,  our 
neighbours  Were  to  close  down  on  trons- 
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portatfon  In  bond  through  their  country, 
tb«y  wonid,  of  course,  for  a  time,  do  some 
Injiuy  to  our  Interestii,  but  everybody  knows 
that  It  would  be  the  means  of  forcing  the 
trade  of  all  our  western  country  to  the  ports 
of  the  maritime  provinces  and  the  St.  Law- 
rence. Now,  that  Is  not  a  remedy  which 
I  suggest  would  be  applied  on  our  side, 
nor  do  I  wish  to  say  a  word  to-night  *hlch 
would  bring  about  a  condition  of  aflEalrs  like 
that,  but  I  have  no  hesitation  In  saying,  to 
r^wat  what  was  said  by  someone  bettw 
able  to  ezpre»  the  view  than  myself.  '  In 
order  to  retain  the  favour  of  our  American 
neighbours  we  want  to  be  Intependeat  of 
tbem.'  Condderlng  our  experience  with  re- 
gard to  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  I  am 
surprised  to  hear  our  friends  of  the  opposi- 
tion moving  In  favour  of  government  owner- 
ship, control  and  operation  of  railways.  On 
my  way  here  a  few  days  ago,  I  happened  to 
pick  up  the  Montreal  *  Gazette.*  which  I 
consider  the  ablest  organ  of  the  Conser- 
'  Tative  party  In  Canada,  and  I  read  an 
article  referring  to  the  cost  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  which '  was  as  follows  : 

TblA  table  shows  the  cost  ot  the  Intercolonial 
to  the  couDtry  during  the  four  years  In  which 
Ron.  Jobn  Haggart  was  minister  of  railways. 

1893   Jl,934,617 

18M   1.946,270 

18«   1.974,218 

1896   2,011,686 

Total  17,866,791 

'  Under  Liberal  management : — 

1897  J2,0OB.O92 

1898   2,049,719 

1899   1.872,672 

1900   1.912,809 

1901   2,612,164 

1902   2,125.888 

1903   2.118,277 

|14,696,&&1 

Now,  do  not  understand  me  as  saying  that 
the  deceits  have  been  that  much ;  I 
think  the  calculation  Is  a  fair  one,  because 
the  rate  of  interest  added  to  the  ex- 
peases  on  the  road  and  everything  consider- 
ed, shows  that  no  one  can  dispute  the 
figures.  We  have  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
We  appreciate  In  the  maritime  provinces 
that  we  have  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
Those  1^0  have  looked  into  the  matter 
carefully  do  not  believe  that  the  building 
of  this  line  through  New  Brunswick  will 
interfere  with  that  road— that  is,  they  do 
not  believe  It  will  detract  from  It.  It  Is  my 


dandid  opinion,  living  in  the  province  of 
New  Brunswick  and  doing  business  there, 
that  Instead  of  Iniurlng,  it  will  help  that 
road.  If  It  is  true  that  In  the  next  ten 
years  we  are  to  bave  one  and  a  half  to  two 
mllllonB  of  people  In  the  west,  and  will 
then  be  exporting  wheat  to  the  amount  of 
two  or  three  hundred  million  bushels,  then 
what  would  happen?  If  no  more  should 
be  attempted  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
—if  not  so  much  should  be  attempted  a» 
bas  been  tried  in  the  past  to  force  trade 
over  that  road  which  the  road  was  never 
Intended  to  carry,  the  very  fact  that  thla 
new  line  will  insure  the  carriage  of  a  large 
volume  of  trade  through  New  Brunswick^ 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  Moncton, 
and  fnmlah  traffic  for  that  road  to  its  ter- 
mini at  Sydney  and  Halifax,  will  mean  in 
the  near  future,  tiiat  portions  of  that  road 
will  have  to  be  double-tracked.  It  is  true 
that  the  portion  of  the  road  from  Moncton 
north  may,  to  a  certain  extent,  be  Inter- 
fered with,  but  the  people  residing  on  the 
north  shore  will  feel  Just  as  safe  as  they 
ever  felt  in  Ithe  bands  of  a  party  in  Canada 
that  bas  managed  that  road  efficiently  and 
has  put  It  in  a  condition  surpassing  ahtr 
road  in  Canada.  The  party  that  has  done 
that  in  the  last  eight  years  is  a  safe  parity 
to  trust  with  the  road  In  the  future,  and 
the  people  of  the  north  shore  have  nothing 
to  fear,  because  If  the  revenue  from  the 
Moncton  section  ^bould  not  be  as  great  as 
it  was  before.  It  will  be  more  than  made  up 
by  the  large  recelpte  from  the  other  portions 
of  the  road  to  Halifax,  Truro, .  Sydney  and 
St  John.  Just  one  word  more  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railways  first  pro- 
posal. I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  con- 
ditions that  these  gentlemen  made  wftb  re- 
gard to  the  trade  of  the  maritime  provinces, 
lu  section  8  of  that  application  they  say 

8th.  That  In  order  to  provide  for  connection 
with  the  Atlantic  sea-board  all  year  rouod 
and  through  an  all-British  territory  route,  your 
petitioners  will  be  prepared  to  enter  into  an 
arrangement  with  the  government  for  an  inter- 
change of  traffic,  or  other  satisfactory  agree- 
ment, with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  Mon- 
treal, or  to  consider  such  other  proposal  as  the 
government  may  submit. 

They  do  not  say  they  are  willing  to  make 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  a  part  and  parcel 
of  their  system,  but  they  do  say  they  are 
willing  to  do  what  they  are  bound  to  do 
now,  nothing  more  or  less.    If  I  am  not 
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trronft  tbe7  bare  a  traffle-Miniigemsiit  with 
the  government  of  Canada  to-day  under 
wbleb  tbey  agree  to  band  oTer  certain  traOc 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  Montreal. 
We  know  that  the  quantity  of  that  traffic 
is  not  large,  but  they  are  operating  to-day 
on  their  own  rails.  When  they  use  the  line 
from  Winnipeg  to  Moncton  their  trains  will 
run  on  a  line  owned  and  controfled,  if  not 
operated,  by  the  goTemment  In  readliig 
the  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
In  the  other  chamber,  there  was  sonetbli^ 
which  attracted  my  attention,  and  if  I  conld 
not  endorse  very  much  of  what  that  hon. 
gentleman  said  with  regard  to  the  proposi- 
tion now  l>efore  na,  there  Is  one  thing  on 
which  I  did  agree  with  bla,  and  that  la  the 
following  :— 

The  people  of  Canada,  If  they  reallxe  their 
own  Btreagth,  are  and  will  be  greater  than  any 
corporation — grealer  than  all  corporatioaa. 
Thejr  may  not  have  the  lame  organisation  or 
the  same  capacity  to  combine,  bat  their  power 
when  exerted  to  the  full  ta  at  all  times  Irre- 
sistible. 

That  is  a  doctrine  which  I  fnlly  endorse, 
applying  to  the  matter  now  under  considera- 
tion. If  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  people 
attempt  to  evade  the  contract  solemnly  en- 
tered into  between  the  people  of  Canada 
and  themselves,  with  regard  to  the  opera- 
tion of  that  road  in  the  interest  of  ports  In 
Canada,  I  am  sure  that  the  whole  people 
of  Canada  can  find  a  way  of  protecting 
themselves  as  readily  In  a  matter  of  that 
kind,  as  in  the  case  to  which  this  argument 
is  pointing.  We  are  told  that  this  Trans- 
continental Railway  Is  to  be  an  Issue  at 
tiie  polls  In  -the  next  election.  I,  for  one 
—I  have  no  right  to  speak  for  any  one  else 
In  the  maritime  provinces  but  myself— in- 
vite the  opposition  to  meet  na  on  that 
ground,  and  I  haye  no  fear  of  the  result 
We  are  satisfied  that  the  time  has  at  last 
come  when  in  Canada  we  have  a  govern- 
ment which  is  prepared  to  do  us  Justice  in 
the  matter  of  transportation.  I  would  say 
to  our  western  friends  who  are  disposed 
to  appeal  to  the  people  on  this  question, 
that  in  my  opinion  the  people  of  the  marl- 
time  provinces  have  nothing  more  or  less 
to  expect  than  If  a  majority  of  Con- 
servatives should  be  returned  to  parliament 
the  Grand  Trunk,  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  will  get  from  them  what  was 
denied  to  them  by  the  Liberal  party.  If 
tbe  people  are  so  unfortunate  aa  to  confide 
Hod.  Ur.  KING. 


In  the  Tory  party  lAey  will  wake  up  after 
tbe  elections  and  find  .that  we  In  the  pro- 
vince of  New  Brunswick  are  sold,  as  we 
were  at  tbe  time  of  confederation. 

I  feel  that  I  ought  to  apologize  to  this 
House  for  speaking  at  such  length,  but  tbe 
subject  under  consideration  la,  to  my  mind, 
one  of  vast  Importance  to  the  province  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent  Let  me 
say  another  word  with  reference  to  tbe  ports 
In  tbe  maritime  provinces.  Take  a  map  of 
Canada,  and  look  at  tbe  little  pnrple  spot  at 
one  end  of  It  called  New  Brunswick.  Ton 
see  an  Immense  strip  of  territory  extending 
three  thousand  miles  west  of  it:  that  terri- 
tory will  be  wider  by  two  or  three  hundred 
miles  If  this  project  goes  throujgh,  and  the 
only  outlet  for  the  products  of  that  region 
Is  turough  tile  province  of  New  Brunswick, 
through  that  narrow  strip  of  land  between 
tbe  boundary  of  Maine  and  the  St.  Lawrence. 
I  ask  if  the  people  of  Canada  can  afford  to 
trifle  with  a  matter  of  this  kind  ?  Is  It  not  In 
the  Interest  of  Canada  to  stand  nobly  by  the 
winter  ports  of  tbe,  maritime  provinces  ?  See 
what  Is  going  on  to-day  In  the  far  East? 
What  are  Russia  and  Japan  flghtli^  aboot  T 
Why  Is  Russia  pouring  out  her  blood  and 
treasure,  If  It  Is  not  to  secure  what  we  al- 
ready have  In  the  maritime  provinces,  a  win- 
ter port  We  have  our  Vladlvostock  at  Que- 
bec, a  harbour  frozen  six  months  of  the  year. 
Down  at  Halifax  and  St  Sohiu  we  have, 
without  spending  a  dollar,  our  Port  Arthur; 
and  my  advice  to  my  bon.  friends.  Liberals 
and  Conservatives,  is  to  do  Justice  to  tbe 
people  of  the  maritime  provinces  and  retain  to 
them  what  Is  worth  more  to  tbem  than  mil- 
lions. What  would  all  Canada  be  worth  with- 
out that  purple  spot  on  tbe  map,  New  Bruns- 
wick ?  Could  you  induce  capitalists  to  lu- 
•vest  a  dollar  In  this  railway  without  it?  If 
there  was  any  uncertainty  as  to  whether  our 
neighbours  In  the  United  States  could  shut 
us  oCC  and  deprive  us  of  an  ontlet  to  the  sea, 
could  you  go  to  the  markets  of  the  world  and 
command  a  dollar  to  build  even  a  govern- 
ment railway  ?  Yon  could  not  get  enon^ 
money  on  your  credit,  which  we  all  think  to 
much  of,  to  pay  for  the  survey  of  the  line. 
I  beseech  of  yon,  not  tiiat  I  fear  the  resutt 
of  the  vote  on  this  contract,  not  that  1  fear 
that  this  contract  will  not  be  carried  out  and 
lived  up  to  honestly  by  both  parties — ^bnt  I 
ask  you  again  to  remember  that  you  have  a 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  90.  1904 


447 


greater  Interest  In  ttie  winter  ports  of  tbe 
MritliDft  proTtacet  tban  some  ot  our  friends 
rerilw. 

Hod.  Mr.  WOOD  moved  tlie  adjournment 
of  the  debate. 

Tbe  motifBi  was  agreed  ta 

The  Senate  adjorarned. 


ins  SQBXAiXSi 

Ottawa,  Mendajf,  June  20,  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Obalr  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  roceedings. 

QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.   Mr.  MILLER— Before  proceeding 
with  tbe  Orders  of  the  Day,  as  I  see  tbe 
Chairman  of  tbe  Debates  Committee  in  bis 
place,  I  sbonld  Ifke  to  get  Information  from 
him  as  to  arrangements  made  wltii  the  spe- 
cial reporter  on  the  floor  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  reporting  a  sjnopBls  of  the 
debate.   I  was  under  tile  Impression,  until 
to-day,  that  tbe  arrangement  was  that  we 
paid  a  gentleman,  who  I  presume,  is  con- 
nected with  tbe  Montreal  '  Star ',  thirty  dol- 
lars a  week,  during  adjournments  and  sit- 
tings of  the  House,  for  furnishing  a  synop- 
sis of  our  debates  to  the  papers  generally, 
and  especially  to  the  Montreal  '  Star,'  and 
that  it  was  an  understood  thing  that  we 
were  to  get  a  publication  of  tne  synopsis  In 
the  Montreal  'Star.'   I  find,  however,  that 
that  is  not  the  case.   I  think  it  would  be 
very  desirable  if  a  good  synopsis  of  the  re- 
port of  this  House  should  be  given  to  the 
papers.  A  very  prominent  gentlemab  in  tbe 
Honse  of  Commons  met  -me  on  Saturday, 
on  the  pavement,  coining  ap  to  tbe  House, 
and  be  said  to  me  :  '  Now  you  have  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Bill  before  tbe  Senate, 
I  hope  you  will  give  It  a  good  investigation 
and  a  thorough  overhauling  there.*  I  said  : 
*  What  is  tbe  use  of  giving  it  an  overhauling 
In  ttie  Senate  ?  We  ore  not  reported  by  the 
papers  of  either  party.   We  have  a  reporter 
paid  to  prepare  a  special  report  but  the 
papers  will  not  take  the  special  reports  for 
which  we  Incur  the  large  expense  of  930  per 
week.*  Uist  year  it  amounted  to  |1,000.  We 
bad  on  Friday  last  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
UD  ondCT  consldtmition  and  I  think  I  am 


safe  in  sayhig  that  we  had  three  very  able 
speeches  from  two  members  on  tbe  govem- 
ment  side  of  the  Bous^  and  ft-om  one  mem- 
ber on  this  side  of  the  Honse,  and  tbe  fol- 
lowing is  the  synopsis  of  these  three 
speeches  In  tbe  Montreal  '  Star.'  The  bare 
resolution  given  by  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell  is 
printed,  and  nndemeatb  it  says :  '  Senators 
Casgrain  of  Quebec,  Bolduc  and  King,  con- 
tinued the  debate,  which  was  adjourned.' 
Tbnt  was  tbe  synopsis  of  these  very  able 
speeches  from  both  sides  from  the  different 
standpoints.  If  we  cannot  get  any  better 
synopsis  of  tbe  debates  published,  we 
should  not  continue  tbe  large  expense  we 
are  Incurring,  which  Is  a  charge  upon  our 
contingencies.  I  would  remind  tbe  bon. 
leader  of  the  Honse  that  he  has  often  spok- 
en of  tbe  extravagance  of  our  contingencies. 

I  would  like  him  to  point  out  a  greater 
extravagance  than  this  in  connection  with 
onr  contingencies  for  years  past.  We  get 
no  actual  value  for  the  amount  of  money 
here  paid.  I  repeat,  I  was  under  the  Im- 
pression all  time  that  the  gentleman  doing 
this  work,  being  on  tbe  staff  of  tbe  Mont- 
real '  Star '  waa  to  furnish  that  paper  with  a 
fair  synopsis  ot  the  debates  in  this  Honse, 
but  where  Is  tbe  use  of  preparing  tbe  reports 
for  the  press,  if  none  of  the  papers  will 
publish  them  ?  I  think  tbe  press,  on  both 
sides  of  polities,  is  making  a  great  mistake, 
because  a  very  prominent  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  told  me  recently  that 
there  are  many  people  In  this  conntry  who 
would  like  to  hear  what  tbe  senatora  have 
to  say  on  the  Important  subjects  now  before 
the  public,  and  it  Is  unfortunate  that  reports 
of  tbe  debates  in  this  House  do  not  appear 
In  the  press.  The  only  way  we  can  have 
our  speeches  reach  tbe  public  is  through  the 
official  reports  of  our  debates,  but  that  is  not 
circulated  as  tbe  newspapers  could  do  it. 
The  circulation  of  the  official  reports  must 
always  be  very  limited  if  you  have  to  de- 
pend solely  on  private  circulation  of  the 
debates.  I  sbonld  like  to  ask  tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleman from  Montreal  if  be  could  tell  us  tb^ 
terms  which  the  gentleman  on  tbe  floor  of 
the  House  has  made  with  tbe  committee. 
Does  he  Incur  any  responsibility  In  obtain- 
ing the  publication  of  tbe  synopsis  which  he 
makes.  In  tbe  *  Star '  or  In  any  other  paper  t 
If  he  does  not,  what  is  the  good  of  the 
.  synopsis  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  special  reporter 
has  been  continued  as  heretofore  with  in- 
struction to  prepare  a  synopsis  of  the  de- 
bates in  the  Senate  In  a  very  concise  form, 
and  to  supply  it  to  every  paper  that  wishes 
to  publish  It.  He  has  not  been  intrusted 
with  that  work  as  a  representative  of  the 
Montreal  'Star'  or  of  any  special  newspaper, 
but  as  a  special  reporter  employed  by  the 
Senate,  and  he  has  to  file  a  synopsis  of  our 
debates  and  that  synopsis  Is  open  to  the 
inspection  of  any  member  of  the  Senate.  It 
is  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  see  whether  the 
work  Is  properly  done,  and  If  it  Is,  and  It  is 
found  that  the  press  does  not  publish  the 
synopsis,  then  It  will  be  for  the  Senate  to 
consider  whether  this  work  should  be  con- 
tinued or  not ;  but,  as  far  as  I  am  aware, 
the  special  reporter  has  to  this  day  perform- 
ed his  duty.  I  have  not  examined  his  later 
reports,  but  I  have  done  so  before  and  found 
that  they  were  properly  made  In  a  conden- 
sed form,  In  such  a  form  that  they  could  be 
published  In  the  press. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBRNIER— Some  years  ago,  we 
found  that  the  Senate  was  not  properly  re- 
ported by  the  press,  and  It  was  resolved  to 
secure  the  services  of  a  special  reporter  to 
see  if  the  work  could  not  be  Improved.  For 
a  time,  the  newspapers  did  publish  a  little 
more  than  they  had  formerly  given,  but  for 
the  last  few  years  they  have  gone  back  to 
their  old  habit  and  are  ignoring  the  Senate. 
The  special  reporter  prepares  about  fifteen 
or  twenty  copies  of  his  report  and  bands 
them  over  to  the  various  representatives  of 
ttie  press  here.  It  rests  with  the  managers 
of  these  papers  to  publish  the  reports  so 
supplied  o'r  not.  It  does  not  depend  on  the 
reporter.  We  thought  at  first  that  the  sys- 
tem which  we  adopted  would  effect  an  im- 
provement, but  experience  has  shown  that 
it  does  not,  that  the  newspapers  do  not  pub- 
lish the  reports  furnished  to  them.  It  is  for 
the  Senate  to  gay  whether  the  synoptical 
report  should  not  be  dispensed  with  for  the 
present. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  Is  a  subject 
that  we  are  very  familiar, with.  It  Is  many 
years  since  we  had  our  attention  first  dir- 
ected to  it  In  this  House.  The  reporter  can- 
not be  held  resiwnslble,  in  most  cases,  for 
the  failure  of  the  newspapers  to  publish  his 
report.  His  duty  is  to  furnish  a  fair  syn- 
opsis to  the  representatives  of  the  press  at 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER. 


the  capital.  That  Is  the  reqoirement  of  the 
Senate,  and  there  Is  a  very  strict  providOD 
as  to  how  early  in  the  evening  the  Senate 
report  shall  be  handed  to  the  newspaper  cor- 
respondents. Some  hon.  gentlemen,  when 
they  fall  to  find  reports  of  their  remarks  in 
the  press,  blame  the  reporter  employed  by 
this  House,  or  the  representatives  of  tbe 
press  at  the  Capital.  Sometimes,,  the  report 
Is  cut  down  after  it  reaches  the  press  cor- 
respondents here,  and  then  it  is  shortmed 
still  further  at  the  office  of  publication,  and 
thus  a  speech  which  has  been  summarized, 
perhaps  very  drastically,  by  our  own  report- 
er. In  the  first  Instance,  may  be  subsequent- 
ly cut  down  by  the  representatives  of  the 
new^apers  here,  and  afterwards  cut  down 
still  further. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Or.  perhaps,  thrown 
In  the  waste  paper  basket ! 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Or  it  goes  to  the 
wastepaper  basket.  Now,  we  cannot  ikm- 
slbty  help  that  Sometimes,  pretty  Ute  re- 
ports of  what  happens  In  this  House  appear 
In  the  press.  On  other  occasions  this  House 
is  absolutely  ignored,  as  was  the  case  In  the 
very  important  and  Interesting  debate  of 
Friday  last.  It  la  useless  for  hon.  gentle- 
men to  find  fault  with  or  criticize  the  news- 
papers. They  publish  Just  what  they  con- 
sider interesting  to  their  resders.  I  noticed 
that  when  this  Transcontinental  Railway 
Bill  came  up  in  the  Commons  some  mem- 
bers of  the  press  said  that  nothing  new 
could  be  said  about  the  railway  Bill.  We 
have  said  something  of  the  same  kind  in 
this  House,  and  it  has  been  my  own  opinion. 
When  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  speech  of  the  leader  on  this 
side  of  the  House  were  delivered,  a  leading 
paper  published  not  far  from  this  chamber 
said,  that  nothing  new  had  been  said  on  the 
subject,  and  just  left  it  there.  I  feel  that 
probably  the  members  of  this  House  are  as 
capable  of  throwing  new  light  on  the  sab- 
jeet  as  the  newspapers  are,  but  It  is  their 
misfortune  that  the  matter  waa  thoroughly 
threshed  out  before  the  BUI  reached  us.  I 
have  not  Investigated  the  matter  myself, 
but  I  have  been  told  that  the  summary  of 
last  Friday's  debate  is  not  on  file  In  Mr. 
Soutter's  office,  as  It  should  be.  i  have  tried 
to  see  it  since  my  hon.  friend  raised  the 
question,  but  it  is  not  there,  and  that  Is  not 
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comp1:r!n;?  wtth  the  order  of  the  Hoase.  Some- 
body Is  to  blame  for  It,  and  must  bear  tbe 
responsibility.  On  other  occasions,  when  1 
bare  been  reported  in  the  press  in  such  a 
way  that  I  found  It  difficult  to  connect  the 
report  with  my  observations,  I  bare  ocamin- 
ed  the  summary  furnished  by  onr  reporter, 
and  found  that  he  was  not  to  blame,  that 
the  report  had  passed  through  several  hands, 
and  finally  appeared  in  such  a  form  that  I 
coald  hardly  identify  my  own  speech.  I 
have  jnst  one  criticism  to  offer  of  the  work 
of  oar  special  reporter,  and  It  Is  this  :  on 
several  occasions  my  remarks  have  been 
Bommarlzed  In  this  way  :  after  one  or  two 
points  were  noted,  he  proceeded  to  say : 
'Then  the  hon.  gentleman  proceeded  to 
make  some  lengthy  observations  on  some 
other  question.'  Now,  I  say  with  all  due 
deference  and  all  kindness  of  spirit  to  our 
reporter,  we  do  not  pay  him  to  make  com- 
ments on  our  remarks,  whether  they  are 
ioo^  or  short,  wise  or  foolish.  He  is  in 
some  way  or  other  to  give  the  public  an 
Idea  of  what  we  say,  without  any  comments 
of  his  own.  I  sny  this  in  no  spirit  of  fault- 
flndlng.  but  his  duty  is  to  report  what  we 
do  say,  and  not  make  any  comment  on  the 
length  or  wisdom  or  politeness  of  our  re-  ^ 
marks.  As  I  remarked  a  moment  ago,  I 
have  not  yet  got  the  summary  of  last  Fri- 
day's proceedings.  I  am  told  on  good  outbor- 
Ity  It  has  not  been  filed.  That  Is  not  right, 
some  explanation  to  hon.  gentlemen  so  tb££ 
It  conld  be  laid  before  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  do  not  raise  this 
question  on  my  own  account,  because  of  late 
years  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  troubling  the 
House  m>ucb,  not  as  much  as  I  did  some  years 
ago.  and  therefore  I  do  not  make  it  on  my 
own  account  It  Is  a  delicate  thing  to  make  a 
complaint  of  this  kind  personally,  but  It  Is 
because  others  are  Interested  In  It  that  I  caU 
attention  to  It.  After  the  manner  In  which 
the  report  of  Friday  was  Inserted  In  the 
'  Star  *,  several  hon.  members  have  spoken  to 
me  about  it.  My  hon.  friend  on  my  left  took 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  preparing  his  ^eech 
in  reference  to  his  own  province,  and  a  great 
deal  of  research  bunting  up  statistics,  and 
did  not  get  a  single  line  in  the  synopsis.  That 
Is  not  satisfactory.  The  last  time  I  spoke 
at  any  length  was  on  the  address.  I  spoke 
for  over  half  an  hour  and  my  hon.  frien^ 
the  leader  of  the  House  was  good  enough  to 
■2» 


come  over  and  apeak  kind  words  to  me  on 
that  occasion.  I  found  that  I  just  received 
two  or  three  lines  in  the  report  supplied  by 
our  special  reporter,  but  I  was  treated  much 
better  than  the  three  hon.  gentlemen  who 
spoke  on  Friday.  I  got  a  whole  paragraph 
to  myself,  while  they  are  huddled  up  Into 
a.  paragraph  of  hardly  two  lines  and  a  half. 
But  the  point  is  this  ;  If  these  reports  are 
not  published  by  any  papers  what  is  the  use 
of  going  to  the  cost  of  having  them  pre- 
pared ?  That  Is  the  point 

Hon.  Mr.  COFFEE]— I  think  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman Is  quite  right  In  calling  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  this  matter,  because  cer- 
tainly the  reports  that  have  appeared  In  the 
press  during  this  session  have  not  been  sa- 
tisfactory. If  we  are  to  pay  thirty  dollars 
a  week  for  a  summarized  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Senate  in  the  dally  papers 
we  should  get  something  for  our  money.  1 
hope  the  Chairman  of  the  Debates  Commit- 
tee will  shortly  call  the  committee  together 
for  the  purpose  of  considering  this  matter. 
We  do  not  know  just  whose  fault  It  is  at 
present  I  am  inclined  to  think  it  may  be 
the  fault  of  the  newS5)apers,  but  there  is  a 
point  about  it  to  which  I  wish  to  draw  your 
attention.  Reports  for  the  dally  papers  that 
reach  the  editorial  rooms  between  seven  and 
half  past  nine  or  ten  o'clock  every  night 
have  a  good  chance  of  being  published ;  but 
matter  of  extraordinary  Importance  comes 
in  after  ten  o'clock,  between  ten  and  twelve 
or  one  o'clock.  They  then  get  the  midnight 
despatches,  and  when  they  flud  a  lot  of  copy 
on  hand  the  custom  is  to  cut  down  almost 
everything  except  news  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance. They  have  to  do  that  In  order  to 
get  to  press.  I  think  If  our  reports  are  sent 
to  the  leading  papers  between  seven  and 
nine  o'clock  every  evening  we  would  have 
more  satisfactory  results.  On  account  of 
our  adjourning  at  six  o'clock,  I  think  It 
would  be  quite  feasible  to  get  reports  of  our 
proceedings  in  the  papers  before  eight  or 
nine  o'clock. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
seems  to  me.  the  whole  question  has  re- 
solved itself  into  a  very  narrow  compass : 
that  is,  wfaethw  we  ^onld  continue  an  ex- 
pense for  which  we  receive  no  benefit  The 
Chairman  of  the  Debates  Committee  will 
remember  that  last  year  I  called  bis  atten- 
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tioo  to  thla  fact  I  found  uo  fault  with  tb« 
reporter.    Z  upon  one  or  two  occaslois 

went  to  the  clerk's  office  to  Bee  what  kind 
of  synopsis  were  made,  and  as  a  rule,  I 
found  them  to  be  tolerably  fair  condensed 
reports  of  what  took  place,  although  noth- 
ing appeared  In  the  papers.  We  may  talk 
tin  doomsday,  but  we  cannot  control  the 
newspaper.  No  one  knows  that  better  than 
my  hou.  friend  who  has  taken  his  seat,  and 
the  only  question  that  this  Senate  has  to 
consider  is  whether,  under  the  circum- 
stances, we  should  incur  an  expenditure  of 
a  thousand  or  fifteen  hundred  dollars  a  year 
for  which  we  receive  no  return  at  all.  There 
have  been  occasions  upon  which  I  found 
fault  with  the  reporter  in  regard  to  some 
matters  which  bare  been  discussed  in  this 
House,  and  the  reporter  and  the  then  Usher 
of  the  Black  Rod  thought  it  was  a  question 
that  ought  to  have  been  discussed  with 
closed  doors,  and  therefore  It  was  not  men- 
tioned. They  were  to  be  the  Judge  and  not 
ns  as  to  that.  I  informed  the  gentleman  at 
that  time  responsibility  was  assumed  by  the 
Senate  itself,  and  if  it  were  wrong  let  it  be 
made  public  and  let  tliose  who  brought  such 
matters  before  the  House  assume  the  res- 
ponsibility and  take  the  blame.  That  was 
their  duty.  I  quite  concur  in  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield,  that 
the  duty  of  the  special  reporter  Is  to  r^ort 
what  la  said  In  as  condensed  a  form  as  he 
possibly  can,  giving  a  fair  synopsis,  but  It 
is  not  for  him  to  criticise  as  to  whether  a 
speech  Is  long  or  short,  or  whether  it  is  to 
the  point  or  not  to  the  point.  I  was  not  so 
badly  treated  as  some  of  the  three  gentle- 
men who  spdke.  I  had  au  unusually  lengthy 
report  of  what  I  said  on  Thursday.  A  whole 
column  was  devoted  to  me,  somewhat  to  my 
surprise,  and  if  that  were  a  synopsis  by  the 
reporter,  it  was  a  tolerably  fair  one,  I  must 
say,  to  condense  Into  a  column  a  speech  oc- 
cupying the  length  of  time  which  I  occupied 
In  this  House.  I  have  uo  fault  to  find  with 
that,  but  I  do  think  the  committee  should 
come  to  a  decision  as  to  whether  we  should 
continue  paying  -a  thousaud  or  fifteen  hun- 
dred dollars  a  year  for  which  we  receive  no 
return  at  all,  not  through  the  fault  of  the 
reporter,  but  simply  because  the  newspapers 
do  not  think  proper  to  publish  his  reports. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— In  Justice  to  the 
officers  of  this  House,  I  am  asked  to  make 
Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE)  BOWELL. 


an  e^Ianatton  for  them.  When  this  debate 
began  I  at  once  sent  a  message  to  Hr. 
Soutter's  room,  asking  to  be  favoured 
with  the  summary  of  the  report  of  Fri- 
day last.  The  messenger  returned  to  me 
saying  he  could  not  find  Mr.  Soutter, 
that  tbere  was  no  person  there,  and  he  wu 
not  able  to  get  it  I  mentioned  it  to  Ut. 
Stephens  at  .the  table,  and  lie  anid  he  would 
undertake  to  have  It  brought  here-  Ue  did 
so,  and  he  saw  Mr,  Soutter,  but  they  mis- 
understood each  other.  Mr.  Soutter  thoagtit 
the  request  was  for  the  unrevlsed  debateg  of - 
Friday  last,  while  my  desire  was  to  get  the 
summary  report  as  furnished  by  Mr.  Holm- 
den.  It  was  reported  that  there  were  none 
on  file,  that  that  document  was  not  in  Mr. 
Soutter's  office,  and  therefore  I  made  the 
statement  to  the  House  which  I  had  a  right 
to  make.  I  now  find  that  It  was  a  mlsna- 
derstanding  between  Mr.  Soutter  and  Mr. 
StephniB,  and  that  tbere  is  quite  a  lengthf 
summary  of  the  debate  of  last  Friday  on 
file.  I  have  been  furnished  with  ii  It  Is 
on  my  desk.  I  have  not  read  it  and  do  not 
know  whether  it  Is  correct  or  not  or  fair  or 
otherwise.  It  contains  seven  pages  of  typ^ 
written  maHer. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE—I  understand  the 
synopsis  is  distributed  among  the  members 
of  the  press  at  seven  o'clock  every  day,  un- 
less there  be  a  night  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  had  a  talk  with 
our  special  reporter  on  Friday,  and  I  know 
very  well  that  he  had  a  large  amount  of 
material,  enough  to  fill  three  columns,  and 
In  speaking  of  it  he  was  lamenting  that  so 
much  of  that  would  not  be  published  by  the 
paper.  I  do  not  think  the  reporter  Is  to  be 
blamed  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— No  one  blames  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— If  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  wishes  to  see  the  synopsis  I 
think  the  reporter  will  furnish  it  to  bin- 
Probably  this  discussion  will  have  a  good 
effect,  and  you  will  get  a  report  to  your 
heart's  content  for  some  time  to  come. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  have  been  looting 
through  the  file  of  the  '  Citizen '  newspaper 
published  in  this  city,-  in  which  some  report 
of  the  proceedings  In  the  chamber  should  he 
found,  but  I  fall  to  see  any  report  or  refer 
ence  to  the  debate  of  Friday  last  Perhaps 
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we  Bboald  pass  a  vote  of  censure  on  the 
'  Citizen  *  for  not  publishing  the  debate,  be- 
caase  we  paj  for  a  number  of  copies  of  the 
'Citizen.*  However,  there  Is  one  matter 
which  has  not  been  pointed  out,  and  that  is 
Id  reference  to  what  a  newspaper  publishes, 
and  why  they  pubUsh  it.  I  think  if  hon. 
eentlemen  were  fair  to  themselves,  and  fair 
to  the  reporter.  It  is  only  right  to  say  that 
newspapers  only  publish  what  they  think 
the  public  are  Interested  In,  and  It  ought  to 
be  a  lesson  to  a  number  of  hon.  gentlemen 
who  did  make  remarks,  that  their  public 
ntterances  in  the  Senate  are  not  appreciated 
by  the  public,  because  the  press  do  not  see 
m  to  publish  th«u. 

A  QUESTION  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  I  should  like  to  call  the 
attention  of  this  bononrable  body  to  the  fact 
that  the  House  was  sitting  on  Friday,  and 
that  my  name  does  not  appear  among  those 
who  were  present. 

Hod.  Mr.  WATSON— What  does  the  rule 
say  about  that  3 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
thought  there  was  no  rule  In  regard  to  It. 
The  rule  reads  as  follows  : 

The  time  for  the  ordinary  meeting  of  the 
Senate  Is  at  three  o'clock  In  the  aftemoOD, 
unless  some  other  time  shall  have  previottsly 
been  ordered. 

I  was  here  from  three  o'clock  till  three- 
twenty. 

Hon.  Mr.  yOUNO— Was  the  House  sit- 
ting? 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY — If  the  House  was 
not  sitting,  It  was  because  the  rule  was  vio- 
lated ?  Then  rule  7  reads  as  follows  : 

When  the  Senate  adjourns  od  Friday,  unless 
otherwise  ordered,  it  stands  adjourned  until 
the  Monday  following. 

When  the  House  adjonms,  usually  it  ad- 
journs till  the  nest  day,  but  on  Friday  it  ad- 
journs till  Monday,  and  rule  3  states  that  we 
must  assemble  at  three  o'clock  in  the  after- 
noon. The  House  adjourned  on  Thursday 
till  Friday,  according  to  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  and  I  was  here  at  three  o'clock  on 
Friday.  I  remained  tfll  three-twenty,  and 
then  took  the  train,  but  the  House  was  not 
sitting.  It  was  not  my  fault. 
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Hen.  Sir.  WATSON— That  would  be  eight 
dollars  off. 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRY— No.   I  attended  two 

committees  in  the  morning,  and  I  contend 
that  the  House  should  assemble  at  three 
o'clock  when  our  rule  says  so,  and  especially 
on  Friday.  Supposing  I  had  not  attended 
two  committee  meetings  in  the  morning,  and 
my  business  required  me  to  down  to  Que- 
bec, and  I  left  at  three-twenty,  I  would  have 
lost  my  pay  for  that  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— But  the  hon.  genUe- 
man  would  have  served  his  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  suppose  I  could  be 
recouped,  either  by  the  minister  who  leads 
the  House  or  the  hon.  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — The  Speaker  cannot 
take  the  chair  until  there  is  a  quorum  pre- 
sent 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.G.)— Oh,  yes, 
he  can. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman say  that  the  Speaker  does  not  say 
prayers  until  there  Is  a  quorum  7 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— That  is  the  practice. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  House  opens  at 
three  o'clock,  and  if  there  Is  not  a  quorum 
we  ask  the  Speaker  to  call  ttie  members,  and 
then  If  there  is  not  a  quorum  the  Speaker 
win  go  away. 

NATIONAL  TRANSCONTINENTAL  BAIL- 
WAY  BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Before  resuming 
the  debate  on  the  motion  for  the  second  read- 
In  of  the  Bill  to  amend  the  National  Trans- 
continental Railway,  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  government  to  a  circumstance 
which  I  think  Is  not  satisfactory  to  this 
House.  We  were  told  last  year,  before  this 
Bill  came  up  for  consideration,  that  there  was 
no  correspondence  of  any  kind  between  the 
government  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  with  regard  to  this  matter,  and  that 
verbal  references  were  all  that  took  place 
with  regard  to  it.  The  Bill  was  passed  last 
year  and  no  correspondence  of  that  kind  was 
submitted  to  parliament  This  year  we  again 
have  the  Bill  before  us  as  every  hon.  gentle- 
man knowa,  and  there  has  been  a  long  dis- 
cussion. The  Bill  was  read  a  first,  second 
and  third  time  In  the  House  of  Commons. 
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and  just  before  the  tbird  reading  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  produced  a  long  letter  from 
the  promoters  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  to  the  government  of  Canada  dated 
November  19C^  containing  propositions  for 
the  building  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
Railway,  proposals  which  throw  great  light 
upon  the  negotiations  between  the  govern- 
ment and  the  company.  This  document 
was  marked  confidential,  and  that  is  given 
as  the  reason  why  it  was  not  submitted 
to  parliament  before  the  measure  came 
up  last  year,  dr  up  to  the  present  time, 
and  It  is  further  explained  by  the  Min- 
ister of  Finance  that  the  consent  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  had  been  obtained 
to  present  it  at  that  time  in  the  way  in 
which  It  was  presented,  and  read  by  him  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  in  his  capacity  as  ft 
member  of  the  House.  Now,  I  am  not  going 
to  comment  on  the  extraordinary  fact  that 
the  government  should  make  a  mis-state- 
ment to  parliament  that  there  'was  no  cor- 
respondence, when  there  was  most  import- 
ant correspondence.  I  am  not  going  to  com- 
ment on  the  impropriety  of  covering  up  cor- 
respondence relating  to  a  public  question 
like  this,  and  holding  it  back  by  the  ruse  of 
marking  it '  confidential ' ;  but  I  do  comment 
on  the  fact  that  when  the  ,  consent  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  RallwiBy  Company  was  ob- 
tained to  make  public  use  of  this  document, 
and  the  Minister  of  Finance  did  make  that 
public  use  of  it  as  a  member  of  parliament, 
a  copy  of  It  should  have  been  officially 
brought  down,  so  that  we  would  have  been 
in  possession  of  It  in  this  House.  It  was 
only  to-day  I  became  acquainted  with  the 
contents  of  that  i^ropoBltlon.  I  tried  In  vain 
at  the  distribution  office  to  get  a  copy  of  it, 
and  at  last  a  friend  told  me  I  would  find  it 
In  Mr.  Fielding's  speech.  I  submit  that  we 
should  have  that  proposition  as  soon  as  ever 
the  agreement  to  hold  it  as  confidential  was 
removed,  and  it  should  have  been  submitted 
to  both  Houses  of  parliament,  so  that  it 
would  become  a  record,  which  it  is  not  now, 
except  in  the  speech  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance.  Although  It  Is  late,  we  have  con- 
siderable time  to  discuss  this  Bill,  and  1 
■would  suggest  that  even  now  that  document 
should  be  printed  and  distributed  in  this 
House,  in  sucli  a  way  that  every  member 
could  obtain  a  copy  of  It,  and  use  it,  and 
that  It  may  become  one  of  our  sessional 
Hon.  Mr.  FEROtTSON. 


papers  and  part  of  the  record  of  the  trans- 
action. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Z  will  see  that  the 
document  Is  obtained,  and  printed  and  dis- 
tributed among  the  senators,  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  I  thought  it  was  dated  in 
1002,  and  not  1903. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— 1902  I  said. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  not  considered 
as  referring  to  the  Hue  as  projected  from 
Quebec  to  Moncton,  and  It  had  no  connec- 
tton  with  that.  Everybody  knew  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  wanted  to  build  from 
North  Bay  to  Winnipeg ;  that  they  were 
applying  for  government  aid  because  they 
had  applied  for  a  charter.  Hon.  gentlemen 
took  cognizance  of  that.  I  presume  It  was 
not  thought  actually  necessary  until  the 
question  arose  as  to  whether  it  would  Qot 
have  been  better  to  have  given  the  charter 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  from  North  Bay,  and 
then  the  correspondence  was  unearthed,  but 
before  that  it  was  not  really  thought  to  be 
necessary.  Whether  it  was  confidential  or 
not,  I  do  not  really  know.  It  was  not  In- 
tended to  be  brought  down.  I  understood 
it  was  a  private  letter  to  Sir  Wilfrid  Lao- 
rler.   However,  we  will  bring  it  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man be  kind  enough  to  have  It  tcanslated  hi 
French  and  printed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  L AN DR\— Because  we  have 
sessional  papere  of  last  year  which  are  not 
yet  translated  into  French,  and  I  will  draw 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  minister  to  the 
Sessional  Paper  No.  148.  in  connection  witb 
the  Quebec  bridge.  That  document  was  cir- 
culated last  yeac.  We  each  had  a  copy  of 
it,  but  I  tried  since  last  year  to  obtain  a 
French  copy  of  it  and  went  to-day  to  see  if 
it  was  printed  In  French,  but  they  told  me 
It  was  never  printed  In  French.  I  think,  as  a 
matter  of  right,  we  should  have  a  French 
edition  of  those  papers. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  hope  my  hon. 
friend  will  not  wait  until  It  Is  translated 
Into  French  before  It  is  brought  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  bring  it  down  In  a  formal 
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way,  so  that  It  will  become  a  record ;  dis- 
trlbutiDg  it  among  the  memben  will  not 
answer. 

INTERNAL    ECONOMY    AND  CONTIN- 
GENT ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 
FOURTH  REPORT  ADOPTED. 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON  moved  the  adoption  ot 
the  fomtb  report  ot  ttae  Standing  Committee 
OD  internal  Economy  and  Contingent  Ac- 
counts oC  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL~I  do 
not  propose  to  discuss  this  report,  but  I  was 
going  to  ask  whether  the  committee,  In  the 

re-arrangement  of  salaries,  had  considered 
the  question  of  the  salary  of  Mr.  Gibbs,  a 
gentleman  who  has  been  in  the  service  of 
the  Senate  for  over  20  years.  I  do  not  see 
bis  name  mentioned  there,  and  it  struck  me 
that  it  would  be  only  fair  to  that  gentleman 
to  place  him  a'  step  higher.  He  has  reached 
the  maximum  position  of  first-class  clerk, 
and  I  think  he  should  t>e  placed  in  the 
same  position  as  other  clerks  who  have  not 
been  In  the  service  so  long,  and  made  n  chief 
clerk,  at  an  advance  of  ?50  a  year.  I  am 
not  going  to  oppose  the  motion,  hut  simply 
make  that  suggestion.  The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  when  the  majority  were  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  objected  that  the 
committee  were  extravagant,  and,  I  sup- 
pose, he  agrees  with  this  report.  I  am  not 
objecting  to  the  report,  but  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  circumstances  alter  cases. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  there  are  only 

one  or  two  small  increases. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— There  are  three  In- 
creases In  the  case  of  translators. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL.L.— No 
one  objects  to  that 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Mr.  Trudel  receives 
an  increase  of  $200— from  $1,300  to  $1,500. 
Mr.  Boachard's  salary  is  increased  from 
$1,200  to  $1,300,  and  there  is  another  Increase 
from  $1,000  to  $1,100.  Ajiother  clause  In  the 
report  recommends  that  the  widow  of  th*! 
deceased  Alfred  Gameau  be  allowed  one 
year's  salary.  A  statement  was  placed  be- 
fore US  that  Mr.  Garneau,  during  his  life, 
had  contributed  about  $900  in  superannua- 
tion fees,  and  we  thought,  on  account  of  his 
long  services,  that  it  would  be  proper  to  give 
his  widow  one  year's  salary: 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


NATIONAL  TRANSCONTINENTAL  BAIL- 
WAY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

DEBATE  CONTINTTED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called : 

ResumlDg  adjourned  debate  on  motion  for 
second  'reading  (Bill  72)  an  Act  to  amend  the 
National  Transcootineotal  Railway  Act,  and 
the  resolution  ot  the  Hooonrable  Sir  Uaekan- 
zle  Bowell  in  amendment  thereto. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— I  am  sure  it  afforded 
US  all  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  on  Friday 
last  to  listen  to  the  address  which  was  de- 
livered by  my  hon.  friend  from  Queen's, 
N.B.,  and  it  afforded  me  pleasure  at  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  to  congratulate  him 
upon  the  energy  and  ability  and  eloquence 
with  which  he  discussed  the  subject  which 
Is  before  the  House.  No  doubt  he  gained 
n  great  deal  of  enthusiasm  and  Inspiration 
from  the  magnitude  of  the  theme  and  the 
Importance  of  the  subject  be  was  discussing. 
A  considerable  portion  of  bis  opening  re- 
marks was  devoted  to  the  importance  of  the 
scheme  and  to  the  great  benedts  which  might 
be  expected  to  result  to  all  portions  of  Can- 
ada from  the  construction  of  this  great  trans- 
continental railway.  My  hon.  friend  expres- 
sed himself  as  an  ardent  supporter  of  the 
policy  of  the  present  administration  in  this 
respect,  and  as  a  warm  admirer  of  the  leader 
of  the  government,  to  whom  he  gave  credit 
for  originating  this  great  scheme.  He  devoted 
some  remarks  to  the  province  of  Now  Bruns- 
wick, and  to  the  city  of  St.  John.  It  Is  only 
natural  that  those  of  us  who  come  from  the 
province  of  New  Brunswick  should  feel  an 
Interest  in  the  city  of  St.  John.  It  Is  the 
principal  seaport  and  also  the  great  com- 
mercial and  business  centre  of  the  prov- 
ince of  New  Brunswick,  and  it  is  only  natural 
that  from  whatever  portion  of  the  province 
we  come  we  should  feel  a  deep  Interest  In  the 
welfare  of  St.  John.  My  hon.  friend  called 
attention,  api)arently  with  a  good  deal  of 
satisfaction,  to  the  fact  that  the  trade  of 
the  city  and  its  winter  export  business  had 
grown  very  considerably,  especially  during 
the  six  or  eight  years  since  the  Lllwral  party 
came  into  power.  He  pointed  to  the  fact 
that,  during  the  last  winter,  six  independent 
lines  of  steamships  had  been  employed  In 
carrying  away  from  that  port  the  products 
of  the  western  section  of  our  Dominion,  and 
he,  certainly,  seemed  to  express  great  gra- 
tification that  during  the  years  of  Liberal 
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rule  the  trade  of  the  port  had  grown  to  very 
satisfactory  dlmcnisioiis.  He  omitted  to 
state  that  this  large  volnme  of  bnslness 
comes  to  the  city  of  St  John  via  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway,  and  that  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  was  extended  to  the  city  of 
St.  John  as  tbe  result  of  the  policy  of  the 
Conservative  administration  ;  that  that  poli- 
cy had  been  tbe  means  of  giving  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Company  access  to  the 
city  of  St.  John,  and  made  that  city  tbe 
eastern  terminus  of  its  system.  I  was  glad 
to  note  that  this  fact  did  not  seem  to 
detract  from  the  pleasure  which  he  express- 
ed that  tbe  trade  of  tbe  city  of  St.  John  bad 
developed  under  tbe  Lil>eral  administration. 
He  called  attentiofi-  also  to  tbe  speech  which 
was  delivered  by  tbe  eloquent  leader  of  tbe 
prevent  government  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, I  think  It  was  as  far  back  as  1896,  in 
which  he  promised  that  as  his  party  had 
come  into  power  they  would  adopt  a  policy 
on  the  transportation  question  that  would 
largely  Increase  the  share  which  the  city 
of  St.  John  should  thereafter  have  in  the 
export  trade  of  this  Dominion,  and  make  it 
In  a  larger  sense  than  it  has  heretofore  been, 
one  of  the  winter  ports  of  this  Dominion.  He 
(lid  not  explain  what  had  been  done  by  tbe 
leader  of  the  government  in  pursuance  of  that 
iinuouncemeut.  The  omission  may  have  been 
an  oversight,  and  with  tbe  permission  of  tbe 
House  I  shall  refer  very  briefiy  to  It.  I 
must  do  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  the  Justice  to 
say  that  he  Immediately  set  about  to  redeem 
tbe  pledge  which  he  gave  at  the  time  to  tbe 
people  of  St.  .lohn.  He  called  to  his  cabinet 
the  late  Minister  of  Railways  and  Canals, 
and  it  was.  no  doubt,  upon  his  advice,  the 
policy  of  the"  administration  upon  the  trana- 
Iiortation  question,  was  largely  framed.  That 
peflicy  was  very  shortly  afterwards  announ- 
ced to  tbe  people  of  tbe  country.  We  were 
told  that  It  was  necessary  to  extend  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  to  Montreal,  and,  if  that 
we  done,  this  road  would  be  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion to  compete  successfully  for  a  large  share 
of  the  business  between  the  great  west  and 
the  maritime  provinces,  and  that  St  John 
might  then  expect  to  become  what  It  had  long 
bad  the  ambition  to  become,  one  of  tbe  great 
ports  for  the  export  of  western  produce 
during  the  winter  season.  That  was  the 
declared  policy  of  tbe  government,  and  It 
was  consistently  followed  until  1003.  The 
Hon.  Mr.  WOOD. 


Intercolonial  was  extended  to  the  city  ol 
Montreal  and,  in  pursuance  of  the  same 
policy,  a  wharf  property  was  purchased  la 
tbe  city  of  St  John,  an  elevator  was  built 

there,  and  another  elevator  was  built  in 
Halifax.  Other  expenditures  were  made, 
involving,  in  the  whole,  an  outlay  upon  ca- 
pital account  iji  connection  with  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  which  amounts  to  some- 
thing over  twenty  millions,  some  five  mil- 
lions In  excess  of  tbe  sum  the  government 
now  estimate  will  be  required  to  build  an- 
other new  road  from  Quebec  to  Moncton. 
That  is  the  policy  which  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  government  and  his  colleagues  pursued 
for  six  years  in  order  to  redeem  the  pledge 
which  be  made  to  the  people  of  St  Jolm, 
but  it  is  regrettable  to  state  that  the  traffic 
did  not  come,  that  not  one  steamer  was  load- 
ed as  the  result  of  that  policy.  And  I  must 
here  congratulate  my  hori.  friend  from 
Queen's  (Hon.  Mr.  King)  upon  the  happy  dis- 
position he  must  possess.  It  would  naturally 
occur  that  a  person  under  such  circumstan- 
ces, who  liad  been  an  ardent  st^irarteroCtbe 
government  who  had  such  admiration  for 
Its  leader,  and  who  is  such  a  warm  believer 
in  tbe  policy  of  the  government  during  those 
six  years,  would  have  experienced  a  feeling 
of  disappointment  that  the  large  amounts  of 
traffic  which  they  bad  reason  to  expect 
would  follow  tbe  policy  adopted,  bad  failed 
to  materialize,  that  not  a  single  steamer 
had  been  loaded,  and  that  the  elevators 
which  had  he&i  constructed  In  St  John  and 
Halifax  stood  Idle,  and  useless.  I  could  not 
however,  detect  in  tbe  speech  of  my  hon. 
friend  any  tone  of  disappointment.  He  ap- 
peared to  be  in  an  unusually  exultant  frame 
of  mind,  and  he  referred  again  to  the  speecli 
of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  and  in  referring  to 
tbe  new  policy  that  they  liad  adopted,  he 
remarked,  that  Sir  Wilfrid  himself  bad 
taken  cbai^.  that  be  had  conducted 
the  negotiations,  and  It  bad  been  through 
his  instrumentality  that  the  arrangements 
have  been  completed  for  carrying  out  this 
grand  scheme  for  the  construction  of  an- 
other transcontinental  railway.  'Now,'  he 
exultingly  exclaimed,  'Sir  WUfrld  has  re- 
deemed tbe  pledge  which  he  gave  to  the 
people  of  St.  John  In  1806.'  My  hon.  frleod 
must  pardon  me  if  I  do  not  share  his  joyoas 
feeling  in  considering  this  subject  I  cannot 
but  have  a  feeling  that  as  the  same  party, 
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the  same  goTernmeDt  and  the  same  leader 
Inangnratfid  the  policy  of  1896,  which  has 
proved  a  dteaatrons  fallar^  that  the  new 
poll<7  which  tbey  are  loan^ratlng  now 
may  share  the  same  fate.  I  cannot,  either, 
forget  that  notwithstanding  this  scheme 
is  before  parliament  for  discussion,  the 
work  has  not  yet  been  commenced,  the 
snnreys  have  not  even  been  made,  it  has  not 
eren  been  demonstrated  that  the  scheme  is 
feasible,  and  even  if,  at  a  later  date,  It  Is 
found  so.  It  will  require  at  least  ten  years 
to  bring  this  scheme  to  completion.  If 
the  scheme  Is  carried  out,  we  will  then  have 
a  gre&t  transcontinental  railway,  it  is  true, 
extending  from  the  Pacific  to  Moncton,  but 
so  far  as  the  city  of  St.  John,  in  which  my 
hon.  friend  and  I  are  both  equally  interest- 
ed, is  concerned,  we  have  to  rely  upon  the 
statement  which  he  read  to  us  from  the 
qieech  of  Mr.  Fielding  lu  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  after  this  railway  is  com- 
pleted from  Quebec  to  Moncton,  the  com- 
pany will  find  it  in  their  own  interest  to  build 
a  branch  to  St.  John,  in  order  that  tliey  may 
get  an  outlet  for  their  traffic  at  that  port. 
There  Is  no  provision  in  the  contract  for 
connection  with  St.  John,  and  we  have  to 
rely  Mtlrely  for  that  part  of  the  scheme, 
upon  the  interests  of  the  company  Itseir.  1 
must  express  some  sympathy  with  the  i)eople 
of  St.  John,  for,  according  to  the  statement 
of  my  hon.  friend  himself,  they  will  have  to 
wait  ten  years,  and  possibly  fifteen  years, 
before  tbey  feel  even  the  first  wash  of  that 
great  wave  of  prosperity  which  is  to  over- 
take them  as  the  consequence  of  this  policy 
in  the  far-d-lstant  future.  A  great  deal 
might  happen  In  the  course  of  ten  or  fifteen 
years,  and  I  assitrae  a  great  many  things 
will  happen.  It  is  just  possible  that  the 
city  of  Halifax  may,  within  that  time,  be- 
come the  terminus  of  the  fast  Atlantic 
steamship  service,  and  become  the  Liverpool 
of  America  ;  but  as  far  as  St.  John  is  con- 
cerned. It  appeam  from  the  argument  of  my 
hon.  friend,  that  they  will  have  to'  be  con- 
tent to  move  along  in  the  same  old  way  In 
which  they  have  been  moving  on  for  the 
last  ten  years,  and  that  they  will  have  to  con- 
tent tUemselves  as  best  they  can  with  what 
measure  of  prosperity  comes  to  them  by  the 
traffic  which  reaches  them  over  the  Cana- 
dian PaciQc  Railway  which  was  built  so 
long  ago  under  the  Conservative  adminis- 
tration.  I  certainly  feel  sorry  for  those  of 


the  city  of  St.  John  who  belons  to  the  same 
generation  as  my  hon.  friend  and  I  do,  who 
listened  to  the  speech  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler 
In  1896,  and  are  how  told  that  they  will  be 
dead  and  buried  before  the  pledges  which 
he  then  gave  can  be  fulfilled. 

My  hon.  friend  devoted  so  much  attention 
to  the  scheme  as  a  whole,  and  to  the  great 
benefits  the  Dominion  was  to  receive  from 
It,  that  he  gave  little,  I  think  scarcely  any 
attention  to  the  measure  which  Is  now  be- 
fore the  House. 

The  Bill  which  we  are  considering  pro< 
poses  certain  amendments  in  the  original 
contract  which  was  submitted  to  parliament 
last  session.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
and  others  who  follow  him  gave  some 
attention  to  these  amendments  and  generally 
regarded  them  as  rather  unimportant  In 
their  character  as  making  no  very  serious 
differences  in  the  relations  between  the  gov- 
ernment and  the  other  parties  to  the  con- 
tract than  those  which  existed  under  the 
original  contract  submitted  last  session.  It 
is  possible  that  my  hon.  friend  regarded 
them  as  of  so  little  importance  that  he  did 
not  consider  them  worthy  of  his  attention. 
I  wish  to  offer  a  very  few  observations  with 
regard  to  one  or  two  of  them. 

The  first  clause  in  the  Bill  before  us  pro- 
poses an  extension  of  the  time,  so  far  as  the 
mountain  section  of  the  railway  is  con- 
cerned, from  five  to  eight  years  for  its  com- 
pleUon.  With  this  section  of  the  Bill  I 
have  no  fault  to  find.  Indeed  it  meets  with 
my  entire  approval.  I  had  a  feeling  ot  re- 
lief when  I  discovered  that  this  section  had 
been  Incorporated  in  the  Bill.  We  were  told 
last  session  by  the  leader  of  the  government 
that  the  construction  of  another  transcon- 
tinental railway  was  a  matter  of  urgent 
Importance,  that  the  interests  of  the  Do- 
minion were  such  that  it  was  necessary  to 
enter  at  once  upon  the  construction  of  this 
great  work,  and  that  its  e^irly  completion 
was  necessary  in  order  to  avoid  some 
dangers  which  were  likely  to  overtake  us. 
It  is  gratifying  to  know  this  year  that  these 
dangers  no  longer  threaten,  that  the  crisis 
which  then  existed  has  passed,  and  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  can  proceed  leisurely 
and  deliberately  with  the  construction  of  the 
mountain  section  of  their  road  and  com- 
plete it  in  five  or  eight  years  as  may  best 
suit  their  Interests. 
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With  tbe  next  clause  in  the  Bill  I  do  not 
80  heartily  agree.  This  clause  materially 
Increases  the  obligations  of  the  government 
In  connection  with  this  work.  Under  the 
original  contract,  the  obligations  which 
the  government  were  to  assume  were  limited 
to  the  amount  of  $30,000  per  mile  of  the  rail- 
way. That  limit  has  been  removed,  and  the 
government  obligations  are  only  limited  now 
to  three-fourths  of  tbe  cost  of  the  work, 
whatever  that  may  be.  They  are  further 
increased  by  the  agreement  that  they  would 
implement  the  guarantee  of  bonds,  beyond 
the  75  per  cent  in  order  to  make  good  any 
difference  there  may  be  between  the  price 
which  these  bonds  realized,  when  they  are 
placed  on  the  market,  and  their  par  value, 
in  other  words,  the  government  under  this 
section  agrees  tliat  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific Railway  bonds,  which  it  guarantees 
and  which  bear  Interest  at  three  per  cent, 
will  soli  upon  tlie  market  at  par,  and  to 
undertake  that,  if  they  do  not  bring  par, 
they  will  make  good  any  difference  there 
may  be  by  a  furtiier  guarantee  of  bonds. 
This  change  in  the  contract  materially  in- 
creases the  obligations  of  the  government 
and  the  country  with  regard  to  that  section 
of  the  road.  But  that  is  not  tbe  only  objec- 
tion to  tbls  change.  It  makes  it.  as  bon. 
gentlemen  will  readily  see,  in  the  Interest 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany to  swell  the  construction  account  upon 
tliat  section  of  the  road  to  the  highest  am- 
ount possible,  and  for  the  very  obvious 
reason  that  tbe  bonds  issued  to  cover  three- 
fourths  of  tbe  construction  of  that  part 
.are  to  be  guaranteed  by  the  government, 
and  the  government  is  to  pay  the  Interest 
on  those  bonds  for  seven  years  after  con- 
struction has  been  completed.  It  is  well 
known  that  in  railway  construction  there 
are  a  number  of  expenditures  which  may 
be  charged  to  construction  account,  or  may 
be  taken  out  of  maintenance  and  operating 
expenses.  It  will  be  to  the  interest  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company  to  have 
every  possible  expenditure  charged  to  con- 
struction, and  as  I  read  the  contract,  the 
government  will  be  powerless  to  prevent 
that,  for  as  it  appears  now  under  the  pre- 
sent contract  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  w^ill  be  in  a  position  to  de- 
mand that  the  construction  account  should 
not  be  closed  until  that  road  shall  be  com- 
pleted uj)  to  the  most  perfect  standard  pos- 
Hon.  Mr.  WOOD. 


sible,  and  if  that  Is  done,  as  every  one 
knows,  the  result  would  be  this :  that  (or 
the  first  five  or  ten  years  after  tbe  road  is 
completed  and  In  operation  the  expenses 
for  maintenance  or  repairs  will  be  com- 
paratively nothing,  and  as  the  result  the 
whole  of  tbe  receipts  from  that  section  of 
the  road  during  tiie  flrst  seven  years  at 
least  of  its  operation,  will  go,  after  paying 
the  mere  running  expenses,  into  the 
treasury  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany as  holders  of  the  bonds  and  stock. 
Besides  this,  hud  for  the  same  reasons  It 
opens  the  door  for  manipulation  In  the  sale 
of  the  bonds  and  stocks  of  tbe  company. 
It  Is  not  necessary  for  me  to  go  Into  par- 
ticulars with  regard  to  that,  for  everytwdy 
knows  that  Id  these  transactions  manipu- 
lations are  possible,  and  it  will  be  in  the 
Interest  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Com- 
pany to  manipulate  these  bonds  and  have 
them  placed  on  the  market  at  a  price  which 
will  yield  to  the  holders  of  them— the  nomi- 
nal interest  may  be  three  per  cent— a  much 
larger  return  upon  the  money  actually  paid 
for  them. 

There  is  another  clause  of  the  Bill  to 
which  I  think  serious  objection  can  be 
made,  and  that  is  the  clause  under  which 
tbe  goverumrat  abandons  Its  rights  of  fore- 
closure. This  clause  of  the  Bill  material!; 
alters  the  relations  between  the  government 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company.  Un- 
der the  general  contract,  the  government 
stood  in  the  position  of  mortgagees  for  the 
amount  of  tbe  bonds  which  were  guaranteed 
by  them,  and  had  tbe  right  of  foreclosing 
that  moi'tgage  and  taking  possession  of  the 
property  in  case  the  Interest— I  think  it  was 
for  three  years— was  not  paid,  or  the  com- 
pany failed  to  redeem  any  of  their  obliga- 
tions to  the  government.  That  has  now,  In 
my  opinion,  very  unfortunate,  been  abandon- 
ed, and  the  relations  of  the  government  and 
the  railway  company  are  no  longer  those  of 
mortgagor  and  mortgagee,  but  the  govern' 
ment  and  the  Grai^  Trunk  Railway  have 
become,  practically,  partners  in  thia  enter 
prise.  In  case  tbe  interest  Is  not  paid,  tbe 
government  have  no  recourse  until  the  Inter- 
est is  in  default  five  years,  and  then  the  only 
remedy  they  have  is  to  require  that  a  re- 
ceiver be  appointed,  and  the  receipts  above 
the  operating  expenses  be  divided  between 
the  government  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way, In  the  proportion  of  three  to  one.  These 
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chaoges,  to  -which  I  bare  referred,  appear  to 
me  exceedingly  objectionable.  This  remark 
may  be  made  with  regard  to  them,  that 
tber  are  all  In  the  direction  of  lessening 
the  risk  and  obligations  of  both  the  Grand 
Trunlc  Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Paci- 
fic and  Increasing  tbe  obligations  and  bur- 
dens which  will  rest  upon  the  goveroment 
aod  the  people  of  this  country.  It  can  hard- 
ly be  expected,  -therefore,  that  those  of  us 
who  opposed  this  measure  last  session,  will 
find  it  acceptable  bow  in  its  amended  form. 
Indeed,  the  amendmeats  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred appear  to  me  to  justify  entirely  the 
position  which  the  opposition  took  hist  ses- 
sion. It  was  held,  by  those  of  us  who  op- 
posed the  Bill,  that  this  scheme  was  im- 
practicable, that  the  safeguards  placed  in 
tliat  Bill  would  never  be  enforced,  and  that 
they  were  illusory,  and  the  amendments 
which  have  been  Introduced  In  the  Bill  be- 
fore Ds  prove  that  that  contention  was  en- 
tirely right  Tbe  most  important  safeguards 
which  the  Act  contained  are  proposed  to  be 
removed  by  the  very  Bill  we  are  now  consid- 
ering, while  all  the  objectionable  features  of 
the  contract  remain.  Let  us  look  for  a  moment 
at  the  position  of  the  government  and  rail- 
way company  after  the  prairie  section  is 
completed.  It  has  been  contended,  and  the 
strongest  argument  which  has  been  offered, 
in  my  opinion,  In  support  of  this  measure  is 
that  it  is  a  great  transcontinental  railway 
intended  to  have  the  ^ect  of  bringing 
Canadian  traffic  to  Canadian  seaports. 
Now  what  will  be  the  result— a  result  which 
some  of  us  pointed  to  last  session— under 
the  Bill  in  its  amended  form,  the  inevitable 
result,  after  the  prairie  section  is  com- 
pleted ?  We  know  it  will  be  tbe  policy 
of  the  company  and  in  the  interest  of  the 
company  to  proceed  at  once  with  tbe  con- 
struction of  tbe  prairie  section,  and  that  will 
be  pushed  through  to  completion  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  \%'hnt  will  be  the  position  then? 
The  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  I  am  Informed 
on  good  authority,  has  already  obtained  con- 
nections between  Chicago  and  Dulutb  and 
tbe  boundary  line,  and  that  negotiations  are 
in  progress  by  which  within  a  very  short 
time  they  wilt  have  connections  between 
WiDDlpeg  and  Dulutb,  on  one  baud  and  Chi- 
cago on  the  other.  This  gives  them  In  tbe 
summer  an  Independent  line  through  United 
States  territory,  giving  them  connection 
with  the  waters  of  Lake  Superior,  and  with 


their  own  system  at  Chicago,  which  will  give 
them  connection  with  the  whole  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  system  throughout  Ontario 
and  tbe  east  It  will  be  all-rail  system 
when  the  navigation  of  the  lakes  close. 
During  the  period  that  that  wMtem 
section  is  being  completed,  which  is  now 
extended  to  eight  years,  and  during  ten  or 
more  years  required  for  the  completion  of 
the  eastern  section,  freight  which  must 
necessarily  be  exchanged  between  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  system  in  the  provinces 
of  Ontario  and  Quebec,  and  the  prairie 
section  In  the  west,  will  go  by  the  lakes 
in  the  summer  over  their  own  connec- 
tions at  Dnlnth,  and  over  the  all-ra)I  con- 
nection via  Chicago  in  tbe  winter  time.  So 
it  Is  obvious  that  any  portion  of  tbe  trade 
of  tbe  great  west  which  by  tbe  construction 
of  that  prairie  section  they  are  able  to  divert 
to  their  own  lines,  instead  of  being  carried, 
as  proposed,  to  Canadian  ports,  will  be  div- 
erted through  United  States  territory  to  Port- 
land, Maine.  During  the  early  history  of 
this  enterprise,  as  the  Bill  now  stands.  It  is 
inevitable  that  such  a  result  must  follow. 
What  may  happen  later  on  it  is  difficult  to 
surmise.  There  Is  a  clause  providing  that, 
during  the  progress  of  construction  of  the 
eastern  section,  the  government  have  power 
to  lease  any  portion  that  may  be  completed 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company,  and 
that  it  can  Ik  operated  under  the  general 
terms  which  are  proposed  for  a  lease  of  the 
whole  section  after  its  final  completion.  It 
Is  well  known  that  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Com- 
pany have  now  a  line  to  North  Bay  ;  that  in 
the  interval,  since  this  Bill  was  introduced 
last  session,  they  have  been  pushing  forward 
their  surveys,  the  report  of  one  of  which  was 
given  to  the  House  on  Friday  last  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  de  Lanaudldre,  on  to  Winni- 
peg. Indeed  if  that  report  be  correct,  they 
have  that  portion  of  the  line  surveyed,  and 
it  is  only  reasonable  to  expect  that  within  a 
few  years,  at  all  events  long  before  the  en- 
tire line  is  completed,  connection  may  be 
established  there,  and  the  same  results 
would  follow,  so  far  as  the  carrying  trade 
from  Canada  to  the  United  States  ports  Is 
concerned,  for  any  portion  which  the  Grand 
Trunk  Paciflc  received  in  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories and  which  came  over  their  Iliies  to 
their  system  In  the  older  provinces,  would 
necessarily  be  conveyed  to  the  city  of  Port- 
land for  export. 
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Now,  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  east- 
ern sectlOD.  Indeed  this  is  the  portion  ot 
the  scheme  to  which  tbe  most  serious  ob- 
jections may  be  urged.  We  complained  last 
session  on  this  side  of  the  House,  of  the  lack 
of  Information  regarding  tbe  coantry  through 
which  this  railway  was  to  pass.  We  have 
received  no  information  of  an  official  char- 
ACter  since.  The  only  new  light  which  has 
been  thrown  on  the  subject  was  that  given 
ns  by  my  hon.  friend  opposite  <Hon.  Mr. 
Casgrain,  de  Lanaudlftre),  on  Friday  last, 
when  be  read  a  memorandum  talcen  from  a 
report  to  which,  he  says,  he  had  access  in  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  offices  in  tiie  city  of 
Montreal,  and  which  was  preiiared  by  their 
chief  engineer,  Mr.  Stephens.  From  that  re- 
port he  conclndes  that  the  portl<m  of  tfal.' 
railway  east  of  the  city  of  Winnipeg,  ex- 
tending somewhere  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
a  point  uortb  or  northwest  of  North  Bay, 
was  found  to  be  practicable,  and  it  was  as- 
certained to  be  possdble  that  a  road  with 
very  easy  grades  could  be  constructed  over 
that  distance.  We  are  not,  of  coarse,  in  <i 
|>osltlon  to  contradict  that  statement,  or  to 
offer  any  criticism  upon  it ;  but  I  pointed  out 
last  session,  and  I  do  not  intend  to  repeat 
the  figures  now,  tbat  a  portion  of  the  line 
immediately  west  from  Quebec,  where  it 
followed  the  general  line  of  the  Lake  St, 
John  Railway,  was  exceedingly  difficult,  and 
tbat  a  number  of  grades  were  there  to  be 
met  with  exceeding  sixty  or  seventy  feet  to 
the  mile.  We  all  of  us  have  some  Idea  of 
the  general  physical  features  of  the  coun- 
try in  tbat  portion  of  Quebec  through  wlilcli 
this  railway  is  to  pass.  We  know  tbat  It  Is 
a  country  full  of  lakes  and  rivers,  and  blUs 
or  mountain  ranges.  We  know  that  th^ 
general  course  of  these  rivers  and  ranges  of 
bills  Is  from  north  to  south,  while  the  ganeral 
course  ot  the  railway  will  be  from  east  to 
west,  and  for  my  own  part  I  can  scarcely 
conceive  It  to  be  possible  that,  under  such 
circumstnnoos, .  a  railway  of  tlie  standard 
my  hon.  friend  described  can  be  possibly 
built  through  n  country  of  that  character, 
unless.  Indeed,  it  is  done  at  an  enormous  ex- 
pense. It  will  readily  be  admitted  that  en- 
gineering skill  can  accomplish  anything  if 
it  is  backed  by  a  sufficient  amount  of  capl- 
tnl  :  but  I  venture  to  hazard  the  opinion 
tliat  a  rnihvny  such  as  has  been  described 
may  be  found  to  be  impracticable,  or.  if  it 
can  be  constructed  at  all,  it  will  cost  two 
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or  three  times  the  amount  that  is  estimated 
by  the  government  as  the  cost  of  this  pro- 
jected railway.  It  Is  not,  however,  neces- 
sary to  spend  more  time  on  ttiat  phase  of  tbe 
subject,  for  there  is  another  feature  of  It 
which  I  consider  of  rastly  more  importance, 
and  on  which  we  have  definite  information 
to  enable  ns  to  come  to  more  definite  con- 
clusions. I  refer  now  to  tlie  prospects  of 
that  portion  o*  the  railway  as  a  commereli' 
enterprise.  In  considering  tiiat,  we  have, 
of  course,  to  take  into  conelderation  th» 
sources  from  which  It  may  expect  to  derive 
its  revenue.  A  good  deal  has  been  said  about 
this  railway  being  a  great  highway  for  tfi^ 
traffic  between  the  east  and  the  west ;  tbat 
It  is  to  be  a  great  thoroughfare  for  carry- 
ing the  trade  of  the  prairie  sections  la  the 
west  to  the  cities  and  seaports  of  the  eaaterj 
provinces.  Let  us  for  a  moment  calmly  con- 
sider what  are  the  prospects  of  a  railway 
such  as  has  been  descrit»ed  successfully  com- 
peting for  that  business.  It  is  now  fah-ly 
admitted  on  all  sides  that  during  tbe  season 
of  navigation  It  is  utterly  impossible  for  tbat 
railway  to  compete  with  the  lake  and  river 
routes.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanan- 
dlfere  (Hon.  Mr.  Casgrain)  on  Friday  referred 
to  some  figures  which  were  submitted  In  the 
House  of  Commons  last  session  by  the  mem- 
ber for  North  Norfolk  (Mr.  <^arlton). 

I  did  not  understand  him  fully  to  endorse 
tbe  statements  which  that  hon.  gentleman 
made,  bat  be  did  express  tbe  general  opinion 
that  it  was  surprising  at  bow  low  a  rate  a 
modern  railway  could  carry  heavy  trafiBc.  We 
all  admit  the  great  improvements  that  have 
been  made  in  railway  construction,  and  the 
great  reductions  that  have  taken  place  In 
freight  rates.  But  any  theory  which  may 
be  supported  on  that  basis  is  entirely  and 
completely  answered  by  the  practical  ex- 
perience of  other  railways.  The  experience, 
for  instance,  of  the  rival  lines  which  connect 
the  city  of  Chicago  and  city  of  New  York, 
to  my  mind  settles  this  question  beyond  a 
doubt.  We  all  know  that  those  great  trunk 
lines  of  railway  have  been  brought  up  to 
the  highest  state  of  efficiency  at  an  enor- 
I  mous  expense.  Nothing  that  engineering 
'  skill  or  an  unlimited  amount  of  capital 
;  could  do  to  bring  those  road-beds  up  to  the 
most  perfect  stiindard.  has  been  left  undone 
la  order  that  trains  may  travel  over  them  at 
the  highest  rate  of  speed  and  carry  freight 
'  at  the  least  possible  expense.    But  with  all 
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this  expenditure  of  capital,  those  railways 
find  It  anprofltable  to  carry  the  heavy 
freight  from  the  west  to  the  seaports  on  the 
Atlantic  coast  and,  notwithstanding  all  they 
have  done  lit  that  direction,  It  is  found  that 
freight  can  be  carried  for  less  than  one-half 
daring  the  summer  season  via  the  lakes  and 
Buffalo  that  it  can  be  carried  by  the  all- 
rail  routes,  and  even  at  those  double  rates 
the  railways,  I  understand,  are  careless 
HboDt  such  traffic  and  often  refuse  to  accept 
it.  The  rates  which  the  Hon.  Mr.  Charlton 
submitted  to  the  House,  are  so  far  below  the 
rates  which  have  prevailed  between  Chi- 
cago and  Xew  Torlc  by  the  laltes  and  by 
Buffalo,  and  I  think  are  less  than  one-third 
or  one-fourth  the  rates  which  are  actually 
paid  to  railways  when  they  do  carry  this 
freight  between  Chicago  and  New  York, 
that  I  think  It  Is  difficult  to  found  an  argu- 
ment In  face  of  the  practical  experience  of 
these  railways  that  such  freight  can  be 
successfully  carried  at  a  rate  which  will 
pay  even  operating  expenses  over  this  rail- 
way from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec,  and  I  may 
say  that  the  government  apparently  re- 
cognizes this  fact,  for  the  Hon.  Mr.  Slfton, 
in  his  address  In  the  House  of  Cumioons 
a  few  days  ago,  referring  to  this  subject, 
said  that  wheat  was  hauled  last  season  from 
Ouluth  to  Quebec  for  3i  cents  a  bushel,  and, 
certahily,  a  railway  cannot  compete  with 
this.  That  may  be  taken  as  evident.  So 
much  then  with  regard  to  the  tbrougb  traffic 
during  the  summer  seasons,;  but  it  was 
argued  by  Mr.  Siftou  and,  I  presume,  will 
be  argued  by  others,  that,  when  the  lakes 
and  rivers  are  closed,  this  railway  will 
avail  Itself  of  the  traffic  which  may  offer 
during  the  winter  season  and  that  during 
the  winter  season  it  will  be  able  fo  do  a 
large  and  profitable  business.  Let  us  ex- 
amine that  proposition  a  little  more  care- 
fully, lu  the  first  place,  we  must  t;i];e  into 
consideration  the  fact  that  the  operating 
expenses  of  a  railway  In  the  winter  season 
are  very  much  greater  than  they  are  in  the 
summer  season.  There  is  a  large  e-vpense 
necessary  in  order  to  keep  the  track  clear  of 
snow.  The  auantlties  of  freight  which  a 
train  will  carry  have  to  be  very  much  re- 
duced ;  the  cost  of  fuel  in  the  winter 
lime  for  doing  the  same  work  is  very  much 
larger  than  It  Is  in  the  summer  season.  I 
iiave  heard  the  opinion  expressed  by  those 
who  have  had  practical  experienc  in  tho 


business,  that  the  fuel  required  in  the  winter 
season  is  nearly  or  quite  double  what  it  Is 
In  the  summer  season .  for  doing  the  same 
amount  of  traffic.  Now,  qnder  these  con- 
ditions, it  would  be  necessary  to  Impose 
very  much  higher  rates  <^  freight  In  the 
winter  season,  in  order  to  meet  the  increased 
cost  of  operating  the  railway.  My  hon. 
friend  who  spoke  on  Friday  told  us 
that  the  relative  rates  at  which  heavy 
freights  could  be  carried  by  rail  and 
water  routes  was  In  the  proportion 
of  6  to  1 :  that  is,  if  It  costs  in 
the  summer  season  one  cent  a  bushel  to 
carry  wheat  from  Montreal  by  the  water 
•route,  it  would  cost  six  cents  by  the  all- 
rail  route.  This  difference  would  be  con- 
siderably increased  if  that  wheat  was  carried 
'by  the  all-rail  route  in  the  winter  season. 
'It  will  be  obvious  then  to  any  one  that  tho 
farmer  in  tne  Northwest  ICerritorles  will 
endeavour  to  ship  his  wheat  in  the  fall  when 
the  low  rates  prevail.  If  he  does  not  suc- 
ceed in  doing  that,  be  will  hold  his  wheat 
until  the  next  season  rather  than  submit 
to  the  lai^e  extra  charge  which  he  must 
necessarily  pay  for  freight  if  he  forwards 
it  during  the  winter  season.  The  same  ob- 
servation applies  not  only  to  grain,  but  to 
the  moving  of  alt  classes  of  heavy  freight 
The  result,  as  hon.  gentlemen  vpIU  at  once 
perceive,  is  that  the  quantltj*  of  heavy 
freight  which  is  moved  in  the  winter  time 
will  be  very  small  compared  with  the  quan- 
tity moved  In  the  summer  time,  and  it  will 
be  obvious  to  any  one  that  this  class  of 
freight  cannot  be  carried  lu  the  winter 
time  by  the  all-rail  route  except  at  a  very 
considerable  loss  to  the  shipper.  From  this 
consideration  one  result  which  will  follow 
IS  that  the  quantity  of  traffic  offering  in  the 
winter  time  will  be  very  much  smaller 
than  the  quantity  which  will  be  offered 
during  the  summer  season.  But  there  are 
■(>tli;ei;  eonsiderjlitionsi  This  railway  will 
not.  it  is  true,  have  the  lake  and  river  route 
to  compete  with  In  the  winter  season,  but 
it  win  have  all  the  existing  railway  lines 
of  railway  which  connect  the  great  west 
Avith  New  York.  Portland  and  other  sea- 
ports on  the  Atlantic  coast,  and  the  rates  of 
freight,  which  should  be  maintained,  will 
only  be  equal  to  what  other  railways  are 
willing  to  carry  the  same  freight  for.  So 
that  it  cannot  be  reasoned  that  during  the 
winter  season  this  railway,  even  If  It  were 
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80  disposed,  could  very  materially  increase 
its  rates  and  bring  tbem  up  to  give  it  what 
would  be  a  paying  rate  for  its  traffic  dur- 
ing that  season  of  the  year.  Taking  into 
consideratlcm  these  principles  which  must 
gorern  the  rules  of  traffic,  ttoth  from  the 
west  to  the  east  and  firom  the  east  to  the 
west,  leads  one  to  the  obvious  conclusion 
that  from  its  through  traffic  this  railway 
cannot  expect  to  receive  any  very  large 
revenue.  It  is  a  well  known  principle  to 
ail  railway  men  that  trunk  lines  of  rail- 
way cannot  and  do  not  depend  upon 
their  through  traffic  for  the  profits  which 
pay  the  operating  expenses  and  which 
)>ny  the  Interest  upon  their  bonds  or  the 
dividends  upon  their  stock.  The  competition 
which  exists  between  these  numerous  trunk 
lines  of  railway  keep  the  through  rates 
down  to  so  low"  a  level  that  no  railway 
could  eslst  it  It  depends  for  its  revenue 
upon  through  traffic  alone.  Railways  all 
depend  to  a  very  large  extent,  Indeed  to  the 
largest  extent;  upon  the  receipts  which  come 
to  them  from  the  local  traffic  which  origi- 
nates along  the  line.  What  will  be  the 
position  of  this  section  of  the  transconti- 
nental railway  with  regard  to  local  traffic  ? 
So  far  as  we  can  see,  there  will  be  no  local 
traffic,  for  there  is  no  settlement.  My  hoo. 
friend's  argument  is  that  If  this  railway  Is 
built  the  country  will  be  opened  up  and 
will  soon  be  settletl.  They  proceed  upon 
the  principle  that  on  the  heels  of  railway 
construction  settlement  neeessnrlly  follow.s. 
I  soarct'Iy  think  that  is  a  sound  principle, 
and  when  1  heard  my  hon.  friend,  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Lanaudi^re  on  Friday 
last  describe  to  us  the  number  of  townships 
waicu  were  to  be  laid  out  all  along  this 
line,  I  thought  he  had  a  most  vivid  iinaglnn- 
tion.  We  are  told  that  a  portion  of  this 
country  Is  fertile  In  its  character.  We  hpve 
l)een  told  about  a  clay  belt  In  the  northern 
part  of  Ontario,  which,  I  believe,  Is  esti- 
mated to  contain  some  sixteen  million 
acres.  We  are  told  also  that  there  are 
other  sections  along  the  line  of  railway 
where  fairly  good  stretches  of  agricultural 
land  ore  to  be  found.  From  all  the  reports 
that  reach  us,  I  have  no  doubt  that  these 
statements  are  correct.  I  have  no  doubt 
from  the  reports  which  we  read  of  traveHei-s 
and  missionaries  and  exploring  parties  that 
this  much  may  be  said  of  the  country 
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through  which  this  railway  passes,  that 
there  are  fairly  good  sections  of  agrlcnltnral 
land,  that  vegetables  may  be  succeflBlnlly 
grown,  that  the  hardier  kinds  of  cereals  will 
ripen  ;  that  a  certain  amount  of  stock  can 
be  successfully  reared.  But  while  all  that 
Is  true  I  do  not  think  there  Is  an  hon.  g«ltl^ 
man  here  that  would  calmly  hosard  tbe 
opinion  that  a  man  who  Intended  to  devote 
bis  life  to  agricultural  pursuits,  who  Intend- 
ed to  make  his  living  by  farming  wonM 
prefer  to  settle  in  that  northern  country  ra- 
ther than  on  the  fertile  plains  of  the  Nortti- 
west.  We  know  that  there  are  hundreds  ol 
men  leaving  far  better  districts  in  the  older 
provinces  every  year  and  removing  to  the 
Northwest  in  order  that  they  may  carry  on 
their  farming  operations  on  a  larger  scale 
and  to  better  advantage  and  with  more  pro- 
fit to  themselves.  I  have  no  doubt  that  if 
that  country  Is  settled,  these  agrlcultnml 
lands  will  be  to  a  large  extent  cultivated ; 
but  I  believe  it  is  a  fair  statement  of  tbe 
case  to  say  that  the  prodncte  which  u« 
raised  there  will  all  be  required  for  local 
consumption,  that  those  who  go  in  there  will 
not  pretend  to  conduct  their  farming  op«a- 
tions  on  a  larger  scale  than  is  sufficient  to 
meet  the  local  requirements  of  the  place. 
We  know,  from  our  experience  in  other  sec- 
tions of  the  country,  where  railways  pass 
through  tracts  of  country  very  similar  to 
those  which  I  have  described,  where  this  rail- 
way Is  to  pass  through,  that  that  is  the  gen- 
eral experience.  We  can  always  point  to 
diflferent  sections  In  the  provinces  from 
which  we  come,  along  the  lines  of  rallwaj", 
where  farmers  are  cultivating  their  lands, 
are  raising  vegetables  and  grain  and  keep- 
ing a  certain  nnmuer  of  cattle,  but  the.v 
merely  raise  what  is  necessary  far  tbdr 
own  requirements,  and  I  think  It  Is  really 
a  most  extravagant  statement  to  say  tbat 
in  a  section  of  country  which  this  rail- 
way will  traverse  between  Winnipeg  and 
Quebec  we  can  ever  expect  that  farmin? 
operations  will  be  carried  on  to  that  extent 
that  there  will  be  a  large  surplus  of  agri- 
cultural ])roducts  to  export  to  foreign  conn- 
tries,  such  as  would  furnish  any  profitable 
traffic  for  the  railway.  My  hon.  friend  re- 
ferred not  only  to  the  agricultural  lands  In 
that  section  of  the  country,  but  to  the  tlmUer 
that  is  to  be  found  there.  From  the  r^wrts 
which  I  have  access  to,  I  have  been  led  to 
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the  contlusioD  tiiat  tbere  is  a  large  portion 
of  that  territOTy  rocky  and  barren  ;  that 
tbere  are  certain  portions  which  are  cover- 
ed with  swamp  or  muskeg,  that  there  Is  a 
very  considerable  portion  which  hafl  a 
growth  of  timber,  bnt  the  timber  generally 
is  of  a  stunted  and  dwartl»h  Character.  The 
statement  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
d?  Lanaodi^re  made  on  Friday,  goes  to  con- 
firm me  in  this  matter.  He  enumerated  a 
number  of  dassee  of  trees  which  grew  In 
that  section  of  the  conntry,  and  he  told  us 
that  many  of  them  were  suitable  for  making 
pnlpwood.  We  know  that  the  trees  which 
are  uaed  for  pulpwood  are  of  rather  a  small 
growth.  He  told  ns  too  that  there  was 
timber  there  which  was  suitable  for  making 
railway  ties  and  furnishing  the  timber 
which  was  necessary  for  temporary  struc- 
tures during  the  building  of  the  road,  and 
be  also  told  as  there  waa  some  class  of  tim- 
ber there  which  wonid  make  suitable  spars 
tor  boats ;  but  I  think  there  is  no  hon.  gen- 
tleman here  who  will  assume  to  say  that 
timber  of  that  character,  eten  if  it  is  found 
there,  will  furnish  any  large  or  reinuiiera- 
tive  traffic  for  the  railway.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  there  are  sections  of 
the  country,  particularly  along  the  rivers, 
where  cotain  tracts  of  timber  may  be 
found  of  a  superior  <qaallty  ;  but  I  hare  yet 
to  learn  that  there  are  any  tracts  of  timber 
land  tbere  of  sufficient  extent  and  having 
timber  of  smch  a  quality  as  would  induce 
lumbering  operations  on  any  extensive  scale, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  folly  to  affirm  that 
these  timber  lands  are  sufficiently  valuable 
anywhere  along  that  litte  to  attract  any 
large  Inrestment  of  capital,  to  lead  to  tSxe 
establishment  of  any  important  industries, 
or  to  furnish  anywhere  along  the  line  busi- 
ness of  a  character  which  would  supply  pro- 
fitaWe  traffic  for  a  railway  of  this  character 
I  believe  the  only  other  source  of  traffic  for 
this  section  of  the  railway  to  which  I  have 
heard  reference  made  is  the  ppssible  de- 
velopment of  the  mineral  resources  or  the 
country.  There  may  be  mineral  resources 
there,  but  U  they  are,  I  beileve  they  have 
yet  to  t»e  discovered.  So  far  as  minerals 
are  concerned,  we  will  all  admit  Canada  Is 
rich  in  mineral  resources.  Minerals,  I  be- 
lieve, are  to  be  found  in  greater  or  less  quan- 
ttUes  in  almost  all  the  provinces  of  the  Do- 
mlQloD— probably  in  every  province  of  the 
Dominion  ;  but,  notwithstanding  that,  ex- 


perience shows  that  there  are  very  few 
places  where  minerals  are  found  in  sufficient 
quantity  and  under  such  circumstances  as 
will  Justify  capItalUte  in  expending  money 
for  their  development,  and  still  fewer  cases 
I  where  mineral  wealth  has  been  fonnd  of 
;  such  a  nature  and  such  a  character  that  It 
I  was  an  inducement  to  capitalists  to  go  In  and 
establish  any  important  Industries.    So  far 
i  as  this  section  of  the  country  Is  concerned. 
.  It  seems  to  me  presumption  to  argue  that  we 
I  may  expect  any  mineral  development  there 
1  of  a  character  whldi  will  fnmlsb  local  traffic 
!  for  this  railway.   Now,  thoee  are  the  only 
j  sources  that  I  can  think  of  from  wliich' 
■  this  railway  can  hope  to  derive  any  im- 
portant  remunerative  traffic  through  that 
,  section  of  the  country,  and  we  stand  In 
'  "the  i>osition   that  It  cannot  compete  suc- 
cessfully for  the  through  traffic  and  the 
'  nature  of  the  country  furnishes  no  local 
I  traffic,  and  I  leave  it  to  hon.  gentlemen 
I  opposite  to  explain  where  this  railway  Is  to 
derive  a  businecss  that  will  support  it,  or 
!  even  to  pay  its  operating  expenses.   It  se^s 
to  me  that  the  very  nature  of  the  arguments 
which  have  been  used  show  the  weakness 
of  this  whole  scheme.    My  hon.  friend  re- 
peated the  argument,  whirU,  I  think,  was 
used  on  a  former  occasion  by  the  eloquent 
leader  of  the  government  In  the  other  House, 
that  the  Oreat  Architect  of  the  Universe 
bad  placed  this  vast  region  there,  and  they 
"•ould  not  t>elleve  that  he  had  placed  it  there 
for  no  useful  purpose.    It  is  not  for  me  to 
criticise  >the  doings  or  the  motives  of  thi; 
Arcliltect  of  the  Universe,  but  we  must  re- 
member .that  ttiat  same  Architect  of  the 
Universe  created  Greenland's  Icy  mountains 
and  the  Desert  of  Sahara ;   and  we  all 
know,  too,  that  there  is  not  a  section  of  the 
country,  or  a  province  of  this  Dominion, 
where  we  do  not  fljid  large  tracts  of  land, 
some  of  them  rocliy  and  barren,  others  of 
theui  desert  like  in  their  nature,  which  are 
unlit  for  human  habitation.    Why  did  the 
Architect  of  tbe  Universe  place  them  In 
this  position,  <and  what  was  his  object  in 
putting  them  there  is  difficult  for  us  to  ex- 
plain.   We  are  told  too,  in  a  general  way, 
that  we  must  enter  upon  this  aclieme  en- 
tbuslastically  if  we  have  faith  in  our  coun- 
try.   Faith  in  an  enterprise  Is,  of  course, 
necessary  to  the  eu.thusIasUc  projection  of 
It ;   but  I  must  warn  the  hon.  gentlemen 
against  placing  their  faith  In  vdslonary 
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theories.  Faith  in  visionary  theories  has  led 
many  a  man  to  embark  In  many  an  enterprise 
which  has  led  him  to  bankruptcy.  Faith  In  the 
ropresentatloua  of  enthusiastic  and  optimis- 
tic promotars  has  led  hundreds  and  thou- 
saiida  of  men  to  flnanclal  ruin.  I  think 
I  have  as  mncli  faltb  In  the  fntare  of  'Can-' 
ada  as  any  hon.  gentleman  present.  I  be- 
lleTe  she  has  great  resources  and  a  glorious 
future  before  her,  but  I  recognize  the  fact 
that  In  any  scheme  which  we  undertake  for 
the  development  of  her  resources  or  for  thej 
promotion  of  her  greatness  we  must  not  fol- 
low visionary  theories  ;  we  must  base  our 
faith  on  some  business  principle  and  keep 
our  p01Icy  in  harmony  with  the  dictates  of 
reason  and  common  sense.  There  is  only 
one  other  point  to  which  I  desife  to  refer, 
before  I  resume  my  seat,  and  that  Is  the 
question  of  government  ownership.  There 
is  no  person  In  this  chamber  who  has  more 
persistently  opposed  government  ownership 
of  railways  than  I  have  myself,  and  I  have 
not  changed  my  views  or  opinions  upon  that 
point,  but  I  may  say  with  regard  to  this 
scheme  that,  In  my  opinion,  It  Involves  gov- 
ernment ownership  In  Its  worst  and  most 
objectionable  form.  We  are  building  a  great 
Transcontinental  Railway.  We  are  handling 
over  to  a  private  company  the  construction 
of  the  paying  part  of  the  road.  When  the 
western  section  is  built,  it  will  be  the  pro- 
perty of  a  private  company,  and  it  will  be 
owned  by  them  and  operated  by  them  to 
their  own  advantage.  The  government  un- 
dertakes the  construction  of  what  the  Min- 
ister of  Railways  terms  the  lean  part  of  this 
enterprise.  They  undertake  the  construc- 
tion of  the  part  where  construction  is  most 
difficult,  where  the  cost  will  be  the  greatest; 
and  where  there  really  no  pnrapect  of  re- 
munerative traffic,  but  we  are  told— at  all 
events  It  has  been  argued  in  the  other 
House  and  I  presume  it  will  be  argued  here 
—that  this  does  not  matter,  that  the  con- 
tract which  is  before  us  contains  a  provision 
that  when  the  road  is  completed,  as  the 
Minister  of  Finance  stated  In  the  House, 
we  liave  secured  a  good  tenant ;  we  have 
made  an  arrangement  by  which  it  is  to  be 
rented  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and 
they  are  to  undertake  the  responsibility  of 
its  maintenance  and  its  operation,  and 
after  some  seven  or  ten  years  at  the  most 
they  will  pay  the  government  a  rental  equal 
Hon.  Mr.  WOOD. 


to  three  per  cent  upon  the  cost  of  this  cm- 
structton.  I  readily  admit  that  tiie  provi- 
sion is  in  the  contract,  but,  as  I  said  as  re- 
gards the  provision  which  the  contract  con- 
tained last  year,  which  was  found  neces- 
sary to  eliminate  this  year,  I  believe  tliat 
this  provision  in  the  contract  cannot  be 
made  effectual.  We  will  suppose  tiiat  that 
railway,  after  It  Is  built,  is  found  to  be  so 
unprofitable  that  it  will  cost  some  hundreda 
of  thousands  of  dollars  annually  t)eaide8  its 
earnings  to  cover  operating  expenses,  does 
any  hon.  gentleman  here  seriously  bellCTe 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  under  those 
circumstances  will  carry  out  the  strict  terms 
of  that  contract?  Besides  this  I  cannot 
find  in  the  contract  any  means  that  tbef 
government  will  have  of  compelling  them  to 
carry  out  their  obligations.  So  far  as  I  can 
understand  the  contract  the  only  remedy 
which  the  government  will  have  in  case  they 
fall  to  carry  out  their  obligations  hi  that 
despect  will  be  to  take  over  the  road  and 
own  and  operate  it  themselves.  That  I 
frankly  conf^s,  as  an  opponent  of  govern- 
ment ownership,  Is  a  resnlt  which  we  have 
to  fear  and  I  scarcely  see  how  that  result 
can  be  avoided.  What  then  is  the  cod* 
ditlon  of  the  country  ?  We  have  that  Trans- 
contioental  Railway  It  Is  true,  but  we  have 
added  some  seventy-flve  or  probably  oae 
hundred  million  to  the  permanent  debt  of 
the  country,  and  while  we  have  eighteen 
hundred  miles  more  of  government  owned 
railway,  we  have  an  asset  which  Is  of  no 
commercial  value  and  no  practical  use,  and 
one  which,  in  order  to  cover  its  mainten- 
ance and  operation,  will  impose  a  burden 
upon  the  people  of  this  country  amounting  to 
some  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars  per 
year.  These  are  my  views  with  regard  to 
government  ownership,  and  the  results 
which  may  be  anticipated  if  the  present 
scheme  is  carried  out ;  and  holding  these 
views  I  shall  find  It  my  duty  to  vote  in  op-' 
position  to  'the  Bill  which  is  now  before 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McGREGOR— Will  the  hon.  ge-i- 
tieman  vote  for  the  amendment  ?  His  argo- 

ments  are  against  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  crave  the  Indulgence 
of  this  House  while  I  express  the  views  I 
entei^tatn  in  reference  to  this  grand  scheme 
tor  a  transcontinental  railway.   In  express- 
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lug  tbose  views,  I  hope  tbat  I  may  do  so 
In  a  moderate  manner  wbile  showing  that 
the  views  which  I  entertain  are  views  which 
£re  In  the  interests  of  tbe  country  and  not 
simply  in  the  interest  ot  party.  I  have 
listened  to  the  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Westmoreland.  I  was  very 
moch  surprised  Indeed  that  In  less  than  one 
short  year  be  has,  like  his  leader,  seen  the 
error  of  his  ways  and  is  now  a  converted 
believer  In  ttaat  which  be  did  not  believo 
a  year  ago.  Tbey  say  it  is  nev«r  too  lato 
to  mend.  Tbey  say  'it  Is  a  good  thing  to 
become  converted  in  a  abort  time.  SU 
months  ago  we  found  the  hon.  leader  of  thc> 
opposition  then  holding  u^f  his  hands  In 
holy  horror  at  the  Idea  of  a  government  con- 
trollli^  a  railway,  and  we  heard  him  but  a 
few  days  ago  holding  his  hands  equally  as 
strong  and  saying  that  he  bad  become  con- 
verted and  was  now  going  to  support  gov- 
ernment ownership.  Who  converted  him  ? 
He  heard  the  voice  la  tiie  other  chamber  of 
this  Honse.  The  orders  had  gone  forth, 
and  although  he  believed  strongly  the  other 
way  and  has  the  courage  of  his  convic-  | 
tions,  yet  he  has  to  yield.  It  puts  me  very 
mnch  in  mind  of  that  old  bymn  that  used  to 
be  sung  so  lustily  at  various  meetings 
tbronghont  the  country,  which  runs  as 
follows  : 

While  the  lamp  holds  out  to  bum,  Ac. 

I  will  let  him  finish  the  sentence.  He  will 
know  more  about  it  than  I  do.  I  think  be 
has  pnt  himself  in  that  iKisItion  again.  I 
do  not  think  my  hon.  friend  from  Westmore- 
land will  be  able  to  vote  for  the  amendment 
moved  by  bis  leader.  What  position  will 
lie  be  In  if  he  does  ?  He  certainly  cannot 
vote,  but  perhaps  he  will  do,  as  I  noticed  be 
did  in  the  parliamentary  proceedings  some 
tbh'ty  years  ago  when  he  made  a  very 
strong  speech  on  one  side  of  the  question, 
and  when  the  yeas  and  nays  had  been  re- 
corded be  either  bad  taken  to  the  woods  or 
found  his  way  home,  so  that  he  would  not 
have  to  record  bis  vote. 

HoQ.  Mr.  WOOD — WAS  not  in  parliament 
thirty  years  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — I  said  twenty  years '. 
ago.  My  hon.  friend  knows  full  well  that 
twenty  years  ago  wben  the  House  was  sit- 
ting in  October,  that  he  made  a  very  stronii 
apeecb,  and  1  must  say  ti  fairly  eloquent 


speech,  In  favour  of  giving  a  grant  of  $30,- 
000,000  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
without  the  necessary  InfcHrmation  such  ns 
tlie  information  we  have  In  regard  to  the 
feasibility  of  the  present  scheme.  1  will 
refresh  bis  m«nory,  because  I  suppose  be 
has  forgotten.  The  resolution  was  intro- 
duced by  Sir  Charles  Tupper.  It  was  at 
the  time  when  we  found  the  difficulty  in 
18»4  to  get  the  members  of  parliament  to- 
gether, and  very  likely  my  hon.  friend  from 
Stadacona  (Hon.  Mr.  Landry)  was  there  also. 
He  will  remember  wben  the  French  were  on 
strike.  They  would  not  appear  before  tbelr 
leader.  He  had  to  send  a  messenger  to  room 
No.  16  to  try  and  get  them  out 

Hon.  ilr.  LANDRY— There  was  no  No.  16 

at  that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No  ;  No.  8. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— No.  8.  They  remain- 
ed there,  and,  X  have  no  doubt,  the  hou. 
Senator  from  London  remembers  the  time  na 

well  as  the  hon.  leader  of  the  oppoaltiou, 
that,  true  to  their  Instinct,  the  French  mem- 
bers were  not  going  to  grant  that  $30,000,- 
000  without  some  consideration  and  for  the 
benefit  of  our  friends  In  Quebec  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON-They  fought  well.  I 
give  them_  credit.  My  hon.  friend  says 
hear,  hear.  They  are  ever  ready  to  look 
after  the  loaves  and  fishes.  We  found  on  that 
occasion  that  day  In  and  day  out  came  the 
difficulty  that  no  dlscusBlon  conld  go  on,  no 
vote  could  be  taken.  The  Conservative  party 
advanced  and  put  up  this  man  and  that 
man  to  keep  the  debate  going  on  lest  a  vote 
might  be  taken,  and  they  would  find  the 
J'i*eucb  members  of  the  party  were  not  ad- 
hering to  them.  They  were  led  by  a  very 
strong  man,  a  very  able  man  who  was  after- 
wards a  speaker  and  afterwards  made  a 
judge,  and  the  leader  of  the  government  and 
my  bon.  friend  from  London  and  the  hon. 
loader  of  the  opposition  came  down  hand- 
somely and  they  granted  a  concession  that 
the  representatives  from  Quebec  In  the 
House  of  Commons  demanded.  And  what 
was  It  ?  That  tbey  should  get  that  line 
of  road  north  of  the  St  Lawrence.  They 
made  them  concede  It  to  them,  and  my  hon. 
friend  who  has  taken  his  sent  being  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  at  the  time — did  he  find 
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any  difficulty  ?  Even  though  he  spoke  In 
favour  of  the  proposition  he  thought  it  bet- 
ter to  not  record  his  vote  for  It.  I  congra- 
tulate him  very  much  on  au  occasion  of  that 
kind.  I  understood  It  only  toolc  six  months 
for  the  leader  of  the  opposition  to  change  his 
mind  In  regard  to  government  ownership. 
I  am  not  sui'prised  thnt  hi»  obedient  foi* 
lowers,  after  twenty  years  of  repentance, 
should  have  found  that  they  could  change 
their  minds  as  weii  as  their  leader  and  so  he 
votes  for  hon.  gentleman's  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— And  be  yet  votes  for 
you. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  hope 
so. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON-I  do  not  know  If  any 
one  who  can  change  his  opinion  within  six 
months  can  really  be  depended  upon,  or 
any  party  would  be  greatly  bonelited  by 
having  his  adherence  for  the  time  being, 
because  they  would  be  unable  to  rely  on 
him  and  say  whether  he  would  be  with  or 
against  them.  We  have  heard  a  good  deal 
from  the  hon.  member  for  Westmoreland 
(Mr.  Wood)  going  over  the  various  items  in 
reference  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Bill.  I 
ask  hon.  geatleuien  if  you  can  place 
your  finger  upon  any  important  matter  in 
this  Bill  that  Is  brought  before  this 
House  that  would  induce  you  to  record 
your  vote  against  it  ?  The  whole  weight 
of  his  argument  was  that  for  commer^ 
clal  purposes,  for  carrying  freight  between 
the  east  and  the  west,  it  would  not  be  a  com- 
mercial success.  lie  turned  a  deaf  ear  to 
the  idea  that  there  were  other  advantages 
and  benefits  that  the  nation  might  receive 
from  the  construction  of  the  railway,  even  if 
his  statements  in  respect  to  the  carrying  of 
freight  were  true.  Then  he  referred  to  that 
section  between  Quebec  and  Winnipeg.  We 
have  heard  of  blue  ruin,  of  people  decrying 
their  own  country.  Have  w^e  not  a  grand 
Northwest,  and  should  one  who  Is  Canadian 
born  so  far  forget  himself  as  to  publish 
abroad  such  statements.  Because  his  speech 
goes  to  the  world,  and  people  in  the  United 
States  will  be  only  too  ready  to  seize  upon 
it  and  say  that  a  senator  of  the  Dominion 
stated  In  bis  place  in  the  Senate  that  that 
northern  part  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  was  un- 
inhabitable and  consisted  of  muskegs  with 
stunted  pine  and  spruce,  and  that  it  would 
Hod.  Mr.  WILSON. 


I  be  a  burden  to  those  who  would  attempt 
I  to  settle  there.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  Is 
!  it  possible  to  find  a  man  who  is  Inclined  to 
!  follow  agricultural  pursuits  and  looks  for- 
ward to  building  up  a  home  for  himself  and 
family,  who  wonld  think  of  going  to  settle  la 
tliat  part  of  the  country.  I  know  of  many 
farmers  as  intelligent  as  cac  be  fonnd  in 
any  part  of  Canada,  who  are  going  ap  there 
to-day  to  settle.  In  New  Ontario  we  have 
hundreds  of  millions  of  acres  of  land  Just 
as  habitable  as  any  portion  of  Ontario  or 
of  any  part  of  Canada.  We  kniyw  tliat  the 
Ontario  government  have  surveyed  those 
lands  and  are  building  a  railway  to  open 
them  up.  If  tbe  hon.  gentleman  bas  not  the 
reports  of  the  Ontario  government  l>efore 
him,  he  can  get  them  very  readily,  plans, 
maps  and  references.  It  is  said,  and  I  think 
truly  said,  that  you  will  find  even  better 
lands  in  Northern  Ontario  than  in  the  garden 
of  Ontario  the  western  peninsula.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  not  only  decried  the  land, 
he  Ignored  tbe  forests  of  pulp  wood.  Can- 
ada Is  known  all  over  tbe  world  as  bavii^ 
the  best  supply  of  pulp  woods  to  be  found 
anywhere,  and  this  railway  will  pass  tbrongli 
vast  regions  of  pulp  wood  forest,  now  inac- 
cessible. That  pulp  wood  is  a  commercial 
commodity  that  will  furnish  an  inexhaust- 
ible supply,  because  it  does  not  require  many 
years  to  re-grow  and  we  will  be  able  to  sup- 
ply paper  not  only  for  Canada  but  for  tbe 
United  States  and  Europe.  Are  we  to  regard 
the  construction  of  a  road  through  such  a 
country  as  a  waste  of  money  ?  In  New  Onta- 
rio there  are  farmers  who  have  been  settled 
on  their  lands  for  many  years,  who  are  pros- 
perous and  satistietl,  yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
comes  here,  and  for  the  sake  of  supportiug 
H  view  which  he  ent^talns  adverse  to  the 
urand  Trunk  Pacific,  says  that  that  part  of 
Canada  is  uninhabitable.  I  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Bail- 
way  would  be  glad  to  extend  its  line  into  this 
new  territory,  but  the  Ontario  government 
are  building  a  road  there  which  will  open 
up  the  country  for  colonization.  I  wish  we 
in  Canada  could  say  that  every  section  of  tbe 
country  was  as  good  as  New  Ontario.  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman,  to  a  certain 
extent,  that  the  prairie  lands  are  more  ac- 
cessible and  more  readily  settled  than  tiie 
timbered  lands  of  tbe  north.  But  the  bon. 
gentleman  says  there  are  muskegs  in  that 
Dorthem  country.    Is  that  a  proper  title  to 
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apply  to  lands  which  grow  a  very  valuable 
timber  ?  Going  all  through  that  new 
territory  from  Quebec  to  Manitoba  you  will 
find  as  good  laikl  as  any  one  would  desire  to 
locate. 

But  the  hon.  gentleman  says  it  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  geta  thla  road  the 
government  Is  to  build,  that  they  will  not 
ran  It  long  before  It  falls  back  Into  their 
hands.  The  agreement  distinctly  shows 
the  Grand  Trnnk  Pacific  are  desirous  of 
leasing  that  portion  of  the  road  as  soon 
as  it  can  be  constructed,  and,  as  soon 
as  any  portion  of  It  la  completed,  they  are 
ready  to  lease  and  operate  that  portion. 
That  being  eo,  la  there  any  reason  why  we 
ahoald  entertain  a  fear  that  the  road  will 
fall  Into  the  hands  of  the  government  ?  I 
feel  satisfied  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
will  be  ready,  as  soon  as  the  government  Is 
prepared  to  transfer  the  road  to  them,  to 
assnme  control  of  It  My  hon.  friend  con- 
tends that  local  traffic  Is  the  most  profitable 
traffic  for  any  railway,  and  he  contends  there 
will  be  no  local  traffic  on  this  road.  Those 
are  not  the  views  tiiat  he  entertained  when 
he  sapported  so  strongly  the  granting  of 
$30,000,000  with  all  the  exemptions  to  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  We  know  that 
as  soon  as  these  roads  are  built,  settlement 
will  take  place  and  the  local  traffic  will  grow. 
That  has  been  the  experience  of  the  Cana- 
dian Padflc  Railway.  Therefore,  his  argu- 
ment In  that  respect  did  not  amount  to  very 
mnch.  The  hon.  gentleman  also  said  that  If 
this  road  was  bnllt  from  Moncton  to  Win- 
nipeg, it  would  have  to  compete  with  other 
railways  during  the  winter,  and  In  sum- 
mer with  the  rail  and  lake  routes.  I  agree 
with  htm  there,  but  that  will  bring  freight 
rates  down,  and  St  John  and  Halifax  and 
other  eastern  cities  will  find  that  the  traffic 
of  ttie  west  will  be  brought  there  for  ship- 
ment to  Europe  at  a  low  figure.  His  state- 
ment only  shows  that  as  soon  as  you  get 
the  road  constructed  It  will  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  people.  It  is  not  being  bnllt 
lu  the  Interest  of  the  railway  company.  It 
Is  intended  more  as  a  colonization  road  to 
open  up  lands  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  for 
settlement.  It  would  look  to  me  as  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Westmoreland  Is  quite 
indifferent  to  the  benefits  which  might 
accme  to  the  country  by  the  construction  of 
this  railway,  as  long  as  we  can  prevent 
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competition  with  other  roads.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  dread  the  competition  of  this 
road  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 
No  doubt,  like  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  this  House,  he  would  be  very  favour- 
able to  the  success  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  bat  we  have  the  Interest  of  the 
country  at  hear^  and  we  mnst  be  pre- 
pared to  see  other  Interests  opposed  to  the 
project.  The  hon.  gentleman  laid  great 
stress  upon  the  possible  diversion  of  traffic 
to  Chicago  and  other  points  in  the  United 
States.  We  know  that  lu  that  respect  he 
could  not  be  as  sincere  as  he  pretended  to 
be.  When  the  CJonsorvatlve  government 
were  in  power  their  sins  were  many,  and 
one  of  them  was  In  purchasing  the  Rlvldre 
de  Loup  branch  from  the  Grand  Trunk 
RallWay  Company,  they  stipulated  that  the 
purchase  money  should  be  applied  to  the 
construction  of  a  road  to  run  Into  Chicago. 
Would  you  for  one  moment  suppose  that 
these  super-loyal  Conservatives  would  use 
the  money  of  the  people  of  Canada  to  get 
communication  Into  Chicago  and  to  United 
States  ports  ? 

I  hardly  would  have  beliered  it  but  know- 
ing it  to  be  true  I  am  forced  to  the  con- 
elusion  that  in  an  unguarded  moment,  in  a 
moment  of  weakness  to  which  Conser- 
vatives are  liable  occasionally,  they  yielded 
to  the  tempter  and  allowed  themselves  to 
be  led  away  and  gave  the  money  with  the 
nnderstandlng  that  it  should  he  applied  In 
the  manner  I  have  mentioned.  I  believe  it 
Is  in  the  interest  and  for  the  welfare  of  the 
people  of  Canada  that  tills  Northern  Trans- 
continental Railway  should  be  built,  and 
feeling  that  I  consider  it  my  bounden  duty 
to  see  that  view  is  carried  out  When  the 
loan  of  $30,000,000  was  made  to  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  we  know  how  it  waa 
obtained.  We  know  that  It  is  not  onusal  to 
have  strikes  occur  In  the  Conservative  party. 
The  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  will  re- 
member, no  doubt  with  sorrow,  that  later 
on  there  was  another  strike.  It  appears 
that  when  a  Conservative  is  very  anxious 
to  secure  anything  he  does  not  reason  out 
the  question,  but  goes  on  strike  to  secure 
it  As  a  New  Brunswlcker,  representing 
the  people  of  that  province  for  the  last 
twenty-four  or  twenty-five  years,  it  was 
the  bounden  duty  of  my  hon.  friend  to  do 
everything  in  hlg  power  to  promote  the 
interest  of  that  part  of  Canada  where  he 
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liTed.  Has  be  been  true  and  faithful  to  the 
trust  Imposed  In  him  when  he  was  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  OommoDs  ?  I  am 
afraid  If  bis  record  be  examined  into  it  will 
be  found  that  he  has  been  an  unfaithful 
servant,  and  that  he  la  no  longer  entitled  to 
the  confldence  of  the  people  of  New  Bruns- 
wick. Hon.  gentlemen  wtir  remember  the 
glowing  terms  In  ^ich  Sir  Oharles  Tapper, 
many  years  ago,  announced  the  policy  of 
building  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
from  ocean  to  ocean  ;  that  It  was  going  to 
bring  the  teeming  millions  of  Europe  to 
Inhabit  Canada.  Yon  remember  also  the 
glowing  terms  in  which  he  introduced  bis 
resolution  to  grant  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  $80,000,000  after  the  directors  of 
tiie  company  fonnd  themselTes  unable  to 
proceed  any  further  with  their  mterprise. 
It  is  true  that  the  people  of  Canada  advanced 
that  large  amount  of  cash  and  gave  them 
Immense  laud  grants— a  kingdom  from 
which  they  have  realized  a  large  amount  of 
money.  They  agreed  to  relieve  the  com- 
pany from  taxation  and  exempt  them  from 
the  duties  that  they  should  have  paid  on 
articles  they  imported  for  the  railway  from 
the  United  States,  so  auionB  were  they  to 
get  a  road  built  from  ocean  to  ocean  to  bind 
the  provinces  together  and  Improve  the  re- 
lations between  the  maritime  provinces  and 
the  other  provinces  of  the  Dominion,  so 
anxious  were  they  to  get  that  interprovln- 
clal  trade  which  we  all  feel  Is  in  the  In- 
terest of  the  Dominion  and  for  the  deve- 
lopment of  that  aentimait  which  every 
Canadian  ought  to  entertain  in  endeavouring 
to  make  his  country  a  land  worthy  of  the 
people  who  Inhabit  It  What  did  Sir  Charles 
Tupper  say  on  that  occasion  ?  I  have  no 
doubt  that  many  here  wilt  be  glad  to  hear 
again  the  words  of  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
8p(dten  twenty  years  ago : 

I  believe  the  Interests  ot  the  compao?  will 
Involve  the  necessity  of  their  eecuriag  direct 
and  complete  tbroush  communleatloD  with  the 
great  oceaa  ports  of  Canada. 

That  is  right;  we  all  agree  with  that— 
that  it  is  In  the  interests  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  to  be  In  direct  communi- 
cation with  all  the  ocean  ports  of  Canada, 
.not  the  ports  we  have  heard  of  from  my 
hon.  friend  opposite  (Hon.  Mr.  Wood)  of 
Chicago,  Buffalo,  and  other  ports  of  the 
United  States.  We  do  not  care  about  their 
ports.  We  have  as  good  porta  of  oar  own. 
Hon.  Mr.  WILSON. 


For  the  nmimer  eeason  at  the  harbour  ot 
Quebec  I  have  do  doubt  that  every  meuuro 
will  be  taken  that  can  be  taken  to  attain  tbit 
Important  object.  I  trust  that  by  the  shortest 
line  to  the  sea,  reacUng  ports  In  tlu  mari- 
time provinces  by  a  shorter  line  than  the  la- 
tercolontal  Railway  and  by  eoonecting  the 
links  which  have  been  shadowed  forth  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter  they  will  never  mt 
until  they  have  come,  not  only  to  the  harbour 
ot  Quebea  for  summer,  but  that,  looking  to  the 
vital  Importance  ot  having,  as  they  will  have, 
a  great  ocean  port  there  in  summer— the  vital 
Importance  of  havlag  a  Canadian  port  opened 
throughout  the  whole  year,  winter  as  well  ai 
summer— they  will  never  rest  until  they  havA 
established  a  route  of  communication  to  St. 
John. 

Did  my  h<m.  friend  whose  voice  we  heard 
the  other  day  wait  that  long  time  before 
they  got  to  the  open  port  of  St.  John.  He 
added  :  '  To  Halifax  to  St.  Andrews  and 
ultimately  to  Louisburg.'  When  did  they 
open  these  ports  ?  They  made  their  con- 
nection I  suppose  with  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  but  the  Intercolonial  Railway  could 
not  compete  with  a  road  which  was  shorter 
and  more  direct   He  said  further  : 

I  say,  Sir,  the  fact  that  when  they  hrn 
reached  the  harbour  of  Lonlsbuig,  tbey  win 
make  It  the  i  interest  ot  every  man  who  bss  a 
letter  to  send  or  who  wishes  hlmselt  to  pus 
In  the  shortest  period  of  time  from  London  to 
New  York  to  go  through  that  harbour,  will 
compel  the  company,  tn  the  Interest  of  this 
great  national  work,  not  to  rest  short  of  at- 
taining even  that  point  as  the  altlmate  object 
But  I  have  no  hesitation  la  saying  that  the 
distance  between  Montreal  and  Halifax  In  win- 
ter can  be  shortened  by  the  measures  that  are 
In  contemplation  as  to  give  every  reason  to 
believe  that  the  company  will  find  It  th«lr  hi* 
terest  until  Lonlstrarg  Is  reached,  to  make 
Halifax  at  all  tluiea— In  the  winter  at  any  rate 
—the  great  shipping  port  for  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway. 

Did  my,  bon.  friend  hear  those  words 
sonnding  In  his  ears  7  I  think  he  did  ?  If 
you  will  bear  with  me,  I  might  Inqnlre  a 
litUe  later  on  where  that  hon.  gentleman 
made  bla  great  speech  In  faroar  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  He  did  not  wait 
for  Information  in  reference  to  surveys  or 
anything  else.  He  was  willing  to  give  the 
$80,000,000  and  say  he  believed  it  becaose 
Sir  Charles  Tupper  told  Mm  that  he  would 
get  those  ports  opened  to  the  traffic  and  the 
grain  would  teem  down  from  the  great 
NorOiwest  over  this  road  to  the  sea.  HU 
tiiat  been  realised 

At  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 
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After  Bseeii. 

HoiL,  Ur.  WILSON  reBumed  his  speech. 
He  said :  When  the  House  rose  for  recess 
I  was  endesTonrlng  to  point  oat  that  it  was 
in  the  Interest  of  Canada,  that  this  National 
Transcontinental  Ballway  fathered  by  the 
Grand  Tnmc  Paciflc  Ballway  should  be  cons- 
tructed In  the  very  best  Interest  of  the  na- 
tion. In  attempting  to  doso,  I  have  to  repeat 
perhaps  some  of  the  remarks  I  made  on 
that  occasion,  bnt  whatever  I  might  say,  I 
think  that  hen.  gentlemen  opposite,  in  th«ilr 
remarks,  have  been  onable  to  show  that 
there  was  any  serious  objection  to  the 
agreement  that  is  now  before  us.  We  all 
feel  a  desire  that  we  ahonkl,  as  far  as  In 
■  M  IIM.  endeavour  to  do  what  will  be  for 
the  welfare  of  Canada.  I  could  not  help 
but  remark  when  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion was  replying  to  the  leader  of  the  House 
that  he  spoke  of  that  hon.  gentleman  being 
so  mild  and  so  graitle— I  do  not  suppose 
any  one  will  accuse  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position  of  ttiat-^that  he  could  hardly  con- 
celve  that  his  soul  was  in  the  meosnre  he 
was  proposing  to  this  House,  a  more  dis- 
passionate, calm,  argumentative  speech  per 
l»pa  has  never  been  made  In  the  Senate. 
It  was  full  of  Information  and  of  argument. 
He  placed  before  the  House  the  Informa- 
tion which  had  been  obtained,  and  the  argu- 
ments that  could  be  used  in  support  of  the 
measure,  and  If  that  was  not  showing  that 
Us  heart  was  In  the  Bill  nothing  could  have 
POMibly  done  so.  He  Is  an  old  politician, 
who  has  occupied  a  public  position  for  many 
years.  I  can  remember  him.  In  1871,  hold- 
ing a  prominent  position,  as  the  hon.  senator 
from  London  <Slr  John  CarlIng)  will  re- 
member, in  the  legislature  of  Ontario,  and 
from  that  time  down  to  the  present  day  1 
do  not  think  that  one  single  aspersion  can 
be  cost  upon  his  character,  or  bis  Integrity, 
and  his  desire  to  do  the  best  he  possibly 
can  for  his  country,  and  I  thought  It  was 
nnfair  on  the  part  of  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition to  Insinuate  that  he  was  not  sincere 
in  wishing  the  Bill  to  pass  this  House. 
Considering  everything,  the  Conservative 
party,  or  the  opposition  here  to-day,  are 
not  wuat  they  ought  to  be  if  we  consider 
their  course  In  the  past.  In  the  other  House, 
when  the  proposition  was  before  parlia- 
raent  to  grant  thirty  millions  to  the  Caun- 
aUn  Pacific  Railway,  did  the  Conservative 
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party  say  then  that  the  traffic  over  that 
line  would  be  profitable?  Their  doctrine 
then  was  that  the  Canadian  Pnciflc  Rail- 
way ought  to  be  built,  not  only  as  an  insti- 
tution of  the  country,  bnt  to  enable  settlers 
to  take  up  and  cultivate  the  lands  in  the 
Northwest.  I  have  no  hesitation  In  agree- 
ing with  the  hon.  member  from  Stadacona 
(Hon.  Mr.  Landry)  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Uailway  has  done  an  Immense  amount  of 
good  ;  that  the  project  was  wisely  conceived 
by  the  grand  old  Conservative  leader,  who, 
I  am  sure,  If  he  were  here  to-day,  would 
not  approve  of  the  course  the  Conservative 
party  is  taking  now,  unless  he  should  be, 
like  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  prepared 
to  cuange  his  political  opinions  with  regard 
to  government  ownership  of  railroads.  We 
know  that  that  grand  old  man  had  an  ex- 
perience of  many  years,  and  that  he  was 
strongly  opposed  to  government  ownership 
of  railways,  but  no  one  can  deny  that  he 
was  a  truly  loyal  Canadian.  To  use  his  own 
words,  he  was  bom  a  Britisher,  lived  a 
Canadian,  and  hoped  to  die  a  trne  Cana- 
dian loyal  to  the  empire.  . 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He 
never  said  he  was  born  In  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— He  said  he  was  born 
a  *  foreigner '. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— He  was  born  a  Bri- 
tlali  subject,  whether  In  Canada  or  In  the 
mother  country,  I  suppose  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  would  like  to  have  me  say 
he  was  a  foreigner.  I  cannot  do  so,  because 
he  was  not  a  foreigner  at  all.  He  was  born 
u  true  loyal  Briton,  and  remained  so  until 
the  end  of  his  days. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLEY— Hie  hon.  gentleman 
never  said  that  of  him  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  boo.  member 
can  speak  for  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLET— I  have  always  said 

It 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  am  not  SO  situated 
as  to  refuse  to  give  a  good  man  credit  for 
Ills  good  qualities,  or  to  condemn  a  bad  man 
for  bis  bad  deeds,  and  I  hope  my  hon.* 
friend  will  take  warning  and  act  In  tlie 
same  way  that  I  have  endeavoured  to  do. 

Hoo.  Mr.  PBBLEY— I  am  always  gener-, 
ous  towards  a  bad  man. 
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Hon.  Mr.  WIDSON— I  am  glad  to  hear 
tliore  lire  some  good  qualities  about  the 
lion,  member.  He  is  certainly  better  than 
I  supposed  he  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  should  like  to 
know  what  clause  of  the  Bill  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  dlBcuasing  V 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  lion,  member 
from  Westmoreland,  after  referring  to  tlio 
amount  of  money  that  had  to  be  expended 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and  the  In- 
creased cost  of  extending  the  road  to  Mont- 
renl,  stated  that  not  a  single  steamer  liiid 
itcon  loaded  with  grain  at  St.  John.  Wliy 
tliiit  ?  Did  we  not  hear  twenty  years  ago 
that  St.  John  was  to  be  made  a  prominent 
winter  port.  Hare  we  not  heard  even  since 
then,  when  an  application  was  made  for 
grants  to  roads  In  that  part  of  Canada,  that 
we  were  to  have  St.  John  one  of  the  leading 
ports  of  the  Dominion?  I  am  surprised  that 
those  who  come  from  New  Brunswick,  descen- 
dents  of  the  United  Empire  Loyalists,  have 
not  received  more  justice  from  the  Domin- 
ion. I  might  almost  say  they  were  driven 
into  confederatioh,  and  they  expected  that 
the  promises  made  to  them  wonid,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  be  fnlfllled.  Have  the  promises 
made  by  the  Conservative  party  been  ful- 
filled ?  Not  at  all.  It  Is  now  for  the  Re- 
form party,  which  has  always  been  des- 
cribed by  the  ConservatlveB  aa  the  disloyal 
party,  to  do  Justice  to  that  important  ele- 
ment of  the  population  of  the  Dominion. 
Do  boik  gentlemen  mean  to  say  they  should 
t>e  left  In  the  position  described  by  the  hon. 
member  for  Westmoreland — in  a  position 
where,  notwithstanding  the  promise  to  make 
St  John  the  winter  port  of  the  Dominion, 
not  a  Single  vessel  has  been  loaded  with 
grain  ?  Who  has  been  to  blame  ?  The  leader 
of  the  opposition  said  he  had  made  some  ar- 
tangemrata  whereby  St  John  wa>  to  re- 
ceive consideration  that  It  bad  not  received 
before.  He  claimed  credit  for  having  done 
more  for  St  John  than  any  other  premier 
In  Canada.  I  have  no  donbt  he  did,  for  he 
says  BO  ;  but  what  has  he  accomplished  after 
all,  wh«i  not  a  Blngle  grain  «teamw  tias 
,  been  loaded  at  that  port  ? 

I  wish  now  to  refer  to  the  75  per  cent 
g^uarantee  on  the  mountain  section  of  the 
Transcontinental  Railway.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Westmoreland  thought  that 
clause  an  unfair  one,  and  the  leader  of  the 
Hon.  Ifr.  PERLEY. 


opposition  stated  that  the  change  Involved 
a  higher  guarantee  than  had  prevloosly 
been  arranged.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
said  that  that  was  apparently  the  case,  bnf 
that  the  railway  company  had  to  expend 
26  per  cent  out  of  their  own  pockets,  and 
that  If  the  bonds  were  guaranteed,  to  the 
extent  of  75  per  cent,  with  the  Investment 
made  by  the  railway  company,  it  would  be 
safe  security.  If,  for  Instance,  some  one 
came  to  you  to  borrow  ?500  on  a  mortgage, 
and  said  '  I  Intend  to  use  that  money  to  In- 
crease the  value  of  my  property,  and  I 
will  spend  25  i>er  cent  of  my  money  is 
addition,  would  it  not  be  considered  by  the 
money-lender  a  safe  investment  ?  There- 
fore the  hon.  member  who  conveyed  the  im- 
)  presslon  that  the  railway  company  might 
increase  their  iasne  of  bonds,  thereby  di- 
miuisblng  their  value.  Is  not  jastified  In  bis 
criticism.  The  hon.  gentleman  knows  full 
well  what  a  construction  company  means. 
He  knows  full  well,  aa  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  knows  what  a  construction 
company  means.  He  knows  from  the  record 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  what  a  cons- 
truction company  means,  Investing  in  stocka 
bonds  and  things  of  that  kind.  Yet  the  gov- 
ernment will  control  the  amount  of  bonds 
issued  by  the  railway  company.  The  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  shakes  his  bead. 
I  read  the  statement  of  the  Minister  of 
Finance— and  I  believed  it  and  I  am  wUllog 
to  accept  it  and  that  It  will  be  foithfoUy  and 
truly  caiTled  out.  Then  again,  reasons  were 
advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman  why  he 
and  this  House  should  not  endorse  the  reso- 
lution or  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  be- 
cause the  power  the  government  had  to 
foreclose  the  mortgage  was  released  by  an 
extension  of  time.  Is  there  any  objection 
to  extension  of  time  as  proposed  by  that 
resolution  ?  Is  there  any  reason  to  fear 
that  after  the  company  has  leased  the  road 
for  a  length  of  time  and  hare  failed  to  meet 
their  obligations,  that  the  government  are 
going  to  forclose  the  road  ?  Is  that  the  rale 
generally  carried  out  ?  Is  that  the  practice 
that  we  have  found  hitherto  In  connection 
with  rniiroads  ?  Such  Is  not  the  case,  when 
we  know  that  the  road  was  built  for  a  por 
pose.  We  know  that  that  road  was  boilt 
In  the  Interest  of  the  country,  and  the  conn- 
try  can  afford  to  invest  a  certain  amount 
and  delay  getting  our  payments  back  for  i 
while  on  account  of  the  good  it  Is  dolos 
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In  the  interesta  of  the  people  of  Canada. 
Thwefore,  I  sboold  say  that  objection  Is  a 
frivoloaa  one.  I  do  not  mean  that  It  has 
not  a  certain  amount  of  force,  and  that  It 
may  loflnence  to  a  certain  extent  many 
bOD.  membera  of  this  House,  but  tf  they 
wlU  carefully  look  back  to  hj-souB  daya, 
vtaen  roads  were  built  for  the  purpose  of 
colonizlug  the  country  and  advancing  the 
welfare  of  the  people,  they  certainly  cannot 
expect  that  a  different  policy  will  be  pur- 
sued in  this  case.  Then  the  bon.  gentleman 
referred  to  the  expense  of  operating  the 
road,  and  made  a  point  that  in  the  winter 
time  it  would  cost  very  much  more  than 
it  would  in  summer,  and  thereby  the  rail- 
road tnufflc  could  not  be  made  profitable  lu 
competitlou  with  other  routes.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that  in  the  winter  season  the 
railroads  most  keep  their  tra<;ks  open,  and 
therefore  may  just  as  well,  if  they  have  to 
retain  their  men  and  keep  the  roads  in  run- 
ning order,  carry  freight  in  the  winter, 
•ren  If  they  do  not  make  as  great  a  profit  on 
it  u  they  will  in  the  summer.  But  for  the 
like  of  keying  the  road  open  they  will 
continue  to  do  so.  I  want  to  say  one  word 
mere  about  the  road  from  Quebec  tbrougb  to 
Winnipeg.  I  would  not  bare  it  known  that 
in  the  Senate  of  Canada  that  bon.  members 
would  be  guilty  of  making  any  remarks 
disparaging  the  capabilities  and  welfare 
of  Xew  Ontario.  I  am  a  resident  of  Ontario. 
I  brieve  In  the  capabilities  of  Ontario.  I 
beUere  that  it  yon  construct  a  aorthem  road 
from  Quebec  to  13d»  New  Ontario,  you  re- 
move, to  a  great  extent,  what  Iras  been  com- 
plained of  that  Canada  is  a  mere  fringe 
of  settlement  along  the  United  States  border. 
We  must  broaden  ourselves.  We  must  ex- 
tend our  settlement  to  the  north  as  well  as 
east  and  west.  Instead  of  being  a  stretch  of 
territory  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific 
with  only  a  narrow  belt  along  the  border 
settled,  we  must  extend  our  settiement  north 
u  well,  and  build  up  the  country,  so  that 
people  cannot  say  that  country  is  but  a 
mere  fringe  wltb  no  depth  to  it.  I,  there- 
fore, strongly  protest  against  that  expression 
being  used  by  an  faon.  member.  Is  there 
anything  in  New  Ontario  by  which  that  por- 
tion of  Canada  can  be  made  useful,  produc- 
tlre  and  prosperous  ?  We  have  heard  bon. 
gentlemen  saying  that  it  Is  a  country  char- 
acterized by  stunted  pine,  muskegs  and 
lakes ;  but  are  there  no  minerals,  are  there 


not  fish,  are  there  not  InezhaustiUe  store < 
of  raw  material  of  various  kinds,  and  will 
they  not  prove  to  be  an  Inducement  for  the 
settlement  of  those  sections  of  country  7 
I  believe  that  in  less  than  tea  years  we 
will  find  New  Ontario  where  Oils  Trans- 
continental  Hallway  Is  going  to  run  teeming 
with  almost  millions  of  people,  prosperous, 
thriving  and  happy.  I  anticipate  that  such 
will  be  the  case,  and  I  hope  that  the  Senate 
will  be  able  to  convince  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Westmoreland  that  bis  ideas  of  New 
Ontario  are  fallacious.  I  will  crave  the 
Indulgence-  of  the  House  while  I  attempt 
to  show  that  my  hon.  friend  from  West- 
moreland had  not  the  same  Idea  a  few  years 
ago  In  reference  to  many  things  that  he 
has  to-day.  We  turn  to  *  Hansard,'  of  Febru- 
ary 19,  1884,  and  my  hon.  friend  will  find 
that  bis  name  figures  there  as  Mr.  Wood 
of  Westmoreland,  and  he  Is  reported  as 
having  made  these  remarks  that  I  am  about 
to  quote. 

Hon.  Mr.  liANDBT— Dispense. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— If  any  hon.  gentle- 
man doubts  the  correctness  of  the  report  all 
they  have  to  do  is  to  send  across  the  floor 
of  the  House  and  I  will  let  them  have  the 
copy  of  '  Hansard.*  This  was  upon  a  grant 
of  «S0,000,000  to  the  Canadian  Padflc  BaU- 
way  upon  the  resolution  moved  by  Six 
Charles  Tupper,  when  he  stated  that  they 
Intended  to  construct  the  road  through  to 
St  John  and  HaUfax 

The  company  1b  relieved  of  none  of  the  re- 
sponsibilities which  It  th«D  assnmed.  It  ai- 
sumes  the  addttioiial  responslbilltr  of  eogag- 
iDg  to  effect  the  completion  of  this  important 

work.  , 

They  were  allowed  a  certain  length  of  time 
in  which  to  complete  the  road.  They  came 
to  parliament  and  asked  them  to  lend  the 
company  this  $30,000,000.  The  government 
on  that  occasion  said  :  '  What  security  have 
have  yon  to  give  us  for  the  $30,000,000  ?* 
They  replied  that  they  would  give  about 
21,000,000  acres  of  lands,  and  what  lands 
were  these  ?  Lands  that  they  had  bought  ? 
Lands  for  which  they  had  paid  something  ? 
No,  they  were  the  lands  that  the  govern- 
ment had  given  to  the  company  for  the  pur- 
pose of  constructing  the  road,  and  the  gov- 
ernment not  only  gave  them  the  laud,  but 
the  government  paid  them  $25,000,000  In 
cash  on  account  of  the  construction  of  the 
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road.  They  came  to  as  with  wbat  t  It  la 
aa  if  I  went  to  some  hon.  gentleman  after 
he  gave  me  a  certain  article,  and  saying 
to  him  '  I  want  to  raise  a  loan  of  50  cents 
upon  this  article.*  .  Was  that  a  reasonable 
advance  for  gOTernment  to  have  made  at 
that  time  unless  they  had  some  justlflcatlan 
for  It  ?  Now  we  come  to  what  my  hon. 
friend  said  on  that  occasion : 

The  fact,  BIr,  tbat  th«  amount  of  aid  aiked 
from  the  coTemmepit  o<  thli  country  vm  but 
a  small  proportion  of  the  amount  rsqulrsd  tm 
that  eotfirpriBo,  and  that  the  companr  vere 
wUUds  to  Invest  larselj  of  their  own  capital 
In  that  scheme,  was  a  itrong  proof  of  Uietr 
confldence  in  its  succeu.  X  am  not  aware  tliat 
tlifl  statements  which  were  made  at  that  time 
have  sfaice  been  eontradlotad. 

Further  on.  be  says : 

It  has  been  said  that  it  mar  he  tinwlee  to 
connect  our  railwaya  with  the  rallwar  syatem 
of  the  en^at  Republic  to  the  soutb  of  ub.  I, 
Sir.  for  one  do  not  apprehend  mucb  danger 
from  that  quarter  ;  for  I  feel,  with  the  facts 
to  which  I  have  referred  before  us,  that  tt  will 
yet  be  found  that  we  have  in  this  Dominion, 
not  only  those  vast  fertile  plains  which  are 
capable  of  affording  a  profltabls  trafflo  to  more 
than  one  great  line — 

Mark  you  more  than  one  great  line  of 
railway.  What  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
mean  ?  Did  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  then 
that  the  Dominion  of  Canada  would  assist 
any  railway  company  that  would  build  an- 
other line  through  to  the  great  Northwest  ? 
Had  he  prophetic  vision  then  f  The  policy 
was  brought  in  by  his  own  political  party. 
To-day  that  Tlslon  is  blinded  by  the  bands 
of  those  with  whom  he  is  not  in  full  accord- 
He  says  : 

— affording  a  profitable  traffic  to  more  than  one 
great  line  oC  traffic,  but  that  we  have  Is  our 
seaports  upon  the  Atlantic  coast  advantages 
which  will  yet  attract  within  our  herders  the 
mall  and  passenger  service,  as  well  as  a  fair 
share  of  the  freight  trafflo  of  this  great  con- 
tinent. 

And  yet  he  comes  here  and  tells  us  to-day 
that  not  one  steamer  has  been  loaded  with 
freight  or  grain  In  winter  at  the  Fort  of 
St  John. 

Hon.  Mr,  WOOD— I  beg  your  pardon. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON-I  thought  the  hon. 
gentleman  said  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— The  hon.  gentleman  en- 
tirely misunderstood  me.    I  said  there  had 
not  been  sufficient  grain  carried  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  to  load  a  vessel. 
Hon.  Mr.  WILSON. 


Hon.  Mr.  WII.SON— To  flie  gOTwnment 
elevatw^not  one  load. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man still  say,  there  has  not  been  on?  load 
of  grain  shipped  from  the  elevator  ther^ 
that  St.  John  does  not  amount  to  anythhig 
more  than  that  ?  If  those  are  the  hon. 
gentleman's  views,  I  am  not  here  to  quarrd 
with  them. 

Hoa  Mr.  WOOD— The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  nndentand  me  jet  I  said  the 
export  trade  bad  ln<!rea8ed  in  St  John.  I 
endorse  what  my  hon.  friend  said.  There 
had  been  a  satisfactory  increase  in  the  trade 
of  the  port  of  St  John,  but  It  was  all  due 
to  the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  and  the  extension  of  their  system 
to  St  John.  But  that  nothing  came  over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  - 

Hon.  Mr.  WlbSON— Very  well.  That  Is 
why  I  want  on  the  present  occasion  to  do 
away  with  traffic  ovor  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  to  a  certain  extent,  and  to  ftfer 
him  a  better  line  to  go  down  to  the  Port  of 
St.  John  and  Halifax.  We  know  that  tm 
account  of  the  greater  distance  on  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  they  cannot  carry  the 
freight  as  readily  there,  and  more  than  that. 
It  was  kuown  by  the  Conservative  par^- 
Do  we  not  know  that  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  said  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  the  Minister  of  Railways  said 
that  we  had  a  short  line  of  road  running 
where  ?  Would  you  believe  It  ?  Throu^ 
the  state  of  Maine  to  give  competition  wltb 
the  traffic  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  and 
yet  we  are  told  by  hon.  gentlemen  that  not 
a  pouud  of  freight  comes  over  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  to  St.  John,  and  why  I 
Because  they  offered  facilities  and  held  ont 
Inducements  to  build  a  competitive  road  and 
paid  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  large 
subsidies  out  of  the  Dominion  treasury  f<ff 
the  sake  of  building  a  road  through  Am^- 
can  territory,  and  shutting  oflr  traffic  that 
would  otherwise  have  come  to  our  own 
ports.  In  the  face  of  these  facts  we  hear 
the  cry  '  You  are  trying  to  starve  the  Inter- 
colonial and  take  the  traffic  from  that  road 
thus  destroying  it*  Who  did  that?  The 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  was  in  the 
House  at  the  time  the  short  line  was  built 
It  ill-becomes  those  who  have  been  in  charge 
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of  tbe  affairs  of  the  Dominion  In  the  past 
to  cbarge  our  friends,  tlie  present  gOTem- 
ment  with  not  doing  what  they  onght  to 
do  in  tbe  interests  of  the  Dominion.  My 
hoD.  friend  was  not  so  very  careful  In  the 
matter  of  granting  concessions  In  bis  time. 
At  that  time  be  said  It  was  our  duty,  on 
an  occasion  like  this,  to  try  to  build  up  In 
this  Dominion  a  large  and  lowing  popnla- 
tion,  of  prosperous  and  contented  pet^le 
that  we  might  be  the  envy  of  our  friends 
across  the  border.  Are  we  In  any  way  In- 
debted to  them  for  such  a  result  ?  Is  there 
any  reason  why  our  iwrts  at  St  John  and 
other  places  are  not  as  feasible  and  Just  as 
good  In  the  matter  of  accommodation  aa  will 
be  found  anywhere  ?  I  repeat  tbat  the 
p«q>le  coming,  from  down  by  the  sea  are 
the  best  citizens  we  hare  in  this  country. 
We  feel  tbat  they  are  brotbera,  and  if  we 
are  willing  to  sacnflce  a  little  In  the  in- 
terests of  our  brothers,  we  onght  to  feel 
that  those  people  are  entitled  to  It.  They 
were,  perhaps,  to  a  certain  extent  forced 
into  tbe  union  against  their  will,  and  a  feel- 
ing of  hostility  bad  been  engendered  in  tbelr 
breasts,  and  we  should  deal  Justly  and  liber- 
ally with  them.  It  will  conduce  to  tbe  pros- 
ptrlty  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  if  every 
portion  of  this  extensive  country  shall  be 
united  not  only  by  railroads  but  In  sympa- 
thy,  kindness  and  generosity,  and  I  hope  the 
day  may  never  come  when  It  will  not  be  the 
aim  of  every  Individual  to  strive  to  the  ut- 
most of  his  ability  to  foster  trade  relations 
between  the  various  provinces  of  tbe  Do- 
minion. If  we  do  what  we  can  to  promote 
the  prosperity  and  contentment  of  the  peo- 
ple we  have  a  grand  country  with  a  great 
future  before  us.  Nature  has  done  much. 
Providence  has  handed  down  to  us  one  of 
the  Quest  Inheritances  tbat  possibly  could 
be  bequeathed  to  any  nation.  From  one 
end  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  to  tbe  other 
we  find  everytbing  calculated  to  malcc  the 
people  happy  and  prosperous,  and  tbe  glori- 
008  news  has  gone  abroad  tbat  Canada  is 
pro^erlng.  On  that  account  Immigration 
Into  all  parts  of  the  country  Is  rapidly  In- 
creasing. I  am  not  claiming  tbat  all  this 
prosperity  Is  due  to  the  party  in  power.  But 
I  say  that  they  have  contributed  much  to 
tbe  welfare  and  prosperity  of  the  Dominion. 
When  we  see  our  able  and  efficient  leaders  In 
thte  chamber  and  in  the  other  House  devot- 
ing tb^  time  and  abili^  in  the  endeavour 


to  unite  the  people  and  make ,  them  pros- 
perous, ore  we  true  to  our  country  and 
to  tbe  Instincts  of  tbe  people  If  we  do 
not  unite  one  and  all  of  us  to  do  what 
we  can  to  promote  the  prosperity  of  Canada. 
I  shall  vote  In  favour  of  the  second  reading 
of  tbe  BUL  I  am  not  in  favour  of  govern- 
ment ownersUp  of  railways,  altiiougb  I 
would  be  better  satisfled  tbat  tbe  present 
govemmeat  rather  than  a  future  should 
own  tbe  road.  However,  I  do  not  expect 
to  live  long  enough  to  see  tbe  party  of  hon. 
geiuiemen  opposite  come  Into  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.O.)— When 
tbe  boa.  gentleman,  who  lias  Just  finished 
his  rpeecb,  commenced  his  oration,  he  said 
he  was  to  address  himself  to  the  question 
frei-  from  party  spirit,  giving  us  the  Im- 
pression, we  had  a  veritable  baa  lamb  meek 
and  mild  ;  but,  as  the  boa  gentleman  pro* 
ceeded,  I  found  it  difficult  to  decide  whe- 
ther he  was  a  wolf  in  sheep's  clothing  or 
a  Cliinaman  with  a  lai^e  bundle  of  dirty 
clothes  to  wash.  I  iiope  be  will  bleach  and 
starch  the  things  well,  and  get  paid  for 
tbem  when  be  carries  them  home.  What 
can  be  the  use  of  bringing  In  the  Irrelevant 
matter  of  the  bon.  gentleman's  views  on  a 
question  twenty  years  ago,  that  If  a  man 
lield  an  opinion  on  public  matters  for  twenty 
years,  be  is  not,  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
as  things  are  at  this  day.  Is  that  a  sound 
argument  ?  Is  my  hou.  friend  a  Mede  or 
Persian,  whose  opinion  alteretb  not.  Has 
the  hon.  gentleman  changed  his  opinion  in 
twenty  years  ?  If  not,  he  must  be  an  Elgin 
marble — without  sight,  hearing  or  sense. 
But  the  Uoiv  gentleman,  although  from 
Elgin,  is  not  an  Elgin  marble.  He  Uveal 
moves  and  has  a  being.  I  shall,  therefore, 
ask  him  what  was  his  attitude  towards 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  In  1874  to 
1S78  ?  Was  he  friendly  to  tbe  scheme  or 
unfriendly  ?  I  know  be  will  give  an  honest 
answer. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— That  was  thirty 

years  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.O.)— The  bon. 
gentleman  was  arguing  from  opinions  ex- 
pressed twenty  years  back.  ■ 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— What  was  the  ques- 
tion. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.— From 
1874  up  to  tbe  time  the  contract  was  let  for 
the  construction  of  the  Canadian  Paclflc 
Itailway  was  be  friendly  or  hostile  to  Its 
coiiatmctlon  ? 

Hon,  Ur.  WILSON — I  was  not  a  membei 
of  the  House  of  Commons  In  1874,  and  1 
never  opposed  the  construction  of  a  road  to 
the  Northwest.  I  always  believed  that  we 
ou^rht  to  have  a  road,  In  the  same  way  as  I 
am  In  favour  of  the  pec^le  of  St.  John,  Halt- 
fax  and  Lunenburg  having  fair  treatment. 
Those  are  tbe  views  I  have  always  enter- 
tained. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The  hou. 
gentleman  was  opposed  to  the  Canadian 
rnclftc  Railway  at  that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — No,  I  supported  the 
Mackenzie  government,  and  be  was  In  fa- 
vour of  the  construction  of  the  road.  I  hope 
the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  intend  to  mis- 
represent me. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL]>-Thc 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  never  Intend- 
ed to  be  run  through  Lunenburg. 

Hou.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Every 
member  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  party  in 
parliament  and  out  of  It  was  strongly  op- 
posed to  the  building  of  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — No ;  the  bon.  geu- 
tlemati  was  asleep  at  that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.O.>-Then  we 
bare  an  enlarged  number  of  public  men  and 
men  in  private  life,  who  have  changed  tbeli 
minds.  The  Lll>eral  party  of  Canada,  to  a 
man,  were  opposed  to  keeping  tbe  compact 
With  British  Columbia  to  construct  a  trans 
continental  railway,  and  if  that  party  had 
had  its  way  a  blot  would  have  been  placed 
on  tbe  fair  name  of  Canada  by  breaking  the 
contract  with  British  Columbia ;  but  Pro 
Tidence  be  thanked,  a  government  came  into 
power  imbued  with  honest  principles,  who 
looked  upon  the  keeping  of. a  contract  as 
sacred,  and  tbe  Conservative  party  built 
that  road— saved  the  honour  of  the  country 
so  shattered  by  the  Liberal  party— made  the 
country. 

Tbe  object  of  tbe  Canadian  Paclflc  Railway 
was  not  to  open  the  Northwest  so  much  as 
to  keep  faith  with  Britl^  Columbia.  The 
government  of  this  country  entered  into  a 
contract  with  British  Columbia  to  have  rall- 
Hon.  Mr.  WILSON. 


way  connection  witb  that  province,  and  If  It 
bad  been  left  to  the  Liberal  party  to  carrj 
out  that  contract,  it  never  would  have  beeo 
completed  to  this  day,  and  If  it  had  not 
been  completed,  where  would  the  Northwest 
be  to-day  ?  Where  would  be  the  teemlns 
quantities  of  grain  and  cattle  and  horses 
exported  from  there,  and  the  thousands  of 
emigrants  coming  into  this  country  ?  Thej 
could  not  have  gobe  In  and  the  crops  could 
not  hare  been  raised.  There  would  have 
been  no  oue  to  raise  them  If  It  had  not  been 
that  the  Conservative  party,  with  a  deep 
sense  of  honour  and  integrity,  looked  upon 
the  compact  with  British  Columbia  as  a 
sacred  thing  and  carried  out  that  compact, 
and  to-day  we  have  the  vindication  of  the 
policy  of  the  Conservative  government  in 
the  construction  of  tbe  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  to  a  marvellous  degree  of  success. 

They  made  the  country,  expanded  our  com- 
merce from  Hong-Kong  to  England,  and  over 
this  continent.  That  Is  what  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen opposite  have  been  contendini 
against  If  they  had  had  their  way,  the 
Northwest  would  have  been  a  wilderness, 
Inhabited  by  the  wolf  and  the  muA-rat  I 
am  not  going  to  express  an  opinion  of  th« 
country  from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec,  whe- 
ther it  Is  good  or  bad ;  very  little  Is 
known  about  It  I  will  not  go  Into 
the  flgures  as  to  the  mileage  or  anything  of 
that  kind.  All  I  claim  is  that  tbe  road  has 
not  been  asked  for  by  the  country.  It  has 
been  poshed  on  by  the  Grand  Tmnk  Rail- 
way and  the  premier  of  this  government, 
who  has  taken  the  whole  responsibility  oa 
bis  own  shoulders.  When  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  rose  to  move  an  amended  Bill  to  tbe 
Act  of  last  year,  I  could  not  believe  my  eyes. 
I  thought  he  must  be  joking,  or  bave  the 
nightmare.  Could  it  be  a  fact  that  a  com- 
plete surrender  has  been  made  of  the  con- 
tract entered  into  last  year  ?  Could  it  be 
possible  that  a  Bill  framed  by  a  master  In 
the  art  of  making  contracts,  and  who  has 
taken  the  whole  responsibility  of  It  on  his 
own  shoulders,  had  broken  down  of  its  own 
weight  soon  after  It  was  completed  ?  I 
might  use  this  metaphor  ;  did  not  tbe  master 
potter  take  this  unshapen  lump  of  clay  to 
fashion  It  after  his  own  mind,  and  brush  to 
one  side  all  the  little  potters,  saying  this 
will  be  my  creation.  So  he  fashioned 
it  poiHsbed  It  on  this  side  and  on  that  side, 
and  thought  be  was  making  a  perfect  image 
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to  stand  for  ages — gave  it  eyes  that  could 
Dot  see,  ears  that  could  not  bear,  legs  of 
clay  he  gave  it  to  stand  with  a  foot  on  the 
Atlantic  and  a  foot  on  the  Pacific— to  span 
the  eonttnent,  like  the  colossus  at  Rhodes, 
and  the  decree  went  forth  to  all  Liberals  to 
fall  down  and  worahlp  the  beast  Power 
was  given  to  tbiB  beast  to  torment  Conserva- 
tives for  twelve  months.  While  the  master 
potter  was  still  fall  of  admiration  of  his 
own  creation,  the  legs  of  clay  gave  way  and 
down  came  the  beast  on  Its  face  In  the  dnst. 
Hence  tbe  patchwork  now  before  the  House. 
I  say  that  contract  is  a  breach  of  promise; 
It  onght  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Divorce 
Committee.  If  tbe  contract  to  broken  this 
year,  look  out  for  next  year.  Tbe  gentle- 
men behind  this  enterprise  have  found  &  soft 
place,  and  they  know  how  to  get  more  out  of 
the  country.  The  company,  aided  by  the 
boQ.  gentleman  from  Toronto  (Mr.Cox),  has 
only  to  press  tbe  electric  button  and  tbe  pre- 
mier will  dance  like  the  aurora  borealls  on 
a  frosty  nigbt,  and  scatter  tbe  money  of  the 
country  with  liberal  profusion.  When  they 
want  anything  they  are  sure  to  get  it.  They 
did  not  ask  for  this  railway;  they  asked  for 
a  much  smaller  thing,  but  the  premier  said, 
'  No.  we  will  give  you  something  greater;  we 
will  build  two  thousand  miles  of  railway  and 
give  It  to  you  for  ten  or  twelve  years,  and 
we  will  guarantee  your  bonds  for  the  cons- 
tructlon  of  the  western  section  to  tbe  extent 
of  three-fonrths  of  tbe  cost  of  construction. 
There  will  be  no  limit  to  the  cost  of  cons- 
tmctmg  that  Rocky  Mountain  section.  We 
will  pay  the  Interest,  if  you  cannot  meet  it, 
because  we  are  at  the  bottom  of  the  wbole 
tblQg.  We  will  relax  the  conditions  of  the 
five  miuion  deposit,  so  you  can  use  it  al- 
most Immediately.  My  reputation  is  at 
stake,'  says  the  premier.  I  have  the  people 
at  my  back  and  they  will  do  Just  what  I  tell 
them.'  It  Is  extraordinary,  how  people  blind 
themselves,  bow  this  project  can  be  made  a 
party  question,  and  that  people  can  be  led 
to  say  that  it*l9  Just  the  Idling,  though  in 
tbelr  hearts  they  may  not  believe  in  It  at  all. 
My  Impression  Is  that  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  and  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght  are  as 
strongly  opposed  to  this  schrane  as  any  two 
men  in  the  country,  if  they  would  only  give 
their  unbiassed  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.O.)-If 
they  are  not,  why  did  they  oppose 
the  carrying  out  of  the  contract  with  British 
Columbia  ?  They  opposed  it  as  long  as  they 
could. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  they  did  not  Who 
commenced  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  ? 
It  was  the  Mackenzie  administration.  They 
were  prosecuting  tbe  work  during  the  five 
years  they  were  In  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  know 
they  had  some  sort  of  a  scheme  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTx— They  were  building  the 
road  west  from  Wlnnip^  when  it  was  taken 
over  in  1879. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-I  am 
aware  of  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
road  ?  The  hon.  gentleman  means  the  road 
from  Minnesota  to  Winnipeg. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know  what  I  am  talk- 
ing about 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-^The 
hon.  gentleman  to  mtotaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  was  a  member  of  tbe 
government  at  that  time,  and  1  know  w« 
spent  about  twelve  millions  on  the  railway, 
at  all  events. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.>-The 
project  was  forced  upon  tlie  Mackenzie 
government  against  their  grain,  and  If 
they  had  not  been"  afraid  that  British 
Colnmbto  would  leave  the  union,  It  would 
not  have  been  carried  through.  This  govern- 
ment will  be  famous  In  btotory  for  Us  in- 
famous contracts.  Let  us  review  briefly 
some  of  the  more  Important  contracts  en- 
tered into,  and  concessions  made  by  the 
present  government  sbowUng  how  some 
mintoters  disregard  the  interests  of  the 
country.  Take  the  StlkiDe-TeBlln  Nar- 
row Gauge  Hallway,  a  contract  under  which 
3,700,000  acres  of  tbe  cream  of  the  Yukon 
gold  region  was  to  be  given  to  a  company— 
for  what?  Really  for  nothing.  Access  to 
that  proposed  railway  had  to  be  through 
thirty  miles  of  United  States  waters,  by  a 
river,  part  of  which  is  frosen  for  Ave 
months  in  tbe  year,  bairlng  access  to  the 
raUway  for  that  period.  "Xh&t  railway  was 
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to  end  la  Teslin  Lake,  which  la  ftocen 
orer  tor  six  montiu  ot  the  year,  and  the 
termlnaa  was  to  be  alx  hundred  mllea  from 
Dawson. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— What  clause  of  the 
Bill  la  the  hon.  gentleman  discussing? 

Hod.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  am 
showing  that  the  government  Is  not 
to  be  trusted  to  make  a  contract  In  the 
Interests  of  the  country.  That  Is  one  of 
their  contracts  which  was  made,  not  In 
tlie  interests  of  the  country,  but  in  the 
Interest  of  a  company.  Then  we  come  to 
the  purchase  of  the  Dmmmond  County  Rail- 
way. We  all  know  the  fight  we  had  In  this 
Hoose  OTor  (that  scAieme,  and  how  the 
Senate  saved  a  million  dolUus  to  the  coun* 
try.  Then  comes  the  Treadgold  conces- 
sion, under  which  miles  of  the  Yukon  water 
courses  are  handed  over  to  a  company  for  a 
nominal  consideration,  much  to  the  Injury 
of  small  companies  and  Individual  miners  In 
subjecting  them  to  exorbitant  water  rates. 
The  Treadgold  Company  was  allowed, 
under  Its  concession,  to  cba^  one  dollar 
per  hour  for  a  miner's  Inch  of  water. 
The  whole  scheme  was  challenged  In  this 
House,  and  more  particularly  the  clause 
establishing  an  excessive  water  rate,  re- 
sulting In  a  reduction  to  twenty-flve  cents, 
which  show  how  unsound  and  one-sided 
the  concession  was.  It  gave  to  this  com- 
pany the  monopoly  of  water,  a  necessity, 
without  which  miners  cannot  live  or  carry 
on  their  work.  Tben  comes  the  leasing  of 
miles  of  rivers  In  the  Yukon  district  to  the 
members  and  relations  of  one  family— I 
think  about  twelve  miles,  to  people  all  bear- 
ing the  same  name.  That  could  not  have 
been  done  In  the  interest  of  the  country. 
It  was  due  to  political  exigency.  And  now 
comes  a  more  overwhelming  concession,  and 
one-sided  contract  on  which  no  sane  or  busi- 
ness man  would  enter  with  his  own  money, 
though  he  might  be  reckless  enough  to 
risk  the  property  and  money  of  others  as  Is 
being  done  in  this  case.  I  do  not  oppose 
this  Bill  from  party  feeling.  If  a  Conserva- 
tive government  should  Introduce  such  a 
Bill,  I  would  do  as  I  am  doing  now,  en- 
deavour to  expose  the  fallacy  of  It.  and 
show  what  a  bad  bargain  was  made.  1 
should  like  to  think  that  the  commerce  of 
Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAXJ)  (B.a) 


tho  country  required  this  road,  that  all  tbs 
habitable  lands  ot  the  Domlolon  to  which 
access  can  be  had  are  occupied,  and  that  the 
time  had  come  to  open  up  more  laud  for 
settlement  but  none  of  these  condltioni 
preralL  Who  has  asked  for  this  grand 
costly  railway?  Not  the  Grand  Tronk  Bait 
way.  The  general  public  did  not  ask  by 
petition  or  In  pubUe  meethwi  tor  this  rail- 
way. The  provincial  govomments  and  maul- 
cIpailtieB  who  are  in  close  contact  with  tbe 
people,  did  not  ask  for  the  railway.  Tlie 
Boards  of  Trade  of  our  largest  commerdil 
centres,  who  understand  tbe  position  and 
needs  of  transportation,  did  not  aA  tor  tbii 
railway  when  they  were  before  the  Trans> 
portatlon  Commission. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEIMPLBMAN- Does  BritUh 
Columbia  ask  for  it? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  TBMPLBMAN— Does  British 
Columbia  want  it? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-^ere  an 
men  In  all  purts  vt  the  county  who  would 
like  to  see  a  large  expenditure  of  public 

money.  They  say  It  does  not  cost  them 
anything  individually,  so  let  It  go  on.  I 
know  there  are  many  In  Victoria  and  all 
over  the  country  who  think  just  that  way. 
Seeing  this  railway  was  not  asked  for  by 
the  commerce  of  the  country  nor  by  the 
people  in  meeting  assembled,  we  have  two 
factors  In  the  case,  and  what  are  th^,  as 
the  basis  ot  the  scheme  ?  First  we  have 
tbe  Jealousy  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  the  unrivalled  prosperity  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  second, 
we  have  the  vanity  of  the  premier  of  the 
Dominion.  He  wanted  to  make  a  name  for 
himself,  and  carry  out  the  affair  single- 
banded.  These  two  factors  are  the  whole 
thing.  As  you  know,  the  company  aslced 
aid  for  a  railway'  from  North  Bay  to  the 
Northwest,  or  perhaps  to  the  coast  They 
asked  for  $G.500  per  mile,  and  5,000  acres 
of  land  per  mile,  but  the  premier  said  do,  I 
will  not  give  you  that  but  I  will  give  yoo 
more.  We  have  In  the  Northwest  to-day, 
railways  doing  excellent  work  opening  op 
the  country,  and  I  say  it  Is  most  unfair  that 
government  money  should  be  given  for  the 
construction  of  competing  roads.   I  would 
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have  no  objection  to  tUa  company  going 
In  tbere  on  tbelr  own  account  and  nnalded. 
It  would  be  fair  competttion,  but  this  com- 
pany la  going  in  backed  by  the  govern- 
ment, and  the  unfair  competition  will  kill 
the  smaller  railways  which  are  doing  so 
mocfa  Cor  that  part  of  Canada.  If  tbere 
were  not  mllllona  of  acres  of  nnoccnpled 
land  aoath  of  this  projected  railway,  if  In 
tbe  east  It  Old  not  dnpUcate  the  Intercolonial 
Hallway,  tC  it  was  not  being  given  away 
for  a  certain  number  of  years  for  nothing, 
I  would  vote  for  the  Bill  without  hesitation, 
but  tbere  are  millions  of  acres  of  land  un- 
occupied which  are  accessible  by  existing 
roads,  and  therefore,  I  cannot  vote  for  the 
Bill.  With  regard  to  tbe  amendment  of  tbe 
leader  of  the  opposition  in  favour  of  govern- 
ment ownership,  that  is  offered  as  an  altar- 
native.  We  bare  a  scheme  before  us  wblcb 
will  Involve  a  large  expenditure  of  tbe  pub- 
lic money.  We  have  either  to  face  this 
inoject  or  own  tbe  railway,  and  of  tbe  two 
evilB,  I  prefer  government  ownership, 
tbongta  I  pnt  myself  on  record  against  It 
last  year,»and  would  oppose  It  to-day  under 
any  other  circumstances.  The  true  policy. 
In  my  opinion,  wonld  be,  since  we  have 
to  build  the  road,  to  own  It  If  we  were 
not  building  this  road,  then  I  wonld  say 
faelp  the  railways  in  the  Northwest  to  con- 
struct branch  lines,  and  get  the  accessible 
lands  settled  first  of  all,  and  then  when 
yoD  want  more  lands  opened  up,  It  will  be 
time  enough  to  boild  this  northern  route, 
but  not  sooner. 

With  regard  to  my  own  province,  tbere  Is 
nothing  In  the  contract  to  compel  tbe  com- 
pany to  commence  constrnctlon  on  the  Paci- 
fic before  the  very  last  day  and  all  the  rest . 
of  the  line  is  completed.  I  have  an  nmeud-' 
ment  to  propose  to  that  part  of  tbe  Bill  which 
I  folly  expect  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria  I 
to  support,  in  order  to  do  Justice  to  a  pro-  | 
vince  wbicb  contributes  per  head  more  to- , 
wards  tbe  public  works  of  Canada  than  any 
other  province.   I  believe  the  company  has 
left  the  matter  of  commencing  construc- 
tion on  the  Pacific  slope  within  a  reasonable 
time  out  of  tbe  contract  to  use  it  as  a  lever 
on  the  provincial  government  to  obtain  land 
grants  and  money  sobsldles  as  a  condition 
of  making  an  early  commencement.    Tbe  ] 
whole  scbeme  is  extravagant,  premature  and  | 
tboroogbly  unbusinesslike.    It  is  unfair  to  ] 
other  companies  and  ^n  extinguisher  to  tbe  | 


Intercolonial  Railway.  It  Is  a  reckless,  one- 
sided agreement,  favouring  the  company 
throughout,  with  no  corresponding  benefit 
to  tbe  country,  and  I  shall  vote  against 
the  BlU. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN-^Ttae  hon.  gentle- 
man from  British  C(rinmbla  has  expressed 
his  disapproval  of  referring  to  past  his- 
tory, but  It  Is  almost  impossible  to  deal 
with  a  great  pnbllc  question  of  this  kind 
without  making  some  reference  to  tbe  past 
history  of  this  country.  We  hare  bad  two 
or  three  very  Important  railway  schemes 
which  have  beui  aided  by  tiie  people  of  Can- 
ada, and  In  discussing  this  project.  It  is 
Impossible  to  do  so,  without  at  least  making 
some  comparisons  with  the  experience  of 
tbe  past  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining 
how  this  project  bears  comparison  with 
former  projects.  In  referring  to  the  con- 
struction of  the  Canadian  Padflc  Railway, 
my  hon.  friend  was  ratber  severe  on  the 
liiberal  party.  If  he  bad  thought  for  a 
moment  he  would  hardly  have  risked  bis 
reputation  as  a  senator  by  saying  that  the 
Keform  party  were  bitterly  opposed  from 
start  to  finish  to  the  construction  of  that 
railway.  My  hon.  friend  has  surely  not  for- 
gotten everything  that  took  place  with  re- 
gard to  the  Inception  of  that  scheme.  Oppo- 
sition was  offered  to  the  construction  of 
the  Lake  Superior  section,  because  at  that 
time  it  was  thought  that  tbe  great  lakes 
would  largely  serve  our  purposes.  In  tbe 
early  experience  of  opening  up  that  coun- 
try, and  that  if,  after  a  number  of  years, 
the  country  should  prove  to  be  productive, 
and  more  extensive  transportation  facilities 
were  needed,  they  could  be  furnished.  Mr. 
Mackenzie's  scheme  was  first  to  use  the 
lakes  from  tbe  prairies  to  Port  Arthur  ;  then, 
when  an  all-rail  route  wns  proved  to  be 
necessary,  it  could  be  constructed.  My  bon. 
friend  surely  must  remember  the  abuse  that 
was  heaped  uiwn  Mr.  Mackenzie  at  the 
time  be  purchased  the  steel  rails  required 
for  that  particular  section  from  Port  Ar- 
thur to  Winnipeg  ;  how  he  was  condemned 
for  having  gone  Into  such  a  large  purchase 
nt  a  time  when  the  best  business  men  in 
the  Dominion  thought  It  was  most  oppor- 
tune to  secure  them.  I  notice  my  hon. 
friend,  the  leader  of  the  opposition,  shakes 
his  head.  We  can  all  be  wise  afto*  the 
event.   There  are  many  men  in  Canada  fo- 
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day  who  are  poorer  than  tbey  would  have 
been  had  my  hon.  friend  been  able  to  tell 
them  some  monthB  ago  that  stocks  were 
going  to  drop.  It  iB  the  same  with  regard, 
to  Mr.  Mackenzie's  purchase  of  the  steel 
rails;  be  acted  on  the  best  advice  that  he 
could  get.  But  X  am  not  arguing  whether 
that  purchase  was  prudent  or  imimident ; 
X  simply  call  my  hon.  friend's  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  purchase  was  made,  and 
that  the  construction  of  the  road  was  well 
under  way  from  Port  Arthur  to  Winnipeg 
before  the  change  of  govwnment  Yet  my 
hou.  friend  says,  as  If  he  was  speaking  by 
the  book,  that  the  Reform  party  held  up  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  scheme  from 
start  to  finish.'  Now  he  draws  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  contract  for  the  mountain 
section  was  not  carried  out  as  lit  was  first 
made.  He  knows  that  that  contract  pro- 
vided for  an  Impossibility.  At  that  time, 
we  had  no  transpottatloa  facilities,  no  way 
of  getting  men  and  material  for  the  woA, 
and  It  was  absolutely  Impossible  to  com- 
plete the  road  within  the  time  agreed  upon. 
What  did  Mr.  Mackenzie  do,  as  a  wise  man  7 
He  negotiated  with  the  province  of  British 
Colnmbia  for  an  extension  of  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDONALD  (B.C.)— WUl  the 
hon.  gentJeman  say  what  we  got  then  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX— The  government 
asked  for  an  extenston  of  time. 

Hon.  Mr  MACDONALD  (B.C.>— The  gov- 
ernment offered  the  province  $750,000,  os- 
tensibly for  an  extension  of  time,  but  truly 
to  buy  out  the  whole  rights  of  the  province 
to  the  railway.  I  went  to  Lord  Dufferln 
myself  about  the  matter,  and  showed  him 
the  minute  of  council  passed  by  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie. Anotber  member  of  the  House  went 
with  me,  and  Lord  Dufferln  told  us  that 
he  had  said  to  Mr.  Mackenzie  that  he  ought 
to  be  ashamed  to  allow  a  thing  of  that  kind 
to  leave  his  office. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMlTLLEN— My  hon.  friend 
has  been  condemning  us  for  going  Into  past 
history  In  connection  with  those  matters. 
Now  he  is  drawing  our  attention  to  a  pri- 
vate conversation  between  himself  and 
Lord  Dufferln,  and  he  states  It  with  a  good 
deal  of  evidence  of  sincerity,  but  the  condi- 
tion of  things  Is  this  :  Lord  Dufferln  Is  dead, 
and  we  cannot  tell  whether  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  stating  a  fact  or  not. 
Hon.  Mr.  HcMILLAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.G.>— Does  the 
lion,  gentleman  doubt  my  word  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  may  or  may  not 
be,  but  my  hon.  friend  is  dealing  with  very 
ancient  history,  history  that  cannot  be  un- 
earthed, because  there  Is  no  one  living  that 
knows  anything  about  It  but  tiimself. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No  one 
in  this  House  can  convict  me  of  a  lie  hi  all 
tbese  years  I  have  been  here,  and  the  bos. 
gentleman  cannot  do  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMCLLBN— I  am  not  attempt- 
ing It,  and  my  hon.  friend  need  not  be  ex- 
cited. I  have  been  trying  to  refresh  my 
hon.  friend's  memory. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAU)  (B.C.)— It  Is  very 
clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  does  not  appear 
to  be,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
dealing  with  things  which  are  not  in  line 
with  the  facts  at  all.  I  am  trying  to  show 
where  he  is  mistaken.  An  arrangement  wu 
made  whereby  the  time  for  the  copstructlou 
of  the  road  through  British  Columbia  wai 
to  be  extended.  The  hon.  gentleman  admits 
that  Mr.  Mackenzie  made  an  arrangement 
for  that  extension,  and  that  the  money  wu 
paid,  so  he  kept  faith  with  the  people  of 
British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  Is  quite  wrong  ;  the  money  wai 
never  paid  or  accepted. 

Hon.  Hr.  McMULLBN— I  do  not  remem- 
ber  

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— But  I  re- 
member. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Senate  threw  oot 
the  Bill.  It  was  passed  In  the  House  of 
Commons  where  the  government  bad  a 
majority. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— That  may  possibly 
have  been  a  good  act  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate— I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Keep  t» 
the  facts. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  have  been  draw- 
ing my  hon.  friend's  attention  to  some  ln-« 
accuracy  In  bis  remarks  about  the  constrac- 
tion  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  As 
far  OS  I  am  concerned  personally,  I  was 
opposed  to  the  construction  of  the  section 
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nortli  of  the  lakes  at  the  time  It  was  gone 
into.  I  thought  it  would  have  been  better 
to  have  deferred  the  building  of  that  por- 
ttoQ  until  we  knew  more  about  the  Nortb- 
w»t  However,  our  friends  differed  from 
QB  and  that  section  was  built  I  am  glad 
that  it  was  built  We  are  all  friends  of  the 
Canadian  Padflc  Hallway.  I  admire  that 
company.  They  are  a  Credit  to  themselves 
and  to  Canada.  They  have  done  a  great 
deal  to  develop  the  resources  of  the  I>omin- 
lon,  and  fill  up  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest 
It  is  a  good  and  creditable  line.  I  earnestly 
hope  that  when  the  Grand  Tinink  Pacific  is 
built,  tliat  It  wUi  contribute  as  much  to- 
wards the  settlement  and  development  of 
Dew  territory  as  the  Canadian  Padflc  Rail- 
way has  done,  and  that  It  will  be  as  great 
an  advantage  to  Canada.  My  hou  friend 
said  something  about  referring  this  Bill  to 
the  Divorce  Committee.  His  friends  have 
iatimated  that  if  they  get  into  power,  even 
UioQgh  this  Bill  does  pass,  they  will  take 
advantage  of  the  divorce  power,  and  make  it 
their  own  absolutely,  wbetber  it  is  started 
br  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  or  not  and 
whether  it  Is  wholly  or  only  partly  built 
My  hon.  friend's  leader  has  announced  that 
the  purpose  of  bis  party  Is  to  own  and 
operate  the  road.  The  operation  of  the 
road  shall  have  my  attention  a  little  later 
on. 

Now,  it  is  rather  singular  to  see  my  hon. 
friend  from  the  Pacific  coast  opposing  the 
coDstmctlon  of  this  road.  I  cannot  under- 
stand It  I  asked  a  friend  a  few  minutes 
ago,  ]f  tile  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria 
lived  at  a  place  called  Port  Simpson,  which 
Is  likely  to  be  the  terminus  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  would  be  oppose  it  ?  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tlemen does  not  live  at  a  place  which  will 
be  served  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  he  is 
rather  jealous.  Victoria  Is  a  very  handsome 
and  progressive  city,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  Uke  to  see  the 
trade  of  British  Columbia  focussed  there  and 
at  Vancouver.  I  have  no  doubt  he  feels  n 
little  Jealous  at  the  idea  of  a  line  being  con- 
structed to  Port  Simpson,  and  trade,  which 
otberwise  wonid  go  to  Victoria  and  Van- 
coDver,  centered  there.  But  my  hon.  friend 
canoot  expect  that  all  the  trade  which  goes 
across  the  continent  will  be  dumped  into  the 
lap  of  the  city  In  which  he  lives.  He  must 
expect  that  In  the  near  future,  ports  will  be 


opened  up  north  of  Victoria.  I  have  no 
feeling  against  the  city  where  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman lives.  I  hope  It  will  hold  its  own,  and 
that  there  will  be  plenty  of  trade  for  all  the 
ports  on  our  Pacific  coast  From  year  to 
year,  as  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  de- 
velop, I  look  forward  to  a  very  large  amount 
of  the  surplus  products  of  that  part  of  Can- 
ada being  exported  from  the  Pacific  coast 
and  I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  Vic- 
toria and  Vancouver  will  yet  gi-ow  to  be 
wealthy  and  large  exporting  cities.  I  believe 
in  the  matter  of  mineral  resources,  Brltisli 
Columbia  has  merely  broken  the  crust  and 
that  in  the  near  future,  very  Important 
dftvelopments  will  take  place  In  that  province. 
I  believe  the  Canadian  section  of  the  Rocky 
Mountains  will  be  found  to  be  as  rich  as  any 
portion  of  the  range  in  the  United  States. 
What  is  needed  there  Is  development.  Trou- 
ble has  beset  the  province  during  the  last 
few  years,  but  they  will  get  over  that,  and 
the  mineral  wealth  of  British  Columbia  will 
unquestionably  build  up  very  large  centres 
of  trade  and  there  will  be  plenty  of  room  for 
t^vo  or  three  other  large  coast  cities  besides 
Victoria  and  Vancouver,  which  will  do  a 
large  import  and  export  business,  and  my 
hon.  friend  need  not  be  the  least  afraid  on 
behalf  of  Victoria.  In  all  these  public  im- 
provements we  should  cultivate  a  spirit  of 
loyalty  to  the  best  Interests  of  the  Dominion, 
and  not  get  Into  our  mangers,  and  snarl  at 
everything  that  Is  not  bringing  cream  to  our 
own  doors.  I  hope  my  hou.  friend  will  form  a 
better  opinion  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific, 
and,  like  others,  when  be  comes  to  realize 
the  advantages  It  will  confer  on  that  country, 
he  will  come  down  and  frankly  confess  that  ' 
one  of  the  brightest  and  best  days  in  the 
history  of  Canada  was  when  that  scheme 
was  undertaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  shall 
say  BO  if  it  Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMlTLLEN — ^Another  Insinua- 
tion my  hon.  friend  made  wns  that  the  pre- 
mier of  this  Dominion  was  trying  to  make 
ii  name  for  himself  In  the  construction  of 
this  transcontinental  road.  I  am  sorry  my 
hon.  friend  made  this  remark.  I  do  not 
tliink  the  premier's  career  so  far  would  war- 
rant any  man  In  casting  a  slur  upon  blm, 
or  questioning  the  purity  of  his  motives. 
I  have  never  in  my  business  or  public  life 
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met  a  more  bnmble  or  vnasBuinlng  nuui,  or 
one  more  patriotic  and  deroted  to  wbat  be 
conceives  to  be  the  best  Interests  of  tbe 
country  than  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier.  In  some 
things  be  may  differ  a  little  from  tis.  We 
may  not  all  be  able  to  see  tilings  Just  in 
the  same  light  as  he  sees  tliem.  But  we 
know  we  can  rest  assured  ttiat  wbeo  he 
comes  to  a  conclusion  with  regard  to  a 
great  undertaking  like  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific,  the  Idea  of  making  a  name  for  him- 
self in  connection  with  it,  is  tbe  most  remote 
thing  from  his  mind.  The  object  and  aim 
that  he  baa  is  to  do  something  for  Canada,  to 
do  something  that  in  years  to  come,  when  tbe 
great  good  that  will  be  accomplished  by  the 
Gonstmctton  of  that  line  will  be  referred  to. 
people  of  tbls  country  will  unanimously 
declare  that  It  was  a  good  thing  in  the  his- 
tory of  Canada  when  Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrler 
and  those  associated  with  him  conceived 
tbe  idea  of  constructing  a  line  such  as  the 
Grand  Trunk  Paclflc.  I  heard  the  remark 
that  dropped  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
in  his  Introduction  of  tbls  BUI.  There  was 
one  feature  of  those  remaAs  that  I  admired, 
and  it  was  this :  While  it  is  desirable  to 
build  a  line  through  that  section  of  coun- 
try, which  would  tend  largely  to  open  up 
and  develop  new  territory,  by  connecting 
It  with  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  thus  bring- 
ing to  tbe  doors  of  all  the  manufactur- 
ing institutions  in  Ottawa  and  Quebec 
a  most  convenient  way  of  shlpplnq  any 
goods  that  they  bad  to  tbe  Northwest, 
and  supplying  the  demands  of  our  friends 
there ;  that  there  was  no  other  line  that 
could  accord  better  or  greater  facilities 
than  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  because 
it  had  connections  everywhere.  Now,  that 
is  true,  and  it  is  a  most  desirable  thing  in 
Itself,  because  when  we  build  a  road  that 
lias  in  the  older  provinces  such  a  very  large 
connection  as  the  Grand  Trunk  has,  we  are 
buiiuiug  a  road  that  will  bring  tbe  people 
of  this  Dominion  together  on  lines  that 
could  not  possibly  have  been  accomplished 
by  an  Independent  road  which  has  not  those 
connections,  and  In  that  way  will  be  most 
Aftlimble  to  the  people  of  the  older  provin- 
ces. They  will  also  be  valuable  to  the  peo- 
ple of  tbe  new  provinces,  because  we  hope 
that  we  will  deal  with  each  other  to  a 
greater  extent  In  the  future  than  we  have 
done  in  tbe  past  We  hope  that  Canada  will 
Hon.  Mr.  McHULLBN. 


become  largely  self-sustaining,  and  tbe  peo- 
ple of  the  Northwest  will  supply  ua  with 
n  great  many  things  Ihet  we  can  take  from 
tlie.'ii,  and  which  I  certainly  hope  we  will 
take. 

We  earnestly  hope,  on  tbe  other  hand,  that 
for  the  very  large  amount  of  money  that  hu 
to  be  spent  to  produce  tbe  road  that  is  now 
under  consideration,  and  that  bas  been  qwnt 
upon  tbe  surveys  which  bare  been  made; 
by  tbe  immigration  policy  that  bas  beea 
adopted,  I  may  say  the  magnificent  and  de- 
sirable Immigration  policy  that  bas  been 
followed  whereby  thousands  have  been 
brought  into  that  country,  the  strain  upon 
the  resources  of  the  older  provinces  win, 
to  some  extent,  be  relieved  when  we  real- 
ize that  we  will  have  a  large  market 
there  for  many  articles  that  our  pe<vl6  can 
produce  to  advantage,  and  the  result  Is  that 
in  business  lines  we  will  be  very  closely  to- 
gether. Consequently  I  feel  that  the  conn- 
try  will  develop  quicker  than  It  possibly 
could  develop  if  we  had  only  an  Independ- 
ent line  that  had  no  such  connections  as 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  has.  My  bon.  friend  bas 
drawn  attention  to  tbe  tact  that  the  govern- 
ment ore  giving  away  tiHa  line  for  some 
years  virtually  for  nothing.  He  says  they 
are  to  receive  no  Interest  for  the  first  seven 
years,  and  then  for  three  years,  If  tbe  finan- 
ces of  the  company  or  the  earnings  of  the 
line  are  not  sufficient,  to  pay  the  Interest, 
tbe  amount  In  default  will  have  to  be  added 
to  the  gross  debt  of  the  road.  If  my  boa. 
friend  knows  anything  about  rallways- 
and  I  am  sure  he  does,  because. be  Is  aa 
Intelligent  reader— be  knows  perfectly  well 
that  the  first  three  or  four  years  is  flie  most 
expensive  experience  that  a  railway  has. 
There  is  not  a  railway  in  Canada  to^ay 
which  has  not  had  virtually  to  be  built 
a  second  time.  The  Grand  Trunk  was  first 
built,  and  then  for  three  or  four  years  they 
were  rebuilding.  In  several  ways  they  had 
to  expend  very  large  amount  of  moneys- 
Tbe  Canadian  Paclflc  Railway,  after  Its  con- 
struction, were  for  years  rebuilding,  and 
they  are  not  through  with  rebuilding  yet. 
There  are  many  trestle  works  and  many 
other  works  to-day  that  arc  not  In  as  com- 
plete a  state  as  tbe  Canadian  Paclflc  BaU- 
way  would  like  to  have  them.  I  dare  say 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  expect  that  in  the 
first  seven  years  of  the  existence  of  tbat 
road  they  will  be  called  upon  to  pay  a  vor 
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large  amount  In  tbe  way  of  second  conatrnc- 
tloiL  Then  is  no  doubt  about  It ;  It  la  ttae 
experience  of  every  road.-  There  Is  no  road 
on  tbe  continent  that  has  not  had  th»t  ex- 
perience, and  I  have  no  doubt  it  will  take 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  a  very  consldernoic. 
nnmber  of  years,  perhaps  all  of  tliose  first 
■even  years  to  get  that  road  into  a  condition 
tbat  will  make  it  a  flrat-class  line.  Then, 
after  they  get  it  Into  that  state  tbey  will 
have  to  pay  Interest  upon  the  amount  In- 
vested. My  hon.  friend  talks  about  gOT- 
emment  ownership.  I  am  sore  that  any 
statesmen  and  member  of  this  or  the  other 
House  who  will  cast  his  eye  for  a  moment 
over  tbe  experiences  of  Canada  In  cotmection 
mtb  the  Intercolonial  Bailway,  and  In  the 
light  of  tbat  consider  the  question  of  govem- 
Bient  ownwshlp  and  operations  of  railways— 
any  patriotic,  honest  statevnan  would  lay,  If 
tbat  Is  to  be  experience  of  Oanada  In  the 
fatare,  It  la  better  tbat  we  should  have  no 
more  of  IL 

What  has  been  our  experience  with  re- 
gard to  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  V  we 
bare  some  $66,000,000  of  money  sunk  in 
tbat  road.  The  people  this  Dominion 
bare  been  paying  interest  on  the  money 
invested  in  tbat  line  from  year  to  year. 
There  has  not  been  less  than  fifty  mllHons 
of  money  paid  in  interest  alone  upon  the 
money  that  is  sunk  in  the  government  rail- 
mj,  not  one  dollar  of  which  baa  ever  been 
returned  from  the  eamlngB  of  tbe  Unek 
Does  my  hon.  friend  want  us  to  go  into  an 
experience  of  that  kind  again?  He  surely 
does  not  Tbe  Intercolonial  railway  has, 
I  admit,  served  a  fairly  good  purpose.  1 
dare  say  it  bas  contributed  to  keeping  down 
Might  rates.  It  served  the  purpose  for 
irbleh  it  was  built  admirably,  in  that  sense, 
bat  as  a  money  earning  road,  as  a  road 
retaming  to  the  treasury  of  tms  country 
a  decent  reasonable  annual  return  for  the 
jooiaej  sunk  in  it,  It  has  never  done  It  for 
one  year.  Now  tbat  is  the  condition  after 
tblr^  years  of  experience  in  government 
ovnership.  Do  we  want  to  build  another 
road,  invest  fifty  eight  or  sixty  million 
more,  pay  Interest  at  three  per  cent,  which 
vonld  be  two  mlilon  and  a  half  and  put  ufl 
for  all  time  to  come,  with  a  road  that  Is 
simply  going  to  earn  its  own  running  ex- 
Peues?  We  do  not  want  that,  I  thon^t 
tbls  would-be  tbe  experience  of  the  Gan< 


adian  Pacific  Railway.  Allow  me  to  tell 
those  who  advocate  government  ownership 
and  government  operation  of  railways  tbat 
there  is  no  place  in  tbe  world's  history 
where  yon  can  point  out  that  that  system 
of  owning  and  opmting  roads  bas  been  a 
success,  has  met  the  expectation  of  tiie 
country  or  people  tbat  inaugurated  It.  In 
Australia  tbere  was  fair  progress  made. 
But  recent  years  proved  moat  conclusively 
that  it  Is  a  drain  upon  the  treasury  of  that 
country  in  place  of  being  a  source  of  rev- 
enue. Take  tbe  experience  of  the  United 
Slates,  or  the  experience  of  any  country 
that  has  Invested  money  in  that  way  and 
throngbout  the  experience  has  been  that  a 
road  operated  under  political  Influence  never 
can  be  kept  free  from  that  political  influence. 
It  will  crop  up  and  it  wUI  work  out  I  be- 
lieve there  have  been  men  at  tbe  bead  of  the 
railway  department  In  Canada  who  were 
honestly  and  conscientiously  determined  to 
operate  the  Intercolonial  Railway  in  the 
very  best  interests  of  this  country,  to  do 
tbe  very  best  they  could  to  get  a  return  out 
of  it  and  after  all  tbey  were  unable  to  do  it 
simply  because  tbe  constituencies  ttarougb 
which  it  ran  always  bad  some  little  advant* 
age  tbey  wanted  to  get,  something  for 
friends  and  so  on. 

You  cauuot  possibly  relieve  yourself  and 
keep  yourself  free  of  these  political  infln- 
encoi,  and  when  yon  cannot  do  that  you 
cannot  run  a  road  on  clean  commensal 
lines,  and  lines  tbat  will  bring  a  return  to 
tbe  people  of  this  country.  Consequently, 
I  think  tbat  we  have  had  enough  of  govern- 
ment ownership.  We  had  better  not  at- 
tempt it  any  further.  Let  os  accept  and 
benefit  by  tbe  experience  we  have  had  im 
the  past,  and  In  connection  with  tbls  road, 
I  do  earnestly  hope  that  our  experience  will 
be  better  from  tbe  money  consideration 
than  it  has  been  In  connection  with  tbe 
Intercolonial  Railway.  There  is  one  other 
point  to  which  I  will  draw  the  attention 
of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  and  then,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  I  shall  move  the 
odjoumment  of  the  debate.  My  bon.  friend 
has  advocated  giving  government  aid  to 
tbe  company.  He  said  tbe  better  plan  would 
be  to  give  a  certain  amount  of  aid  and  let 
tbe  company  built  tbe  road  themselves. 

I  think  the  feeling  of  this  country  has 
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grown  stronger  In  opposition  to  granting 
mon^  for  nothing  to  railway  companies.  I 
think  the  feeling  is  that  we  have  done  too 
mnCb  in  that  tine,  that  we  have  given  too 
mucb  of  our  money  and  too  much  land  to 
railway  companies,  and  the  policy  that  will 
continue  in  that  line  is  not  the  policy  that 
the  people  of  this  country  will  support  I 
believe  that  Is  correct.  I  believe  the  earn- 
ing capacity  of  these  lines,  when  built,  wui- 
be  such  that  they  ought  to  be  able  to  make 
a  reasonable  return  for  the  aid  that  tbey 
net,  and  I  very  much  admire  the  policy  In- 
troduced by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Blalr,  when  he 
was  Minister  of  Hallways,  whereby  In  any 
all!  that  was  granted  it  was  stipulated  that 
any  service  that  railway  was  called  upon  to 
give  to  the  government  of  the  country,  such 
as  cairylng  malls,  military  stores,  or  any- 
tliiug  of  that  Iclnd,  was  to  be  counted  aa 
against  the  interest  of  the  money  that  bad 
been  loaned  to  them,  I  think  that  was  a 
good  change.  I  thought  it  was  an  Improve- 
nieut  that  might  be  pardonable,  but  to  give 
out  and  out  grants  of  money  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  road  such  as  we  have  done 
In  the  past.  Is  a  policy  that  I  do  not  think  the 
people  of  this  country  are  in  a  temper  to  con-  . 
tinue  much  longer.  My  opinion  is  ttiat  the 
country  has  now  been  so  far  settled  and  de- 
veloped, that  wherever  roads  are  built,  un- 
less It  Is  a  most  Inhospitable  region— and 
thank  heaven  we  have  not  many  of  them— 
that  they  ought  to  look  forward  to  earning 
money  for  the  return  Invested,  and  the  soon- 
er we  lead  all  railway  projectors  to  realize 
that  the  government's  financial  door  Is  closed 
against  the  grants  that  we  have  been  ac- 
customed to  give  In  the  past,  and  that  the 
lands  that  the  country  has  will  be  held  for 
actual  settlers  in  order  that  when  they  come 
In  they  may  get  a  home  for  themselves,  the 
liptter  for  Canada. 

With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I  move 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEHATE. 

OttaKa,  Tuetdajf,  June  SI,  I90i. 

.  The  SPEAKER  took  the  Cbair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

PURCHASE  OF  THE  STBAMBR 
•  GAUSS/ 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  Hit 
Excellency  tbe  Oovemor  General,  pwinS  that 
Hie  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  cause  to  be 
laid  before  this  House  : 

1..A  statement  sbowlns.  In  so  many  distinct 
columns,  the  names,  surnames,  ages,  occapt- 
tlons  of  each  of  the  sailors,  from  the  oomnundT 
down  to  tbe  lowest  cabin  boy,  wbo  vent  ts 
Qermsiny,  or  who  In  Germany  took  service,  ta 
board  of  the  '  Gauss,'  and  who  have  emu  iaA 
to  this  country. 

2.  Tbe  number  of  years,  months  or  days  pre- 
viously devoted  to  sea  service  by  each  of  Ike 
sailors  of  the  '  Gauss.' 

3.  The  names  of  all  the  signers  of  aa  allesed 
complaint  lupposed  to  hare  been  addressed  to 
the  Minister  of  Marine. 

4.  A  copy  of  such  complaint  and  every  aniwu 
thereto,  as  well  as  of  all  correspondence  re- 
lating thereto. 

6.  A  copy  of  all  correspoadence  relating  to  the 
purcbase  of  tbe  '  Gauss,'  and  of  the  Instnw* 
tloQS  given  to  Csf^taln  Bernler. 

6.  A  copy  of  tbe  log  kept  oo  board  sine*  Uw 
vessel  has  been  placed  under  the  comnuni  tt 
Captain  Bernler. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

NATIONAL  TRANSCONTINENTAL  RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 

DEBATE  RESUMED. 

The  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called  : 

Resuming  tbe  further  adjourned  debate  on 
motion  for  second  reading  (Bill  72)  As  Ast  te 
amend  the  National  Transcontlnantat  Ralhnr 
Ace,  and  the  resotutlon  of  the  Hon.  Sir  Use- 
kenzie  Bowell  In  amendobent  thereto. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN  said  :  In  resamlDg 
the  discussion  of  the  subject  which  tlie 
House  is  called  upon  to  give  special  atten- 
tion to,  I  desire  to  present  some  arguments, 
which  I  hope  will  be  considered  pardonable, 
on  the  whole  scheme  and  the  reasons  wbj 
I  consider  that  it  is  necessary  that  m 
should  have  another  transcontinental  Ilafc 
I  admit  that  the  amendments  before  tbe 
House  would  naturally  confine  us  to  two 
points,  one  the  extension  of  time  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  road,  and  the  second  tbe  in- 
creased guarantee  on  t^e  monntain  aection- 
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That  is  virtually  tbe  Bill  before  the  House 
now,  but  I  think  X  may  be  allowed  to  travel 
ontslde  of  the  field,  as  outlined  In  tbe  Bill, 
and  give  some  little  consideration  to  the 
whole  question.  I  endeavoured  to  answer, 
as  best  I  could,  tbe  remarks  that  were  made 
bf  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  last 
ulghL  I  bad  not  tbe  privilege  of  listening  to 
tbe  bou.  member  from  Westmoreland,  for 
whom  I  entertain  a  very  high  regard,  and 
whom  I  should  have  liked  very  much  to 
have  followed  had,  I  been  here.  I  was,  un- 
fortunately, unable  to  be  preseut  during  the 
courae  of  his  address.  In  the  first  place  I 
believe  that  in  the  sober  serious  tbought  of 
tbe  people  of  Canada  who  have  carefuTly 
looked  over  tbe  relations  between  the  pro- 
vinces and  tbe  general  developments  which 
bos  taken  place,  a  secmd  transcontinental 
line  Is  an  absolute  and  imperative  necessity. 
As  I  stated  last  night,  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  has  done  n  great  dea]  for  Canada. 
It  has  rendered  admirable  service,  but  owing 
to  the  location  of  that  line,  which  closely 
hoi^  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Snperior  for 
about  one  hundred  and  fifty  miles,  an  in- 
terior line  behind  tbe  height  of  land  Is  ne- 
eessary—a  line  that  will  open  up  a  new 
avenue  between  the  east  and  the  great 
Northwest.  There  Is  a  great  deal  of  force 
in  the  argument  that  the  water-ways  of  this 
country  will  greatly  facilitate  the  carrying 
of  the  surplus  products  from  the  Northwest; 
and  the  transportation  of  tbe  necessaries  of 
lite  into  that  country  fonts  increasing  popu- 
lation. But  while  that  Is  tbe  case,  owing 
to  the  enormous  Increase  of  population  and 
of  products  for  export,  a  six  or  seven  months 
avenue  via  water  Is  not  sufllcient,  however 
cheap  or  good  it  may  be.*  We  want  an  all 
the  year  round  system  whereby  tbe  products 
of  that  country  can  be  carried  to  the  sea- 
board at  all  seasons.  We  must  admire  our 
water-ways,  which  are  contributing  so  large- 
ly to  tbe  development  of  the  country,  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  from  year  to  year  very 
large  warehouses  and  elevators  will  be  erect- 
ed upon  tbe  south  shore  of  Georgian  bay, 
on  the  west  end  of  tbat  bay,  and  on  the 
eastern  side  Qt  Lakes  Huron  and  Brie.  I 
have  no  doubt,  at  the  different  railway 
points,  it  will  be  found  necessary  to  erect 
very  large  warehouses  to  receive  tbe  grain 
reqoired  for  the  millers  ibroughout  Ontario 
as  well  as  for  export.  But  after  all,  while 
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that  will  be  tbe  case,  the  focusing  point  at- 
which  the  greater  part  of  the  grain  will  be 
gathered  will  undoubtedly  be  Port  Arthur 
and  Fort  William.  Tbe  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Company  have  erected  very  exten- 
sive warehouses  there.  The  Canadian  North- 
em  Is  following  on  tbe  same  line,  and  1  have 
no  doubt  when  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Is 
built  they  also  will  establish  a  connection 
at  Thunder  Bay  and  erect  very  large  ware- 
houses to  store  grain  for  export  But  after 
all  that  is  done,  and  with  all  the  facilities 
and  cheapness  resulting  from  the  utilization 
of  our  water-ways,  we  cannot  afford  to  be 
for  four  or  five  months  of  the  year  frozen 
up,  without  an  ample  outlet  for.  tbe  pro- 
ducts of  that  western  country,  if  it  was 
found  advisable  to  export  tb«n  during  the 
winter  months. 

Another  point  to  which  I  would  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  Is  this  :  I  do  not 
think  it  fair  or  just  to  grant  aid  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  enable  them  to 
build  a  line  from  Quebec  to  Winnipeg  with- 
out also  aiding  the  Canadian  Northern  and 
the  Trans-Canada  railways.  These  lines 
were  hammering  at  tbe  doors  of  parliament 
for  aid  to  construct  a  road  that  would  vir- 
tually follow  tbe  same  course  that  will  t>e 
adopted  for  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  The 
question  which  I  am  sure  presented  itself 
to  the  government  Is  this,  wbetber  It  Is  bet- 
ter for  us  to  offer  a  uniform  system  to  all 
thfi  different  applications  and  to  all  tbe  con- 
structed roads,  or  build  a  first-class,  well- 
graded  line  with  easy  curves,  built  on  the 
very  best  possible  style  known,  laid  with 
heavy  steel  rails,  and  give  to  all  roads  run- 
ning Into  Winnipeg  running  powers  over 
tbat  line  to  eastern  points.  If  the  principle 
of  allowing  all  lines  to  utilize  that  road  dur- 
ing the  months  they  would  want  it  most — 
and  I  have  no  doubt  tbe  government  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  it  can  be  so  adopted, 
it  is  a  mnch  better  scheme  to  bave  subsi- 
dized the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  than  the 
Canadian  Northern  and  then  possibly  an- 
other line,  and  we  do  not  know  how 
many  more  that  might  look  for  subsidies. 
Under  present  conditions,  the  govemment 
would  be  able  to  say  we  have  built  oue  flrst- 
class  line.  We  have  let  It  to  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  with  the  specific  understand- 
ing tbat  the  government  have  the  right  to 
grant  running  powers  over  that  road  from 
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Wlnnlp^  east  on  equally  low  terms  with 
those  on  which  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  is 

permitted  to  nse  that  Hue. 

If  the  Canadian  Northern  want  to  use  It, 
they  are  to  get  the  right -to  use  It  If  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  should  decide  to 
take  advantage  of  the  provisions  of  this  con- 
tract, there  Is  nothing  in  the  world  to  pre- 
vent them  doing  so,  and  if  the  Trans-Canada 
line  or  any  other  line  undertake  to  extend 
their  road  west  of  Winnipeg  they  have  noth- 
ing to  do  but  to  apply  to  the  government, 
and  terms  can  be  arranged  by  which  they 
can  utilize  that  line  to  tbe  best  advantage 
during  the  months  that  the  lakes  are  frozen, 
because  I  feel  quite  sure  that  it  will  not  be 
used  during  the  months  of  navigation  to  the 
extent  tSat  It  would  be  If  there  was  no  na- 
vigation at  all.  The  reason  why  the  gov- 
ernment came  to  the  conclusion  that  this 
was  the  beet  scheme  to  adopt  is  owing  to  the 
fact  that  for  tbe  summ^*  months  when  na- 
vigation is  open,  the  line  will  not  be  over- 
burdened with  work.  It  may  do  but  a  limit- 
ed business.  Undoubtedly,  along  the  line 
there  will  be  some  business  to  be  done,  but 
It  will  be  very  limited  when  compared  with 
what  It  would  be  if  they  bad  not  the  lakes 
and  water-ways  to  contend  with  ;  but  owing 
to  tbe  fact,  traffic  will  be  limited  and  view- 
ing it  from  that  standpoint  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  an  arrangement  of  this  kind 
would  he  the  best  thing  under  all  the  dr- 
cumstancee  and  I  am  willing  to  give  them 
the  opportunity  of  working  It  out  as  I  have 
no  doubt  that  they  made  thorough  and  care- 
ful investigation  before  they  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  a  line  built  in  the  way  that 
they  prc^ose,  would  be  the  best  scheme  to 
adopt.  Another  thing,  in  my  humble  opin- 
ion. Is  that  a  line  such  as  proposed  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  is  an  ImpNlal  neces- 
sily.  We  know  that  we  are  at  present  on 
the  most  peaceable  terms  with  our  neigh- 
bours to  tbe  south.  I  had  tbe  privilege  of 
drawing  the  attention  of  this  chamber  to 
this  point  last  year.  I  do  not  think  It  will  be 
considered  amias  If  I  again  refer  to  It.  We 
live  on  the  most  peaceable  terms  with  our 
Mends  to  the  south,  and  we  most  earnestly 
hc^  that  the  day  will  never  come  in  the 
history  of  this  country  when  we  will  be 
forced  to  take  up  arms  to  defend  ourselves 
against  an  invasion  from  tbe  United  States. 
We  want  to  live  on  the  very  best  and  most 
Hon.  Ut.  McMDLLBN. 


friendly  terms  with  them.  Allow  me  also 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  tbe 
fact  that  England  is  one  of  the  most  peace- 
loving  nations  on  earth.  She  advocates 
peace.  She  never  advocates  war,  but  after 
all  there  is  not  a  nation  on  earth  that  makes 
such  preparations  for  war  as  Bngland  does. 
She  keeps  tbe  largest  navy,  lai^r  than  an; 
other  two  nations  In  the  world.  She  does 
not  keep  the  largest  standing"  army,  but  she 
undoubtedly  has  a  well  equipped,  thorongli- 
ly  efficient  up-to-date  army,  notwithstand- 
ing the  fact  that  she  Is  the  strongest  and 
foremost  advocate  of  peace  the  world  knows. 
While  we  advocate  peace,  and  hope  it  will 
continue,  after  all  we  are  justified  In  looking 
Into  tbe  future  and  In  doing  so  we  mast 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  if  any  difficulty 
were  to  arise  between  us  and  the  United 
States — and  as  I  said,  and  I  cannot  repeat  U 
too  often,  we  hope  that  is  may  never  eome — 
under  present  conditions  a  small  steamer 
loaded  with  two  or  three  guns  could  de- 
molish the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for 
one  hundred  and  hfty  miles  along  the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Superior  and  cut  our  Dombi- 
ion  In  two.  The  result  would  be  that  tbe 
population  Of  fBe  east  would  not  be  able  to 
render  any  assistance  to  tbe  west,  and  the 
population  of  tne  west  would  not  be  able  to 
render  any  assistance  to  the  east.  Again  we 
know  perfectly  well  that  matters  are  very 
much  disturbed  in  tlie  far  east  at  the  prese&i 
moment.  We  know  that  the  United  States 
has  taken  a  very  prominent  part  In  questions 
of  nationl  defence,  far  more  than  she  ever 
did  previously  ;  we  know  that  she  Is  spend- 
ing this  year  over  $80,000,000  of  money  upon 
her  navy.  We  knojr  that  she  Is  coming  to 
the  front  as  a  naval  power  as  rapidly  as 
she  possibly  can.  We  know  that  the  United 
States  have  within  the  last  year  decided  that 
they  will  deepen  the  Erie  canal  whlcb  runs 
from  Buffalo  to  Albany.  We  know  that 
they  purpose  cutting  it  to  a  depth  of  twenty- 
one  feet,  80  that  It  will  carry  any  ordinary 
boat  from  the  Hudson  through  to  the  upper 
lakes.  While  she  Is  doing  that  I  dare  say 
from  a  trades  standpoint,  to  compete  suc- 
cessfully with  the  Canadian  water-ways,  It 
Is  at  the  same  time  opening  up  an  avenue 
by  which  they  will  be  able  to  ran  gun-boata 
from  New  York  or  any  point  on  the  Atlantic 
straight  up  to  the  great  lakes.  There  Is  do 
doubt  about  that.   I  do  not  say  that  that 
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will  ever  occur.  We  hope  It  never  will.  We 
hope  there  will  5e  no  necessity  for  It.  but 
these  tbiuga  are  being  done.  Now  Is  It  not 
wise  on  onr  part  to  eonstmct  a  road  at  a 
respectable  distance  removed  from  danger, 
beyond  the  height  of  land,  beyond  the  enorm- 
008  rocky  regions  which  In  the  case  of 
trouble  rising  will  form  a  protection  to  us. 
Tbft  region  is  very  rough. 

Hod.  Mr.  BOLDUC— What  about  the  sec- 
tion between  Qnel>ec  and  Moncton  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— I  am  drawing  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  that  portion  of  the 
road  between  Quebec  and  Winnipeg.  That 
portion  of  the  road  between  Quebec  and 
Moncton  will  have  to  run  very  close  to  the 
Dortheaat  comer  of  Maine.  That  la  qalte 
true,  but  when  we  get  to  Quebec  we  are 
fairly  safe.  We  can  take  the  eastern  line 
and  run  down  to  tide  water  or  we  will  have 
two  lines.  We  will  have  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  wblcb  will  be  undoubtedly  an  ad- 
vantage to  us.  If  the  first  line  should  be 
interfered  with,  we  will  have  a  second  line, 
and  If  they  Interfere  with  the  second  we 
will  have  our  own  eastern  line  on  the  north 
^ore  of  the  St  Lawrence  which  will  carry 
OS  to  tide  water.  The  most  dangerous  point 
is  that  point  along  the  north  shore  of  Lake 
Superior.  I  contend  that  from  that  stand- 
point a  second  transcontinental  road  Is  &p 
absolute  necessity. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN  (Alexandria)— May 
I  ask  my  hon.  friend  If  the  Orand  Trunk 
Pacific  did  not  give  notice  that  they  would 
bnild  from  North  Bay  so  as  to  avoid  that 
vCTy  point  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULDBN— Tea.  I  might  say 
in  reply  to  my  hon.  friend  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  applied  for  a  charter  to  build  from 
North  Bay  west.  There  Is  no  doubt  about 
that ;  but,  after  all,  they  would  not  give  us 
the  advantage  of  an  interior  line  the  whole 
distance.  We  might  have  from  North  Bay 
west,  but  there  is  a  very  Important  section 
both  in  Ontario  and  Quebec  that  would  not 
benefit  by  the  construction  of  a  road  of  that 
kind,  and,  after  all,  we  had  better  be  honest 
with  onrsehres  and  admit  that  we  are  selfish, 
and  we  cannot  blame  any  province,  if  It  Is 
selfish.  We  In  Ontario  would  like  to  get 
that  road  and  the  people  of  Quebec  would 
like  to  get  that  road.  Can  you  condemn 
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them  for  it  ?  The  people  of  Nova  Scotia 
are  the  parties  who  are  largely,  no  doubt, 
at  the  back  of  the  movement  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  road  from  Quebec  to  Monc- 
ton. Can  you  blame  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FDR6USON— There  Is  not  one 

foot  of  It  in  Nova  Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— They  most  have 
been  a  very  strong  element  in  the  govern- 
ment advocating  the  construction  of  the  sec- 
tion, or  It  wouM  not  have  been  adopted. 
There  must  have  been  a  strong  feeling  In 
the  province  of  Nova  Scotia  that  the  con- 
struction of  that  line  would  tend  to  bring 
the  surplus  produce  of  the  Northwest  down 
to  tbe  seaports  of  that  province.  There 
must  have  been  a  strong  conviction  that 
when  they  were  spending  a  very  large 
amount  of  money  to  secure  as  great  a  share 
of  the  traffic  in  western  produce  as  possible 
the  reason  which  made  them  advocate  tbe 
construction  of  that  line  was  to  shorten  the 
distance  tbe  produce  would  have  to  be 
hauled  to  reach  Halifax  or  any  other  part  lu 
Nova  Scotia.  There  Is  no  doubt  about  that. 
From  the  Quebec  standpoint,  we  all  admit 
that  the  Immigration  policy  that  has  been 
adopted  and  carried  out  in  Canada  for  many 
years  has  been  to  get  the  people  to  settle  in 
Manitoba  and  the  Northwest.  We  have  been 
spending  four  or  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars a  year  on  Immigration,  and  I  think  it  Is 
well  spent.  I  am  glad  to  see  that  there  has 
been  a  magnificent  success  attained  in  the 
bringing  of  people  into  this  country,  aud  it 
is  settlers  we  want.  There  has  been  an 
enormous  amount  of  money  spent.  In  all 
tbe  immigration  pamphlets  that  have  been 
Issued,  every  effort  that  has  been  put  forth 
has  been  largely  on  behalf  of  Manitoba  and 
the  Northwest  We  are  satisfied  that  that 
should  be  so.  but  af-ter  all  the  time  lias  come 
when  there  Is  a  section  in  tbe  province  of 
Quebec  that  our  people  believe  should  be 
opened  up.  There  are  large  areas  of  culti- 
vable land  there  to  be  settled.  I  cannot 
speak  from  personal  knowledge,  but  read- 
lug  the  reports  that  have  been  published, 
and  taking  the  opinions  of  men  who  have 
spoken  apparently  intelligently  on  that  sub- 
ject ;  there  must  be  sections  of  laud  in  the 
province  of  Quebec,  between  Lake  St.  John 
and  Lake  Abltibi  that  could  be  developed 
and  become  suitable  as  homes  for  settlers. 
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I  bad  a  letter  a  sbwt  time  ago  from  the 
state  of  Illinois.  There  are  quite  a  nnmber 

of  Canadians  who  are  settled  In  ttrat  state, 
and  for  some  reason  or  other  they  have  been 
speaklngr  recently  of  migrating  to  Canada, 
and  naturally  they  would  like  to  go  to  the 
province  of  Quebec.  They  are  French  and 
speak  the  French  language.  Tbelr  instincts 
lead  them  to  form  associations  with  their 
own  people  and  who  can  blame  them. 

They  want  to  go  to  Quebec  and  I  bad  a 
letter  of  inquiry  from  a  friend  of  my  own, 
if  there  were  any  sections  there  that  those 
people  could  go  and  settle  on.  I  wrote  to 
the  premier  of  Quebec  and  got  Information 
from  him  and  wrote  baclc.  He  thanked  me 
kindly  for  the  Information  I  had  afforded, 
and  undertook  to  send  It  to  those  people  as 
being  the  very  Information  they  required, 
and  I  do  not  know,  but  that  it  may  be  the 
means  of  bringing  a  large  influx  of  people 
from  that  section  to  the  district  of  Quebec, 
that  will  be  opened  up  by  this  line.  Would 
that  not  be  a  good  thing?  It  Is  population 
we  want.  In  New  Ontario  it  Is  generally 
considered  that  there  Is  a  district  of  conn- 
try  through  which  this  road  will  run  that  Is 
equally  as  good  as  some  sections  In  Manito- 
ba and  the  Northwest.  It  is  said  we  have  a 
clay  belt  there  that  eventually  will  be  uti- 
lized for  agricultural  pursuits,  that  will  pro- 
duce many  things  with  which  a  consldwable 
export  trade  can  l>e  carried  on.  We  hope 
that  is  the  case.  I  was  talking  to  a  man  a 
few  days  ago  who  told  me  he  bad  pnt  in 
eight  years  exploring  In  that  country.  He 
has  put  In  every  summer  and  during 
that  time  three  winters.  He  says  there 
Is  a  district  of  land  which  is  capable 
of  being  atllized  in  agrlcoltural  pursuits 
quite  as  large  as  the  settled  portion  of 
eastern  Ontario.  If  that  is  the  case  it  will 
be  a  good  thing  for  the  province  to  open 
that  portion  of  the  country.  Besides  agri- 
cultural land  there  Is  a  very  large  amount 
of  timber  there,  that  can  be  taken  out-  There 
are'  no  facilities  for  taking  it  out  by  the 
streams,  because  the  streams  run  towards 
Hudson  Bay,  but  by  having  a  railway  so 
that  the  timber  can  be  mariceted,  there  are 
large  areas  of  forest  which  will  be  exceed- 
ingly valuable.  If  we  can  develop  ■  that 
part  of  Ontario,  I  think  It  will"  be  a  good 
think.  Ontario  is  anxious  for  Increase  of 
population  Just  the  same  as  any  otbOT  pro-, 
Hon.  Mr.  McBIULLBN. 


vlnce^  and  the  building  of  this  road  will  con- 
trtbate  to  the  development  and  prow«rity 

of  every  one  of  these  provinces  even  throa^i 
New  Brunswick  where  I  am  rather  disposed 
to  think  the  road  has  not  many  friends,  bat 
after  all  I  believe  there  is  a  district  througk 
which  this  road  proposes  to  run  that  will  be 
opened  vxp  and  although  it  has  a  very  sparw 
settlement  now  I  have  no  doubt  that  towns 
wlU  taring  up  there  and  population  wUl  hi- 
crease.  Take  the  northern  portion  of  Onta- 
rio north  of  Lake  Superior  where  the  Cani- 
dlan  Pacific  Railway  runs,  consider  what 
has  happened  there.  Look  at  the  centres  ot 
trade  that  have  been  established  where  tiiere 
is  apparently  noUiing  but  tocIm  and  noth- 
ing for  the  people  to  do  unless  at  some  land- 
ing or  to  work  on  the  Canadian  Taciflc  Kail- 
way  line.  After  all,  towns  have  grown  op 
and  some  sections  have  been  utilized  for 
agricultural  purposes  and  considerable  has 
been  accomplished.  That  is  a  good  thiog. 
If  that  is  done  in  a  region  so  rocky,  rougb 
and  so  .undesirable  from  a  settlers  stand- 
point along  the  north  shore,  what  will  be 
the  result  If  you  open  a  section  of  country 
that  is  supposed  to  contain  •agricultonl 
lands,  that  is  supposed  to  contain  a  very 
large  amount  of  timber,  and  also  that  1 
earnestly  hope  wilt  prove  to  contain  cm 
that  will  supply  some  portions  of  this  D* 
mbiion.  From  an  Imperial  standpoint  tbt 
line  Is  a  necessity.  From  a  peace  and  defen- 
sive standpoint  it  Is  a  necessity,  and  there-' 
fOTe  I  consider  that  the  building  of  Uie 
road  is  beyond  all  question  a  patriotic  act, 
and  something  which  we  should  «ideavoar 
to  carry  out  as  rapidly  as  possible.  Some 
of  the  advocates  of  imperial  federatloa  and 
the  policy  proposed  by  Mr.  Ghamberlabi  say 
that  if  a  proper  development  takes  place  hi 
Manitoba  and  the  Northwest,  we  can  8aiq>ly 
England  with  her  dally  food  from  the  be- 
ginning ot  the  year  to  the  end  of  it  Well, 
I  should  be  glad  Indeed  if  we  could  do  It. 
I  have  that  faith  in  our  country  which 
enables  me  to  say  conscientiously  that  1 
believe  that  Inside  of  ten  years  the  popala- 
tlon  of  this  Dominion  will  be  so  increased 
that  we  will  be  enabled  to  supply  the  food- 
stuBfs  required  by  the  mother  country.  There 
Is  another  point  to  which  I  want  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House.  We  know  that 
we  have  now  a  very  large  Influx  of  pecula- 
tion Into  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest.  We 
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hope  It  may  continue,  but  should  there  be 
a  falkire  of  crops  (or  a  year  or  two,  and  we 
earnestly  hope  that  no  such  catastrophe  may 
overtake  that  eonntry,  It  would  give  it  a  set 
back  from  which  It  would  not  recover  for 
fifty  years,  if  we  had  not  public  works  under 
conartractton  which  would  enable  the  people 
to  earn  a  living,  and  to  take  up  locations  and 
make  homes  for  themselves.  We  know  that 
the  construction  ot  this  railway  will  be  a 
decided  advantage  In  that  regard.   There  Is 
no  immigration  policy  on  earth  In  a  new 
country  equal  to  public  works  well  and  pro- 
perly carried  out  Take  the  history  of  this 
contenant  What  did  the  United  States  do  af- 
ter tbe  close  of  the  war,  when  they  obtained 
their  Independence?  Tbe  first  think  they  did 
waa   to  spend  money  lavishly   In  building 
canals.    They  built  no  less  than  thirty-eight 
canals,  some  of  them  over  three  hundred 
nailes  long,  at  an  enormous  cost.  They  are 
▼aluless  to-day,  but  they  were  the  means  of 
brinsing  population  Into  tbe  United  States.' 
People  in  the  United  States  got  to  learn  that 
where  there  were  plenty  of  public  works 
groing  on,  and  where  there  was  an  opportu- 
nity of  earning  money,  Immigrants  would  go 
there,  and  although  tbe  government  spent 
some  $200,000,000  In   the  construction  of 
canals  which  are  to-day,  to  a  large  <actent, 
useless,  what  did  they  accomplish  ?  Tbey 
brought  population  Into  the  states.   It  sup- 
plied tbe  people  who  came  into  the  states 
with    plenty   of   work,   and   they  earned 
money.    What  was  tbe  first  start  In  Canada 
after  the  close  of  the  United  States  war. 
Why,  It  was  the  building  of  the  Welland 
canal    upon   which   a   very  considerable 
amount  of  money  was  spent.   There  Is  no 
doubt  about  that— and  very  extravagantly 
spent.    I  do  not  know  but  there  was,  per- 
haps, more  extravagance  In  connection  with 
the  construction  of  that  work  than  with  any 
work  that  was  ever  inaugurated  in  Canada  ; 
but;  after  all  it  was  the  means  of  creating 
employment  for  the  people  who  came  from 
the  old  country,  and  we  can  point  to  homes 
In  Ontario  to-day  where  the  occupants  of 
those  bomes  earned  the  first  dollar  they 
ever  made  in  tbe  construction  of  the  Wel- 
land canal.    In   tbe  construction   of  that 
work  and  I  believe  the  way  tbey  were  paid 
was  that  they  got  part  script   and  part 
money,  and  for  that  script  they  could  go  to 
any  place  in  Ontario  and  draw  land.  In 


several  sections  of  this  province  there  are 
yet  living  tbe  heirs  of  those  who  worked  on 
that  very  work  and  drew  land  with  their 
script  You  have  a  similar  experience  In 
connection  with  Fhe  construction  of  this  rail- 
way. All  over  the  civilized  world  people 
will  fa^r  of  the  enormous  public  works  and 
large  expenditure  of  nfbney  in  Canada,  and 
will  pour  Into  the  country  to  work  on  the 
road,  and  after  working  a  year  or  two  wlU 
become  settlers  and  help  to  develop  the  coun- 
try. From  that  standpoint  this  road  will  be 
a  great  benefit  to  Canada. 

There  Is  another  point  to  which  I  would 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  that 
is  the  value  of  this  route  for  the  exporting 
of  cattle  from  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest, 
which  is  becoming  a  large  and  important 
business.  Tbe  cattle  have  to  go  out  by  rail ; 
they  cannot  very  well  be  shipped  on  boats. 
It  is  well,  therefore,  that  there  should  be 
roads  through  the  northern  as  well  as 
through  the  sontbem  parts  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  These  cattle  will  probably  be 
shipped  In  the  early  part  of  tbe  season  be- 
fore the  opening  of  navigation.  That  Is  a 
point  on  which  my  hon.  friends  from  the 
Northwest  will  be  in  a  better  position  to 
speak  than  I  am.  but  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  «portatlon  of  cattle  will  be  largely  over 
those  lines,  and  tbe  better,  the  straighter,  the 
more  complete  this  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  line 
Is  the  better  will  be  the  facilities  to  get 
those  cattle  to  tbe  sea-board. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  cavalllng 
with  regard  to  tbe  probable  cost  of  the  line 
north  of  Lake  Superior  from  say  one  hun- 
dred miles  west  of  Quebec  until  we  come  to 
the  eastern  border  of  Manitoba.  There  has 
been,  and  no  doubt  there  Is,  a  good  deal  ot 
guess  work  as  to  what  the  probable  cost  ot 
tbe  line  will  be,  and  especially  the  portlou 
through  the  Bocky  mountains  and  westward 
to  tbe  coast.  The  reason  Is  simply  this  ; 
the  cost  of  getting  in  supplies  is  a  serious 
matter  in  building  a  road  through  an  unset- 
tled district  where  there  are  no  roads.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  In  building  their 
line  north  of  Lake  Superior  realized  this.  I 
have  no  doubt  they  would  have  liked  very 
much  to  have  gone  north  of  tbe  height  ot 
land,  but  when  they  came  to  realize  the  cost 
of  getting  supplies  across  the  rocky  ridges 
north  of  the  lake  to  support  those  engaged 
In  building  the  work  they  thought  it  better 
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to  keep  close  to  the  abore  where  for  one 
hundred  and  fifty  miles  along  Lake  Superior 
they  could  deliver  supplies  as  they  wiriied 
daring  the  progress  of  constmctlon.  That 

was  very  great  advantage.  The  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  has -had  Its  engineers  over 
the  Une  proposed  from  Edmonton  to  the  Pa- 
clfie.  They  have  made  a  through  investiga- 
tion of  It  and  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  a  guarantee  of  $30,000  a  mile  would  not 
represent  anjrtblng  like  three-fourths  of  the 
cost  of  constructing  the  section  from  the 
foot  of  the  Roeky  mountains  to  the  Padflc 
coast  And  I  have  no  doubt  they  are  coi^ 
rect  when  we  come  to  consider  the  cost  of 
getting  supplies  Into  that  district  We  have 
the  history  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
and  of  all  the  transcontinental  lines  In  the 
United  States,  and  we  know  that  It  bas 
been  found  impossible  to  construct  the 
Rocky  mountain  section  of  any  one  of  tbem 
for  less  than  $60,000  a  mile.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  Rocky  mountain  section  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  will  cost  as  much, 
and  one  thing  that  will  largely  contribute  to 
that  cost  will  be  the  difficulty  of  getting  sap- 
plies  Into  that  district  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  Manitoba  section  can  be  construct- 
ed for  from  |18,000  to  $15,000  per  mile,  be- 
cause that  prairie  section  can  be  easily  con- 
structed and  supplies  are  available  along 
the  road.  Nearly  everything  that  is  needed 
can  be  procured,  and  that  will  tend  to  cbeap- 
en  the  cost  of  constructing  that  section.  But 
when  you  come  to  the  section  extending 
from  Winnipeg  to  within  one  hundred  miles 
of  Quebec  you  have  a  very  different  state 
of  things,  and  It  will  unquestionably  cost 
more.  I  do  not  object  to  the  government 
guarantee  of  $13,000  per  mile  for  the  prairie 
section  ;  if  they  bad  gone  as  high  aa  $15,000, 
although  I  believe  that  will  more  than  bnlld 
the  road,  there  is  no  danger  after  all  of  that 
section  of  the  line  ever  going  back  into  the 
hands  of  the  government.  The  only  danger 
Is  in  connection  with  the  eastern  section 
and  the  Rocky  mountain  section.  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  danger  of  either  of 
them  going  back,  because  If  the  Kocky 
mountain  section  cost  $60,000  a  mile  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  would  have  to  pro- 
vide one-tliird  of  the  cost  That  would 
mean  an  expenditure,  at  the  estimate  I  have 
given  of  $15,000  per  mile  for  the  prairie 
section,  which  would  amount  to  a  lai^e 
Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN. 


sum,  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  would 
be  very  careful  about  taking  any  risk  of 
expending  Oiat  much  of  their  own  money 
If  there  was  danger  of  losing  the  road  and 
having  It  fall  Into  the  bands  of  the  gorem- 
ment.  I  do  not  tbink  there  Is  any  probabi- 
lity of  that  occuiTthg ;  I  think  It  will  be  a 
successful  undertaking. 

Keewatln  is  an  immense  territory.  We 
do  not  know  as  yet  what  It  will  develop  into, 
but  this  line  will  pass  through  a  portion  of 
that  district  before  it  enters  Manitoba.  It 
will  be  the  first  line  to  touch  Keewatln  at 
all.  I  bare  beard  some  one  say  who  bag 
traversed  the  country  west  of  Hudson  hay. 
that  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  a  portion  ot 
that  district  becoming  a  good  grazing  conn- 
try,  and  we  hope  that  the  ultimate  result  of 
building  this  road  will  be  to  develop  that 
section  of  the  province.  Then  we  have  the 
opening  up  of  Hudson  bay  Itself.  We  earn- 
estly hope  that  a  great  fishing  Industry  will 
be  developed  in  that  bay,  and  that  one  of 
the  first  things  done  as  the  result  of  balld- 
Ing  this  road  will  be  to  construct  a  branch 
Une  that  will  tap  the  waters  of  that  magni- 
ficent inland  sea.  The  Ontario  government 
Is  now  extending  a  line  northward  towarda 
Hudson  bay,  and  I  bave  no  donbt  that  very 
soon  an  Important  fishing  industry  will  be 
developed  tiiere.  Then  as  to  minerals.  I  bare 
seen  excellent  specimens  of  gold  from  the 
shore  of  Hudson  bay,  as  good  as  I  have  ever 
seen  from  any  part  of  the  world.  If  gold 
should  be  discovered  there  In  paying  qmn- 
tltles  we  will  bave  a  very  large  mining  in- 
dustry and  that  also  will  furnish  traflic  All 
these  things  will  stimulate  trade,  attract 
population  and  increase  the  wealth  of  the 
country,  and  it  Is  such  Increase  that  we 
want 

Now  with  regard  to  the  two  points  that 
the  BUI  asks  for,  I  tbink  both  of  them  are 
wise  and  pmdent  In  the  first  place  I  feel 
certain  In  my  own  mind  that  a  guarantee  of 
$30,000  a  mile  would  not  do  much  more  than 
cover  half  the  expenses  from  the  foot  of  the 
Rocky  mountains  to  the  Pacific.  It  woald 
require  about  double  that  amount  per  mile. 
In  that  view  you  could  hardly  consider  a 
guarantee  of  $30,000  a  mile  on  a  road  that 
would  cost  $00,000  a  mile  a  serious  ride.  A 
mortgage  for  one-half  Its  value  could  not  be 
regarded  as  a  very  great  concession  to  the 
company.  Ton  can  generally  mortgage  pro* 
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perty  tta  one-balf  Its  valve.  I  bave  no  tonbt 
tbe  boDda  would  brinr  near)7  as  mucb  wltb 
the  guarantee  of  $30,000  a  mUe  as  tiiej  will 
under  the  proposecl  guarantee,  but  tbe  com- 
pany want,  and  no  doubt  they  are  correct  In 
their  estimate,  a  guarantee  for  three-fourths 
of  tbe  cost  of  the  road.  Even  wltb  this 
change  tbe  govemmMit  would  be  quite  safe. 
I  have  no  doubt  they  would  took  closely  af- 
ter the  expenditure  of  the  money  upon  that 
section  of  tbe  road.  In  tbe  Interest  of  tbe 
country  it  Is  necessary  they  should  do  so. 
I  am  quite  sure  tbey  will  not  allow  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  to  put  In  all  manner 
of  chaises  together  wltb  tbe  actual  cost  of 
construction  of  tbe  line.  I  hope  the  goveru- 
ment  will  see,  and  I  bare  confidence  In  them 
tbst  tbey  will  see  tbat  tbe  money  for  tbe 
construction  of  that  line  goes  Into  the  work 
Itself  and  that  proper  supervision  Is  had,  so 
tbat  full  value  will  be  given  for  every  dollar. 

The  request  for  an  extension  of  time,  i 
think,  is  reasonable.  Such  extensions  bave 
been  found  necessary  in  connection  with 
nearly  every  large  nndertaklng.  It  was 
found  necessary  wben  tbe  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  was  constructed ;  tbe  time  under 
the  first  eonti-act  was  considered  altogether 
too  short.  Then  in  the  case  of  the  Chlgnecto 
Ship  Railway — although  It  was  a  work  in 
which  very  few  bad  confidence— the  time  was 
extended  more  than  once,  and  prudently  ex- 
tended. In  this  case,  no  doubt,  tbe  com- 
pany want  to  be  In  a  position,  wben 'tbey 
undertake  to  finance  this  contract,  to  show 
that  they  have  ample  time  to  carry  out  the 
vork,  so  I  raise  no  objection  to  this  para- 
graph. I  have  not  myself  carefully  Investi- 
gated tbe  Bill.  I  have  read  it  very  hurrldly 
and  I  hope  that  the  government  has  guarded 
themselves  nt  every  point  where  there  would 
be  any  risk  of  extravagance.  I  hope  tbey 
bave  guarded  themselves  In  tbe  issuing  of 
the  bonds  which  tbey  are  guaranteeing,  as 
to  tbe  amount  to  be  Issued,  the  Interest  they 
will  bear,  tbe  denomination,  and  so  on.  If 
I  remember  right  In  tbe  Act  tbey  bave  made 
provl^on  for  those  things 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— If  tbey  have  done 
so,  it  Is  ail  right.  I  can  easily  conceive  If 
tbe  government  had  not  made  provision  for 
tbat  bow  easy  It  would  be  for  an  unscrupu- 
lous company  to  ask  a  guarantee  for  bonds 
Issued  for  a  very  long  time  at  a  blgb  rate 


of  interest,  which  tbey  could  place  on  tbe 
market  and  pocket  a  very  large  sum  by  tbe 
selling  of  tbe  bonds  above  par.  I  hope  the 
rate  of  interest  will  be  such  tbat  they  will 
not  be  able  to  take  advantage  of  tbe  coun- 
try. 

There  Is  another  provision  of  tbe  Bill 
which  bae  been  found  fault  with,  and  that 
bi  with  r^rd  of  tbe  company  beii^  In  ar- 
rears for  interest  for  some  five  years  before 
the  government  can  take  over  and  control 
the  line.  The  point  was  raised  In  the  other 
House  that  possibly  tbe  company  might  be 
in  arrears  for  four  and  one-balf  years  In- 
terest and  by  paying  a  half  year's  Interest 
th^  could  go  on  six  months  more,  and  at 
the  end  of  tbat  time  say  another  six  months 
Interest,  and  In  tbat  way  keep  out  of  tbe 
bands  of  tbe  Dominion  treasurer  some  six  or 
six  and  one-balf  years  of  accrued  Interest. 
I  hope  that  this  measure  will  not  permit  any- 
thing of  tbat  kind  to  be  done.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  government  would  sanction  a 
Bill  that  would  tolerate  anything  of  the  sort, 
and  that  they  will  provide  against  such  a 
poMtlon.  and  that  if  the  company  run  in 
arrears  tliey  will  have  to  pay  up  tbe  interest. 
Another  provision  should  be  made,  that  If 
they  are  in  arrears,  a  certain  amount  of  the 
receipts  of  the  line  should  be  set  aside  to 
meet  over  due  interest  until  the  amount  is 
wiped  out.  I  earnestly  hope  that  all  these 
conditions  and  stipulations  will  be  provided 
for.   Possibly  they  are  already  provided  for. 

I  bave  about  covered  the  different  points 
that  I  did  not  touch  upon  last  night.  I  bave 
endeavoured  to  point  out  as  best  I  could 
why  we  should  sui»port  the  construction  of 
this  road.  I  believe  the  government  Is  sin- 
cere and  truly  patriotic,  and  are  doing  the 
best  they  can  for  the  country  In  under- 
taking the  coiutructlon  of  this  line.  Tbey 
will  endeavour  to  show  tbe  people  wben  it 
Is  built  tbat  it  is  a  decided  advantage  to 
the  Dominion.  I  believe  this  great  work 
will  be  constructed  without  any  extrava- 
gance. I  earnestly  hope  that  the  commis- 
sion which  has  been  appointed  to  look  after 
tbe  eastern  section  of  tbe  road  will  dls* 
charge  tbeir  duties  faithfully  and  fearless- 
ly. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Has  that  commis- 
sion been  appointed  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  do  not  think  it 
has,  but  tbe  government  bave  Intimated  their 
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Intention  to  appotnt  a  commlBsion  to  orerlofdc 
and  snpervlBe  tbe  expenditure  in  connection 
with  the  conatructlon  of  the  TranBcontinen- 
tnl  Railway.  I  do  not  know  exactly  how  It 
is  to  be  done,  but  I  am  sure  they  will  take 
steps  to  guard  the  Interests  of  the  country 
at  every  point.  The  sooner  we  get  that 
Toad  tbe  better.  The  future  of  Canada 
points  very  strongly  to  Its  being  a  necessity. 
With  tbe  enormous  influx  of  settlers,  it  is 
the  very  best  saf^uard  against  conditions 
which  might  prove  very  serious  to  ua  a%  a 
people  and  a  country.  I  think  public  works 
are  tbe  very  best  protection  against  disas- 
trous conditions  which  might  otherwise  over- 
take us,  and  I  have  no  doubt  by  tbe  time 
tbe  road  Is  built  Canada  may  contain  seven 
or  eight  millions  of  people.  We  know  that 
when  the  construction  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  was  being  carried  on.  there  was  a 
very  large  influx  of  population  Into  the 
country  and  many  parts  of  old  Canada  were 
settled  then  which  would  not  otherwise  have 
been  settled  for  years.  It  was  so  with  tbe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  other  roads. 
We  know  also  the  enormous  advantage  rail- 
way building  was  to  the  United  States ;  I 
question  very  much  if  that  country  would 
contain  the  enormous  population  it  has  to- 
day if  It  had  not  been  for  tbe  enormous  ex- 
penditure on  railways.  They  have  grid 
Ironed  their  country  with  roads  and  large 
towns  have  sprung  up  In  districts  which 
would  have  been  unknown  to^y  had  those 
lines  not  been  bnilt.  There  is  nothing  like  a 
railway  to  open  up  a  country,  nothing  tliat 
can  contribute  more  to  the  settlement  and 
welfare  of  the  people.  By  the  construction 
of  this  National  Transcontinental  Railway 
through  Ontario  and  Quebec,  Keewatin  and 
Manitoba— wlilch  is  now  fairly  well  accom- 
modated—and through  tbe  weatmi  territo- 
ries and  out  to  Port  Simpson  great  facili- 
ties for  «2portlng  will  be  opened  up,  popu- 
lation will  flow  In,  and  In  ten  years  what  Is 
now  looked  upon  as  the  tall  end  of  this 
Dominion  may  become  the  head  and  chief 
portion  of  It.  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest 
Territories  may  have  a  larger  population  in 
twenty  years  than  the  eastern  provinces.  If 
that  should  be  the  case,  I  hope  they  will  use 
their  pow«rs  prudently  and  well.  I  have 
been  amazed  at  the  enormous  growth  and 
proeperlty  of  Winnipeg.  It  Is  a  marvel  in 
Itself.  No  other  city  in  the  Dominion  has 
made  such  strides.  I  hope  when  this  road  is 
Hon.  Mr.  UcHULLBN. 


built  other  Wlnnlp^  will  spring  Into  ubt- 
ence.  There  Is  plenty  of  room  for  them,  but 
Winnipeg  will  be  the  great  commercial  cen- 
tre and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  will  con- 
nect with  it.  Iiooking  at  It  from  an  impe- 
rial standpoint,  from  a  Dominion  stand- 
point, from  a  provincial  standpoint,  or  from 
the  standpohit  of  tbe  safety  of  our  hofflet 
and  the  people  who  are  to  follow  us  we 
should  have  transcontinental  line  which  irill 
afford  the  means,  If  England  chooses  to  as- 
sist us  in  the  hour  of  danger,  by  which  tbe 
provinces  of  the  Dominion  and  every  por- 
tion of  the  empire  can  co-operate  in  defence 
of  the  country.  The  road  Is  a  necessity,  and 
I  hope  we  will  live  to  see  it  In  operatiou.  I 
hope  many  who  hear  my  voice  to-day  will 
have  the  pleasure  of  travelling  by  this  great 
highway  from  the  city  of  Quebec  right 
through  to  Port  Simpson  and  behold  tbe 
development  that  will  surely  take  place,  and 
realize  the  advantages  to  Canada  of  the 
construction  of  that  great  line. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— I  must  confess 
that  for  one  who  has  admitted  that  he  has 
not  read  the  Bill  before  us,  my  hon.  friend 
from  Wellington  has  made  an  able  speech  on 
the  subject  Nothing  was  left  unsaid  that 
he  had  already  said  last  year  and  this 
year  on  the  subject  with  the  exception  ol 
tbe  tranding  privil^es.  He  made  an  admir 
able  speech  I  must  admit,  but  I  am  sure  be 
has  failed  to  convince  others  as  well  as  my- 
self that  this  road  is  a  necessity. 

I  must  now  torn  my  attention  a  little  to 
my  hon.  friend  from  West  Elgin  (Hon.  Hr. 
Wilson),  a  gentleman  I  have  known  for  manj 
years,  and  whom  I  intended  to  follow  last 
evening,  but  was  prevented  from  doing  so  by 
n  tittle  circumstance.  He  delivered  a  lecture 
to  the  Conservative  par^  on  tbe  subject  of 
their  sudden  conversion  to  government 
ownership.  Had  he  been  Just,  my  hon. 
friend  should  have  gone  Into  the  questton 
of  conversions  generally.  He  ou^t  to 
have  told  this  House  how  Sir  Richard 
Cartwrlght  had  become  a  convert  from  free 
trade  to  protection.  He  could  have  shown 
bow  Sir  Richard  Cartwrlght  has  been  con- 
verted from  thinking  that  tbe  extraction  as 
he  used  to  call  It,  of  $35,000,000  from  tbe 
Itockets  of  the  people,  which  was  being 
8i>ent  by  the  Tory  government  was  extia- 
vagant  and  wrong,  to  defending  to-day  tbe 
extracting  of  $65,000,000  from  tbe  tax-payers 
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of  the  country.  He  might  have  tonched  on 
another  subject  with  regard  to  Sir  Richard 
Cartwrlght.  He  might  have  searched  the 
Commons  *  Hansard '  of  32  or  33  years  ago 
and  fonnd  there  that  Sir  Richard  Oartwrlght 
had  stated  that  they  mi^t  Just  as  well  throw 
the  mUUoDB  of  dollars  that  this  country  was 
czpendliv  (m  the  CMUtmction  of  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  Into  the  sea,  as  pnt  It 
iiito  such  an  nnwlse  project  He  might 
have  looked  at  the  speech  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
I.aurier,  who  Is  so  enthusiastic  to^ay  over 
the  idea  of  building  a  second  transcontin- 
ental line,  and  found  where  he  advocated 
the  idea  that  the  Northwest  could  never 
be  approached  except  through  United  States 
teiTitory.  He  might  have  quoted  Mr.  Blake 
as  saying  that  the  wonderful  province  of 
British  Columbia  of  which  they  speak  now 
In  such  glowing  terms,  was  only  a  sea  of 
mountains  and  not  worth  the  cost  of  build- 
lag  a  road  through  It 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Mr.  Blake's  remark 
was  a  quotation  from  a  remark  by  a  Pro- 
fessor of  Queen's  University. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— He  quoted  It  be- 
cause he  approved  of  It  My  ton.  friend 
might  hare  gone  a  little  further  and  shown 
that  the  whole  party  was  opposed  to  the 
building  of  the  Canadian  Paclfle  Railway, 
particularly  north  of  Lake  Huron,  and  that 
they  offered  as  a  substitute  at  the  general 
elections  In  1874,  what  ? 

The  water  stretches  route  where  they 
sank  ninety  thousand  or  one  hundred  thou- 
MDd  dollar^  on  works  which  to-day  are  In- 
habited by  bullfrogs  and  mnskrats.  The 
whole  party  supported  that  so  that  he 
should  have  read  a  lecture  to  his  reform 
friends  and  say  that  they  had  suddenly  be- 
come converted  from  the  opinions  they  held 
then.  They  opposed  the  building  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  They  opposed 
even  the  purchase  of  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories that  they  now  value  so  highly,  and 
they  tliought  the  Tories  were  paying  too 
mncb  for  It  when  they  bought  It  from  the 
Hudson  Bay  Company.  They  were  wrong 
In  opposing  the  building  of  the  Canadian 
Padflc  Railway,  and  unless  they  are  In  a 
position  to  show  that  they  have  received 
»me  supematoral  lnfq>lratlon  since  then, 
they  are  bound  to  be  wrong  now.  I  cannot 
see  it  in  nny  other  light.  That  Is  precisely 
the  stand  that  they  ought  to  assume,  unless 


they  can  show  some  more  tangible  reason, 
some  better  ground  for  their  conversion  and 
show  that  we  are  now  wrong  although  we 
were  right  thirty  years  ago.  So  much  for 
my  hon.  friend  from  west  Elgin.  Now  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanaudldre,  In  the 
opening  remarks  of  his  speech,  said  that 
this  was  the  most  Important  Bill  that  had 
been  presented  to  parliament  since  confe- 
deration. I  certainly  agree  with  him  that 
It  Ifl  a  most  important  Bill,  but  the  import- 
ance of  the  project  is  one  strong  reason  why 
we  should  be  careful  not  to  take  a  leap  In 
the  dark.  For  that  reason  we  ought  to  pro- 
ceed slowly ;  we  oi^ht  to  proceed  carefully 
with  full  knowledge  of  where  we  are  going 
to  build  the  road,  and  ascertain  whether  It 
is  prematurely  forced  on  the  country  or  not. 
Let  UB  look  at  the  question  from  a  business 
standpoint  Who  has  asked  for  this  road  V 
Has  any  body  of  business  men  asked  for  the 
road  1  Have  the  farmers  of  the  west  asked 
for  the  road  or  have  the  merchants  or  manu- 
facturers of  the  east  asked  for  the  road  ? 
The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  itself, 
which  Is  really  and  virtually  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  never  asked  for  the  transcon- 
tinental railway  V  They  asked  for  power  to 
build  a  road  from  North  Bay  to  Winnipeg, 
and  from  Wlnnlp^  to  the  Pacific  ocean, 
and  we  must  remember  that  no  one  can 
have  a  better  eye  for  fields  anew  than  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  if  they  felt  there  was 
money  in  it.  and  that  it  was  necessary  to  ex- 
tend their  lines  into  new  territory.  They  saw 
where  the  profit  was,  and  for  that  field  they 
made  an  application  to  parliament  They 
asked  for  the  road  then  from  North  Bay  to 
Winnipeg  and  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Pacific 
coast  They  asked  in  that  admirable,  won- 
derful and  confidential  letter  which  was 
subsequently  submitted  to  the  House,  for 
a  subsidy  of  six  thousand  dollars  In  cash 
and  four  thousand  acres  of  land  per  mile. 
Now  there  Is  something  peculiar,  something 
very  hard  for  people  who  are  outside  and 
cannot  possibly  see  Into  the  details, 
to  be  able  to  follow  the  history  of  this 
matter.  In  1902  the  Hon.  Mr.  Tarte  re- 
signed his  portfolio  In  Sir  Wilfrid  Lau- 
rler's  administration,  and  after  he  had 
done  so  he  toured  this  country  from  east  to 
west  and  addressed  large  meetings  at  many 
important  centres  advocating  the  importance 
of  deepening  our  canals  and  the  Importance 
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of  the  transiMrtation  question  generally.  He 
pointed  out  clearly  that  it  we  did  not  make 
a  move  In  that  direction,  the  traffic  tbat  vir- 
tually and  really  belonged  to  ns  would  find 
Its  way  through  the  channels  of  tbe  United 
States  to  the  aea-board.  We  also  And  that 
in  1902  Mr.  Blair  made  a  speech  at  Vancou- 
ver or  Victoria.  I  do  not  remember  which,  In 
which  he  promised,  or,  rather,  stated,  that  he 
was  seriously  considering  the  advisability  of 
having  a  goTemment  transcontinental  rail- 
way built  across  this  country,  and  be  men- 
tioned tbe  extension  of  tbe  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way to  Georgian  Bay.  We  find  also  that  in 
1902  an  application  was  made  to  parliament 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  for  a  charter,  in 
November  I  think  ;  and  In  December  1902, 
If  I  am  not  mistakenv  a  letter  asking  for 
aid  was  sent  confidentially  to  tbe  premier, 
stating  upon  what  terms  the  company  would 
be  willing  to  build  this  road.  All  these  pro- 
positions were  before  the  government  in  the 
latter  part  of  1902.  ParlUment  met  in 
1903,  and  as  a  blind — for  we  can  see  nothing 
of  It  now— as  a  blind,  a  paragraph  was  pla- 
ced in  tbe  speech  from  the  Throne  stating 
that  a  commission  would  be  issued  to  In- 
vestigate this  very  important  question  of 
transportation.  It  would  never  do  to  allow 
Hon.  Mr.  Tarte  to  get  the  credit  of  having 
forced  upon  the  government  tbe  idea  of  deep- 
ening our  canals.  It  would  never  do  to  allow 
Mr.  Blair,  who  had  evidently  taken  the  bit 
In  his  teeth  In  the  cabinet  when  he  advo- 
cated the  building  of  a  transcontinental  rail- 
way" owned  by  the  government ;  it  would 
never  do  to  allow  him  to  have  his  way  ;  so 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  both  of  these  gentle- 
men— and  It  happened  that  It  was  not  very 
long  until  they  got  rid  of  Mr.  Blair— this 
paragraph  was  Inserted  in  the  speech  from 
tbe  Throne,  but  they  kept  in  view  all  the 
time,  evidently,  the  fact  that  the  Urnnd 
Trunk  Pacific,  an  important  corporation,  bad 
made  an  application,  and  that  they  would 
serionsiy  consider  what  to  do  with  refer 
ence  to  the  deal  that  was  to  be  placed  with 
that  company.  It  was  evident  at  this  time 
that  tbe  period  of  incubation  had  l>egun.  This 
incubation  began  suddenly  without  appoint- 
ing the  commission,  remember  ;  but  as  a  mat- 
ter of  shame  the  commission  was  subsequent- 
ly appointed,  and  are  perambulating  tbe 
country  to-day,  for  what  purpose  ?  The  Ixtrd 
only  Iiuows,  for  their  report  cannot  possibly 
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be  used  for  years  and  years  to  come,  eres 
if  It  should  be  In  favour  of  the  bulUUng  of 
tbe  canal.  But  suddenly,  while  this  period 
of  Incubation  was  going  on,  a  resolution  vss 
presented  to  tbe  House  by  the  Right  Hon. 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lanrier,  asking  that  the  Act 
which  he  intended  to  introduce,  ratifyhif 
the  contract  that  had  already  been  made 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany, should  be  passed  by  the  I>ominl0D 
parliament,  confirming  the  contract  as  be 
and  bis  friends  had  made  It.  That  contract, 
of  course,  wae,  as  hon.  gentlemen  iinow, 
wltb  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  to 
build  a  road  from  Winnipeg  to  the  Fadfie 
ocean,  and  the  building  by  the  govemmoit 
of  the  eastern  section  and  leasing  of  It  to 
tbe  company  for  fifty  years.  The  failure  b> 
comply  with  tbe  terms  of  that  contract  on 
tbe  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk  took  place. 
Whether  that  failure  was  accidental  or  not, 
we  cannot  say,  but  there  Is  one  thing  quite 
evident  that  as  a  result  of  that  failure  tiie 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company  will  evidoit- 
ly  pocket  many  milUiMw.  Moreover  It  looks 
almost  as  if  that  scheme  had  been  contem- 
plated, because  our  government,  eztravagmt 
as  they  are.  anxious  as  they  are  to  precipi- 
tate everything  on  the  country  in  the  way  of 
expenditures,  they  even  were  afraid  to  pre- 
sent It  in  one  Bill,  and  bad  to  make  two  bites 
of  It  Tbe  result  of  that  failure,  however,  w«s 
that  a  new  BUI  had  to  be  presented  to  parlia- 
ment, and  that  Is  the  BUI  we  have  before 
as  to-day.  Let  us  compare  some  of  the 
clauses  that  are  contained  In  the  present 
Bill  with  tbe  clauses  of  the  former  Bill.  In 
the  eastern  section  the  road  is  to  l>e  leased 
to  the  company  for  a  period  of  fifty  years, 
and  an  extraordinary  feature  of  the  Bill  is 
that  instead  of  giving  the  company  tbe  op- 
tion of  continuing  tbe  lease  for  the  nextflfty 
years,  the  tenth  paragraph  is  amended  by 
adding  thereto  tbe  following  clause : 

Provided  further  that  1b  the  event  of  the 
Kovemmwt  determlntng  to  undertake  the  open* 

tioo  of  the  said  eaetern  divlaloo,  tbe  compuT 
shall  be  entitled  for  a  further  period  of  fifty 
Tears  to  such  runQing  powers  and  hauling  rates 
(as  may  t>e  neeeasary. 

The  option  is  not  with  the  government 
Tbe  company  have  tbe  power  to  continue, 
and  even  if  tbe  government  should  put  an 
end  to  the  contract  at  the  end  of  fifty  years, 
according  to  the  reading  of  this  clause,  the 
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compaoy  bare  the  rigbt  to  anj :  '  We  will 
not  accept  the  position ;  we  bare  the  i^d 
and  want  to  cODtinne  It  for  another  term.' 

Hod.  Sir  MAGKBNZID  BOWBLL-aear, 
hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— Another  extraor- 
dlnarr  feature  in  the  contract  is  that  the 
company  is  to  have  the  road  free  for  a 
period  of  ten  years  Instead  of  seven  as  In 
the  former  Bill.  That  Is  a  very  Important 
matter,  and  a  matter  that  inrolves  many 
million  dollars.  Of  course  we  are  dealing  in 
millions  to  such  an  extent  that  we  do  not 
really  follow  the  flgnres.  There  are  many 
other  things  I  conld  say  with  reference  to 
these  two  sections.  For  Instance  there  is 
a  clause  in  the  contract  which  obliges  the 
goreroment,  at  the  end  of  the  lease,  when- 
ever It  may  be — the  chances  are  If  it  is  a 
hundred  years  we  wlU  not  live  to  see  It  

Hon.  Mr.  SULLITAK— Not  Ukely. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— There  Is  a  clause 
in  the  contract  which  says  the  goTemment 
is  obliged  to  take  over  such  branch  lines 
as  the  railway  company  may  not  re- 
quire. Those  who  are  In  opposition  to 
government  ownership  of  railways  will 
have  nn  opportunity  of  perhaps  having  a 
tew  little  lines  of  government  railways  on 
their  hands  at  the  expiration  of  that  time. 
Now  let  us  consider  the  mountain  section. 
The  government  guarantees  three-quarters  of 
the  cost  of  construction,  and  when  my  hon. 
friend  from  Wellington  spoke  of  the  change 
as  a  beneficial  one  he  admitted  that  it  might 
cost  sixty  thousand  dollars  per  mile.  In 
the  former  contract  they  were  only  bound 
to  guarantee  $30,000  per  mile.  Their  obliga- 
tion was  to  be  held  at  $30,000  a  mile,  while 
under  this  amended  contract  there  is  no 
limit  to  it  It  is  to  he  threenauarters  of  the 
cost,  whatever  that  cost  may  he.  That 
means  a  great  advantage,  to  the  company. 
There  is  also  an  extension  of  the  period  for 
which  they  were  to  have  the  Interest  free.  It 
is  extended  from  seven  years  to  ten  years. 
Itien  we  come  to  the  clause  referring  to  the 
prairie  section,  and  what  does  that  say  ? 
The  saddle  Is  put  on  the  other  horse  then. 
The  limit  to  which  the  company  will  hold 
the  government  down  Is,  that  they  will 
become  responsible  to  the  extent  of  $13,000 
a  mile  not  three-quarters  of  the  cost  Why  ? 
For  the  reason  that  It  will  simply  cost 


somewhere  about  eight  or  ten  thousand  dol- 
lars per  mile  only  to  constmct  a  great  many- 
miles  of  that  section.  Some  hon.  gentle- 
man said  '  humph/  whatever  that  means. 
I  can  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  I  have 
an  estimate  from  as  good  a  man  as  there 
Is  In  Canada,  who  has  built  railways,  and  he 
told  me  that  $8,220  per  mile  will  build  a  great 
many  miles  there,  what  number  of  miles  he 
could  not  tell  me  for  the  reason  that  he  did 
not  know  the  territory  or  district ;  but  fronL 
eight  to  ten  thousand  dollars  we  are  safe  ia. 
saying  will  build  a  large  portion  of  that 
prairie  section.  He  has  even  given  me  the 
cost  of  grading  and  cost  of  track  laying,  the 
cost  of  the  ballast  and  ties  and  the  cost  of 
steel  and  fastenings,  and  they  amount  to 
$8,000  a  mile. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— How  much  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  allow  for  the  right  of  way  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — It  cannot  cost  very- 
much  thae,  but  supposing  it  was  $1,000  per 
mile,  that  would  be  only  $9,200.  Now  with 
all  these  advantages  In  favour  of  the  com- 
pany hon.  gentlemen  we  can  clearly  see  why 
this  second  Bill  Is  before  ns.  It  is  as  appa- 
rent as  noonday.  There  is  money  In  it  to 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific. 

I  have  already  referred  to  the  period  of 
Incubation.  It  was  short  for  so  vast  a 
scheme,  and  when  the  ^g  was  brofe«t 
to  the  House  the  product  was  minus 
the  feathers,  no  surveys,  no  plans, 
no  Information  could  be  given  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  country  through  which  the 
road  was  to  pass  was  given  to  the  House, 
and  without  this  information,  of  course  no 
estimate  of  the  cost  could  be  given.  It 
might  be  $160,000,000^  $170,000,000  or  $200,- 
000,000 ;  no  one  yet  knows,  and  the  only 
reason  the  government  could  offer  In  such 
precipitation  was  that  the  bonding  privilege 
with  the  United  States  was  in  danger.  Now, 
I  will  come  to  the  point  at  which  I  maintain 
tills  honourable  House  should  show  Its  use- 
fulness—it is  co-equal  in  power  and  author- 
ity with  the  House  of  Lords  In  England, 
and  Todd  in  his  book  on  parliamentary  work 
says  in  vol.  1,  page  36 : 

As  an  Independent  branch  of  the  legislation, 
they  are  therefore  entitled  to  exercise  a  verr 
substantial  power,  which  should  serve  as  a 
poBltIv«  check  upon  the  lower  House  where  It 
may  have  been  Induced  to  act  with  unwise  pre- 
cipitation. 
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It  even  there  was  a  case  of  nnwlse  pre- 
cipitation it  Is  here— n(»  mandate  power  or 
sothortty  was  ^Iven  by  the  people  of  this 
Dominion  at  the  last  election  to  embark  on 
such  a  vast  project  as  this,  creating  a  bnrdeii 
ou  the  revenues  of  the  country,  the  extent 
of  which  has  yet  to  be  ascertained.  The 
only  petition  that  came  from  the  people 
In  reference  to  this  project  since  the  elec- 
tion, was  cfirtloads  of  petitions  against  it, 
but  DO  notice  was  taken  of  them.  What 
does  all  this  mean  ?  It  means  the  creation 
of  nn  enormous  debt.  Our  debt  now  fs 
nearly  $50  per  head  of  the  population,  and 
It  means  a  doubling  of  that  debt  for  the 
building  of  this  new  transcontinental  rail- 
way. The  scheme.  I  repeat,  is  unasked  for, 
is  at  present  unnecessary  and  Is  therefore 
prematurely  an  indefensible  expenditure. 

For  these  reasons  and  for  many  more 
forcible  reasons  given  by  hon.  gentlemen  In 
the  Senate,  and  for  the  very  able  and  power- 
ful arguments  advanced  by  the  opponents 
of  this  Bill  In  the  lower  House  which  were 
not  answered  by  the  government  when  un- 
der discussion  to  which  we  could  not  be 
indifferent  as  it  proceeded,  I  shall  rote 
against  this  Bill. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMAN— Question,  ques- 
tion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI,-Arcj 
we  to  understand  that  the  government  have 
no  one  on  their  side  to  defend  the  Bill  ?  If 
that  be  the  case,  I  ask  permission  to  make 
an  explanation.  My  hon.  friend  from  d« 
Zianaudl^re  (Hon.  Hr.  Gaagraln)  said  h-^ 
felt  very  much  flattered  when  he  was  asked 
to  re^y  to  the  remarks  I  made  upon  this 
Bill.   He  raised  a  laugh  at  my  expense  

Hon.  Mr.  CA80RAIN— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/— Oh. 
yes  ;  the  House  laughed  at  his  quotation 
from  a  ^ech  of  mine  In  opposition  to  gov- 
ernment ownership  and  operation  of  rail- 
ways. I  think  he  left  the  impression  on  the 
minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  that  In  my  speech 
last  year  I  bad  opposed  government  owner- 
ship of  railways.  I  have  read  the  speech  to 
which  he  refers,  and  I  find  there  Is  not  a 
word  In  it  that  could  by  any  enforclble  con- 
struction be  interpreted  to  refer  to  govern- 
ment ownership  of  railways.  What  I  did  say 
was  that  opposed  as  I  was  to  the  government 
running  a  railway,  I  would  prefer  this  pro- 
Hon  Mr.  McMILLAN. 


position  made  by  the  leader  of  the  opoidtlon 
In  the  other  House  to  accept  the  messnre 
then  before  the  Senate.  I  also  called  atten- 
tion at  that  time  to  what  I  had  seen  when  in 
Australia  as  to  the  running  of  railways  by 
the  government,  not  government  ownenblp 
of  railways.  What  I  said  was  tWs : 

I  do  not  propoBa  to  compare  it  with  the 
scheme  or  dtsouae  It  la  any  way.  (Tbst  is  the 
proposition  made  bj  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
Id  the  other  House.)  But  this  I  will  uj. 
speaking  for  mjaeir,  I  am  opposed  to  the  kot< 
erament  running  railways,  and  if  we  are  to  take 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  as  a  sample  to  ffolde 
UB  in  future,  all  I  have  to  say  Is  Ood  protect 
us  from  the  financial  results  that  nost  follow 
if  the  goverament  are  to  own  and  run  the  rail- 
ways. 

Then  I  referred  to  the  Australian  railwa; 
system.  I  pointed  out  the  other  day  thit 
since  the  AnatraUan  raUwayvi  bad  i>e«i 
placed  in  the  hands  of  a  practical  Canadlu 
railway  manager,  and  removed  from  the  jjov 
crument  Influence  that  formerly  prevailed, 
he  has  made  them  pay,  not  only  Interest  on 
the  Investment  but  also  running  expenses 
My  hon.  friend  from  St  Thomas  made  tlie 
same  statement  and  it  seemed  to  be  relislt- 
od  by  those  wtio  listened  to  him.  If  we  are 
to  have  a  vote  now,  I  think  It  would  per 
haps  be  taking  advantage  of  the  absence  of 
a  great  many  memb^s.  although  I  am  afrail 
that  t^ose  who  support  the  government  ftom 
party  motives  will  object  to  my  just  and 
sensible  amendment  I  would  suggest  that 
to-morrow  or  the  day  following  be  fixed  for 
taking  a  vote,  and  then  every  member  of  the 
Senate  who  desires  to  record  his  vote  on 
this  question  can  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  can  take  the 
vote  on  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER  moved  the  adjoorn- 
ment  of  the  debate  until  to-anorrow. 

The  SFEAKBIU-I  am  afraid  the  motion  b 

lost 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  intended  to  ad- 
dress some  observations  to  the  House  be- 
fore a  vote  was  taken  <m  this  motion,  but  I 
do  not  feel  well  to-day,  and  would  be  veir 
much  obliged  to  Uie  House  If  tiiey  would 
adjourn  the  debate  and  give  me  an  oppor 
tunity  to  speak  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quite  willing  tbat 
the  debate  should  be  adjourned  until  to- 
morrow, on  the  understanding  t^at  the  vote 
wUI  be  taken  to-morrow. 
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The  SFEAEIBR-^  anderstand  the  loader 
of  the  Houae  assnits  to  the  adJonmoiCTt  of 
the  debate,  on  the  understaMins  tiiat  a  vote 
Shan  be  taken  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-It  Is  Impossible  to 
make  an  arranKetnent  of  that  kind  since  the 
motion  of  the  bon.  member  from  St.  Boni- 
face has  been  declared  lost  It  is  snggested 
tbat  the  debate  end  to-morrow.  I  do  not 
see  how  that  can  be  arranged.  The  hon. 
gentleman  might  make  snch  extended  re- 
marks Uiat  he  wovid  occupy  the  whole  slt- 
tii^  to-morrow,  and  there  would  be  no  op- 
portnnlty  to  answer  him  before  a  division. 
The  question  now  Is  on  the  second  reading 
oC  the  Bill. 

The  SPEAKEI^-The  only  way  is  to  come 
to  some  understanding.  The  motion  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  St.  Boniface  having 

been  rejected.  It  cannot  be  renewed. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNGt-Uafortunately.  It  is 
hnpossible  for  the  Secretary  of  State  or 
anybody  to  bind  the  House  to  end  this  de- 
bate to-morrow  or  at  any  time.  There  Is 
no  mle  which  governs  that.  It  Is  useless  to 
imdertake  a  contract  which  we  may  not  be 
able  to  enforce. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE-If  the 
leader  of  the  House  consents,  as  I  think  he 
did  consent  just  now,  to  an  adjournment  of 
the  debate  until  to-mwrow,  unless  there  Is  a 

revolt  among  the  friends  of  the  govern- 
ment the  arrangement  can  be  accepted  una- 
nimonsly.  The  fidelity  of  the  government 
SDpporters  should  show  Itself  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Sir  MAOEBNZIE  BOWELL-There 
can  be  no  question  as  to  the  correctness  of 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  senator  from 
E^lllamey,  but  the  practice  has  been  in  both 
Houses  that  when  the  leader  of  the  House 
makes  a  proposition  of  that  kind,  and  it  is 
acquiesced  in  by  the  opposition,  it  is  always 
acceded  to.  If,  however,  the  hon.  gentle- 
nnn  from  KUlamey  wlahes  to  take  the 
leadership  out  of  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Sec- 
retary of  State,  I  have  no  objection.  If  the 
hon.  gentleman  thinks  there  will  not  be  time 
enough  to  complete  the  debate  to-morrow  it 
can  be  arranged  to  take  the  vote  the  follow- 
ing day,  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
neltb^  the  leader  of  the  EEouse  nor  any  one 
die  can  bind  the  House,  every  one  is  free 
to  take  the  position  he  thlfiks  proper.  I 
am  gUd  to  see  that  my  bon.  friend  Is  so 


Independent  As  a  matta*  of  courtesy  to 
the  leader  of  the  House,  his  suggestioD 
should  be  acceded  to  by  bis  followers. 

i 

'  Hon.  "iSx.  WATSON— I  have  never  seen 
such  a  suggestion  as  the  bon.  gentleman  has 

I  made  Just  now  carried  out  under  the  clr- 
cumstances.  The  suggestion  is  that  an  bon. 
member  shall  have  the  right  to  speak  to- 
morrow and  possibly  keep  the  House  for 
three  or  four  hours  until  the  very  close  of 
the  debate.  Such  a  proposition  has  never 
been  acceded  to,  and  I  have  never  heard  of 
such  a  suggestion  being  made. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
suggestion  did  not  come  from  this  side  of 
the  House.  It  was  made  by  the  leader  of 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  understand  the 
only  objection  Is  that  my  remarks  might  be 
extended,  and  It  Is  not  desirable  that  the 
House  should  be  tied  to  taking  a  vote  to- 
morrow night  Why  not  arrange  to  take 
the  vote  Thursday  night. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— 1  should  not  like 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  limit  bis  remarks  to 
a  certain  time,  but  can  he  tell  us  bow  long 
his  speech  will  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAX-We  would  all  like 
to  hear  a  carefully  thonght  out  exposition 
of  the  whole  subject,  aud  unless  tbose  who 
are  going  to  vote  against  the  amendment 
»re  afraid  they  will  be  converted,  there 
seems  to  be  no  reason  for  their  objection  to 
the  suggestion  of  their  leader.  I  hope  they 
will  be  converted  sometime  to  what  is  good— 
that  they  will  chsmge  from  the  evil  course 
tbey  are  pursuing  In  this  debate.  The 
leaders  on  both  sides  having  agreed  upon 
this,  I  cannot  see  what  objection  anybody 
can  have  to  adjourning  the  debate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/-Sup- 
pose  we  compromise  by  saying  that  the  vote 
will  be  taken  Thursday. 

The  SPEAKER— By  consent  of  the  House 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marehfleld  can 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  without 
any  stipnlatlon  at  all. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELr.^The 
suggestion  of  the  Speaker  is  a  good  one,  but 
the  rule  is  distinct  that  you  cannot  make  a 
motion  of  thot  kind  without  something  In- 
tervening. In  order  to  accomplish  that  I 
move  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn.  The 
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Intervening  motion  made  by  tlie  hon.  gentle- 
man from  St.  Boniface,  it  can  b«  defeated 
and  my  hon.  friend  can  tben  move  to  ad- 
Joara  the  debate. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  the  House  waa  re- 
jected. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBQUeON  mored  the  adjonrn 
ment  vt  the  d^te. 

The  motion  waa  agreed  ta 

BILLS  INTBODUOBD. 

Bill  <123)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  King- 
«toa  and  Dominion  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany.—(Hon.  iMr.  Sullivan.)  , 

Bill  (126J  An  Act  respecting  certain  pat- 
ents of  Siegfried  Gironcoli.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Polrler.) 

Bill  (12B)  An  Act  respecting  certain  pat- 
«nts  of  Edwin  R.  Caboone.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr, 
Oobourg.) 

Bill  (ISO)  An  Act  respecting  the  Hnron 
and  Ontario  Railway  Company.  -{Hon.  Mr 
Kerr,  Coboui^.) 

MUTUAL    RESERVE    FUND  ASSOCIA- 
TION COMMITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  call  attention  to  th.- 
'fact  that  the  evidence  given  before  thn 
select  committee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
standing  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  in  Canada 
has  not  been  printed  and  distributed.  Parties 
liave  asked  me  for  it 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  gave  orders  to  have  It 
printed  promptly.  They  sent  up  some  copies 
-of  it,  and  Dr.  Dawson  says  they  were  sent 
back.  They  ^d  not  want  them  until  they 
were  all  in.  I  do  not  know  who  gave  the 
fffder  to  have  them  sent  back.  I  gave  orders 
to  send  them  up  promptly  as  they  were  print- 
ed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT-Oiuld  not  Dr.  Daw- 
eon  tell  us  who  gave  him  that  order  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  is  out  of  town  to- 
■day  attending  a  meeting  of  some  society,  of 
which  he  is  a  menvber. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  the  meantime, 
-could  an  order  be  given  to  have  those  coplej 
sent  back  to  us  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  try  to  have  it 
<done. 

Hon.  Sir  HACKBNZI3  BOWBLL. 


NAVIGATION  OF  CANADIAN  WATBE8 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  RBADINO. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  BUI  (112)  An  Act  respect- 
ing Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  a  very  sweep- 
ing clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes  ;  the  object  is  tp 
have  our  rules  conform  to  the  rules  adopted 
in  the  United  States.  Their  vessels  nari- 
gate  the  Inland  waters.  This  applies  OJdj 
to  inland  waters,  and  from  time  to  time 
have  evidence  of  the  necessity  of  rales  of 
this  klDd,  and  therefore  we  thought  It  rlgbt 
to  give  to  the  Governor  in  OouncU  the  rlgbt 
to  make  the  r^nlattona.  The  regulations 
are  those  which  are  now  existing  In  the 
United  States.  The  memorandum  furnished 
me  by  the  department  reads  as  follows : 

The  rules  adopted  by  Canada  for  CanAdlin 
vessels  In  Canadian  waters  are  tbe  iotenia- 
tlonal  rules  adopted  br  the  great  clvlllxed  ni- 
tlons,  taic!ludiinK  the  United  SUtes,  tor  tmnIi 
pBSBlog  tn  regard  to  iisMs  and  sisnal*  oa  tbe 
great  sea  highways  of  the  world. 

These  rules  were  years  ago  adopted  by  the 
United  States  goveniinent  for  their  vessels  on 
the  great  lakes,  but  later  on  they  cbangtd 
them  and  adopted  rules  which  they  thoniAt 
were  more  fitting  for  Inland  navigation. 

The  Department  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  for 
some  years  have  been  considering  the  adrlsa- 
billty  of  abaodoDlog  tbe  International  rules  «a 
the  greaA  lakes  for  Oa&adlaa  vesaela,  and 
adopting  rules  to  accord  wHh  the  rules  adopted 
by  the  United  States  on  the  lakes,  so  as  to  hsn 
on  the  great  lakes  unltormUy  In  lights  and 
signals  for  steamaltips  passing  each  other,  and 
also  for  sailing  abips. 

The  d^artment  baa  now  come  to  the  concln- 
slOD  that  it  will  be  advisable  to  adopt  the  Unltei 
States  rules,  but  the  present  law  does  not  gin 
tbe  Ooyeroor  In  CouneU  pown  to  abandoa  tke 
international  rules  on  tbe  great  lakes  aad  adopt 
new  rules,  and  the  Department  of  Justice,  wlileli 
was  consulted  in  the  matter,  has  decided  tbst 
legislation  is  oecessary  to  give  the  Qovemor 
in  Council  power  to  repeal  the  Internatioaal 
rules  on  the  inland  waters  and  formulate  new 
regulations  for  the  great  lakes.  Until  teglila- 
tion  la  effected  to  give  the  Governor  the  power, 
matters  must  remain  as  they  are,  bat  as  soon  •■ 
parliament  gives  the  Governor  In  Cottnen 
power  a  report  to  council  will  be  made  repeat- 
ing the  old  rules  and  bringing  In  new  ones  u 
far  as  the  great  lakes  are  ooDcemed,  and  the 
River  St.  Lawrence  seaward  aa  far  at  Moa- 
treaJ. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbere 
ts  no  restriction  in  the  power  given  to  con- 
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fine  the  cban^eB  wblch  are  to  be  made  In 
tbe  signals  to  the  great  lakes.  How  far 
voold  the  government  be  empowered  to 
make  regulations  to  make  signals  that  are' 
giren,  say  on  tbe  St.  Lawrence,  where  the 
the  sea-going  reesels  come  up  to  Quebec 
and  Montreal  ?  I  suppose  for  the  safety 
of  ships  tbe  Intention  is  to  bare  the  rules 
nnd  regulations  governing  navigation  in  the 
lakes,  and  Lake  Ontario  and  the  upper  lakes 
conform  with  the  United  States  rules. 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  far  east  as  Mon- 
treal.  It  refers  to  Inland  waters. 

Hon.  Sir  MAOKENZIB  BOWELL-The  St. 
liiwrence  Is  an  inland  water,  and  so  Is 
Hudson  bay.  The  official  would  bare  to 
be  careful  in  applying  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Care  will  be  taken  that 
It  Is  limited  to  inland  waters  strictly  speak- 
ing. It  should  not  extend  east  of  Montreal. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  United  States 
confcvm  to  the  International  rules  when  tbe 
vessels  get  beyond  their  lines  or  not.  The 
United  States  are  within  the  International 
rules  so  far  as  sea-going  vessels  are  con- 
cerned, and  there  is  no  embarrassment  there  ; 
bat  hon.  gentlemen  will  quite  recognize 
tbat  on  th^  lake^  where  United  States  ves- 
sels navigate.  It  Is  highly  Important  that  we 
staonld  both  have  the  same  signals. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  is 
left  In  the  hands  of  the  minister  I  suppose, 
and  he  would  not  extend  It  outside  of  Inland 
waters. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON  from  the  committee 
reported  the  BUI  without  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  third  reading 
of  tbe  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  .and  tbe  Bill 
was  read  tbe  third  time  and  passed. 

TIMIGAMI  BAILWAT  BILL. 

COKSmSRATION    OF   AMENDMBNTS  POST- 
PONED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Consideration  of  the  amendmenta  made  by  tbe 
Standing  Committee  on  Railways.  Teflegraptas 
and  Harbours  to  (BUI  94)  An  Act  respsotlng  tbe 
TimlgamI  RaUway  Compaiiy.-~(Hon.  ICr.  Ed- 
vardB. 

Hon  Mr.  SULLIVAN- In  tbe  absence  of 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Russell,  and  as  a 
niatter  of  hnmanity,  I  move  that  this  Bill 


be  referred  back  to  committee.  It  would 
take  too  long  to  give  the  whole  history  of 
the  matter,  but  it  Is  something  tbat  should 
be  considered  by  the  committee.  As  tbe  mat- 
ter was  explained  to  me,  the  committee 
would  be  wanting  in  ordinary  humanity  if 
they  hesitated  to  consider.  A  gentleman 
spoke  to  me  about  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  was  considered 
very  fully  by  tbe  Railway  Committee.  It 
occupied  about  one  hour  and  one-half  and  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  mat- 
ter was  carefully  considered. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  was  not  aware 
of  that,  but  there  seems  to  be  something 
very  strange  in  the  Bill ;  a  gentleman's  name 
is  mentioned  as  director  and  then  it  Is 
struck  out.  Tbe  gentleman  Informed  me 
that  the  committee  struck  his  name  out 
and  substituted  another  name  very  unjustly. 
Tbat  would  seem  to  be  a  very  unusual  thing 
to  do  unless  the  name  were  put  there 
through  fraud. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— As  far  as  tbat  point 
is  concerned,  tbe  name  was  struck  out  of 
clause  1.  In  clause  2  the  board  of  provi- 
sional directors  Is  named  without  the  name 
which  appeared  In  the  first  clause.  The  per- 
son who  owned  tbe  charter,  Father  Para- 
dis,  was  the  gentleman  referred  to.  The 
people  who  bought  the  charter  produced  a 
receipt  and  a  power  of  attorney  by  which 
Father  Paradls  had  transferred  to  a  Mr. 
Bremner  his  whole  Interest  In  this  charter, 
agreeing  himself  to  withdraw  from  the  dir- 
ectors. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Except  one-thlr- 

tletb. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— In  that  transfer  to 
Bremner  thwe  was  an  understanding  tbat 
Father  Paradls  was  to  receive  a  portion  of 
the  proceeds  of  tbe  sale  of  that  charter. 
Tbe  people  who  bought  the  charter  had 
nothing  to  do  with  that  whatever,  and  an- 
other gentleman,  Mr.  Armstrong,  appeared 
there. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Those  are  the  con- 
ditions on  which  he  sold  to  Bremner. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— But  his  agreement 
was  tbat  he  was  to  receive  an  Interest  In  the 
sale  of  the  charter.  He  sold  his  right  to  tbe 

charter. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Except  one-thlr- 
tleth. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  no.  The  re- 
ceipt was  produced  and  the  only  claim  he 
could  have  Is  against  the  Bremner  estate, 
Armsbwng  aim  appeared  before  the  com- 
mittee as  one  of  the  original  {vomoierB. 
He  also  sold  his  Interest  in  this  charter,  and 
at  the  present  time  he  Is  not  looking  to  have 
bis  name  attached  to  this  Bill  or  to  have  any* 
thing  to  do  with  the  people  who  now  own 
the  charter.  He  is  suing  the  ftremner  es- 
tate for  his  share,  and  the  committee  de- 
cided if  Father  Paradls  bad  any  claim  at 
ail,  It  was  ai^lnst  the  Bremner  e«tate,  and 
be  could  take  action  against  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  committee 
constituted  themselves  judges,  and  tried  the 
ease. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  we  decided  on 
the  evidence  before  us  and  the  gentlemen 
who  owned  the  charter  appeared  before 
tbe  committee  and  stated  be  did  not  want 
the  name  of  this  Father  Paradls  on  the 
board.  He  bad  no  interest  in  the  company, 
and  be  did  not  want  bis  name  there. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-If 
Father  Paradls  sold  bis  Interest  to  Brem- 
ner, and  certain  condltious  and  rights  were 
to  be  reserved  for  Father  Paradls. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON.  In  tbe  charter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI^I  am 
not  talking  of  the  charter,  I  am  talking  of 
the  sale.  If  the  sale  was  made  by  Father 
Paradls,  and  Bremner  bought  his  interest 
la  this  railway  with  a  proviso  that  be  was  to 
retain  a  thlrttetb  Interest  In  It,  surely  Brem- 
ner could  not  sell  to  another  company  any 
more  than  be  owned  In  this  company.  If  he 
bought  It  witb  a  restriction,  he  could  only 
sell  the  rights  and  privileges  tbat  were  re- 
served under  tbe  bargain  be  made  with 
Fatbr  Paradis. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON.   Tbat  Is  right 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  that 
be  tbe  case,  then  Father  Paradls  retains 
the  right  that  he  had  originally,  because 
Bremner  could  not  dispose  of  It.  He  has 
no  right  to  dispose  of  what  belonged  to 
another  man.  Had  I  been  present  at  the 
eoutniittee,  I  should  have  advocated  that 
there  ought  to  have  been  a  provision  re- 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


serving  tbe  rights  of  the  parties  wlio  bad 
the  original  charter  for  the  construction  of 
that  work,  and  If  lie  disposed  of  it  there 
sbonld  be  a  clause  Indemnifying  him  to 
the  extent  of  wbaterer  right  be  might 
linve.  Tbat  is  constantly  done  In  disputes 
oe  that  kind.  Tbe  same  thing  was  done  Id 
the  Brockville  and  Westport  Railway  cage 
Ijist  session,  after  It  was  discussed  two  or 
three  days.  It  has  occurred  in  scores  of 
[■uses  where  the  originators  or  promoters  of 
n  scheme  of  this  kind  have  obtained  a  char- 
ter to  bnlld  a  road  and  then  having  given 
time  and  expended  money  Id  explorations 
II  nd  surreys,  tbetr  rl^ts  staould  be  pro- 
tected. I  heard  a  portion  of  this  dlscusaion 
and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  Father  Panidli 
Iind  some  rights  and  they  should  be  pro- 
tected. If  there  is  a  clause  In  the  BUI  pro- 
tecting those  rights,  the  courts  can  dedde 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— If  the  proposition 
stated  by  the  hon,  gentleman  were  correct, 
it  would  be  perfectly  right  to  insert  such  a 
clause  In  tbe  BUI,  but  the  circumstances  are 
not  as  be  has  stated  tbem.  The  toct  Is  that 
Father  Fttradla  sold  bis  Interest 'in  that 
charter  for  a  consideration  of  f  100  and  gave 
:i  receipt  for  It  which  was  produced.  Fatba 
Paradls  admits  that  he  got  tbe  moner, 
but  to  remove  any  possible  chance  of 
Father  Paradls  having  any  claim  for  Il- 
lation to  protect  his  Interest,  he  gave  to 
Bremner  a  power  of  attorney  to  deal  witli 
his  interests  In  the  charter. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-Subject  to  condi- 
tions. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Then  there  was  an- 
<»ther  agreement  by  which  Bremner  was  to 
acoonnt  to  Father  Paradls  tor  a  certain  In- 
terest In  tbe  proceeds  of  tbe  sale  of  tbe 
(.barter.  The  people  who  bought  the  char- 
ter, knowing  that  Father  Paradls  had  soM 
bJs  Interest  and  had  given  a  receH)t  tor  It, 
and  also  a  power  of  attorney  to  act  for  hlai, 
left  blm  out  of  It 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— This  man  showed 
me  a  document  under  which  he  retained  one- 
thirttetb  Interest  and  be  told  me  that  he 
bad  been  cheated,  and  showed  me  the  docn- 
raent  to  prove  It  I  told  him  tbe  Bill  would 
not  come  up  to-day  and  be  went  home. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON- The  committee  ex- 
amined all  those  books. 
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Hod.  Mr.  SULMVAN— Then  I  do  not  care. 
I  simply  put  In  the  protest  for  him  In  the 
name  of  hoinaiilty.  I  do  not  know  the 
man,  but  I  saw  by  the  docament  be  showed 
me  that  be  retained  one- thirtieth  Interest  In 
this  charter,  whatever  it  was. 

Hon.  3fr.  KEiRR  Cl^oronto)— Father  Paradls 
has  no  interest  In  this  as  a  property  at  all- 
He  was  named  as  a  provisional  director  and 
as  oiw  of  tbe  jncorporators,  but  he  bad  not 
subscribed  for  a  sbare.  In  ordw  to  have 
the  charter  placed  into  bands  where  It  would 
be  developed,  Mr.  Bremner  bought  out  the 
interest  of  all  those  who  were  provisional 
directors,  and  he  agreed  with  Father  Paradls 
and  gave  him  $100,  which  was  delivered 
over  and  receipted  for.  He  also  agreed 
that  he  would  give  him  a  cortaln  proportion 
of  whatever  conrideratlon  he  received  on  the 
sale  of  tbe  diarter.  Tbat  Is  Bremner*8  per- 
sonal obligation.  There  Is  no  Interest  that 
should  be  put  In  and  safeguarded  by  the 
clause  in  the  Bill.  It  was  the  profit  that 
Bremner  would  make  on  turning  over  that 
charter,  whatever  It  would  be,  that  he  has 
a  right  to  now.  Bremner  died,  and  hla 
estate  is  being  administered  by  the  National 
IVDSt  Gomc»any  of  Toronto,  and  Fiather 
Paradls  has  filed  his  claim  against  the  estate. 
He  got  an  adjournment  of  the  committee 
Iq  order  to  get  Armstrong  as  a  witness. 
.\rm8troug  appeared  and  stated  that  the 
Ggreement  was  that  Paradls  should  retire 
from  the  board  altogether.  In  addition  to 
having  sold  out  his  interest  It  is  ooly 
jQitlce  that  these  Ihiglisb  capitalists  who  are 
going  to  build  tbe  road  should  have  it  free 
from  any  such  encumbrance. 

Hod.  Mr.  TBSSIER— I  was  present  part  of 
tbe  time  before  the  committee  and  it  strikes 
me  this  is  special  legislation,  and  I  am  very 
doubtful  whether  it  is  good  I^lslation.  It 
is  simply  passing  a  law  by  which  we  shall 
say  that  a  man  shall  be  put  out  of  a  com- 
pany. I  should  like  to  know  if  this  is  good 
law.  Is  there  not  a  means  of  putting  him 
ont  ?  Why  do  they  not  have  a  meeting  of 
shareholders  and  refuse  to  elect  him  as  a 
dh^ctor.  Why  do  they  not  apply  to  the 
courts  of  Justice  to  have  him  put  out  ?  Arc 
we  going  to  decide  private  quarrels  between 
Individuals  when  it  Is  not  at  all  necessaiy 
for  parliament  to  Interfere  ?  To  my  mind, 
this  l^islation  would  be  bad  law  if  it  were 
passed.  It  strikes  me  that  there  are  reasons 
32 


why  we  ought  to  send  it  back  to  the  com- 
mittee because  there  has  been  a  mlsunder- 
standing.  There  are  two  clauses  to  the  BllL- 
The  first  clause  strikes  out  the  name  or 
Charles  Alfred  Marie  Pai-adls  and  James 
Holdatch.  Paradls  was  present  In  the  com- 
mittee at  tbe  time  I  was  there,  and  1  under- 
stood it  was  decided  ttmt  this  clause  was- 
abandoned.  He  gave  explanations  that  satis- 
fied a  great  many  imembers  of  tbecommltteer 
which  satisfied  me  at  any  rate,  and  I  under- 
stood It  was  decided  that  this  clause  should, 
be  abandoned,  and  that  the  name  of  Father 
Paradls  would  remain.  I  left  the  committee 
with  a  great  many  others.  My  hon.  friend 
to  my  left  was  there.  It  was  clearly  under- 
stood then  that  the  committee  had  abandon- 
ed this  clause  and  that  the  name  of  Father 
Paradls  would  remalu  In  the  Bill.  After 
this  clause  was  struck  out,  the  second  clause 
was  adopted  in  my  absence,  and  In  the 
absence  of  a  great  many  members  of  the 
committee.  By  the  second  clause  the  pro* 
visional  directors  were  appointed,  and  the 
name  of  Father  Paradls  was  left  out,  al- 
though when  there  was  a  large  attendance- 
of  members  of  tbe  commfttee  the  principle 
that  Father  Paradls'  name  should  remain 
in  the  Bill  was  adopted.  It  was  after  a 
number  of  members  had  left  the  committee 
the  change  was  made.  This  ought  to  be  a 
sufficient  reason  for  referring  It  back.  There 
ceitainly  has  been  a  misunderstanding,  and 
I  think  the  matter  should  be  discussed  agalu 
In  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSOX-A  witness  whom 
Father  Paradls  brought  to  Ottawa  appear- 
ed before  the  committee,  and  It  was  shown 
by  him  that  Father  Paradls^  action  had 
been  adverse  to  the  building  of  the  railway 
from  its  very  Inception,  and,  it  was  felt 
by  Mr.  Bremner,  befOTc  he  went  to  Eng- 
land to  dispose  of  the  charter,  that  h9 
could  not  sell  It  with  Father  Paradls*  name 
in  it  as  one  of  the  Incorporators.  Father 
Paradls  therefore  agreed,  upon  the  pay- 
ment of  $100  to  allow  his  name  to  be  remov- 
ed from  tbe  list  of  provisional  directors, 
the  proof  that  he  did  so  was  In  the  6ocxh 
ment  In  the  custody  of  tbe  committee. 
Father  Paradls  himself  admitted  having 
received  the  money,  and  having  retained  It. 
That  was  admitted  also  by  Mr.  Armstrong. 
The  only  remaining  feature  of  tbe  whole 
transaction  Is  simply  that  on  the  arrival 
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of  air.  Breniner  In  England  he  was  enabled 
to  dispose  of  the  charter,  and  in  doing  so 

Bremner  was  liable  to  Father  Paradis 
tor  a  division  of  the  proceeiis  of  the  sale. 
One  of  the  conditions  of  the  sale  was  that 
J'ather  Pnradls  was  not  to  be  one  of  the 
<llrectors,  and  the  gentlemen  who  com- 
posed the  hoard  distinctly  stated,  as  Father 
I'aradls  never  put  a  dollar  into  It,  and  the 
■company  had  settled  with  Bremner  in  fui: 
for  what  they  considered  the  valne  of  the 
'charter,  paying  him  the  amount  they  agreed 
upon,  any  claim  Father  Paradis  had. 
"wsm  entirely  against  the  estate  wliich  they 
nre  now  settling  with  the  National  Trust 
Corporation  In  Toronto.  The  men  who 
traugbt  the  charter,  and  are  going  on  with 
the  railway,  distinctly  say  that  tliey  oliject 
to  Fntlier  Parndls'  name  l>elng  placed  on 
the  provisional  board.  It  is  true  he  could 
be  oat  voted  nt  the  first  meeting,  but  the 
Incorporators  of  the  company  felt  that  in 
order  to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  dir- 
ectors that  it  wonld  be  better  for  the  fin- 
ancing of  the  road  and  the  conduct  of 
matters  that  Father  Pnradls'  name  should 
not  be  In  tlie  BUI  at  all— that  he  had 
shown  himself  hostile  to  the  road  from  its 
Inception.  Therefore  I  think  this  House 
should  proceed  E^lowly  in  the  face  of  what 
the  English  ownera  of  the  road  have  said, 
tlint  they  did  not  want  Father  Paradis  on 
the  board,  Father  Paradis  having  sold  his 
Interest,  and  liaving  agreed  to  withdraw 
from  the  board,  I  think  it  would  be  bad 
legislation  on  the  part  of  this  House  to 
revoke  the  decision  of  tiie  committee  and 
put  his  name  back  on  tlie  board. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH-Thls  Bill  Is  nothing 
new  in  this  House.  The  matter  iu^  question 
has  been  discussed  before.  I  should  like, 
for  the  information,  of  the  hon.  gentleman 

from  Kingston,  to  say  that  the  one-thirtieth 
which  Paradis  was  to  receive  when  Brem- 
ner made  the  purchase  from  tbe  provisional 
directors,  he  gave  them  each  $100.  He  was 
to  retain  70  per  cent  of  whatever  the  charter 
sold  for,  and  divide  the  balance  of  30  per 
cent  with  the  other  directors.  The  othe.- 
directors  that  were  on  the  board  with  Father 
Paradis  have  a  claim  for  that  30  per  cent. 
It  does  not  go  to  Father  Paradis.  It  is  to 
be  divided  amongst  all  the  other  directors 
that  were  on  the  board. 
Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— That  is  not  In  the 
document 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  fToronto)— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUOH-Thls  BUI  was  up  be- 
fore, and  the  solicitors  were  here  and  tbresb- 
t;d  it  out,  and  it  was  up  in  the  other  House ; 
cmd  as  far  as  that  legislation  was  concerned, 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Tessler,  when  similar  legisla- 
ilon  was  given  In  this  House  to  that  which 
Is  asked  to  be  given  now  for  Father  Paradl^ 
came  here  at  that  time  and  bad  a  director 
put  on  the  board  by  the  Senate  in  189S,  after 
llie  solicitors  of  the  company  had  gone  borne, 
and  when  tbey  thought  the  whole  matter 
was  settled.  True,  he  was  afterwards  re- 
moved, because  when  the  Bill  was  sent  over 
to  the  other  House  it  was  sent  back  for  re- 
consideration, and  the  Senate  struck  off  thi 
name. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— Father  Paradis  and 
the  other  gentlemen  were  the  provisional 
directors  of  that  company.  Father  Paradis 
and  the  whole  of  them  sold  their  rights.  All 
the  others  were  taken  back  except  Father 
Paradis. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Except  Father  Pan- 
dis  and  Holdatch.  But  there  Is  another 
agreement  that  Is  not  spoken  of  besides  that 
paper  which  was  signed  by  Father  Paradis. 
Mr.  Bremner  signed  another  agreement  out 
of  that  sale,  signed  by  Father  Paradis,  and 
by  that  paper  Bremner  says  that  tbe  other 
conditions  of  the  sale  will  be  settled  to>tIie 
satisfaction  of  Mr.  Armstrong.  Tbat  is  the 
paper  that  has  been  alluded  to.  Tbat  part 
of  the  sale  was  never  acted  upon.  Mr.  Arm- 
strong never  gave  a  decision.  So  that  we 
are  called  upon  to-day  to  pass  a  law  tliat 
Father  Paradis  has  no  claim  at  all.  I  more 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Oitatca,  Wednesdav,  June  82.  1^1 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 


Digitized  by  Google 


JUNE  22,  1904 


499 


CNITED  STATES  COASTING  REGULA- 
TIONS. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Before 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called,  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hou.  Secretary  of  State  If  his 
attention  has  been  cnlled  to  a  flue  imposed 
by  United  States  customs  authorities  on  n 
British  vessel  ?  A  Canadian  Paciflc  Rail- 
way vessel  recently  left  Skagwny  for  Vic- 
toria and  carried  a  number  of  iinssengen^ 
and  lauded  them  at  Victoria,  from  whicli 
port  they  took  another  steamer  to  Seattle. 
Tlie  voyage  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
steamer  was  not  continued  to  Seattle.  Ou 
going  back  the  next  trip,  the  steamer  had  to 
call  at  KatcbiKan  to  get  a  clearance  at  the 
CDstoms-bonse,  and  on  going  back  the  second 
trip  the  company  were  fined  |2,800— or  $20U 
for  each  passenger  carried  by  the  steamer 
to  Victoria.  It  Is  a  matter  which  must  come 
before  the  Foreign  Office,  because  the  gov- 
ernineut  here  cannot  settle  it.  The  vessel 
did  not  call  at  two  United  States  ports. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  have  not  beard  of 
tlie  incident.  My  colleague  (Hon.  Mr. 
Tenipleman)  is  aware  of  the  fact.  He  thinks 
sia  nppeal  has  been  innde  to  Washington. 
No  report  has  been  sent  to  the  government 
at  Ottawa  yet. 

THIRD  BEADING. 

Bill  142)  An  Act  respecting  the  Sprague's 
Pans  Mannfaeturlng  Company. — (Mr.  Wood, 
Id  tlie  absence  of  Hon,  Mr.  Baird.) 

NATIONAL TRAN!>CONTINENTAL  RAIL- 
WAY ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

DEBATB  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

RsBumlng  tike  furtb«r  a^djoumed  debate  on 
motlm  tor  second  readtas  (Bill  72)  Ad  Act  to 
amend  'the  Nalloaal  Traooconttnental  Railway 
Act,  and  the  resolution  of  the  Hon.  BIr  Mac- 
kenzie Bowe^l  In  amendment  thereto.— (Hon. 
Mr.  Fergiuon.) 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  said  :  Before  pro- 
ceeding with  the  observations  which  I 
propose  to  make  on  this  measure,  I  desire 
to  thank  the  House  and  especially  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  House,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
for  tbe  courtesy  shown  to  me  last  evening 
ia  permitting  me  to  more  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  under  somewhat  unusual  clr* 
cumstaoces.  I  have  heard  that  anxiety 
l)u  been  expressed  on  the  part  of  same 
82i 


hon.  gentlemen  least  I  should  make  too  long 
:i  speech  on  this  question.  While  I  am  aN 
ways  anxious  to  make  my  actions  such  as 
will  meet  ibe  convenience  of  hon.  gentle- 
men, yet  baring  ^iven  some  study  and  consi- 
deration to  the  subject  before  tbe  House 
and  baring  due  r^rd  to  Its  magnitii^e,much 
as  I  should  tike  to  meet  the  convenience  of 
hon.  gentlemen,  I  feel  that  I  hare  a  duty  to 
discharge,  and  In  the  discharge  of  that  duty 
it  may  be  necessary  for  me  to  take  up  some 
considerable  time.  I  may  say  further  in  ex- 
planation, I  have  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  tbe  suggestion — though  some  bon. 
gentlemen  may  have  thought  so — of  an  ar- 
rangement to  have  a  division  of  tbe  House 
to-day.  It  is  not  my  desire  In  any  way  to 
shut  out  any  hon.  gentleman  from  giving 
his  views,  and,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
should  like  the  subject  to  remain  open  for 
discussion  as  long  as  any  bon.  gentleman  la 
this  House  wished  to  put  his  views  before 
the  Senate  and  the  country  upon  It.  At  tbe 
outset,  I  wish  to  notice  a  point  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  member  from  Queen's,  N.B., 
who,  I  am  sorry  to  see,  Is  not  in  his  seat 
and  who  delivered  a  very  able  ad- 
dress, from  his  point  of  view,  in  the  discus- 
sion of  this  question.  He  made  this 
observation,  that  all  parties  in  Canada  were 
now  la  most  entire  accord  with  regard  to 
the  constructioa  of  this  National  Transcon- 
tinental Railway—the  only  question  between 
them  being  just  whether  it  was  to  be  owned 
by  the  government  or  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Paciflc  Company.  I  must  dissent  empha- 
tically from  that  position  taken  by  tbe  hon. 
gentleman.  When  the  question  took  parti- 
cular form,  about  the  early  part  of  March, 
1903.  in  consequence  of  the  government  hav- 
ing announced  In  the  speech  fipm  the 
Throne,  that  It  was  their  Intention  to  refer 
tbe  transportation  question  to  a  commission 
of  experts.  There  was  then  ^  perfect  ac- 
cord between  the  political  parties  in  this 
country  with  regard  to  that  action  of  the 
government.  There  were  at  that  time,  and 
since,  many  propositions  before  the  country 
with  regard  to  the  betterli^  of  our  Inland 
trnusportatiou.  We  bad  tbe  Georgian  Bay 
canal  proposal;  the  Mackenzie  and  Mann 
scheme;  the  Trans-Canada  scheme;  proposi- 
tions for  deepening  the  St.  Lawrence  canals, 
all  for  the  purpose  of  improving  transporta- 
tion facilities  In  Canada.   There  was  at  that 
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time,  and  I  believe  still  is,  a  perfect  accord 
between  the  different  parties  in  Canada  that 
the  time  had  arrived  for  a  forward  move- 
ment in  the  matter  of  tran^ortatlon.  But 
that  that  forward  movement  should  be  on  the 
lines  of  the  BUI  before  ns,  of  a  railway 
covering  the  same  route  and  of  tbe  same 
character  as  the  one  now  proposed — ^tbat 
there  Is  any  accord  on  that  point  I  deny 
from  most  emphatically.  I  have  said  that 
when  the  notice  was  given  by  the  govern- 
ment of  their  Intention  to  appoint  a  commis- 
slop,  there  was  an  accord,  and  that  was  the 
policy  of  the  government  as  late  as  the  lltb 
of  March,  1903.  It  was  their  policy  much 
Uitec  than  that,  for  at  the  end  of  May  In  tbat 
year,  Mr.  Sutherland,  a  member  of  the  gov 
ernment,  brought  down  to  the  Bouse  of  Com- 
mons, an  Order  In  Council  which  had  been 
passed  for  the  submission  of  the  transporta- 
tion question  to  a  commission  and  I  may 
eay  tbat  was  a  very  carefully  worded  and 
able  document.  It  covered  the  ground  ad- 
mirably, and  there  was  no  fault  found  with 
that  pnqposltion.  A  few  weeks  later,  we 
learned  that  promoters  had  approached  the 
government  with  a  proposal  which  wonid 
render  the  appointment  of  tbat  commission 
a  mere  farce.  We  learned  that  a  ministerial 
crisis  had  come  about,  and  tbat  one  of  the 
members  of  the  government,  the  Minister 
ot  Railways  and  Canals,  had  resigned,  be- 
cause he  would  not  agree  upon  a  policy 
settled  by  bis  colleagues,  of  at  once  commit- 
ting the  country,  in  advance  of  an  inquiry 
to  a  fixed  scheme  of  transportation, 
one  which  would  Impair  the  power  of 
Canada  to '  deal  with  any  other  scheme 
of  transportation  for  years  to  come. 
It  was  then  that  a  distinct  cleavage  arose  be- 
tween the  two  parties  of  this  country  on  the 
tran^rtation  question.  The  Conservative 
party  took  the  ground  that  there  should  be 
an  expert  investigation  of  this  subject,  and 
on  the  report  of  experts  a  measure  best 
adapted  to  our  needs  should  be  framed. 
The  government  decided  to  go  on,  wltbont 
that  Information,  with  the  scheme  they  had 
before  them,  and  which  must  have  been 
pressed  upon  them  with  a  great  deal  of  skill 
and  Influence  for  they  adopted  it  in  the  face 
of  their  own  announcement  of  a  policy 
act  only  upon  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee of  experts  who  should  go  into 
the  subject  from  beginning  to  end.  With 
iHon.  Mr.  FBROUSON. 


regard  to  the  discussions  on  this  Bill, 
I  have  been  a  student  of  parliamentary  lit- 
erature since  confederation.  I  followed  the 
debates  In  the  House  of  Commons  last  year 
and  this  year  upon  this  scheme.  When  1 
speak  of  the  scheme  I  speak  of  the  Bill  ol 
last  year,  with  the  modifications  of  this  year, 
and  I  am  free  to  say  that  never  in  the  lUs* 
tory  of  Canada  was  there  so  able,  so 
thorough  and  so  fair  a  discussion  of  a  great 
public  measure  as  that  which  was  made  Id 
the  House  of  Commons  by  the  Op- 
position both  last  year  and  this  year. 
There  was  no  talking  against  time  or 
criticism  for  the  sake  of  criticism. 
Tliere  was  clear,  close  discussion  of  the 
scheme  on  lines  which  would  commend 
themselves  to  reasonable  men  differing 
In  their  political  views.  On  the  part  of 
the  government  there  has  not  been  a  de- 
fence of  this  Bill,  put  up  In  either  Hoase. 
at  all  equal  to  answering  the  arraign- 
ment of  measure  by  the  opposition. 
Hon.  gentl«uen  may  differ  from  me 
on  that  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  TBMPLEMAN— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  opinion  la  that 
this  BUI  has  not  been  defended  against  the 
attacks  upon  it,  and  it  has  not  been  success- 
fully defended  because  I  believe  a  great  many 
of  the  objections  to  it  are  simply  unaaBwe^ 
able.  What  do  we  find  when  this  Bill  Is 
taken  up  In  the  Senate  ?  The  Secretsry 
of  State  opens  the  discussion  on  it  In  a 
somewhat  protracted  speech.  I  do  not  want 
to  Ik  unfair  to  my  bon.  friend  the  leader  of 
the  House.  He  has  my  sympathy  in  this 
respect.  That  considering  the  important 
duties  that  devolve  upon  him  in  this  Hoase, 
nnd  the  management  of  bis  department  I 
do  not  think  be  receives  tbat  support  from 
bis  friends  in  the  government,  and,  perhaps, 
I  might  add.  In  tills  House,  in  the  discharge 
of  these  very  arduous  duties  to  whldi  be  Is 
entitled.  It  is  absolutriy  impossible  for  any 
one  like  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  to 
assume  tt>e  responsibility  of  aH  the  work 
which  comes  up  In  the  Senate  and  theo 
to  address  himself  to  the  defence  and  the 
examination  of  a  measure  such  as  tills 
without  such  assistance  as  I  think  bis 
colleagues  in  the  government  sbotUd  glv^ 
him.  In  the  disorganized  state  of  tb* 
government  for  the  last  year  or  so  with 
reference  to  tbis  particular  measure,  flie 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  22.  1904 


resignation  of  the  Minister  of  Railway?, 
the  Tacancy  remaining  open  during  the 
Thole  discussion  of  the  snbject  last  year  in 
parliament  and  the  silence  of  the  present 
Sllnlster  of  Hallways  my  hon.  friend  In  ad- 
dressing the  House  evidently  bad  not  that 
information  which  should  have  been  fur- 
nished him  to  make  an  adequate  explana- 
tion of  the  Bin  to  this  House.  My  hon. 
friend  has  my  entire  sympathy,  because  I 
know  it  would  be  next  to  impossible  for  any 
hon.  gentleman  to  perform  that  duty  In  the 
way  I  know  he  would  like  to  discharge  It, 
My  bon.  friend,  the  minister  wltiiout  port- 
folio (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman)  laughs  derl- 
sivrty  at  my  statement.  If  my  hon.  friend 
would  assist  his  colleague  with .  something 
more  than  brilliant  flashes  ,of  sUence,  be 
would  find  more  useful  occupation  than 
laughing  tn  derision  at  something  wblcb 
must  be  patent  to  erery  member  of  the  Sen- 
ate. While  my  hon.  friend  was  evidently 
not  supplied  by  his  colleagues  in  the  gov- 
ernment and  the  Department  of  Railways 
with  information  to  submit  to  this  House  It 
was  apparently  given  to  another  hon.  gentid- 
man  who  Informed  na  that  he  was  entm&tctt 
with  tbe.high  honour  of  replying  to  the  hon. 
leador  of  the  opposition.  By  whom  he  was 
so  entrusted  be  did  not  say.  but  be  left  It  to 
be  Inferred  that  he  was  entrusted  with  the 
duty  by  the  government.  It  is  the  first  time 
I  bare  heard  a  declaration  of  that  kind  In 
parliament,  and  It  sounded  noT«l  to  me. 
I  think  the  part  undertaken  by  the  hon- 
gentleman  from  De  Lanaudlftre,  with  regard 
to  this  dtscuasloD.  has  not  been  In  keeping 
with  what  we  have  a  right  to  expect  In  the 
treatment  of  this  Important  subject.  The 
Information  which  that  bon.  gentleman  un- 
dertook to  give  to  this  House  should  have 
come  to  us  in  some  other  way  than  through 
that  hon.  senator,  obtained,  as  be  says,  from 
some  of  the  officials  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  la  Montreal  I  think  I  am  right 
In  holding  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  La- 
naodidre  responsible  for  some  extraordinary 
statements  which  were  filtered  through  my 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State.  Some  of 
these  statements  bare  reference  to  the  cost 
and  length  of  this  road,  I  think  I  am  right 
iu  that  view,  from  the  fact  that  when  the 
hon.  gentlanan  from  de  Lanaudidre  took  the 
floor  a  little  later  be  repeated  some  of  the 
flgnres  and  statements  which  bad  previously 
twen  submitted  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 


And  we  had  also  the  spectacle  while  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  speaking,  of  the  bon 
gentleman  from  de  Lanaudlftre  advancing  to 
the  minister's  se^t  and  presuming  to  coach 
bim  wltta  regard  to  some  of  the  observations 
be  was  addressing  to  the  House.  Now,  I  find 
that  these  gentlemen  agree  In  stating  that 
the  mountain  section  is  7Q6  miles  In  length, 
and  that  the  length  of  the  gralrie  section  Is 
1,100  miles.  We  have  had  no  such  figures  as 
these  given  to  us  in  either  branch  of  parlia- 
ment up  to  the  time  the  Secretary  oi 
State  addressed  the  House.  He  himself 
gave  the  figures  of  the  mountain  section 
last  year  at  480  miles.  His  colleague, 
the  Finance  Minister,  speaking  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  makes  the  distance  from  Winnipeg 
M  the  Pacific  1,480  miles— 480  miles  for  the 
mountain  section  and  1,000  miles  for  the 
prairie  section,  and  yet  we  are  gravely 
told  this  year  by  the  leader  of  the 
government  in  this  House  that  the 
length  of  the  prairie  section  Is  to  be 
1.100  and  the  mountain  section  766 
miles— In  other  words  that  the  mountain 
section  of  the  Transcontinental  Railway 
Is  to  be  124  miles  longer  than .  the 
mountain  section  of  the  Oanadlan  Pacific 
Railway,  counting  that  road  from  Calgary 
to  Vancouver,  which  is  only  642  miles.  The 
filstance  ?tretches  out  since  we  were  dis- 
cussing the  question  last  year,  and  after 
the  Minister  of  Finance  bad  said  the  last 
word  on  the  iSiitd.  reading  of  the  Bill  In 
the  House  of  Commons  untU  it  got  into 
the  hands  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  Lanaudl&re,  the  length  of  the  moun- 
tain section  stretched  from  480  to  766 , 
miles  while  the  length  of  tbe  prairie  sec- 
tion also  Increased  by  100  miles— from  1,000 
to  1.100  miles.  It  has  been  said  officially 
to  tbe  Senate  that  the  length  of  the  west- 
ern division  Is  to  be  1.866  miles  Instead  of 
1,480  miles  as  stated  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  confess  I  am  not  able  to 
understand  this,  nor  is  anybody  else.  If 
some  300  miles  had  been  added  to  tbe 
mountain  section  and  a  corresponding 
mileage  bad  been  deducted  from  the  prai- 
rie section.  I  could  have  nnderstood  It; 
then  it  would  have  resolved  Itself  Into  this, 
as  to  whether  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Lanaudidre  had  been  simply  trifllug 
with  the  House  in  regard  to  the  question, 
or  whether  bla  language  is  evidence  of  a  new 
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effort  on  the  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  to  take  advantage  of  the  gov- 
ernment In  some  other  way.  If  It  Is  intend- 
ed to  work  out  the  matter  In  this  way  that 
the  mountain  section  is  to  be  760  miles,  it 
can  only  be  done  by  adding  some  30  per  cent 
of  the  prairie  section  to  the  monntain  sec- 
tion, and  In  that  way  the  Grand  Trunk 
would  obtain  a  decided  adyantage.  because 
they  would  get  a  guarantee  of  bonds  un- 
limited except  by  the  cost  of  the  road,  on 
300  miles  of  very  rolling  prairie,  instead  of 
$13,000  per  mile,  and  they  would  also  have 
Interest  on  the  bonds  for  t^ls  300  miles 
charged  to  the  government  for  seven  years, 
and  capitalized  for  three  years  more,  tf  that 
Is  an  Intimation  to  the  people  and  to  parlia- 
ment, that  the  mountain  section  is  going  to 
he  stretched  out  with  this  result.  It  means 
the  addition  of  several  millions  to  the  cash 
outlay,  and  the  obligations  the  government 
will  have  to  assume  with  reference  to  this 
road.  But  these  are  not  the  only  mixing 
and  muddling  of  figures.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Lanaudl&re  informed  the  House, 
that  the  figures  hitherto  supplied  as  to  the 
length  of  the  line  between  Quebec  and  Win- 
nipeg, were  all  erroneous.  With  the  superior 
knowledge,  that  he  claimed  to  possess,  he 
said  the  distance  would  be  only  1,350  mites 
as  against  1.475  miles  given  everywhere  else 
until  the  discussion  was  opened  in  this 
House.  Here  apaiii  we  Imve  anotlier  in- 
stance of  mixing  and  niuddlin,!;  wliich  the 
lion,  gentleman  from  de  LiinauilIC're  has 
done.  And.  when  my  hon.  friond  from 
Westmorland  Interrupted  the  hon.  gentle- 
man and  told  htm  the  figures  wjiich  he 
was  giving  to  the  House  were  entirely  dif 
ferent  from  those  given  by  the  members 
of  the  government  elsewhere,  he  said  :  '  I 
nra  sorry  for  the  government,  why  did 
they  not  ask  me.'  Was  there  ever  in  the 
history  of  this  parliament  such  au  arraign- 
ment of  the  government  ns  when  that  hon, 
gentleman  said  he  was  sorry  for  their  ig- 
norance of  the  scheme,  which  they  were  en- 
deavouring to  push  through  parlinnient. 
neglecting  the  all-important  matter  of  con- 
sulting the  hon.  gentleman.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  superior  knowledge  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  claims  to  possess  in  tbe  matter, 
I  was  Inclined  to  compare  him,  when  he 
carae  to  deal  with  the  siibjwt  in  this  House, 
to  that  hot  impetuous  youth  who  implored 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGIISON. 


Jupiter  to  give  him  permission  to  run  the 
chariot  of  the  Sun  for  one  day.  We  know 
what  was  the  result.  The  steeds  ran  away, 
the  chariot  was  overturned,  and  the  King  of 
Heaven  in  bis  wrath  amote  the  presamptn- 
ous  youth  with  a  thunderbolt,  precipitating 
him  Into  the  sea.  If  there  were  any  firm 
ruler  In  this  government,  a  similar  fate  would 
snvely  overtake  the  hon.  member  for  de 
Lanaudifire.  Then  we  had  another  mixing 
and  muddling  of  figures  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  that  was  In  putting  the  cost 
of  the  prairie  section  at  $25,000  a  mile.  In 
all  my  reading  on  the  questlon-^nd  I  do 
not  think  there  has  been  anything  of  import- 
ance said  upon  It  In  parliamentary  records 
that  I  have  not  looked  at.  yet  this  was  the 
first  time  thqt  I  ever  saw  any  statement 
made  that  the  cost  of  the  prairie  section 
would  reach  the  amount  of  $25,000  per 
mile.  Indeed,  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Wellington,  who  addressed  the  House, 
after  bearing  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
shows  what  his  opinion  of  that  estimate  was 
by  telling  us  he  believed  the  road  can  be 
built  on  the  prairie  for  from  $13,000  to 
$15,000  per  mile,  and  my  hon.  friend  from 
Glengarry,  a  practical  man  puts  the  cost  at 
a  much  smaller  sum.  However,  we  had 
members  of  the  government  in  the  other 
House,  and  leaders  of  the  opposition,  con- 
curring In  placing  the  cost  of  the  prairie 
section  at  $20,000  per  mile  and  ttiat  Is  al9> 
the  estimate  of  Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson. 
Kt»eaking  at  meetings  in  London,  with  Mr. 
Hays  hy  his  side,  who  certainly  knew  as 
much  about  It  as  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  or  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Je 
I>flnaiidi&re.  Let  me  say  further  that  Sir 
Charles  Rivers-WUson,  In  addressl:^;  the 
shareholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk,  with- all 
the  responsibility  It  Involved,  and  we  know 
It  involved  a  great  deal,  gave  the  distance 
precisely  as  It  is  given  by  the  Finance  Min- 
ister on.  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  In  the 
House  of  Commons  that  is  altogether  I.-ISO 
miles  from  Winnipeg  to  Port  Simpson,  anil 
we  have  all  those  parties  agreeing,  while 
this  House  has  been  supplied  with  Infor 
mation  entirely  at  variance  with  that  sup- 
plied to  the  House  of  Commons  and  entirely 
different  from  what  Is  believed  to  be  aoca^ 
ate  by  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this 
House.  My  view  is  that  the  government 
drifted  into  the  position  they  took  with 
regard  to  this  Bill.   They  had  a  policy  dis- 
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tlnctly  annoonced  to  parliament,  and  notb- 
ing  could  be  more  distinctly  announced  of 
obtaining  expert  opinion  upon  It.  From  tiie 
time  Mr.  Sntberland  submitted  that  Order 
in  Council  until  the  end  of  June,  Oelebs  was 
never  more  deligent  In  search  of  a  wife  tliau 
the  gOTernment  were  In  searching  for  suit-* 
able  gentlemen  to  appoint  on  this  commis- 
sion. Everything  Indicated  a  reference  to 
a  commission,  and  I  am  free  to  say,  there 
is  every  evidence  that  tlie  leader  of  the 
government  lifted  Into  this  policy,  and 
drifted  vary  suddenly  and  greatly  to 
tbe  surprise  of  bis  friends  In  parlia- 
ment I  beard  tbe  expression  of  sun>rlse 
myself  from  those  high  In  this  House. 
Tliey  could  not  refrain  from  expi-essing  their 
amazement  at  the  announcement  of  such 
a  measure  as  this,  considering  the  previous 
action  of  the  jjovernment  and  the  sudden- 
ness with  which  It  was  sprung  on  the  coun- 
try.  But  what  do  we  tind  V  We  find  that 
tbe  gentlemen  wbo  were  active  In  protest- 
ing, who  told  us  they  were  writing  letters 
to  the  premier  protesting  against  what  be 
was  proposing  to  do,  gentlemen  who  ex- 
pressed a  desire  that  the  Conservatives 
were  in  the  majority  in  the  Senate  in  order 
tliat  they  might  throw  out  this  Bill — we  find 
all  these  gentlemen  now  singing  praises  to 
the  premier  for  his  statemanship  In  bring- 
ing forward  this  great  mensnre.  Sucli  jiraim^s 
sound  to  my  ears  as  ludicrous  as  if  Defoe 
had  In  his  history  of  Robinson  Crusoe  pre- 
sented that  famous  mariner  niid  his  man 
Friday  on  the  lonely  Island  after  that  memo- 
rable ffhlpwreck  iis  expatiating  on  tbe  great 
and  wonderful  seamanship  by  which  JEUtb- 
Inson  Crusoe  bad  discovered  tbe  island. 
The  position  of  the  premier  and  the  frJentIs 
who  laud  him  to  the  slcles  for  the  position 
he  has  taken  on  this  Bill,  which  is  m^ely  a 
position  which  he  drifted  into  evidently 
very  much  against  his  own  intentions,  is 
quite  as  ludicrous  as  tbe  idea  I  hare  de- 
scribed if  Defoe  had  put  It  on  paper  and 
applied  it  to  bis  hero  Robinson  Crusoe  and 
his  man  Friday.  My  main  objection  to  this 
scheme,  apart  from  the  route,  is  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  being  the  party  with 
which  the  government  has  made  this  con- 
tract. That  lies  at  tbe  very  root  of  the 
qaestlon.  True,  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way is  a  powerful  and  well-managed 
company,  having  at  its  bead  a  gentle- 
man recognized  as  a  very  able  railway  man 


all  over  this  continent.  That  would  be  an 
advantage  If  other  things  were  equal,  but  the 
great  disadvantage  of  dealing  with  that  com- 
pany is  that  It  has  connections  in  thti 
United  States.  Tbe  people  of  Canada  were 
not  so  fully  alive  to  that  objection  when  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  was  assisted  by  tbe 
government  of  the  old  province  of  Canada. 
At  that  time  the  provinces  were  not  confed- 
erated and  tbe  first  aim  and  object  of  the 
legislature  appeared  to  be  to  get  an  outlet 
to  the  ocean  somewhere.  Tbe  Grand  TruuK 
Company  as  It  exists  to-day,  Is  not  to  blame 
for  that  any  more  than  the  people  of  Can- 
ada ;  but  nevertheless  the  Grand  Trunk 
has  that  connection  and  has  an  interest 
in  diverting  the  trade  of  Canada  to  United 
States  ports,  and  I  entirely  disagree  with 
the  hon.  gentlemen  wbo  claim,  rather 
timidly,  that  there  are  ample  provisions  In 
this  Bill  against  injury  to  our  trade  result- 
ing from  the  control  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company  by  the  Grand  Trunk. 
I  hiive  only  to  point  to  the  words  of  the 
premier  last  year,  when  he  introduced  this 
measure  to  parliament.  He  said  frankly 
and  freely  that  shape  legislation  as  we 
would,  with  all  the  skill  that  lawyers  pos- 
sess, to  secure  Canadian  trade  for  Canadian 
ports,  we  could  not  do  It,  and  the  only  way 
to  secure  that  trade  was  to  make  the  com- 
pany Interested  in  Canadian  ports,  which  he 
claimed  could  lie  done  by  eonipelling  this 
company  to  operate  a  line  to  Moncton.  I 
■do  not  Jisree  with  that  »t  all,  because  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  still  retains  an  over- 
whelming Interest  In  their  Portland  exten- 
sion, an  Interest  whlcb  to  them  must  remain 
paramount,  and  which  would  always  influ- 
ence them  in  this  matter.  I  agreed  with 
the  premier's  stat-ements  made  last  year, 
that  we  could  not  frame  an  effective  provis- 
ion in  the  law  even  if  we  did  our  best,  but  I 
f.iil  to  find  any  provision  In  this  Bill  to  bind 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  carry  Its  freight 
to  Canadian  ports.  The  government  resisted 
every  attempt  last  year  and  this  year  to  in- 
sert a  claiise  in  the  Bill  to  compel  the  Grand 
Trunk  to  use  its  Influence  to  secure  the  car- 
rying of  tbe  Canadian  trade  to  Canadian 
ports.  We  have  otiier  evidence  of  what  the 
interest  of  the  old  (Jrand  Trunk  Company  is, 
and  what  they  really  propose  and  intend  to 
do,  and  I  have  onl^-  to  refer,  in  proof  of  tliat, 
to  tbe  words  of  Mr.  Hays  in  London,  when 
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addressing  a  meeting  of  shareholders  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  CSompany  In  March  last  : 

The  Graod  Trunk  to-dar  is  dravlns  from  tbls 
eountrr  that  w©  are  now  seeking  to  enter,  and 
seeking  to  tl«  up  to  the  srstem,  a  rerr  large 
portion  o[  Its  traffic  which  we  etand  to  lose  If 
we  do  not  embrace  this  enteriKrlse. 

'Could  any  words  be  stronger  than  that? 

That  they  stand  to  lose  this  trade  unless 

U  Is  tied  up  In  their  system.  He  says  : 

We  cannot  hold  It.  We  are  to-day  handling 
from  fifteen  to  twenty  mMIion — last  year  It 
reached  24,000,000 — bushels  of  grain,  which  came 
across  the  lake  from  Lake  Superior  down  to  our 
ports,  fetHllng  the  whole  Grand  Trunk  system 
locally  throughout  Ontario,  and  this  .gives  us 
the  whole  of  the  way  from  Montreal,  thus  con- 
tributing a  very  large  portion  of  our  earnings. 
We  cannot  bold  that  to  our  system  If  we  do  not 
take  some  means  of  fastening  It  to  us. 

Gould  any  -vcords  be  plainer  than  that 
this  trade  will  go  to  other  channels  and  not 
to  Portland  unless  these  means  were  adopt- 
ed of  tying  up  the  trade  to  the  Grand 
Trunk.    He  goes  on  to  say : 

Now,  we  have  another  rival  In  that  same  ter- 
rVtory  which  is  competing  with  ua  to  a  certain 
extent  now,  that  brings  the  grain  down  to  the 
lake  and  conveys  It  by  water  across  from  Port 
Arthur  and  Fort  WlUlam  to  these  Ontario  ports 
of  ours.  That  line  we  do  not  control,  and  there 
la  no  likelihood  or  posaibllitr  of  our  controlling 
It  In  the  near  future  ;  and  that  railway  la 
making  Its  connection  with  the  United  States 
lines  to  the  south  of  St.  Paul  and  Hlnneapolis 
up  to  Winnipeg,  and  drawing  this  grain  and 
traffic,  which  is  not  only  to-day  feeding  the 
Orknd  Trunk  very  largely,  but  is  the  only  direc- 
tion In  which  we  can  look  for  an  increasing 
traffic.  That  traffic  will  be  lost  to  us  If  we  do 
not  tie  It  up. 

As  I  have  already  remarked  no  attempt 
lias  been  made  to  bind  the  Grand  Trunk 
Company  at  all.  One  would  have  thought 
that  some  provision  might  have  been  In- 
«erted  that  would  more  eCFectually  bind 
the  Grand  Trunk  Paclflc.  In  the  other 
branch  of  this  parliament  an  amendment  was 
proposed  and  voted  down  by  the  govern- 
ment to  provide  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  should  submit  to  an  Investigation  at 
-any  time  when  a  complaint  might  be  made 
to  the  government  with  regard  to  the  diver- 
sion of  the  Canadian  trade  to  United 
States  ports,  and  that  whenever  stick  com- 
plaint was  made  the  Railway  Commis- 
sion would  have  power  to  come  In  and 
make  a  thorough  Investigation,  summoulng 
all  the  parties  before  them,  examining  the 
Iwoks  and  records  of  the  company,  going  to 
the  very  fountain  head  of  trade  and  finding 
whether  there  was  any'  foundation  for 
those  complaints,  and  report  to  parliament 
Bon.  Mr.  FBROUSON. 


That  was  the  amendment  proposed,  in  or- 
der that  parliament  would  be  seized  of  the 
fact  whether  this  contract  was  being 
faithfully  carried  out.  Any  hon.  gentle- 
man will  see  that  if  that  were  In  the 
law,  the  people  would  come  to  know,  not 
ithrough  the  grnmbling  of  the  press  and 
of  rival  companies  attacking  them  and 
perhaps  attacking  them  unfairly,  bnt 
there  would  be  an  Investigation  by  an 
impartial  tribunal,  and  information  would 
be  laid  before  parliament  as  to  whether 
there  was  anything  done  to  divert  trade 
from  our  own  ports.  But  thiit  amendment 
as  I  have  said,  was  voted  down  by  the 
government  My  hon.  friend  from  Queen's, 
New  Brunswick  (Hon.  Mr.  King)  in  ad- 
dressing the  House  undertook  to  find  some 
penal  consequences  which  he  thought  would 
result  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  If  they 
did  not  live  up  to  this  obligation.  He  said 
the  government  could  take  possession  of 
the  road.  A  provision  to  havestigate  the 
fact  and  ascertain  how  the  contract  was  be- 
ing carried  out  having  been  voted  down  by 
the  government  majority  In  the  Home  of 
Commons,  how  could  the  government  come 
in  qnd  take  possession  of  the  road  withoat 
an  Investigation  of  the  facts,  and  withoat  a 
proper  process,  I  fall  for  my  part  to  und«^ 
stand. 

Another  suggestion  that  he  made  was 
that  we  might  make  the  preference  appli- 
cable only  to  goods  that  were  Imported  ovw 
a  Canadian  railway  and  through  our  own 
ports.  Well,  the  House  of  Commons  have 
passed  a  resolution  in  that  respect  bat  the 
government  bare  shown  that  they  are  only 
trifling  with  It  It  was  passed  for  specta- 
cular purposes,  because  they  have  not  an- 
nounced their  determination  to  put  that  pre- 
vision in  the  tariff  law  and  bring  It  into 
force.  It  is  only  put  there  for  spectacular 
purposes,  and  the  premier  himself  expressed 
bis  grave  doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  the 
step,  although  It  was  allowed  to  pass  with- 
out opposition.  As  far  as  the  other  end  of  the 
preference  Is  concerned,  and  that  is  the  one 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Queen's  placed  the 
greatest  amount  of  reliance  upon,  that  the 
British  government  may  be  Induced  to  limit 
a  preference  to  such  of  our  exports  as  go 
out  of  our  own  country  and  reach  the  Bri- 
tish market  over  our  own  railroads  and  Ui 
our  own  ships.   I  ima^ne  tiiat  Sfir.  'Chtm* 
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berlain  has  a  big  enough  task  before  him 
ia  persuading  the  British  people  to  give  us 
a  prefi^rence  at  all  without  attempting  to 
throw  entirely  out  of  Joint  all  commercial 
treaties  with  foreign  countries  with  regard 
to  freedom  of  trade,  between  Britlsb  and 
otlwr  ports  of  the  world,  and  the  very  men- 
tion of  such  a  proposition  as  being  a  pos- 
sible remedy,  at  all  events  at  the  present 
thne.  is  absurdity  complete.  Before  I  leave 
this  point,  I  may  say  that  I  fully  agree  with 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Queen's  (Hon. 
Mr.  King)  when  be  says  that  Canada  should 
place  a  great  value  upon  the  possession  of 
oar  own  ports.  I  say  It  is  impossible 
to  put  a  value  In  money  on  the  Im- 
portance of  our  open  ports  on  tbe  Atlantic 
and  tbe  Pacific.  As  remarked  by  tbe  bon. 
gentleman  from  Queen's.  Russia  Is  spending 
her  blood  and  treasure  to  secure  an  open 
port  on  the  Pacific.  Russia's  commercial 
disadvantage  Is  her  exclusion  from  the  seas 
of  the  world.  She  has  no  open  ports,  ex- 
c^t  in  tbe  Black  Sea,  and  she  Is  not  allowed 
to  pass  her  warships  through  tbe  Dar- 
denelles.  Tbe  Baltic  Is  frozen  up  for  a 
great  part  of  the  year,  and  so  is  the  Arctic 
ocean,  and  Vladtvostock,  and  Russia  is 
spending  her  blood  and  treasure  to  endea- 
vour to  keep  possejpion  of  an  open  port  on 
tbe  Pacific.  We  have  not  only  one  open 
port ;  we  have  many  open  ports,  both  on 
the  Pacific  and  on  tbe  Atlantic,  and  those 
open  ports  constitute  a  valuable  portion  of 
our  assets  as  a  people.  How  long  could 
we  preserve  our  autonomy  If  we  had  not 
these  open  ports  ?  And  a  great  deal  will 
depend  upon  our  future— I  was  going  to 
say  everything  will  depend  upon  whether 
tbe  people  of  Canada  east  and  west  and  In 
the  centre  and  everywhere  are  true  to  onr 
own  seaports.  It  was  Ralph  Waldo  Emmer- 
8on  who  said  that  England's  great  com- 
mercial position  in  the  world  was  due  to  tbe 
fact  that  she  bad  the  best  business  stand 
ia  the  world  and  It  is  a  good  thing  for  us  in 
Canada  that  we  have  sncb  an  excellent  busi- 
ness stand.  We  will  commit  a  fatal  mistake, 
a  mistake  which  our  children  will  lament 
after  we  pass  off  the  stage  of  action,  If  we 
do  anything  at  this  time  which  will  impair 
the  usefulness  of  these  ports,  and  divert 
from  them  to  the  ports  of  a  foreign  coun- 
try, a  trade  which  should  belong  to  them. 
There  is  another  qvestion  in  connection  with 


this  subject  upon  which  a  good  deal  has 
been  said  by  hon.  gentlemen,  and  that  is  with 
respect  to  tbe  government  ownership  of  rail- 
ways. That  question  is  not  necessarily  In- 
volved in  the  discussion  of  this  Bill.  Tbe 
whole  question  of  government  ownership 
is  not  involved  In  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill  and  in  the  resolutions  submitted  by 
the  opposition  In  the  House  of  Commotis, 
and  by  my  bon.  friend  here,  any  more 
than  It  has  been  involved  in  some  other 
things  that  Canada  has  done  for  many  years 
past.  In  fact.  It  Is  not  more  seriously  In- 
volved In  this  question  by  the  attitude  of  the 
opposition  than  it  Is  In  the  Bill  we  have  be- 
fore us.  We  have  in  this  measure  a  propo- 
sition of  government  ownership  for  1,900 
miles  of  this  transcontinental  railway.  A 
few  years  ago  the  government  extended 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  from  Quebec  to 
Montreal.  Was  that  not  acknowledging  the 
principle  of  government  ownership,  as  far 
as  that  particular  case  was  concerned  1  I 
will  not  be  unfair,  I  shall  not  say  it  was 
committing  us  to'  the  principle  of  govern- 
ment ownership  beyond  this  that  under  the 
circumstances  that  existed  then  and  there, 
the  government  came  to  tbe  decision  that 
it  was  Important  In  tbe  Interests  of  Canada, 
and  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  that  we 
should  extend  it  into  the  city  of  Montreal. 
Another  proposition  Is  before  parliament 
just  at  the  present  time — at  least  we  know 
It  is  coming.  It  has  been  announced  that 
the  government  is  to  buy  a  railway  in  New 
Brunswick  called  the  Canada  Eastern  Kail- 
way.  Passing  no  opinion  iTpon  the  wisdom 
of  that  purchase  at  tbe  present  moment, 
why  la  there  not  the  cry  raised  :  *  Ob,  you 
are  committing  tbe  country  to  government 
ownership  ?  No  such  cry  has  been  raised, 
and  still  It  Is  a  partial  acknowledgment  of 
the  principle  of  government  ownership.  Onr 
position  Is  that  the  government  having  intro- 
duced fl  BUI  which  provides  for  government 
ownership  for  about  1,900  miles  of  railway, 
and  after  building  and  paying  for  it  we 
are  giving  tliis  railway  practically  away  to  a 
private  company,  and  we  are  not  retaining 
that  control,  which  we  ought  to  retain  over 
the  rates.  I  do  not  propose,  and  hon.  gentle- 
men of  the  opposition  do  not  suggest,  that 
we  should  maintain  that  control  In  tbe  way 
in  which  the  present  Intercolonial  Railway 
is  controlled  and  managed  by  the  govern* 
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-ment.  We  make  no  ench  proposition,  but 
we  do  say  that  wben  we  are  practically  pay- 
ing for  nine-tenths  of  it,  assuming  obligations 
for  more  than  nine-tenths  of  the  entire  road 
from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Padflc,  and  owning 
half  of  it,  that  we  should  own  the  whole  of 
It  and  place  It  under  tbe  management  and 
control  of  an  able  commission  of  experts, 
that  would  be  as  free  from  political  Influ- 
ence as  the  Auditor  General  is  free  to- 
day from  political  control ;  and  if  we 
so  place  it,  the  government  would  exercise 
public  control  through  tbe  board  of  commis- 
sioners, and  whatever  money  tta^  was  in 
tbe  enterprise,  run  as  It  would  be  on 
the  highest  plane  of  business  principles, 
would  belong  to  the  i>eopIe  of  Cauada,  and 
there  would  remain  with  the  people's  re- 
presentatives opportunity  of  controlUii!; 
rates  and  giving:  transportation  at  actual 
cost,  Instefid  of  making  millionaires  of  any 
number  of  men.  Now,  Just  as  the  govern- 
ment took  tbe  position  In  1897,  that  It  was 
necessary  In  the  interests  of  the  Intercolo- 
nial Railway  that  it  slionld  be  extended  to 
Montreal,  we  say  now  that  it  should  go 
further  west  I  may  say  for  myself  that 
I  always  viewed  with  favour  the  extension 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  Montreal, 
and  my  opposition  to  the  Bill  of  1897  was 
entirely  grounded  on  the  terms  and 
condition  on  which  that  extension  was 
made.  I  held  wltb  my  hon.  friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House  that  the  terras  were  too 
favourable  to  the  DriniunoiKl  County  Rall- 
W!iy  ]>eopIe  and  unfavoiiriible  to  tlie  people 
of  Canada.  Wp  took  that  position,  and  time 
has  shown  that  we  were  right,  for  a  Bill 
which  was  ?l.O0aO00  better  for  tbe  rate- 
payers of  Canada  came  back  to  us  again  and. 
we  passed  it.  That  was  my  own  position, 
and  I  voted  against  the  scheme  until  such 
suliBtantlal  amendments  were  made  to  the 
me;isure  as  made  ft  in  the  public  interest, 
and  I  then  voted  for  it.  There  are  to  my 
mhid  infinitely  stronger  reasons  to-day  why 
tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  should  go  fur- 
ther. Extending  that  railway  to  Montreal, 
has  made  it  necessary  to  go  further.  What 
Is  the  position  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
at  this  moment  ?  What  was  Its  position  be- 
fore it  came  to  Montreal,  and  what  has  It 
been  since.  There  are  vftrlous  transporta- 
tion agencies  employed  in  bringing  tbe  trade 
of  the  west.  Includlug  that  of  the  great  pro- 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


vinee  of  Ontario,  to  the  east  for  export  an4 
also  for  the  trade  of  the  east  Itself.  All 
these  agencies  and  channels  are  employed, 
I  may  say,  in  bringing  that  trade  as  far  as 
the  city  of  Montreal.  When  it  reaches  there 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  Is  in  no  position 
to  compete  for  the  carrying  of  that  trade  to 
n  Canadian  seaport.  But  it  is  placed  in  this 
position  :  that  for  export  it  can  only  get  for 
carrying  tbe  produce  of  the  west  from  Mont- 
real to  Halifax  or  St.  John  precisely  the 
same  rate  as  the  Grand  Trunk  charges  for 
carrying  that  produce  from  Montreal  to 
Portland  or  the  Caziadian  Pacific  Railivay 
receives  for  carrying  It  to  St.  John.  Tliat 
is,  tbe  geographical  position  is  against  tbe 
Intercolonial  Railway,  and  I  cannot  blame 
tbe  competing  companies  for  this.  The  only 
condition  on  which  the  Intercolonial  Ilall- 
way  can  get  export  trade  is  l»y  carrying  It 
at  the  same  rate  to  Halifax,  seven  hundred 
and  llfty-seven  miles,  as  the  Grand  Trunk 
carries  it  to  Portland,  a  distance  of  297 
miles.  This  is  Uie  difliculty  we  have  to  deal 
with.  How  are  you  going  to  get  over  that? 
How  la  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  to  get  a 
reasonable  share  of  the  business,  how  are 
our  ports  to  get  a  fair  share  of  the  trade  of 
tbe  west  ?  I  answer  b,v  extending  our  own 
system  Into  the  west  an(^  getting  hold  of  the 
trade  at  the  point  of  origination.  If  yon  get 
bold  of  it  there  you  will  have  the  carrying 
of  It  to  Montreal  which  is  the  fat  end  of  tlie 
carriage,  and  having  had  tbe  fat  end.  you  can 
carry  It  over  the  lean  end  to  Halifax  and 
St  John,  which  you  can  never  do  if  you  get 
only  the  lean  end  of  the  business  and  you 
will  not  get  much  of  it  even  on  these  terms 
because  the  companies  have  the  origination 
of  the  freight  and  can  influence  shippers  as 
to  the  routing  of  It  so  that  they  will  bring 
it  through  their  own  cbauneis  and  the  Inte^ 
colonial  Railway  has  no  means  of  preventing 
it  If  you  want  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
become  a  i>aying  road  extend  it  to  tbe  Geo^ 
gian  bay,  and  thence  Into  tbe  Northwest  » 
that  it  will  gather  tbe  freight  at  the  pohit 
of  origination  and  when  that  Is  done,  it 
will  not  only  carry  It  to  Montreal  but  cany 
it  to  Halifax  and  St  John  and  make  some 
money  out  of  It,  not  so  mncb  as  a  compet- 
ing road  will  do  in  carrying  it  to  Portland, 
but  there  will  be  some  fair  and  reasoQablft 
competition  and  In  addition  to  that,  by  ex- 
tending our  own  railway  to  the  west  in- 
stead of  sending  tbe  fox  to  guard  the 
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geese,  every  man  connected  with  that  rail- 
way and  every  Influence  it  possesses  will 
be  used  to  bring  the  ti'ade  to  our  own  ports. 

I  come  now  to  a  point  which  has  1)een' 
discussed  fully  In  both' branches  of  parlia- 
ment and  I  do  not  propose  to  utilize  alt  the 
Information  I  have  collected  with  regard 
to  it.  It  Is  not  necessary  I  should  do  so, 
but  my  hOD.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
Furomed  up  not  what  were  the  total  oh- 
UgatloDs  of  the  government  in  connection 
with  the  scheme  but  he  summed  up  what 
he  says  were  the  obligations  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Comi>auy,  and  he  made  it  up 
in  tills  way:  lie  estimated  the  mountain  sec- 
tion at  7r»([  miles,  which  makes  a  wonderful 
difference  as  to  the  obligations  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  and  the  government  as  com- 
pared with  480  miles.  He  estimated  the 
imrlrle  Ke<>t!on  at  1,100  miles.  He  was 
only  looking  at  one  side  of  the  contract. 
By  Increasing  the  mileage  he  managed  to 
add  to  the  obligations  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way were  to  undertake  and  putting  them  all 
together,  and.  adding  the  cost  of  rolling 
stock  wliich  Is  to  be  supplied  for  the  use  of 
the  railway  from  nnotber  source,  he  brought 
the  oljlIg;itions  of  the  Grand  Trunk  in  con- 
Deetiou  with  the  scheme  up  to  $3^,000,000 
or  $30,000,000.  I  submit  my  hon.  friend  has 
no  jastlQcation  for  the  position  he  has  takon 
from  the  Bill  before  the  House  this  year 
or  last  year.  I  have  here  Sir  Charles  Rivers- 
Wilson's  statement,  made  at  the  meeting  of 
the  Gmiid  Trunk  Railway  Company,  on  the 
8th  Slarcli.  where  he  estimated  the  Grand 
Tnnik  obligations  as  being  one-iiuarter  the 
cost  of  construction  of  the  mountain  sec- 
tion at  $oO,COO  a  mile  or  one  million  two 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  pounds.  The  In- 
terest for  four  years  at  three  per  cent— that 
Is  during  the  period  of  construction— £150. 
000.  Added  to  this  assuming  the  cost  of  the 
prairie  section  to  be  $20,()(X)  a  mile,  the 
Grand  Tnink  share  would  be  £1.400.000.  in- 
terest during  construction,  £168.000,  total. 
£2.96U,000,  or  fourteen  million  nine  hundred 
thousand  dollars. 

That  was  Sir  Charles  Rlvei-s-WUson's  es- 
timate, and  he  went  on  to  say  : 

As  regards  the  three  millions  of  guarantee, 
tliat,  as  I  stated  to  you,  will  undoubtedly  be 
a  liftbllttT,  and.  as  I  stated  to  rou  also,  will 
«*«1!  the  liability  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Conj- 
pany.  As  regards  the  five  mllUoos  for  rolling 
•lock  it  iB  not  five  mllllonB— it  is  estimated  at 
three  millioDS.    With  that  the  Grand  Trunk 


has  nothing  to  do.  That  rolling  stock  will  be 
provided  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company, 
and,  as  the  geoeral  manager  will  tell  you,  they 
have  laid  their  plans  for  providing  that  roll- 
ing stock  by  a  trust  fund.  Therefore,  you  may 
wipe  it  out  and  call  it  four  millions.  And  as^ 
regards  the  one  million  deposit,  that  deposit 
will  not  cost  you  one  single  halfpenny. 
Therefore,  the  liability  eomes  back  to  tb« 
sum  which  I  have  ]ust  mentioned — namely, 
about  three  millions,  and  I  have  stated  dis- 
tinctly and  clearly  tbat  that  is  what  we  esti- 
mate the  liability  of  the  Grand  Trunk  to  be 
— «venuail7  a  possibility  of  three  millions  of 
capital  and.  under  any  circumstances,  not 
more  than  £118,000  of  Interest  per  year. 

This  was  the  statement,  that  Instead  of 
$35,000,000  or  $36,000,000,  as  stated  by  the 
bon.  Secretary  of  State,  being  the  obligation 
assumed  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  it  Is 
only  $14,900,000.  An  examination  of  the 
legislation  of  last  year  and  this  year  proves 
coucluslvely  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  Intend,  and  I  think  very  proper- 
ly from  their  point  of  view,  to  provide  the 
rolling  stock  through  a  rolling  stock  trust, 
and  have  It  charged  up  against  the  earnings 
of  the  road  ;  and  therefore,  there  is  only 
$14,900,000  as  the  capital  supplied  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Instead  of  the  aulount 
stated  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State. 

Xow,  we  come  to  the  obligations  which 
Canada  is  assuming  with  regard  to  *i"at 
subject.  1  may  not  go  through  these 
details,  but  after  examining  them  carefully,  T 
bave  come  to  the  conclusion  tbat  the  total 
obligations  of  the  government  In  cash  and 
In  guarantees  for  the  construction  of  the 
railway,  the  western  division  and  the  east- 
trn  division  and  the  Quebec  bridge,  will 
amount  if  our  bonds  sell  at  par  to  $lo2,0(»5.- 
719.  or.  if  the  bonds  guaranteed  by  the  gov- 
ernment are  not  floated  at  par,  but  are  sold, 
as  Is  much  more  Ukely  to  happen,  at  90  per 
cent,  our  obligations  would  be  swelled  to 
$174,017,000. 

Hon,  Mr.  McGREGOR— If  the  company 
continue  to  operate  the  road,  our  obligations 

will  not  amount  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  It  works  out  as 
the  government  intend  It  shall,  that  will  be 
the  extent  of  our  obligations.  If  everything 
turns  out  w^ell.  I  do  not  say  the  govM-nment 
will  ultimately  have  to  pay  that  amount.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  obligations  which  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  assume  are  obliga- 
tions which  I  believe  if  the  whole  under- 
taking Is  prosperous,  they  will  not  have  to 
provide  for.  If  everything  works  out  well 
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ondpaymcnts  are  made  promptly,  the  obliga- 
tions will  not  bare  turned  out  to  be  so  great; 
but  at  present  we  are  assuming  these  enor- 
mous obligations,  and  we  have  to  weigh 
them  with  the  obligations  the  Grand  Trunic 
Railway  Company  are  assuming,  and  when 
we  do  that  and  find  that  our  proportion  Is  so 
-enormously  greater  than  that  of  the  company 
the  conclusion  Is  irresistibly  forced  upon  U9 
that  for  the  paltry  contributions  thrown  In 
by  the  Orand  Trunk  Railway  Company  it 
Is  absurd  to  give  the  whole  enterprise  away, 
for  them  to  control  it  in  their  own  interest 
and  not  in  the  interest  of  the  people  of  Can- 
ada. Another  point  was  raised  In  the 
House  of  Commons  by  a  gentleman  whose 
name  Is  a  guarante  for  the  correctness  and 
Importance  of  any  statement  be  may  make 
on  a  financial  question.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Osier, 
one  of  the  members  for  Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-Oh,  oh. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Perhaps  my  hoii. 
friend  from  Portage  la  Prairie  is  a  greater  au- 
thority than  Mr.  Osier,  but  whatever  my  hon. 
friend  may  think  or  say.  there  are  on  both 
sides  of  this  House,  gentlemen  who  have  a 
very  great  respect  for  Mr.  Osier's  opinion  on 
a  financial  question.  Mr.  Osier  made  a  point 
In  connection  with  the  point  I  am  now  con- 
sidering, and  it  Is  this  :  we  are  doing  all  this 
on  a  basis  of  three  per  cent.  Should 
the  rate  of  Intierest  go  higher  within 
the  next  fifty  years,  what  will  be  our  loss  ? 
He  went  further,  and  said  he  was 
expressing  the  opinion  of  the  financial  world 
to-day,  that  interest  is  going  up.  There  has 
been  a  swln^  of  the  pendulum  for  nearly 
fifty  years  downward,  and  the  experience  of 
the  world  Is  that  the  pendulum  will  not  al- 
ways swing  in  the  one  direction,  and  that 
when  It  swings  upward  It  Is  liliely  to  go 
nearly  as  far  as  It  came  down.  Mr.  Osier 
gave  it  as  nis  opinion  that  the  rate  of  in- 
terest will  go  up,  and  that  before  ten  years 
even,  for  the  very  best  securities,  such  as 
those  of  the  government  of  Canada,  the  rate 
wIH  more  likely  be  four  per  cent  than  three 
per  cent.  If  that  should  happen,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  He  said  the 
difference  between  our  furnishing  money  at 
three  per  cent  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company,  and  borrowing  at  four  per  cent 
would  amount  at  the  end  of  fifty  years  to 
1118.000,000.  This  had  reference  to  the  cost 
•of  the  eastern  section  at  $40,000  per  mile, 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


namely,  $76,000,000.  I  know  Mr.  Osier  was 
ridiculed  by  some  of  the  less  Informed  mem- 
bers of  tne  House  of  Commons  for  baring 
made  that  statement  1  notice  one  gen- 
tleman who  thought  himself  a  great  au- 
thority on  finance,  questioned  the  accuracy 
of  Mr.  Osier's  statement.  In  order  to  satis- 
fy myself  that  the  statement  was  correct, 
[  wrote  to  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  tbe  Superintend- 
ent of  Insurance,  who  is  an  actuary  of  hi^ 
standing,  asking  him  to  state  for  my  info^ 
niation  in  connection  with  the  discussion 
of  this  Bill,  what  would  be  the  difference 
between  three  per  cent  and  four  per  cent  on 
?76.000,000  for  fifty  years,  computing  the 
interest  on  the  dilEereuce  at  3  and  4  per  cent 
and  compounding  annually.  His  answer  is 
as  follows  :— 

Office  of  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance. 

Ottawa,  June  17th,  1M4. 

Dear  Senator  Ferguson, — In  reply  to  yoor 
letter  of  16th  instant,  I  beg  to  say  that  Uu 
difference  in  Interest  between  a  3  per  cent  nUt 
and  one  of  4  per  cent  upon  tlie  sum  named 
would  be  1760,000  per  year.  The  amount  of 
(760.000  aonuallr  at  the  end  of  60  years  would 
be  at  3  per  cent  986,726.621,  and  at  a  4  pw 
cent,  6116,026,981.  latereit  in  all  oases  cnn- 
pounded  annually. 

Faithfully  yours, 

W.  FITZOERAU), 
Superintendent  ot  Insurance. 
Hon.  Senator  Ferguson, 

The  Senate.  Ottawa. 

I  found  on  comparison  there  Is  a  difference 
of  two  millions  between  the  two  statements 
and  It  arises  from  the  fact  that  in  ilr. 
Osier's  calculation  the  interest  was  com- 
pounded semi-annually,  while  In  this  in- 
stance the  interest  is  compounded  annually. 
Now  this  may  not  happen.  The  prevailing 
rate  of  interest  may  not  he  so  high  as  four 
per  cent  during  the  next  fifty  years,  bat 
there  are  strong  reasons  Cor  believing  that  It 
will  be  higher  than  three  per  cent.  The 
fact*  is  the  occasions  when  It  has 
dropped  below  three  per  cent  are  so  un- 
important and  few,  that  they  are  not  worth 
taking  Into  the  calculation.  It  ts  more  than 
probable  that  tbe  rate  of  Interest  on  money 
that  the  government  will  borrow  to  do  all 
these  things  for  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway, 
will  be  higher  than  three  per  cent.  It  will 
Involve  a  very  heavy  strain  and  loss  on  the 
people  of  Canada.  Before  leaving  this  sub- 
ject, I  wish  to  polut  out  there  is  Just  one 
change  in  the  contract  which  may  appear 
very  simple,  which  works  out  a  very  great 
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deal  to  tbe  people  of  Canada.    Hoo.  gentle* 
men  opposite  have  told  us  tbat  these  changes 
are  anlmportant,  but  It  Is  posplble  by  the 
ase  of  a  very  few  words  to  make  serious 
changes  In  a  contract  or  In  a  law.    I  find 
by  carefully  going  over  the  agreement  of 
last  year,  that  with  regard  to  the  guarantee 
on  tbe  cost  of  conatmctlon  of  the  mountain 
sectlon—woi^lng  It  out  on  the  estimate  of 
Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson  at  a  cost  of  $50,- 
OOO  a  mile,  and  $6,000  per  mile  for  Interest 
^.nring  construction.    The  amount  of  our 
obligations  under  the  old  agreement  would 
be  $21,300,000.   In  other  words,  we  could 
only  be  called  upon  for  thirty  thousand  dol- 
lars per  mile  under  the  old  contract,  an 
obligation  amounting  to  $15,000,000.  In- 
terest  for   seven   years   would  amount 
to   $3,150,000,  and  three  years  further  in- 
terest capltiallzed  at  $1,350,000.    Just  one 
criticism    might    be    offered    to  this— 
that  we  might  not  be  ultimately  called  upon 
to  pay  all  that  three  years'  Interest   But  I 
am  putting  In  the  full  extent  of  our  obliga- 
tions, and  I  have  no  hesitation  In  saying 
tbat  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
would  not  be  such  fools  as  to  show  any  earn- 
ings that  would  be  applied  to  the  bonds  for 
those  three  years.    What  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Wellington  calls  '  second  construc- 
tion *  would  be  on  about  that  time,  and  tbe 
company  could  easily  apply  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  their  earnings  to  Improving  the 
road,  and  when  they  could  get  that  money 
on  such  very  easy  terms  as  three  per  cent, 
and  repayment  extending  over  forty  years, 
thej-  would  And  a  useful  way  of  expending 
It  on  their  road.    They  would  not  be  such 
fools  as  to  show  a  surplus  for  those  three 
years,  and  tbe  government  Is  sure  to  be  call- 
ed upon  for  that  As  I  have  said,  under  the 
old  agreement  the  liability  is  $21,300,000. 
IQ  considering  tbe  new  agreement  we  will 
first  proceed  on  the  assumption  that  the 
bonds  will  sell  at  par.    I  assume  the  cost 
of  the  mountain  section,  600  miles  at  $50,000 
per  mile  and  $8,000  per  mile  for  interest 
daring  construction ;  three-fourths  of  this 
would  be  our  proportion,   whiqh  would 
amount  to  $21,000,000.    Then  there  Is  the 
interest   for    seven   years    at   three  per 
cent  on  this  sum.  amounting  to  $4,410,000. 
That  we  are   certainly   bound   to  pro- 
vide. Then  comes  Interest  for  three  years, 
capitalized.    That  also  is  positively  cer- 


tain. There  Is  another  item  imposed  on 
us  by  the  amendment  to  the  contract 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Wellington,  and  I  am  glad  to  see  be  showed 
more  care  and  caution  than  most  of  bis 
political  friends,  inasmuch  as  he  realized  the 
Importance  of  this  question,  and  expressed 
a  hope  that  the  matter  had  been  provided 
against  I  am  sorry  to  say  the  hon,  gentle- 
man's hope  is  to  be  disappointed,  because  no 
provision  Is  made  In  the  Bill  against  the  dan- 
ger wlilch  he  apprehended.  There  Is  a  provi- 
sion in  this  Bill  tbat  at  tbe  end  of  the  period 
of  construction  and  the  seven  years  and 
three  years — eighteen  years  from  this  time 
— if  luere  is  default  In  the  payment  of  In- 
terest equal  to  five  years,  then  the  govern- 
ment could  come  in,  not  to  foreclose  as  or- 
dinary bond-holders  would  be  able  to  do,, 
but  to  take  control  by  the  appointment  of  u 
manager  who  would  distribute  the  receipts 
lK?tween  the  government  and  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway.  Under  this  provision,  as 
It  stands,  there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt 
that  the  government  has  no  power  to  as- 
sume the  managemeDt  of  the  road  until 
there  is  a  default  equal  to  five  full  and  com- 
plete years,  and  It  Is  quite  possible  for  the 
company  to  allow  the  default  to  go  for  four 
and  three-quarter  years,  pay  a  quarter- 
year's  Interest  or. a  half-year's  Interest  and 
then  the  condition  has  not  arisen  and  may 
never  arise  under  which  the  government 
could  come  in  and  enforce  the  collection  of 
arrears.  They  can  go  on  until  their  default 
reaches  the  full  five  years,  and  the  govern- 
ment cannot  collect  As  the  Bill  stands,  it 
is  perfectly  reasonable  to  charge  against 
the  new  agreement  interest  for  four  and  a 
'half  years,  which  cannot  be  collected, 
and  that  would  amount  to  $2,835,000. 
Assuming,  therefore,  that  the  bonds  would 
sell  at  par,  the  difference  between  the  agree- 
ment of  last  year  and  tbe  agreement  of  the 
present  year  is  $8,835,000.  It  made  no  dif- 
ference to  us  last  year,  with  regard  to  our 
ohllgntlon,  whether  the  bonds  sold  at  par 
or  not  We  only  bad  to  guarantee  bonds  of 
a  certain  face  value,  and  our  obligation  end- 
ed. .^ow  it  is  altogether  diCferent  We  have 
not  only  to  Issue  bonds  of  a  certain  value, 
but  If  those  bonds  do  not  realize  an  amount 
equal  to  their  face  value,  we  have  to  Issue 
further  bonds  to  itiake  up  tbe.  difference, 
and  assuming  fhat  the  bonds  would  sell  at 
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ninety  per  cent,  this  would  be  'the  state  ol 
the  calculation  :  The  obligations  we  would 
assume,  and  the  cash  payment  we  would 
have  to  make,  would  amount  to  ;F33,3(E{,T50. 
under  the  new  agreement,  w^hile  under  the 
■old  agreement  It  would  be  ?2].33U,000,  mak- 
ing a  difference  of  $12.0(i3,7r>0  as  between 
Inst  year's  agreement  and  the  present  one  ; 
and  still  hon.  gentlemen  In  the  House  of 
Commons  and  some  members  of  this  House 
have  treated  these  amendments  as  though 
they  were  trifling  in  character,  and  did  not 
call  for  serious  consideration. 

Ill  addition  to  the  remarks  I  have  already 
made  with  regard  to  the  singujar  course  pur- 
sued by  the  government  In  the  miiniier  In 
wtilch  they  have  given  parliament  informa- 
tion on  this  question,'  let  me  refer  for  a 
moment  to  the  document  that  my  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  very  kindly  laid  on 
our  table  since  this  discussion  began,  a  docu- 
ment referred  to  by  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior in  the  House' of  Commons.   This  is  a 
luemo.  furnished  on  the  5th  of  April  last  by 
Mr.  James  White,  geographer  of  the  De- 
partment of  the  Interior,  and  based,  as  be 
says,  upon  certain  surveys,  plans,  and  other 
documents,  which  he  was  allowed  to  Inspect 
In  the  general  offices  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  in   Montreal.    It  is  an 
extraordinary  way  to  submit  information  of 
sucli  impoi-tinicG  to  parliament.    One  would 
think  that  an  engineer  of  very  high  stand- 
ing would  be  selected  for  tne  purpose  of 
examining  the  plans  and  documents  and 
preparing  this  statement   for  parliament, 
even  if  it  were  proper  at  all  to  receive  them 
In  what  we  might  call  a  surreptitious  way  j 
from  the  Grand  Trunk  Pnclfic  Itailway  Com- : 
pany.    If  they  were  to  be  filtered  to  us  from 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  In  this  way,  one  ; 
would  have  thought  the  proper  thing  wquld  | 
be  to  entrust  the  duty  of  examining  them  | 
to- some  railway  engineer  who  would  carry  | 
some  responsibility  with  him,  and  we  would  j 
at  least  respect  bis  report.  In  place  of  this,  I 
the  geographer  of  the  Department  of  the  In- ' 
terior,  who  may  be  a  good  man  in  his  own  j 
department — I  have  no  doubt  he  is,  because  i 
his  reports  on  the  altitudes  of  Canada  are  j 
very  interesting  publications— but  to  entrust ' 
him  with  this  duty  was  certainly  a  most  sln- 
gfllar  thing.    This  information  was  partly  ! 
quoted   by   the  Minister  of  the  Interior  I 
in  the  House  of  Commons.   He  did  hot  read  j 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


the  whole  of  it,  and  it  was  not  laid  before 
this  House  until  it  came  to  us  the  other  day. 
I  flud  on  reading  It  that  my  hon.  friend  from 
de  Lanaudldre  ITas  drawn  his  inspiration 
lars:ely  from  the  report  of  this  geographer. 
He  has  led  us  to  believe  that  be  has  tecb- 
nical  knowledge  and  skill,  and  when  he  rose 
to  address  the  House,  one  would  have  sup- 
posed that  be  was  au  experienced  railway 
builder.  I  know  he  Is  an  excellent  surveyor, 
but  he  has  leaned  in  this  debate  very  mncb 
upon  the  documeut  furnished  by  the  geo- 
grapher. In  connection  with  tliis,  I  may 
meiition  that  we  had  last  year  submitted 
to  us,  when  we  entered  on  the  discussion  of 
the  agreement  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Itaii- 
way  Company,  what  was  called  a  mountafo 
of  information.  It  was  a  pamphlet  com- 
piled by  a  geologist,  Dr.  Ami,  and  a  map 
was  annexed  to  that  document  showing  the 
course  of  the  road  to  be  constructed  between 
Winnipeg  and  Quebec.  Hon.  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  professed  to  Bwl 
a  vast  amount  of  important  and  useful  in- 
formation In  that  document.  It  was  stated 
to  this  House  with  the  greatest  assurance, 
particularly  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
La'unudidre.  that  the  route  of  that  railway 
as  laid  down  Uy  Dr.  Ami,  was  an  almost 
ideal  route,  that  it  traversed  a  plain  estend- 
ing  almost  tbe  entire  way  between  the  two 
cities,  with  a  very  gentle  incline  eastward. 
To  use  the  language  of  an  enthusiastic  sup- 
porter of  the  Bill,  you  had  only  to  start  an 
engine  and  train  on  the  track  at  Winnipeg, 
and  It  would  glide  down  all  the  way  to  Que- 
bec impelled  by  its  own  momentum.  This 
pampbiet  was  claimed  fo  contain  moantains 
of  information,  by  the  premier  and  his 
friends.  But  we  had  another  incident 
about  the  time  of  tbe  opening  of  this 
session.  The  Minister  of  Justice  addressed 
a  meeting  near  the  city  of  Quebec,  In  course 
of  which  he  intimated  that  it  was  not  tbe 
Intention  of  the  government  to  follow  tbe 
direct  route  talked  of  last  year,  that  it  was 
intended  to  take  a  more  circuitous  northern 
route,  and  that  tbey  would  find  a  much  more 
le%el  and  preferable  route  to  that  proposed 
when  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  before  us. 
Just  about  the  same  time  another  geologist 
was  heard  from.  Dr.  Bell,  Acting  Director 
of  the  Geological  Survey.  Let  me  any  I  have 
great  respect  for  Dr.  Bell.  As  a  geologist 
be  has  done  flrst-clnss  work,  but  it  was  an 
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extraorctiuary  course,  lii  tuhinf  up  an  enor- 
mous enterprise  Kke  tbis,  Involring  an  ex- 

peniUture  of  nearly  $200,000,000.  and  tying 
u;)  the  destiny  of  Canada  for  generations,  to 
go  to  a  geologist  for  Information,  and  still 
more  ridiculous  to  quote,  as  tlie  premier  did 
in  tbe  House  of  Commons,  tbe  remark's 
of  a  missionary  made  some  200  years 
ago,  about  a  part  of  tbe  country  between 
this  and   the    north   pole ;  but   It   is  to 
missionaries  and  geologists  and  geographers 
tliiit    the    government    go    for  informa- 
tion, with  regard  to  carrying  out  an  en- 
terprisp  Involving   such   an   enormous  ex-  j 
penditure.     Dr.  Bell  stated,  wlieu  address-  j 
ing  this  meeting  at  Quebec,  tlint  the  route 
as  proposed  last  year  was  not  a  good  route. 
Can  it  be  possible,  after  tbe  reputation  given 
to  that  roQte  by  my  bon,  friend  from  de 
Lanauditre  (Hon.  Mr.  Casgrnin)  and  other  i 
tton.  gentlemen  in  tbi»  House,  and  In  tbe. 
press  supporting  the  government  that  the  ■ 
present  acting  director  of  tbe  Geological  '• 
Purvey  was  put  up  to  say  that  the  route  1 
was  not  a  good  one.  and  that  a  much  better 
runt:*  could  be  obtained  by  following  a  more  ; 
northerly  course  to  Winnipeg.     Dr.  Bell , 
[loints  out  what  I  think  Is  absolutely  true,  1 
ti'it  the  distance  l)etween  two  points  so' 
fiir  north  by  a  northerly  circuitous  route,  us  j 
compared  with  a  direct  route,  Is  not  as  great . 
as  It  would  appear  to  be  on  an  ordinary  | 
map.  By  the  use  of  a  globe  it  will  be  found 
the  dlffei-ence  is  very  little  indeed.   Here  is^ 
wliat  Dr.  Bell  said  :  I 

Again  tbe  actual  dflference  would  be  greatly 
Increased  along  the  generallT  straight  route  { 
br  the   numerous  minor  departures   from   a  ' 
itralgbt  .line,  which  would  be  rendered  ne-  . 
ceasar;    by    tbe    uneven    character    of  the 
couBtry,  as  compared  with  the  northern  route,  t 
A  comparison  with  the  exlBtlng  section  of  tbe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  between  Mattawa  aod  j 
Rat  Portage,  Bhows  this  amounts  to  nearly  SO 
per  cent  increase  In  the  mileage,  as  compared 
vith  the  straight  line  between  these  points, 
and  there  would  be  a  corresponding  disadvan- 
tage on  tbe  proposed  southern  route,  to  say 
Dothfog  of  the  Innumerable  steep  grades  botb 
eastward    and     westward.       The  nominally 
strai^t  line  between  tbe  head  ot  Lake  Nlpl- 
gon  and  Quebec^  on  this  standard  of  comparl-  | 
SOD.  would  really  be  one  thousand  and  flCty-.: 
three  miles. 

Dr.  Bell,  It  will  be  observed,  says  that  the 
direct  route  so  highly  lauded  last  year, 
would  be  increased  thirty  per  cent  In  length 
from  curvature,  owing  to  the  uneven  char- 
acter of  the  country.  Dr.  Bell  was  no 
^ht  put  up  by  the  goTcrnment  to  make 


the    statement    which    I    have  quoted, 

for  surely  we  are  not  to  believe  that  the 

acting  head  of  the  Geological  Survey  of 

Canada  would  deliver  an  address  hearing 

on  the  paramount  question  In  the  minds  of 

the  people  of  Canada  to-day  without  the 

sanction  nnd  authority  of  the  government. 

After  that  declaration  and  the  statement  of 

the  Minister  of  Justice  that  a  more  northern 

route  would  be  taken,  what  have  we  now  '! 

We  have  this  geogrtipher  telling  us,  and  hts 

word  supported  T>y  the  hon.  gentleman  from 

de  Lanaudl^re,  that  it  Is  not  proposed  to 

take  this  northern  route  in  tbe  province 

of  Quebec  at  alT.   He  says  : 

From  tbe  in terpr ovine  ial  boundary  line  it 
will  probably  run  south-eastward  to  tbe  head 
waters  of  tbe  St.  Maurice  ;  thence  shown  tbe 
valley  of  the  last  named  river  ;  tbence  across 
tbe  country  to  Quebec. 

The  hon,  gentleman  from  de  Lanandlfire 
quoted  these  very  words,  but  he  Introduced 
another  bit  of  information,  nnd  that  was 
that  they  would  follow  ine  St.  Maurice 
down  to  Graud'Mdre,  thence  to  the 
city  of  Quebec.  This  Is  the  Information  we 
are  getting,  entirely  different  from  the 
statements  made  by  the  Minister  of  Justice 
and  the  acting  director  of  the  Geological 
Survey,  and  from  the  Information  given  by 
Dr.  Ami  last  year.  We  have  the  most  ab- 
solute contradictions  between  the  dltTerent 
batches  of- information  given  to  us  by  the 
government,  with  regard  to  this  question,  it 
shows  how  utterly  unprepared  the  govern- 
ment were  with  regard  to  this  project, 
nnd  it  is  no  wonder  the  hon.  gentlonian 
from  de  Lanaudt^re  sliould  suy  he  was 
sorry  for  the  government,  that  it  was  a  pity 
they  had  not  asked  him.  If  the  line 
comes  down  to  Grand'M^re,  It  will  of 
course  fntersect  the  Great  Northern  Fallway 
running  between  Quebec  nnd  Hawkesbury, 
and  pass  within  twenty  miles  of  the 
(,'nnadlan  Pacific  Hallway  running  from 
Montreal  tp  Quebec.  They  cannot  run 
from  that  point  to  Quebec  for  the  last 
102  miles— for  that  Is  the  .distance  l>e- 
'iween  Grand'Mfire  and  Quebec — except  by 
parallelling  both  the  Great  Northern  and  the 
Canndian  Pacific  Railway.  There  Is  other 
information  In  this  report  of  the  geograph- 
er In  the  matter  of  routes,  and  this  docu- 
ment bears  on  tbe  face  of  it  informatlou 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  In  making  the  sur- 
veys to  which  It  refers  were  not  dealing 
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with  the  scheme  before  the  House,  but  with 
their  own  original  plan  of  a  railway  from 

North  Bay  to  Winnipeg.  That  Is  the  route 
about  which  this  information  bns  been  given 
to  us  by  the  geographer.  It  would  seem  that 
a  long  time  before  reaching  the  interprovln- 
cial  boundary  between  Ontario  and  Quebec, 
they  have  deviated  the  line  southward, 
getting  the  best  grade  they  could  find 
between  Winnipeg  and  North  Bay,  and 
it  therefore  indicates  one  of  two  things : 
either  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  hav^  simply  in  their  minds,  as 
a  good  many  pe<^le  believe  they  have,  nu 
Intention  to  go  on  in  their  own  way, 
building  to  North  Bay,  and  not  bother- 
ing theh*  heads  much  about  the  eastern  ex- 
tension, and  which  it  is  doubtful  if  the  gov- 
ernment Intend  t«  build,  or  the  geographer's 
statement  is  Information  regarding  work 
that  was  done  a  considerable  time  ago,  in 
fact,  pretty  early  last  year.  If  this  work  was 
done,  last  year,  and  is  not  a  recent  develop- 
ment as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanau- 
diftre  says  It  is,  It  should  have  been  submitted 
to  parliament  long  ago.  Either  it  la  Informn- 
tlon  obtained  last  year,  or  the  Grand  'I'runii 
Railway  are  proceeding  on  their  own  original 
plan,  knowing  the  government  better  than 
we  do,  and  believing  there  is  no  intention 
of  building  the  eastern  section  from  North 
Bay  to  Moncton.  Now  there  Is  another 
piece  of  information  in  this  memo.  It 
claims  that  an  extremely  good  grade 
lias  been  obtained  for  this  line  all  the 
way  from  Wlmiip^  to  North  Bay,  but, 
even  If  that  statement  is  correct,  not  more 
than  two-thirds  of  it  would  belong  to  the 
main  line  of  the  National  Transcontinental 
Railway,  assuming  It  Is  carried  out  as  the 
Bill  before  us  provides,  down  to  Moncton. 
It  claims  that  grades  have  been  found  not 
more  than  four-tenths  of  one  per  cent  per 
mile.  All  I  can  say  is  if  such  grades  have 
been  found,  it  la  remarkably  good  and  it 
will  alTord  an  excellent  route  for  traffic, 
which  ti-afflc  can  be  carried  at  a  very  cheap 
rate,  and  If  the  cost  of  the  road  Is  not  ab- 
normally increased,  on  account  of  gettin;; 
such  a  low  grade,  every  one  will  have  cause 
to  congratulate  the  country  on  that.  But, 
if  It  means  ttiat  as  the  eastern  ex- 
tension Is  to  be  a  part  of  the  Trans- 
tconHtnental  Railway,  and  as  the  Grand 
Itunk  people  wlH  not  have  to  provide  the 
Hon.  Ifr.  PBRQITSOlir. 


money  for  building  this  road,  they  may  be 
sheeting  a  route  entirely  regardless  of  what 
it  will  cost,  and  It  may  l>e  found,  notwith- 
standing the  opinion  of  the  geographer  to 
the  contrary,  that  a  very  large  amount  in  ex- 
cess of  any  estimate  we  have  before  us  wUl 
be  necessarily  expended  before  we  can  get  a 
road  with  grades  such  as  tills  over  the  route 
to  be  traversed  by  this  railway.  I  may  say 
that  the  information  I  had  last  year  from 
private  sources,  and  which  I  referred  to  in 
my  speech  on  that  occasion  is  that  on  tlie 
route  for  some  hundreds  of  miles  after  pass- 
ing the  meridian  of  Port  Arthur,  a  plateaa 
would  be  found,  with  a  very  easy  grade  fw 
some  200  or  300  miles,  and  I  would  not  t>e  at 
ail  surprised  to  learn  that  such  a  route  has 
been  obtained.  But  there  has  been  a  well  es- 
tablished opinion  both  in  the  House  and  la 
tihe  country,  that  the  route  of  the  railway  ei- 
tending  east  from  about  the  point  where  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  say  they  will  divert 
to  North  Bay,  all  the  way  to  Quebec  wilt 
be  a  most  difficult  line  to  constmct,  and  l 
hesitate  to  accept  as  correct  the  statemeot 
that  (except  at  the  expenditure  of  an  enorm- 
ous amount  of  money  which  would  just  sim- 
ply swamp  the  country,)  a  four-tenths  of  one 
per  cent  grade  can  be  obtained  between 
Winnipeg  and  Quebec,  I  would  not  say  It 
would  be  impossible  to  obtain  such  a  grade 
at  all,  but  It  ts  certain  if  it  can  be  found  all 
jthe  way  through.  It  can  only  be  at  a  heav; 
cost  per  mile  from  one  end  to  the 
other.  We  have  had  a  great  many 
statements  made  about  the  route  of  this 
railway.  There  have  been  some  contra- 
dictory statements  made  with  regard  to 
the  route  in  New  Brunswick  as  well  as  In 
regard  to  routes  through  the  province  of 
Quebec.  It  was  stated  In  parliament  that 
this  road  would  run  along  near  the  north- 
ern boundary  of  Maine,  and  take  the  most 
direct  course  that  could  l>e  obtained  from 
Quebec  to  Moncton.  Instead  of  that  we 
have  the  Finance  Minister  stating  to 
the  House  of  Commons  tbe  oth»  day  that  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  government  to  build 
that  road  from  Edmundston  to  Frederlcton, 
and  divert  from  that  place  to  Moncton, 
across  the  country,  a  distance  of  100 
miles,  which,  if  hon.  gentlemen  wll  look 
nt  the  map,  they  will  see  Is  as  exact 
a  zig-zag  as  one  could  describe.  It  Is  possi- 
tlvely    a    forked    l^fatnlng    line  ta  tbs 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  22.  1904 


519 


proTfnce  of  New  Brunswick  according  to 
the  statement  of  tUe  bon.  gentleman.  Tbe 
Hon.  Mr.  Eimmerson,  Minister  of  Ballwa^s, 
stated  in  the  city  of  St.  John,  during  tlie 
by-electlon  last  winter,  that  it  was  intended 
to  come  down  to  St.  John,  by  what  Is  called 
tbe  old  New  Bmnswlck  Central  Railway, 
from  Chipman  to  Norton,  and  join  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  there  and  enter  St. 
John  on  the  eastern  side  and  thus  get 
all  the  advantage  of  the  harbour  frontage 
atConrtenay  Bay.  Jnst  at  the  same  time  Mr. 
Hays  wrote  a  letter  to  the  mayor  of  St  John, 
asking  for  a  reservation  of  space  for  the 
Grand  Trunk  on  the  western  side  of  the  har- 
bour. These  two  propositions  came  before 
tbe  electors  at  the  same  moment  Bach 
bad  a  very  laudable  object  in  view, 
and  that  was  to  get  votes  tor  tbe 
government  candidate,  but  Messrs.  Hays 
and  Emmerson  did  not  consult  each  other 
about  the  statements  to  be  made,  and  the 
two  were  sprung  upon  the  people  at  the  same 
time  and  discredited  each  other  to  the  detrl- 
nient  of  tbe  chances  of  the  government  can- 
didate. I  ask  bon.  gentlemen  if  they  think 
\i  is  possible  to  get  a  fonr-tenths  of  one 
per  cent  grade  In  that  part  of  the  province  of 
New  Bmnswlck?  Let  them  go  over  the  road 
which  now  runs  from  Edmnndston  to 
Frederlcton,  and  they  will  find  this  state 
of  things  to  exist.  I  am  indebted  for  my  in- 
formation on  tbS»  subject  to  tbe  pubUca- 
tl<m  of  the  geographer. 

Between  Newburg  Junction  and  Shewan, 
a  distance  of  five  miles,  the  grade  is  1-04  per 
cent,  or  seventy-three  feet  to  the  mile. 

There  may  be  a  grade  that  is  a  great  deal 
sharper  than  that  at  some  point  within 
the  Ave  miles — very  likely  there  Is — ^bnt  tbe 
average  between  .  these  two  stations  is 
one  and  four-tenths  per  cent  per  mile. 
How  much  ?  Four  times  as  ditficult  a 
grade  as  the  one  which  we  are  told  is 
to  be  the  maximum  grade  for  the  construc- 
tion of  this  railway  ail  through  its  whole 
length  from  Winnipeg  to  Moncton,  and  this 
is  through  a  part  of  the  country  where  a 
railway  is  already  built  and  owned  by  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Companjv  and 
whwe  the  best  grades  that  could  be  got — 
they  bad  the  whole  country  before  them — 
were  obtained.  The  same  points  are  to  be 
touched,  Edmundston  and  Frederlcton.  X  am 
not  going  to  say  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
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Pacific  built  by  tbe  government  of  Canada 
without  any  limitation  as  to  money,  may 
not  be  able  to  get  a  better  grade  than 
that,  but  I  do  say  they  cannot  overcome 
such  a  difficult  grade  as  that.  Perhaps  a 
good  deal  of  money  has  been  spent  already 
In  getting  even  as  good  as  that  is,  but 
such  a  grade  as  that  cannot  be  overcome, 
Involving  such  a  long  distance — and  there 
are  other  places  on  the  same  line  of  equal 
difficulty.  Then  another  point  referred  to 
by  Mr.  Emttnerson,  about  reaching  the  city 
of  St.  John,  was  simply  poIit|lcal  clap-trap, 
and  perhaps  it  ia  not  worth  while  referring 
to  it.  He  said  that  gentlemen  connected 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  had  acquired  stock  In 
the  New  Brunswick  Central  Railway  and 
they  intended  to  come  to  the  city  of  St.  John 
by  that  road.  I  find  tiiat  between  Annandale 
and  Salmon  Creek  on  the  New  Brunswick 
Central,  a  distance  of  tbree  miles,  the  aver- 
age grade  is  107  per  cent,  or  eU^bty-elght 
feet  to  tbe  mile,  something  like  five  times 
greater  than  tbe  grade  which  we  are  told  Is 
to  be  the  maximum  on  this  road.  I  will  give 
you  another  Illustration  regarding  grades  on 
what  Mr.  Fielding  says  is  to  be  the  main  line 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Paeifle  Railway  and 
that  la  a  point  between  Burt  Lake  and 
lTM>er  Keswick  on  the  line  between 
Frederlcton  and  Woodstock }  there  I  find 
that  there  Is  a  grade  of  86  feet  to 
the  mile,  covering  tbe  whole  tbree  miles, 
an  average  grade  of  one  and  six-tenths  per 
cent.  We  are  told  by  the  bon.  member  for 
de  Lanaudifire,  that  it  is  the  Intiention 
to  come  down  the  St  Maurice  to 
Orand'Mdre  and  utilize  tbe  valley  that  way. 
Tbey  would  probably  have  to  take  about 
the  same  route  to  Quebec  as  tbe  Great 
Northern  does.  What  do  we  find  ou 
that  route?  We  find  that  for  five  miles 
between  the  stations  of  Charlesbourgb  and 
Lorette,  very  near  the  city  of  Quebec,  there 
Is  a  grade  on  tbe  Great  Northern  Railway 
of  67  feet  to  tbe  mile,  or  one  and  three- 
tenths  per  cent — Immensely  greater  and  more 
difficult  than  what  we  are  told  Is  to  be 
the  maximum  grade  of  tbe  transcontinental 
railway.  I  admit  that  If  the  transcontinental 
railway  comes  down  to  the  valley  of  the 
St.  Lawrence  and  hugs  the  shore  of  the 
river  where  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railwny 
goes  through,  tbey  will  get  an  easier  grade, 
but    I    do    not    think    the    people  of 
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Canada    are    prepared    to    be    told  that 

this      great     transcontinental  rallway» 

which    was    to    open    a    new  country 

from  ocean  to  ocean,  Is  going  to  parallel 

two  existing  roads  for  one  hundred  miles 

between  Quebec  and  Three  Rivers.  Now 

there  is  another  statement  made  by  the 

geographer,  which  I 'wish  to  deal  with,  and 

which  I  think  is  very  misleading.   He  says  : 

There  is  DOthing  to  be  gained  by  reducing 
the  grade  below  0*03  per  ceat,  as  U  does  not 
require  the  expenditure  of  more  power  to 
haul  a  train  up  nucb  a  grade  than  It  would 
to  start  It  on  the  leT^l. 

And  my  hon;  friend  from  de  Lanaudlfire 
appropriated  this  statement  and  gave  It  to  us 
in  his  speech.  I  have  turned  up  Wellington 
and  Smith  whom  I  am  told  are  the  very 
best  authorities  on  railway  engineering. 
Smith  is  a  Canadian  writer  of  great  author- 
ity and  Wellington  Is  a  standard  writer. 
Wellington  has  tables  which  disclose  these 
facts  : 

On  the  level  a  mastodon  engine  with  twenty- 
one-inch  by  twenty-slx-lneh  cylinder  will  carry 
flfty  cars  weighing  fllteen  and  one-half  tons 
and  carrying  thirty  tons,  the  same  engine  on 
a  three-tenths  of  a  one  per  cent  grade  will 
carry  twenty-eight  cars  ol  the  same  capacity 
and  of  the  same  weight.  The  difference  be- 
tween the  two  is  as  flfty  Is  to  twenty-eight. 

If  the  hon.  gentlemeu  would  looli  closely 
they  will  find  that  there  is  a  catch 
in  the  words  of  the  geo^pher. 
What  it  means  is  that  the  same  power  re- 
quired to  start  a  certain  weight  on  the  level 
would  carry  much  more  weight  when  It  is 
moving.  How  does  it  work  out  Id  opera- 
tion ?  If  you  use  an  euglne  which  will  Just 
start  a  certain  weight  on  the  level,  and 
which  Is  able  to  carry  that  over  a  grade  of 
three-tent^  of  one  per  cent,  70U  must 
manage  your  line  ao  that  all  your  starting 
points  and  sidings  may  be  on  the  level, 
and  you  may  aim  at  not  having  to  make 
any  start  where  there  Is  a  grade  ;  but  sup- 
posing something  happens  and  you  have 
to  stop  there,  you  cannot  move — that  Is 
you  are  carrying  such  a  load  as  is  proposed 
for  a  level  start,  therefore  you  must  use 
an  engine  suitable  for  a  three-tenths  of  one 
per  cent  or  four-tenths  per  cent  grade  one 
of  vastly  more  power  than  would  be  neces- 
sary to  operate  a  road  on  the  level,  and, 
consequently,  the  cost  of  operating  a  road 
where  you  have  a  grade  of  tiiat  kind  Is 
a  great  deal  more  than  where  you  have 
Hon.  Hr.  FBROtTSON. 


It  on  the  level,  besides  the  greater  cost  4tf 
fuel.  I  am  free  to  admit  that  three-teottas 
of  one  per  cent  Is  an  excellent  grade,  bat 
try  to  make  the  country  believe  this  grade 
Is  as  good  as  on  a  level  Is  peJtfectly  absurfl, 
and  the  dilEerence  between  moving  a  benj 
train  on  such  a  grad^  as  compared  ^tb 
movti%  it  on  the  l«vel  Is  very  great  Indeed. 
I  am  not  making  the  statement  on  my  ovn 
authority,  I  have  the  boots  here  and  If  any 
hon.  gentleman  doubts  It  I  will  show  him 
the  source  of  my  Information.  I  believe  tlie 
authority  I  have  quoted  la  accepted  by  rail- 
way operators  everywhere.  What  is  the 
statement  made  by  Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wtl- 
son,  in  London,  In  regard  to  grades?  Did 
he  say  the  maximum  grade  on  thlg  road 
was  to  be  21  feet  to  the  mile  ?  Nothing  of 
the  kind.  He  says  they  were  to  build  a  road 
with  grades  east  and  west  of  not  more 
than  91  feet  to  the  mile,  nearly  five  times 
greater  than  was  stated  in  the  House  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanaudldre.  I  am 
not  going  to  run  down  the  project  because 
it  will  be  necessary  in  some  parts  of  It 
to  have  severe  grades  and  It  may  be  use- 
ful road  notwithstanding  such  grades.  I 
hope  there  will  not  be  very  many.  But  there 
is  no  use  In  deceiving  the  House  or  country 
by  stating  t^at  a  road  of  this  ideal  character 
is  to  be  built.  3fy  hon.  friend  pointed 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  between  Montreal  and 
Toronto,  and  told  us  just  such  a  road 
as  that  was  to  be  built,  and  said  the 
contract  provided  for  tihat.  If  hon.  gentle- 
men will  look  at  the  contract  they  viU 
find  it  is  npt  a  correct  statement  Then 
is  an  important  qualification  there,  makbig 
allowance  between  an  old  road  and  a 
newly  constructed  railway.  A  newly  con- 
structed railway  Is  allowed  to  use  very  much 
more  severe  gfades,  and  to  build  bridges 
and  other  works  differently  from  those  they 
will  ultimately  put  In  when  they  become 
well  established.  My  hon.  friend  told  os 
this  grade  was  only  reached  on  the  tirand 
Trunk  recently  at  an  enormous  expense.  He 
admitted  the  cost  was  very  great  It  Is  not 
claimed  in  the  Bill  that  we  are  going  to  con- 
form with  these  grades  immediately.  TDe 
road  shall  come  up  to  the  standard  as  far 
as  a  newly  constructed  road  should  reason- 
ably be  expected  to  compare  with  an  old 
road  that  had  undergone  a  second  conatroc- 
tion,   and   which    bad   become   an  im- 
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portant  thoroughfare,  and  which  it  was  ne- 
cefwary  to  put  In  tlie  best  possible  shape  af- 
ter forty  years  operation.  Before  leavlnff  thig 
point.  I  will  direct  my  attention  to  another 
point  referred  to  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Lanaudldre.  and  that  is,  his  endorEtatiou 
of  certain  figures  and  calculations  whicib 
were  submitted  to  parliament  iasi  year 
by  Mr.  Obarlton,  member  for  one  of  the 
Norfolks.  He  said  he  bad  examined  very 
carefally  tbe  figures  of  Hr.  Charlton,  and  he 
folly  and  completely  endorsed  these  calcu- 
lations, and  he  described  JUr.  (Carlton  as 
a  very  wonderful  mau  indeed,  in  conse- 
quence of  having  made  such  calculations  as 
these.  I  have  been  in  communication,  last 
year  and  this  year,  with  gentlemen  who 
Imov  all  about  tbese  snbjects.  and  Mr. 
Charlton's  calculations  were  the  subject  of 
criticism  and  afforded  them  some  amuse- 
ment. 

Tbe  absurdity  in  tbe  calculation  was 
pointed  out.  Mr.  Charlton  looked  up 
tbe  returns  of  three  or  four  of  our  rail- 
ways and  he  found  they  gave  a  cost  of 
haulage  as  an  average  of  about  f  1  per  train 
Dille  of  all  their  trains,  and  be  made  his 
computation  from  that.  It  is  true  that  the 
hoQ.  gentleman  from  de  Lanaudlfire  in  this 
House  added  50  per  cent  to  that,  making  it 
$1.50  in  place  of  $1.  But  if  hon.  gentlemen 
will  look  into  it  carefully  they  will  find  what 
this  means.  Odq  dollar  per  train  mile  is 
the  aTerage  cost  in  Canada  of  all  trains. 
The  average  train  is  ascertained  by  statis- 
tics to  be  less  tban  seventeen  cars,  and  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  was  applying  tbe  average 
cost  of  moving  with  a  compar&tively  light  j 
engine,  a  llgtat  train  of  seventeen  cars,  with 
that  of  moving  tbe  heaviest  engine  that 
could  be  built,  on  tbe  heaviest  rails  laid 
down,  and  carrying  the  heaviest  load  that 
could  be  carried— 60.000  bushels  of  wheat. 
The  absurdity  of  that  comparison  is  evident 
the  moment  it  Is  stated.  Railway  men  tell 
me  that  tbe  last-named  train  cannot  be 
moved  at  less  than  three  times  the  cost  of 
the  average  train.  They  tell  me  tbe  train 
that  carries  the  empties  hack  would  be 
several  times  heavier  than  an  average  train, 
and  tbe  empties  would  have  to  be  carried 
back  where  there  was  no  bulky  traffic  west- 
ward, and  the  carrying  of  the  empties  back 
and  the  heavy  train  forward  could  not  benc- 
OHQpllsbed  at  leas  than  five  or  sU  times  ' 
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tbe  cost  of  an  average  train.  Once  we 
consider  that  point  we  will  see  that  Mr. 
Cliarlton's  calculations  evaporate  in  air,  and 
yet  we  have  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Lanaudl^re  endorsing  those  figures  and 
speaking  of  Mr.  Charlton  as  a  wonderful  • 
man  because  be  made  such  calculaUons  as 
that.  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  authority 
In  Canada  to-day  who  will  be  found  to  ad- 
mit for  one  moment  that  it  Is  possible  to 
carry  wheat  on  an  all-rail  route  from  the 
-west  to  tide  water  as  cheaply  as  it  could 
be  carried  on  an  all-wnter  route  or  part 
water  and  part  rail.  My  hon.  friend  from 
de  Lanaudldre  admitted  that  before  be  went 
on  to  endorse  Mr.  Charlton's  calculations. 
If  he  were  correct  In  bis  admission  he  could 
not  accept  Mr.  Charlton's  calculations  be- 
cause that  would  be  making  the  cost  by 
rail  cheaper  than  the  cost  by  water  route, 
whichj  the  hon.  gentleman  said  would  be 
impossible.  There  are  a  few  points  in  re-> 
ference  to  this  Bill  which  I  think  may  be 
better  dealt  with  in  committee,  and  I  have 
very  nearly  traversed  all  the  ground  I  in- 
tend to  cover  at  present.  Sir  Charles  Rivers- 
Wilson,  in  London  made  the  following 
statement : 

I  must  not  forget  to  mention  that  Id  rt- 
turn  for  the  support  which  we  uk  you  to  ac- 
cord to  the  Grand  Trunk  Paclflo  Compaoy, 
the  Qrand  Trunk  Company  will  retain  a  con- 
trolling Interest  In  that  company,  and  will 
become  the  poaaessors  of  the  whole  of  the 
common  stock,  amounting  to  125,000.000  or 
£5,000,000. 

And  he  goes  on  to  say  what  may  be  the 

prospective  value  of  that  security : 

What  majr  be  the  prospective  value  of  that 
I  securltjr  or  when  it  may  acquire  a  aubstaa- 
tlal  value,  I  cannot  precisely  predict,  but  you 
must  bear  In  mind  the  certain  and  rapid  de- 
velopment of  the  Northwest  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  actual  and  very  profitable  results  on 
tbe  other  hand,  which  have  attended  the  work- 
ing of  other  railroads  operated  under  condi- 
tions and  In  districts  not  dissimilar  from  those 
con  templated  for  the  Qrand  Trunk  Paclflo 
Company. 

Here  we  have  Sir  Charles  Hivers-Wllson 
saying  that  In  return  for  support  which  they 
are  giving  the  company  they  are  getting  this 
common  stock.  There  can  be  no  doubt  about 
that.  The  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  have  amended 
their  Act  of  Incorporation  to  enable  them  to 
dispose  of  this  sfOck,  for  what  ?  For  the 
guarantee  of  the  bonds.  There  is  no  doubt 
about  that.  We  have  passed  the  Bill  our^ 
'  selves  giving  them  power  to  dispose  of  this 
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■common  stock,  not  for  any  value,  becaase 
yon  cannot  pot  a  commercial  value  on  tbe 
goarantee  of  the  bonds,  but  tiiey  may  dis- 
pose of  it  In  consequence  of  that  guarantee. 
Last  session  tbe  Bill  did  not  Include  the 
•word  '  guarantee.'  Section  11  of  tbe  Act  of 
incorporation  did  not  include  that  word. 
Now,  that  clause  Is  repealed,  and  a  dause 
is  introduced  which  has  this  change  enabl- 
ing them  to  dispose  of  this  stock  in  return 
for  a  guarantee,  showing  plainly  that  tbey 
are  not  to  receive  money  for  it,  but  they  are 
to  give  It  for  a  consideration,  and  that  con- 
sideration Is  to  be  the  guarantee  of  those 
bonds.  If  the  obligations  of  Canada  are  ten 
times  greater  than  the  Grand  Trunk  Raii- 
■way  obligation,  why  should  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  be  given  all  this  common 
stock,  whatever  it  may  be  worth  in  the 
future,  and  I  hope  the  day  will  come  when 
It  will  be  valuable— why  should  it  be  given  to 
them  in  return  for  the  paltry  support  they 
are  giving  to  the  enterprise  ?  Or  wby  should 
not  the  stoclc  be  divided  in  the  proportions 
they  guarantee,  giving  three-quarters  to  the 
government  and  one-fourth  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  ?  If  that  were  done,  there  would 
be  some  reason  and  fair-play  about  It,  and 
if  the  government  were  holding  three-quart- 
ers of  tbe  stock  of  the  company  it  would 
enable  them  to  control  the  rates,  the  mov- 
ing of  the  traffic  and  its  destination  at  Can- 
adian ports.  It  would  enable  the  govern- 
ment to  pass  the  dividends  on  their  part  of 
the  stock,  and  allow  the  producers  of  Can- 
ada to  get  the  benefit  of  low  freight  rates. 
They  wonld  get  that  If  the  government  held 
three-fourths  of  the  stock.  But  no,  it  is  all 
given  to  the  Grand  Trunk— $25,000.000— and 
tbwe  is  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  getting  the  whole  of 
that  $45,000,000.  There  may  be  no  prefer- 
ence stock  declared  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— The  whole  thing 
is  snbject  to  resolution  of  the  directors. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend  is 
correct.  There  Is  nothing  to  prevent  the 
whole  amount  of  that  stock  going  to  the 
Grand  Trunk,  and  all  that  for  the  support 
which  they  are  giving  to  the  scheme,  sup- 
port which  amounts  to  only  $14,900,000. 
when  none  of  tbe  stock  goes  to  the  govjeru- 
meat  of  Canada  which  is,  in  obligations  and 
in  cash,  supporting  the  scheme  to  the  ex- 
Hon.  Hr.  PBR0U3ON. 


tent  of  somewhere  between  $150,000,000 
and  $170,000,000.  Now  last  year  we  were 
told  that  the  government  bad  been  extreme- 
ly careful.  They  told  us  so  themselves.  I 
do  not  believe  many  people  think  them  very 
careful  in  anything — ^but  tbey  told  us  last 
year  they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  tbat 
this  stock  must  not  be  speculated  with, 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
must  keep  that  stock  during  the  existence 
of  this  lease  for  fifty  years,  and  they  streun- 
ously  resisted  any  proposition  whifterer 
which  would  lead  to  any  di^KWition  of  the 
stock  of  the  company  except  that  it  sboald 
go  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
and  be  held  until  tbe  expiration  of  the  fifty 
years.  Now  they  have  changed  all  th*t; 
they  enable  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany to  do  what  they  please  with  this  $25.- 
000,000  of  common  stock  as  long  as  tbey 
bold  sufficient  of  it  to  control  the  Pacific 
Company.  It  Is  not  necessary,  as  I  read  the 
Bin,  that  they  should  hold  much  of  it  They 
may  sell  half  of  it  They  may  hold  a  strbig 
to  the  balance  so  tbat  they  retain  the  con- 
trol, but  all  the  stock  may  go  into  specula- 
tion notwithstanding  all  that  was  said  to 
us  last  year  with  regard  to  the  great  wisdom 
shown  by  the  government  in  requiring  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  to  hold  it 
for  fifty  years.  And  in  speaking  of  this  com- 
mon stock,  not  only  is  It  very  objectionable 
that  It  should  go  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Ball- 
way  Copipany  who  are  doing  so  little  to  sa^ 
port  this  scheme,  and  none  to  the  govern- 
ment, but  I  think  a  very  vicious  provision 
has  been  made  to  facilitate  watering  to  the 
utmost  extent  In  connection  with  this  com- 
mon stock.  There  la  no  doubt  about  it,  all 
the  legislation,  and  I  have  notes  of  eight  or 
ten  provisions  in  various  laws  of  last  year 
and  this  year,  and  they  all  point  to  an  open 
door  with  regard  to  the  watering  of  stock 
and  placing  it  among  promoters,  and  for 
which  DO  substantial  contribution  may  ever 
be  made  towards  the  construction  of  the 
road,  and  that  stock  may  yet  appear  claim- 
ing dividends  from  the  earnings  of  the  road 
and  increasing  the  cost  of  transportation  to 
the  people  of  Canada.  On  that  question  let 
me  read  the  views  of  Mr.  Bialr,  and  these 
opinions  were  given  in  that  famous  memo- 
randum which  be  submitted  to  his  collea- 
gues, and  which  has  now  become  pubBc 
property.  He  says  : 
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And  aii7  new  transcontinental  lines  sbould 
be  built  under  conditions  wblch  would  make 
«TeiT  dcAlar  of  bond«  and  every  share  of  stock 
available  In  cash  as  near  the  face  value  as 
possible.  If  bonds  may  be  disposed  of  by 
companies  at  a  large  discount,  and  stock  dis- 
tributed gratuitously,  or  on  terms  which  pro- 
dace  little  or  no  cash  at  all  for  construction 
and  SQUipment  purposes— which  has  been  tor- 
bidden  by  law— the  business,  such  railways 
may  do  will,  tor  dividend  purposes,  be  always 
unduly  burden  and  will  be  a  grave  handi- 
cap tor  all  time  to  the  development  of  the 
Interior.  With  capital  shares  and  bonds  ulti- 
mately coming  Into  the  hands  of  innocent  buy- 
era  at  prices  increasing  with  the  growth  of 
the  railway  traffic.  It  will  be  impossible  for 
either  a  railway  commtslson  of  the  govern- 
ment Itself  to  reduce  tolls  below  a  dividend- 
paying  basis.  An  appeal  from  the  holders  of 
the  company's  bonds  and  shares,  to  fix  tolls 
Sufficiently  high  to  Insure  a  moderate  divi- 
dend cannot  easily  be  resisted,  and  as  a  con- 
sequence the  country  through  its  huelnesa  and 
traffic.  Is  In  effect  as  much  charged,  though 
Indirectly,  with  the  weight  of  these  obligations 
as  if  the  amount  wai  covered  by  an  Issue  of 
government  bonds. 

Moreover,  the  system  is  not  sound.  Why 
should  a  few  people  be  allowed  to  make  them- 
selves milliOQalres  In  such  a  way  ?  No  one 
nowadays  puts  his  money  Into  the  capital 
shares  of  a  railway  company  at  the  Inception 
of  the  undertaking.  It  has  been  done  hith- 
erto ;  it  Is  not  done  now.*  and  why  not  ?  Be- 
cause with  government  assistance  supplement- 
ing the  sale  of  bonds  the  railroad  can  be  built. 
And  yet  capital  shares  are  Issued  by  the  mil- 
lion and  appear  later,  when  the  enterprise  be- 
comes a  success.  In  the  hands  of  the  purchas- 
ers who  clamour  for  dividends  upon  them. 

That  l8  the  view  of  Mr.  Blair  and  I  think 
it  la  the  view  entertained  by  every  one  who 
has  an  int«rest  in  the  welfare  of  the  coun- 
try— that  the  common  stock  of  a  great 
corporation  of  thie  kind  should  not  he  al- 
lowed to  pass  wUtaont  a  sufficient  TSlue  for 
it.  and  the  allowing  of  this  common  stock 
to  pass  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany to  do  as  they  please  with  It  absolutely 
for  the  paltry  consideration  of  the  guarantee 
which  they  are  glrlng  to  the  bonds  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company,  amounting 
to  $14,900,000,  Is  to  my  mind  a  monstrous 
piece  of  legislation. 

I  have  Just  a  few  remarks  to  make  on 
two  other  points.  A  great  deal  has  been 
said  about  the  running  rights  which  the 
goremment  have  over  those  lines  under  their 
lease  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  and  the 
running  rights  which  they  can  give  to 
other  railroads  for  operating  over  it.  Rail- 
road men  tell  me  that  those  are  very 
slight  advantages  Indeed,  that  there  are 
very  few  advantages  to  other  railway  com- 
panies and  the  public  from  tliose  running 


rights.   The  Grand  Trunk  BaUway  Com- 
pany will  liETe  control  of  Idie  rallroate ; 
they  will  have  their  staff  and  equipment,  and 
any  other  company  may  only  come  in  and 
use  the  line  for  some  very  limited  purposes 
and  to  a  very  limited  extent  ;  but  I  would 
say  this,  the  original  agreement  contained  a 
provision  that  the  government  should  have 
certain  running  rights  over  the  western  di- 
rislon  during  the  cohtlnnation  of  the  lease, 
and  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany would  have  a  right  to  run  their  trains 
over  the  Intercolonial  Railway.   It  is  now 
provided,  however,  at  the  termination  of  that 
period  of  fifty  years,  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Railway  Company  would  continue  to 
!  have  more  than  ordinary  rannlng  rights 
over  the  eastern  section,  notwithstanding 
I  the  termination  of  the  lease.   It  Is  not  the 
,  kind  of  running  rights  It  was  provided  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  should  have  Over  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  but  they  are  to  have 
haulage  and  running  rights    sufficient  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  trade  that  they 
were  carrying  on  between  their  western  di- 
vision and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  sys- 
tem of  Canada.   These  are  running  rights 
and  haulage  rights  which  are  qualified  by 
the  Act,  and  of  Immensely  more  importance 
than  the  rights  the  government  wIU  have 
over  the  western  division  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  lease ;  but  while  it  is  pro- 
vided if  the  lease  terminates  at  flf^  years 
and  the  government  runs  the  eastern  section 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific's  right  to  use  the 
eastern  division  for  their   purposes  shall 
continue  in  a  manner  very  much  more  im- 
portant and  valuable  to  them  than  the 
usual  running  rights  such  as  I  have  des- 
cribed that  the  government  were  to  have 
over  the  western  division.    But  while  that 
is  provided  for  In  the  case  of  tiie -Grand 
j  Trunk  Pacific,  the  government  lose  th€»lr 
I  running  privilege  over  the  western  division. 
I  Surely  if  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  at  the 
I  end  of  fifty  years,  terminate  their  lease  and 
<  the  government  undertake  to  operate  their 
'  own  end  of  the  railroad,  and    the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  retain  all  their  rights  and 
running  privileges  over  that  railroad,  the 
government  should   retain    some  running 
i  rights  over  the  western  division  ;  but  there 
I  Is  no  reciprocity  in  it  at  all.    Any  motion 
'  to  give  that  falr-pIay  to  the  government  of 
Canada  was  rejected  in  the  House  of  Com- 
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mons.  The  government  determined  to  give 
the  Grand  Trunk  Ballway  Ck>mpany  Its 
Oiwn  way  in  everything  and  secure  no  right 
of  any  kind  for  the  country,  but  tiiat  In  the 

original  agreement,  and  that  was  very  slight 
indeed.  I  have  already  touched  on  the  ques- 
tion of  rolling  stock  and  I  do  not  propose 
to  deal  with  it  again.  Should  the  position 
X  have  taken  be  disputed,  that  Sir  Charles 
Rivers-Wilson  told  the  shareholders  of  the 
Grand  Truck  Railway  Company  in  London 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
would  not  be  called  upon  to  contribute  any- 
thing towards  furnishing  the  rolling  stock, 
but  that  It  was  to  be  raised  by  a  trust  and 
paid  for  out  of  the  earnings—if  that  posi- 
tion is  disputed,  it  may  be  discussed  further 
In  committee,  but  as  far  as  I  have  been 
able  to  learn,  and  I  bare  gone  over  all  the 
clauses  of  our  legislation  last  year  and  this 
year,  and  the  General  Railway  Act,  the  Act 
of  Incorporation  and  the  two  agreements, 
point  unmistakably  to  the  fact  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  company  is  that  the  com- 
pany shall  provide  money  out  of  a  trust 
fund  and  pay  for  it  out  of  the  earnings  of 
the  railroad  and  not  make  it  an  obligation 
against  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company. 

I  know  I  have  not  touched  many  points 
of  great  importance  in  discussing  this  ques- 
tion, but  it  is  impossible  in  a  two  hours' 
address  to  cover  all  the  gi-ouud.  I  am  con- 
vinced, the  more  thoroughly  I  have  ex- 
amined this  question,  that  when  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada  entered  into  this  con- 
tract with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  they 
took  a  step  that  Is  going  to  prove  iq  the 
future  a  most  serious  detriment  to  the  best 
Interests  of  the  people  of  Canada.  They  are 
handing  over  the  trade  of  the  Dominion 
to  a  corporation  which  has  an  Interest  In 
diverting  it  from  Canadian  ports.  They 
have  not  provided  safeguards  against  such  a 
diversion  of  our  trade.  They  have  assum- 
ed obligations  and  burdens  entirely  dispro- 
portionate to  the  value  of  the  enterprise 
and  to  the  obligations  assumed  on  the  part 
of  the  contracting  company.  They  have 
committed  us  to  an  enterprise  that  will  im- 
pair the  ability  of  the  country  to  enter  up 
on  other  much  needed  schemes  for  the  de- 
velopment of  our  country  for  many  years 
to  come.  I  do  not  say  it  Is  going  to  ruin 
the  country  ;  I  do  not  say  that  If  all  this 
money  were  tost,  that  Canada  cannot  stand 
Hon.  Mr.  FEBiGUSON. 


it  ?  The  country  is  prosperous  and  growing, 
and  able  to  do  very  great  and  Important 
things,  but  I  do  say  there  Is  a  limit  to 
the  obligations  we  can  undertake  and  pre- 
serve our  credit  before  the  world.  We  will 
have  to  go  into  the  markets  of  the  worM 
and  borrow  a  great  deal  of  money.  We  are 
allowing  our  bonds  to  be  floated  for  the  pur 
poses  of  this  company  to  an  enormous  ex- 
tent. We  will  have  to  impair  our  credit  con- 
siderably and  In  the  event  of  a  depressioa- 
and  bon.  gentlemen  know  some  day  we  will 
be  visited  with  a  wave  of  depression  Id  this 
country — having  to  carry  all  these  burdens 
we  will  not  feel  ourselves  as  free  to  deal 
with  transportation  In  other  lines  as  we 
should  like  to  do.  A  supreme  act  of  folly 
was  committed  by  this  government  when  it 
rushed  headlong  into  this  project  without 
Investigation,  and  without  getting  expert 
advice  which  It  was  their  duty  to  obtain, 
and  Hiat  folly  will  come  back  upon  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada  for  many  years  to  come. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  tbe  chair. 

After  Becess. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEIQUE— If  I  were  to  consult 
my  own  pleasure,  and  I  am  sure  that  of  this 
honourable  House,  after  the  very  lengthy 
speeches  which  we  have  heard  In  the  Senate, 
and  which  have  been  delivered  In  the  other 
chamber  on  this  question,  I  would  give  a 
silent  vote  on  this  Bill.  I  deem  it  my  duty, 
however,  at  least  in  the  Interest  of  the  dlTl- 
slon  which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent 
here,  to  offer  a  few  remarks.  I  desire  to  con- 
gratulate the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marab- 
aeld  (Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson)  upon  the  very  able 
address  which  he  has  delivered  this  after 
noon.  In  which  he  criticised  for  over  two 
hours  an  excei;tionalIy  good  measure,  as  I 
propose  to  show.  I  do  not  intend  to  follow 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  on  all  the  points  which 
he  has  discussed,  and  which  I  believe  have 
t>een  already  discussed  both  in  the  Senate 
and  in  the  other  chamber,  nor  do  I  propose 
to  follow  him  in  the  figures  he  has  quoted, 
especially  with  regard  to  distances  and  tbe 
cost  of  the  road.  Any  opinion  which  I  wonld 
express  on  those  figures,  not  being  a  rallWtj 
man,  would  not  have  the  weight  of  the 
opinions  which  have  been  uttered  by  others 
in  both  Houses  of  parliament. 

The  first  point  which  I  believe  was  dis- 
cussed by  the  hon.  gentleman  and  wbicli 
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waa  the  subject  of  an  objection  on  his  part, 
was,  that  the  goTeniment  should  have  ap- 
polnted  a  commission  on  transportation  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  as  to  the  best 
mode  of  meeting  the  reguirements  of  the 
country  in  regard  to  the  construction  of 
this  railway.  I  can  very  well  appreciate  the 
desire  of  my  hon.  friends  in  that  respect. 
They  hare  been  waiting  so  long  before  ad- 
opting any  policy  on  this  question,  both  hist 
sesslott  and  this  year  especially  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  that  they  would  have  derived 
a  great  deal  of  benefit  if  such  a  commission 
had  been  appointed.  It  would  hare  enabled 
tbem  to  form  a  better  opinion,  and  agree  upon 
one  scheme,  which  they  have  hitherto  been 
nnnble  to  do.  As  far  as  the  government  Is 
concerned,  It  did  not  require  anything  of 
the  kind,  and  from  the  very  moment 
the  question  was  approached,  the  govern- 
ment came  to  parliament  with  a  complete 
measure,  a  measure  which  commended  Itself 
to  the  good  Judgment  of  parliament  and  of 
the  country.  Last  session,  we  heard  a  great 
deal  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  as  to 
the  measure  which  was  then  submitted  for 
the  first  time  as  being  premature.  It  was 
claimed  that  the  government  had  not  the 
ivoper  information  and  that  the  conditions 
were  not  as  was  claimed,  and  that  anyway, 
there  was  no  hurry  to  present  a  measure  of 
the  kind.  The  hon.  members  of  the  opposi- 
tion have  changed  their  opinion  in  tbat  re- 
spect !i8  well  as  in  several  other  respects. 
I  believe  now  that  they  are  all  agreed  upon 
aa  to  the  necessity  of  immediately  construct- 
ing a  transcontinental  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  propose  to  show  that 
they  are  agreed  upon  this,  and  I  shall  rest 
my  argument,  not  on  the  speeches  made 
by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  but  on  the  reso- 
lutions offered  by  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion in  the  House  of  Commons  and  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  leads  the  opposition 
iu  the  Senate.  The  only  difference  between 
the  two  parties,  as  I  propose  to  show,  is, 
whether  the  work  should  be  done  by  a 
company  or  by  the  goveniment— a  road 
owned  and  operated  by  the  goVernment,  and 
whether  the  Intercolonial  Railway  should 
or  should  not  form  part  of  this  transcontl- 
nental  railway.  But  as  far  as  the  urgency 
of  building  a  transcontinental  railway  is 
coneerned,  I  say  we  are  all  agreed. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— No. 

Hou.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  go  further.  As  far 
as  the  advisability  of  building  a  railway 
from  Moncton  to  Winnipeg  Independently  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  we  seem  aiso 
to  be  agreed.  Let  me  refer  to  the  amend- 
ment presented  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  In  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
5th  April,  1904.  I  call  attention  to  one  of 
the  paragraphs  in  the  preamble  of  tbat 
resolution : 

This  Mouse  la  of  opiolon  that  In  conslderiag 
these  problems  and  Inltlattng  and  developtns 
any  great  national  srstem  of  traosportatlOD,  It 
should  be  our  aim  to  provide  the  best  and 
cheapest  carriage  tor  our  products  and  Impor- 
tations; to  secure  their  transportation  through 
Canadian  channels  and  Caoadlan  seaports  and 
tor  that  purpose  to  make  the  Canadian  routes 
the  most  economical  and  serviceable  ;  to  open 
up  valuable  territory  for  colontzation  and  de- 
velopment ;  to  stimulate  interproTlnclal  trade; 
and  to  bind  more  closely  together  the  scattered 
communities  of  our  country. 

If  hon.  gentlemen  will  compare  this  part 
of  the  preamble  of  the  motion  with  the 
remarks  offered  by  the  hon,  leader  of  the 
government  when  the  measure  was  pre- 
sented lust  year,  it  will  be  found  to  be  the 
some  thing  almost  word  for  word.  Anyway 
it  is  the  same  idea,  and  the  reasons  offered 
for  the  measure  in  both  Houses  are  exactly 
the  same.  If  I  turn  to  the  resolution  Itsell, 
what  will  I  find  : 

The  House  is  of  opinion  that  Instead  of  rati- 
fying the  proposed  amended  contract  it  would 
be  more  In  the  public  Interest  to  Initiate  forth- 
with, and  develop  with  all  speed,  a  system  of 
national  transportation,  which  should  Include  : 

1.  The  immediate  construction  and  control  by 
the  Dominion  of  such  lines  of  railway  in  the 
west  to  the  Pacific  as  the  enormous  Importance 
and  Increasing  development  of  the  great  west- 
ern country  require. 

2.  The  extension  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
to  the  Georgian  Bay  and  thence  to  Winnipeg, 
and  the  extenaion  and  Improvement  In  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  and  In  the  maritime  provinces 
of  the  government  system  of  railways. 

3.  The  development  and  Improvement  of  our 
canals  and  Inland  waterways,  and  the  thorough 
and  efficient  equipment  of  our  national  ports 
and  terminals  on  the  Atlantic  end  Pacific  as 
well  as  on  the  St.  Lawrence  and  on  the  great 
lakes. 

4.  The  thorough  examination,  exploration  and 
survey  of  the  country  between  ^ebeo  and 
Winnipeg,  with  a  view  to  the  future  construc- 
tion of  such  lines  of  railway  as  may  be  found 
in  the  public  Interest. 

Does  not  this  clearly  imply  the  exten- 
sion of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  Geor- 
gian bay,  and  the  construction  of  a  railway 
from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec,  Independently 
nt  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  after  having 
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(ibtniued  the  necessary  InformatloD  for  tbe 

lotrntion  of  tlie  road  7  I  therefore  say  that 
:iccoi'diiig  to  this  resolution,  according  to  the 
position  taken  by  the  hon.  leader  of  the  op- 
|)osition  In  tbe  House  of  Commons,  he  ad- 
mlt^  the  urgent  necessity  of  Immediately 
constructing  a  transcontinental  railway,  and 
he  contends  only  that  the  Intercolonial 
should  form  part,  for  the  present  of  thU 
trnnseontinental  line,  and  that  tbe  portion 
from  Winnipeg  to  the  Pacific  coast  should  be 
coustnicted,  owned  and  operated  by  the  gov-, 
ernment,  and  that  as  soon  as  possible  another 
line  of  railway  be  constructed  from  Winni- 
peg to  Quebec.  Therefore.  I  say  that  the  only 
thing  which  divides  tbe  government  and  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  In  that  respect  Is 
tbe  question  of  ownei-shlp  and  operation  of 
the  road,  and  as  to  whether  the  Intercol- 
onial should  be  extended  to  Georgian  bay. 
Now  let  me  call  the  attention  of  this  honour- 
able House  to  the  motion  that  has  been 
offered  by  the  bon.  leader  of  the  opposttloa. 
It  Is  in  these  lines : 

That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  it  la  Inex- 
pedleDt  to  commit  the  country  to  the  proposed 
enormous  obligations  upon  the  terms  and 
in  the  manner  set  forth  In  the  agreements  pro- 
posed to  be  ratified  by  this  Bill,  thereby  adopt- 
Ins  a  policy  which  will  impair  the  .power  of 
Canada  to  deal  etTectlvely  with  the  transporta- 
tion problem  on  other  lines  for  many  years  to 
come  ;  that  it  such  obligations  are  to  be  as- 
sumed, the  road  should  be  built,  owned  and 
controlled  by  the  government  in  order  that 
Canadian  seaports  may  be  assured  for  the  outlet 
of  all  freight  and  government  cohtrol  of  rates 
be  secured. 

This  amendment  urges  the  government 
ownership  of  the  road,  and  criticises  in  a 
general  way  tbe  terms  of  tbe  contract  enter- 
ed into  between  tbe  government  and  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  But  I  say  that 
this  resolution  Itself  implies  also  the 
necessity  of  the  building  of  the  road, 
and  what  divides  us  are  really  quee- 
tlons  of  detail.  I  desire.  In  as  few 
words  as  possible,  to  recall  the  circum- 
stances under  which  this  measure  was  pre- 
sented last  year,  and  what  it  Implies.  Hon. 
gentlemen  wil)  remember  that  last  year  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  came  be- 
fore parliament  with  a  strong  determination 
of  extending  their  railway  system  In  the 
west.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
is  a  corporation  second  to  none  in  magni- 
tude on  this  continent,  and  I  do  not  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  any  one  on  tbe  other 
Side  will  undertake  to  say  that  it  would 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


hare  been  good  policy  on  tbe  part  of  tbe 

government  or  In  tbe  Interest  of  tbe  country 
to  deny  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
the  right  of  extending  their  system  to  tbe 
Northwest  and  through  to  the  Pacific  coast 
I  take  It  that  there  cannot  be  two  opinions 
on  this  question,  that  It  Is  In  the  Interest  of 
the  country  that  a  corporation  of  that  mig- 
nltnde  ^ould  extend  Its  system  to  our  mst- 
ern  coast,  and  I  will  show  In  the  course  of 
my  remarks  some  of  the  advantages  whicb 
win  be  derived  from  their  doing  so.  The 
question  wfis  as  to  whether  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  should  be  antagonized 
and  left  to  reach  tbe  west  In  their  own  way 
through  Chicago  and  North  Bay,  or  whether 
it  was  not  in  the  interest  of  the  country 
that  the  government  should  try  to  bartno- 
ulze  their  interest  with  that  of  the  country 
and  induce  them  to  join  in  the  building  of 
n  railway  which  would  best  serve  the  inter- 
est of  the  Dominion  and  meet  the  cooditions 
mentioned  in  tbe  resolution  of  the  boa. 
lender  of  the  opposition,  to  which  I  iiave 
called  the  attention  of  the  House.  Wbit 
then  did  the  govemuient  do  ?  They  d^ 
clared  their  wllllnf^uess  to  belp  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  of  Canada  torescb 
the  Northwest  and  the  Pacific  coast,  but  pro- 
\  i(le(l  they  should  at  the  same  time  adopt 
tlie  route  which  was  in  the  best  interest 
of  the  country,  and  provided  also  that  they 
would  consent  to  take  a  lease  for  the  opom- 
tion  of  a  part  of  tbe  transcontinental  road 
e:ttending  from  Wlnnti>eg  to  Moncton.  It 
might  have  served  the  Interest  of  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  to  entirely 
ignore  the  wishes  of  tbe  government  and 
build  their  railway  to  suit  only  their  own 
interests,  but  what  would  have  l>een  the 
consequence?  The  consequence  would  have 
been  that  tdie  trade  of  the  QranA  Tnai 
Railway  would  have  been  entirely  diverted 
from  our  Atlantic  ports,  and  would  have 
gone  in  a  great  measure  to  the  UnitH 
States.  Was  It  not  incumbent  on  tbe  gov- 
ernment to  prevent  that,  and  to  enlist 
the  experience  and  good-wUl  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  system,  and  Induce  them 
to  adopt  a  .line  of  railway  wtalch  will 
extend  not  only  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific,  but  which  will  also  be  the  means 
of  opening  up  large  portions  of  Ontario, 
Quebec  and  New  Brunswick.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken  it  has  not  boon  suggested  by 
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any  hon.  gentieman  on  tbe  other  side,  bere 
or  In  the  Honae  of  Oommoas,  that,  as  far  u 
the  western  division  la  concerned,  there  Is 
.  any  danger  of  It  being  a  failure.  It  has  been 
taken  as  admitted — in  fact  it  has  been  re- 
ferred to  as  being  a  settled  fact— that  the 
western  division  will  be  a  success.  If  It 
shotrid  be  a  success^,  what  Is  the  responsi- 
bility of  the  government  1  The  government 
does  not  grant  any  land  or  bonus,  but 
merely  guarantees  a  portion  of  the  bonds 
for  the  construction  of  the  railway.  On  tbe 
other  band  to  what  extent  does  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  or  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company  contribute  to- 
wards tbe  building  of  that  western  divi- 
sion ?  First,  tlie  company  have  deposited 
with  the  government  fire  million  dollars  In 
cash.  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Comapny 
has  to  guarantee  tbe  bonda  to  cover  25  per 
cent  of  tbe  cost  of  the  road,  and  to  provide 
rolling  stock  to  the  amount  of  twenty  mil- 
ilou  dollars.  Is  It  not  a  fair  guarantee,  a 
fair  contribution  on  tbe  part  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  and  does  it  not  compare  ad- 
vantageously with  tihe  agreements  which 
have  been  made  wltta  all  other  railways  of 
any  Importance  In  this  country?  Of  coarse 
there  can  be  no  comparison  between  tbe 
aid  given  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bjsir-i 
way  and  to  this  enterprise-  It  Is  not  ne- 
cessary to  call  the  attention  of  this  honour- 
able House — It  is  In  the  minds  of  all  of  us — 
to  the  bonus  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
received  both  in  land  and  money ;  but  I 
say  this  proposition  compares  most  favour- 
ably with  that  of  the  Canadian  Northern, 
who  obtained  a  subsidy,  and  with  all  the 
important  railways  which  have  been  con- 
structed in  this  country.  Now.  as  a  part  of 
the  bargain,  and  a  very  Important  part, 
there  is  the  fact  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific Company  undertakes  to  lease  and 
operate  for  fifty  years  what  Is  called  by  tbe 
hon.  gentlemen  <v)posIte  the  lean  portion  of 
tbe  railway,  the  eastern  division,  and  to 
pay  during  43  of  the  50  years,  as  rent  Inter- 
est at  the  rate  of  3  per  cent  on  the  cost 
price,  and  this  cost  price  is  to  include  all 
renewals  and  everything  which  will  not  be 
charged  to  operating  expenses.  Now,  whnt 
will  be  the  result  of  this  lease  ?  Tlie  lease 
Is  Important  In  several  respects.  First,  Lt 
meets  In  a  great  measure  the  policy  which 
has  been  enunciated  by  the  leader  of  the 
(^position,  government  ownership.    It  does 


away  with  the  bad  administration  which  is 
inherent  to  a  government  operating  a  rail- 
way. The  building  of  tbe  road  will  have 
the  effect  of  Increasing  the  value  of  land 
throughout  the  whole  Dominion,  an  ad- 
vantage beyond  measure.  We  are  to  have 
0  transcontinental  railway  extending  over 
3,400  miles  of  territory.  Let  us  suppose 
there  Is  only  one-half  of  the  ten-Itory  tra- 
versed by  this  railway  which  is  agricultural 
land,  and  take  only  twenty  miles  on  each 
side  of  the  line,  it  represents  over  120,000.- 
000  acres  of  land,  and  will  It  be  denied  that 
tbe  construction  of  this  railway  will  en- 
hance tbe  value  of  those  lands  to  the  ex- 
tent of  one  or  two  dollars  an  acre?  Is  it 
not  quite  plain,  therefore,  that  the  expendi- 
ture which  will  be  incurred  by  the  govern- 
ment in  building  that  portion  of  the  road 
will  be  amply  recouped  Indirectly  by  tbe 
enhanced  value  of  those  lands  ?  Another 
advantage  is  that  tbe  Rovernment  secure  the 
running  rights  for  the  Intercolonial  Railwny 
and  for  all  other  railways  which  may 
choose  to  avail  themselves  of  It,  both  on  th* 
eastern  and  on  the  western  divisions,  and 
In  this  connection  I  desire  to  answer  nn 
objection  raised  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marshfield.  He  stated  that  these  running 
rights  were  to  exist  only  for  fifty  years, 
that  there  was  no  i>rovIsion  In  the  contract 
whereby  those  running  rights  would  be 
continued  If  the  lease  should  be  renewed 
for  another  period  of  fifty  years. 

My  answer  Is  this,  that  it  will  be  In  the 
option  of  the  government  to  renew  the  lease 
or  not ;  therefore,  it  will  be  in  the  power 
of  the  government  when  they  consent  to 
grant  n  renewal  lease  to  make  It  a  con- 
dition that  tliese  running  rights  shall  be 
secured  as  part  of  tbe  new  contract  which 
shall  be  made,  and,  therefore.  It  was  un- 
necessary at  this  stage,  to  complicate 
the  present  contract  and  create  nn- 
necessary  dlflicnltles  which  can  be  easily 
met  at  the  expiration  of  the  fifty  years.  1 
ask,  can  it  be  denied  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company  nnd  the  Grand  Trunk 
Itailway  Company  will  be  the  means  of 
making  diirlns  tlmse  fifty  years  operation 
of  that  eastern  division  a  most  valuable 
l)roperty.  a  property  which  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  term  of  the  lease  will  be  of  im- 
mense value,  ond  which  will  not  only  re- 
present the  ontlay  Involved  In  tbe  construc- 
tion of  the  road,  but  will  very  likely  be 
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worth  two  or  tbree  times  the  amount  of 
that  outlay.  This  will  be  secured  through 
a  large  expendltore  of  moD^,  bat  an  ex- 
penditure wtiicb  will  bear  Interest  at  the 
rate  of  three  per  cent,  and  which  will  be 
paid  during  forty-three  out  of  the  fifty 
years  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company. 
It  is  cinimed  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
may  be  unable  to  carry  out  their  obliga- 
tion in  that  respect,  that  they  may  have  to 
give  up  the  road.  All  kinds  of  supposi- 
tions may  be  indulged  in,  but  the  question 
has  to  be  considered  from  tliis  aspect : 
whether  the  government  is  not  dealing 
with  men  of  experience  who  have  the  ne- 
cessary ability  to  cany  out  any  undertak- 
ing on  which  they  may  enter,  and  as  to 
whether  the  government  has  not  exacted 
the  proper  guarantees  for  the  carrying  out 
of  those  obligations.  The  guarantees  that 
the  government  has  secured  are  the  five 
million  dollars  of  rolling  stock,  which  are 
to  be  specially  marked  as  belonging  to  the 
eastern  division,  and  which  vdll  be  a  per- 
manent guarantee  to  the  government  for 
the  payment  of  the  i-ent.  and  the  additional 
security  Is  In  the  expenditure  to  which  I 
have  referred,  which  will  be  made  both  for 
rolling  stock  and  for  the  construction  of  the 
western  division,  and  which  represents  a 
large  amount  of  money,  and  the  guarantee 
resulting  from  thp  value  of  the  portion  of 
the  railway  which  is  designated  as  th* 
western  division,  and  which  It  Is  not  sup- 
posed for  an  Instant  will  be  a  failure.  I  say, 
therefore,  we  need  have  no  apprehension  In 
that  respect,  and  that  the  company  with 
which  the  government  Is  dealing  will  be 
amply  able  to  meet  tiieir  engagements. 
The  hon.  member  from  Marshfleld  said  that 
his  main  objection  was  to  the  fact  that  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  was  con- 
nected with  the  enterprise.  One  of  the 
main  reasons  why  this  measure  commends 
Itsplf  to  the  country  Is  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  is  connected  with 
the  project,  because  of  their  experience  and 
ability  to  carry  It  to  success,  and  because  of 
all  the  guarantees  offered,  and  the  amount 
of  money  which  they  hind  themselves  to 
Invest  in  the  enterprise.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man feared,  on  account  of  their  having  the 
terminus  at  Portland  that  they  will  be  in- 
terested In  diverting  the  trade  of  the  North- 
west to  the  benefit  of  that  port.  The  gov- 
ernment has  guarded  against  that,  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


fact  that  it  has  made  them  guarantee  a  part 
of  the  construction  of  the  western  division 
0^  the  road,  and  In  the  fact  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  with  which  the  Grand  Traok 
Railway  are  connected,  and  will  remain  con- 
nected, have  undertaken  to  pay  the  rent  or 
Interest  on  the  cost  of  the  eastern  division ; 
and  to  enable  them  to  pay  that  intrest  on 
the  cost  of  the  enstcrn  division,  of  course, 
they  will  be  interested  in  making  that  divi- 
sion earn  as  much  as  possible,  and,  there- 
fore, will  feed  that  dirision  as  far  as  possiblft 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  referred  to  the 
remarks  of  'Mr.  Hays  In  England,  and  has 
given  an  interpretation  to  them  which.  In 
ray  opinion,  they  do  not  bear  at  all.  Mr. 
Hays  very  frankly  says  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  are  Interested  and 
expect  to  t>eneflt  by  the  western  traffic,  bat 
that  does  not  necessarily  In^ly  that  Ur. 
Hays  had  in  his  mind  the  export  freight 
He  no  doubt  had  In  mind  the  summer 
traffic,  for  Instance,  which  they  expect  to 
get  In  a  great  measure,  and  the  local  traffic. 
I  call  any  trafHc  between  the  eastern  pro- 
vinces and  the  west,  local  traffic.  Bat  the 
hon.  gentleman  cannot  find  in  Mr.  Httys' 
remarks  any  expression  which  can  support 
his  construction,  or  anything  tending  to 
show  sny  intention  of  divertng  the  trade 
from  Ganadan  ports.  The  hon.  gentleman 
has  stated  that  the  government  have  not  hi 
the  contract  properly  guarded  against  that 
diversion  of  trade.  I  shall  not  take  ap  the 
time  of  this  honourable  House,  but  I  invite 
the  reading  of  clauses  42  and  following  of 
the  contract  where  It  will  be  found  that  the 
government  have  q>eclally  stipulated  that 
It  is  an  essental  part  of  the  contract  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  shall  not  divert  the 
traffic.  We  are  asked  what  Is  the  secnrlty 
us  to  that  ?  Well,  the  parliament  of  Gao- 
ada  will  have  the  matter  in  its  own  bands. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
the  42ud  section,  to  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man refers,  apply  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Bail- 
way  Company  or  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific Company  exclusively  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  sections  to  which 
I  have  referred,  42  and  following,  refer  to 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  not  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  ;  It  would  not  have  been  rea- 
sonable to  exact  anything  of  the  kind  on  tbe 
part  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company- 
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And  Id  tbat  respect  let  me  my  this  once  for 
all.  I  do  not  claim,  and  nobody  will  claim, 

that  if  it  had  been  open  to  the  government 
to  make  an  ideal  contract  that  clauses  wonld 
not  have  been  found  which  would  have 
bound  the  Grand  Trunk  Kailway  Company 
and  even  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company 
in  a  more  rigorous  way ;  but  what  I  claim 
is,  tbat  the  government  has  exacted  all  rea- 
sonable conditions  and  obtained  proper 
gnarantees.  It  takes  two  parties  to  make  a 
contract,  and  it  would  have  been  useless  on 
the  part  of  the  government  to  impose  condi- 
tions which  were  unreasonable  and  which 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  would 
not  have  accepted.  Then  I  say  tbat  the  gov- 
ernment will  have  the  remedy  in  Its  own 
bands  should  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Com- 
pany try  to  evade  tbat  clause  of  the  con- 
tract The  remedy  will  be  very  simple — to 
cancel  the  lease  if  they  so  choose,  or  to  ex- 
tend the  Intercolonial  Railway  for  the  pur- 
pose of  competing  not  only  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  but  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
•Railway  as  well.  I  am  sure  bon.  gentle- 
mm  opposite  will  not  deny  that  that  would 
be  an  effective  remedy,  to  threaten  both 
companies  with  having  the  Intercolonial  ex- 
tended to  Winnipeg,  and  tbat  they  would 
come  to  terms  and  very  quickly  cease  divert- 
ing trade  to  foreign  ports.  The  leader  of  the 
opposition  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marshfield  have  committed  themselves  to 
government  ownership  and  operation  of  rail- 
ways. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Noth- 
ing of  the  kind.  Tbere  Is  nothing  in  tbe  re- 
solution to  justify  that  remark. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — It  is  the  point  on 
which  be  Is  co-operating  with  the  bon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  in  the  other  House.  Last 
season  the  breach  was  much  wider.  The 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  m  this  House 
then  was  against  government  ownership.  He 
had  been  against  government  ownership  all 
his  life  I  think  ;  but  this  year,  at  the  last 
moment,  he  has  decided  to  make  a  Jump  to 
that  extent,  but  he  would  not  go  so  far  as 
to  contend  that  it  wonld  be  advisaUe  to  have 
the  government  operate  the  road.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  an  easy  way  to  solve  tbe 
problem.   It  is  to  have  a  commission. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI>-I  did 
not  say  anything  about  a  commission. 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— To  have  a  commis- 
sion and  remove  It  from  government  control. 

Well,  I  would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  by 
whom  would  tbat  commission  be  appoint- 
ed ? 

Hon.  Sh:  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— When 
I  suggest  a  commission  I  will  answer  tbe 
question.  I  have  not  suggested  a  commis- 
sion, neither  have  I  advocated  that  the  gov- 
ernment should  run  the  road,  either  last 
session  or  this  session,  and  if  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  do  me  the  Justice  to  refer  to 
my  remarks  he  will  see  that  I  did  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-— The  hon.  leader  of 
tbe  opposition  is  so  near  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marshfield  who  has  spoken,  tbat  I 
thougiit  they  were  agreed  on  tbat  point 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 

may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  willing  to  ac- 
cept the  correction,  and  am  rather  gratified 
to  see  that  they  part  again  in  tbat  respect 
Tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield  has  ad- 
vocated this  afternoon,  a  commission,  which 
would  be  Indefwndent  of  political  control,  to 
use  bis  own  words.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  by  whom  such  a  commission 
would  be  appointed,  and  what  means  be 
would  be  able  to  suggest  to  secure  such  a 
commii>8ion  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  a 
commission  is  to  be  appointed,  we  should 
like  to  have  it  in  the  same  position  as  the 
Auditor  General— Independent  of  the  gov- 
ernment 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentlemen 
were  In  power  for  twen^-five  years,  and 
bad  a  government  owned  road,  and  did  It  ever 

occur  to  them  that  a  commission  of  tbat 
kind  could  be  secured  which  would  be  Inde- 
pendent of  political  control  ?  A  commission 
of  that  kind  would  be  the  nominee  of  parlia- 
ment, and  of  the  majority  In  parliament, 
whatever  that  majority  might  be,  and,  there- 
fore, the  members  of  that  commission  would 
be  under  the  direct  influence  of  the  party  in 
power  and  controlled  by  them. 

The  question  has  received  the  serious  at- 
tention of  able  men,  not  only  in  this  coun- 
try but  in  other  countries.  I  have  in  my 
hand  a  study  of  the  question,  published 
quite  recently  by  Mr.  Paul  Leroy  Beaublen, 
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who  Is  one  of  the  greatest  economists  of 
tbe  day,  and  what  is  the  expressltm  that  he 
uses  In  dealing  with  the  government  owner- 
ship and  operation  of  railways.   He  says : 

It  would  be  the  worst  voDture,  from  an  eco- 
nomic and  fioaoclal  point  of  view. 

And  he  calls  attention  to  the  fact  that 
in  the  United  States,  where  they  have  40 
per  cent  of  the  railways  that  exist  in  the 
wonu,  where  they  have  240,000  miles  of  rail- 
way in  operation,  there  is  not  a  single  mile 
owned  by  tbe  government.  It  is  al!  owned 
by  companies.  Tbey  are  a  progressive  peo- 
ple, and  if  government  ownership  of  rail- 
ways were  feasible,  if  it  were  in  tbe  Interest 
of  the  community  at  large,  if  tbe  people 
couiu  be  educated  to  that,  woqld  they  not 
have  tried  to  adopt  that  system  ?  Is  gov- 
erunient  ownership  and  operation  of  rail- 
ways obtaining  In  England  ?  Is  it  obtain- 
ing in  France  ?  In  other  countries  where  it 
exists  at  all  It  is  tbe  exception.  A  very 
small  part  of  tbe  railways  in  all  tbe  world 
are  owned  by  governments,  and  it  Is  only 
in  cases  where  there  are  special  conditions. 
Then,  Mr.  Rouvler,  Finance  Minister  of 
France,  during  tbe  course  of  the  month  of 
.Innunry,  tool;  part  in  the  discussion  of  the 
problem,  and  I  have  here  bis  speech  on 
tbe  question,  and  he  takes  the  same  posi- 
tion. He  and  Mr.  Leroy  Beaubien  showed 
that  It  was  not  In  tbe  Interest  of  the  coun- 
try to  have  railways  owned  or  operated  by 
the  government.  And  we  have  on  ttais  an 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  able  men  who 
are  not  blnsed,  who  cannot  be  supposed  to 
be  biased  In  favour  of  the  government.  I 
call  the  attention  of  the  bon.  member  to  the 
Montreal  *  Gazette '  of  last  Mondny,  where 
I  find  that  Mr.  Clouston,  the  general  man- 
ager of  tbe  Bank  of  Montreal,  on  bis  re- 
turn from  England,  expressed  his  opinion 
on  tlie  question.   Here  Is  what  he  says  : 

I  look  upon  the  policy  of  state-owned  railways 
aa  inimical  to  the  best  Interest  of  the  country. 
I  think  Canada's  experience  with  the  luter- 
oolonial  Railway  should  be  a  sood  enough  lesson 
as  to  the  principle  of  public  railway  ownership. 
Our  make  up,  as  a  people,  would  be  unfitted  for 
the  owntns  of  railways  by  the  state. 

\v  lien  lie  used  the  expression  '  Our  make- 
up IIS  n  i)0(>ple '  I  take  it  to  refer  to  tbe  ex- 
tent of  the  country,  to  tbe  diverse  interests 
of  tbe  diitei-ent  parts  of  tbe  country,  iis  be- 
Ins:  exceiitlonally  objectionable  to  govern- 
ment ownership  of  railways.  A  day  or  two 
Hon.  Mr.  BB1QUB. 


after,  we  bad  a  similar  expression  of  (q>iQioa 
on  tbe  part  of  Ur.  6.  B.  Drnmrnond-'tiie 
president  of  the  MaBufactnrers'  AssodatloB, 
wiiO,  also,  bad  just  returned  from  EDgland, 

and  who  endorsed  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Clom- 
ton,  and  said  that  he  (Mr.  Clouston)  ad- 
mirably expressed  his  opinion.  I  do  not 
tlMnk  that  the  bon.  gentleman  will  And  that 
there  are  many  business  men  in  the  conn- 
try  who  will  be  ready  to  Join  him  in  ad- 
vocating the  government  owning  and 
operating  tbe  railways,  and  I  am  gratified 
to  And  the  bon.  leader  of  the  opposition  does 
not  believe  in  any  such  proposition.  The 
principle  of  government  ownership.  I  have 
shown,  is  embodied  in  this  measure,  as  far 
as  It  can  be  embodied  in  the  interest  of  the 
country.  It  Is  embodied  with  ttais  guar 
antee  that  the  road  is  to  t>e  operated  by  a 
responsible  company  for  a  long  term  of 
years,  that  tbe  Interest  on  the  outlay  Is  to 
l>e  paid  by  that  company,  and  that  fiie 
cinnpniiy  is  to  make  of  that  railway  pr^ 
perty  a  valuable  property,  when  it  may  re- 
vert to  the  government  for  the  purpose  of 
operating  it,  if  the  government  at  that  time- 
are  educated  to  the  principle  of  state-owned 
railways  operated  by  the  government  Not 
this  measure  IS  in  no  way  in  confltct  with 
the  extension  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
to  the  Georgian  bay.  Tbe  government  is 
io  no  way  committed  to  not  extending  the 
Intercolonial  Railway,  If  in  five  or  ten  years 
it  should  be  advisable,  to  tbe  Oeoi^n  bay. 
It  will  be  open  for  tbe  government  to  do  so, 
and  It  wilt  have  the  advantage  of  the  beae- 
fits  which  may  be  derived  from  the  fact 
that  In  the  meantime  the  Grand  Trunk 
Paclflc  Company  shall  have  been  boilt 
In  the  west,  and  will  have  been  the 
means  of  developing  tbe  trade  and  traffic 
very  exhaustively.  The  bon.  gentleman 
from  Marsbfleld  has  referred  to  Mr. 
Osier,  for  the  porpose  of  making  good  the 
opinion  he  expressed  that  the  cost  of  the 
eastern  division  of  the  transconthiental 
railway  might  be  increased  because  the 
bonds  when  sold  on  the  market  might  uot 
bring  one  hundred  cents  on  the  dollar, 
liiid  be  has  referrerd  to  the  opinion  of  Mr. 
( islcr  to  the  effect  that  tbe  rate  of  interest 
has  a  tendency  to  Increase.  Well,  I  And 
tlie  lion,  gentleman  has  expressed  opinions 
which  are  rather  risky,  not  only  in  tlr-: 
re8i>ect,  but  in  othtt  respects.  If  we  refer 
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to  the  debates  of  last  year  I  find  that  the 
bon.  gentleman,  Mr.  Osier,  went  to  the  ex- 
tent of  guying— page  920S  of  Hansard — that 

the  eastern  division  would  have  cost  at  the 
end  of  the  fifty  years,  $600,000,000.  That 
cannot  be  called  a  moderate  or  cheap  esti- 
mntc,  and  the  statement  of  a  gentleman  who 
Is  ready  to  venture  Into  such  an  exaggera- 
tion should  be  taken  with  a  great  deal  of 
precaotlon.  It  Is  well  ,  known  that  the  ten- 
dency of  Interest  la  rather  In  the  direction 
of  decrease  rather  than  Increase.  It  Is  well 
known  that  all  over  the  world  a  great  accu- 
niQlation  of  money  has  taken  place  within 
the  last  ten,  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  and 
ttutt  the  interest,  from  six,  seven  or  eight 
per  cent,  that  It  was  fifteen  or  twenty  years 
Bgo,  has  diminished  to  one-half  of  those 
rates,  and  for  my  part — and  I  am  sure  I 
am  supported  in  that  opinion  by  a  great  ma- 
jority of  business  men — I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  interest  on  money  instead  of  being 
foar  or  five  per  cent,  as  it  Is  now,  will  drop 
to  two  per  cent  In  ten  or  twenty  years,  and, 
therefore,  Instead  of  being  a  source  of  in- 
crease in  our  obligation  we  may  expect  tliut 
tbe  bonds  will  sell  at  par,  )f  not  more  than 
par.  These  are  the  only  points  In  the  re- 
marks made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marsbfleld  to  which  I  desire  to  call  special 
attention.  Let  me,  in  closing,  say  that  I 
admit-— and  nobody  will  deny — that  the  con- 
tract now  is  not  as  favourable  as  it  was 
last  year,  that  concessions  hare  been  made 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  of  Canada, 
but  the  opposition,  I  claim,  are  responsible 
lu  a  great  measure  for  those  concessions. 
If  they  had  not  taken  tbe  position  they  took 
laat  year,  If  they  had  not  delayed  the  mea- 
snre  as  they  did,  if  they  had  not  made  tbe 
speeches  they  made  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  hi  this  Hoase,'  and  thereby  fright- 
ened a  large  number  of  shareholders  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  of  Canada,  the  gov- 
ernment would  have  obtained  the  ratiflca- 
tioQ  of  those  shareholders,  and  the  bar- 
guin  would  have  been  ratified  and  the  de- 
posit would  have  been  made  In  the  terms  of 
tbe  agreement  passed  last  year.  I  claim 
that  the  contract,  amended  as  it  Is,  is  a 
fair  contract  It  was  not  amended  in  any 
essential  part.  It  remains  a  reasonable 
contract,  and  In  my  humble  opinion  it  Is 
a  measure  which  commends  itself  to  the 
Judgment  and  the  appreciation  of  the  peo- 


ple, a  measure  which  will  inure  1x>  the  great 

benefit  of  the  country  at  large. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  If  he  can  say  why 
the  commercial  men  of  Montreal,  and  the 
Board  of  Trade,  did  not  ask  for  this  rail- 

wiiy  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  would  remind  tho 
bon.  gentleman  that  there  are  a  great  num- 
ber of  gentlemen  who  did  aSk  for  the  rail- 
way, and  I  would  ask  him  In  return  why 
did  not  tbe  Board  of  Trade  declare  them- 
selves In  favour  of  the  government  operat- 
ing the  road  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— That  Is 
not  an  answer  to  my  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DA NDU RAND— What  about 
the  Board  of  Trade  of  Victoria  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  do  not 
know.    Did  that  board  ask  for  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— British  Colum- 
bia Is  unanimous  in  favour  of  the  construc- 
tion of  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBRNIEB— I  crave  the  indul- 
gence of  the  members  of  the  Senate  for 
the  few  remarks  which  1  desire  to  make 
before  bein?  called  to  register  my  vote  on 
this  very  important  measure.  These  re- 
marks will  be  ns  t'oncise  as  possible. 

My  first  objection  to  the  BUI  before  us 
at  present  is  to  its  title.  I  confess  that  such 
an  objection  would  not  be  sufficient  to  have 
the  Bill  entirely  thrown  out  Still,  it  has  Its 
importance,  and  1  venture  to  say  that  this 
scheme  should  not  t>e  styled  'The  National 
Transcontinental  Railway.' 

Why  call  It  'NaUonal*?  I  quite  conceive 
that  if  the  road  was  to  be  a  government 
road— a  road  built  and  owned  by  the  people 
of  Canada,  we  might  supersede  all  claims  of 
other  companies  and  call  such  a  road  '  na- 
tional.' But  It  is  not  80.  The  road  Is  to 
be  owned  for  the  greater  part  by  a  com- 
mercial company,  and,  moreover,  a  company 
which  is  to-day  as  much  an  American  con- 
cern as  a  Canadian  one. 

When  the  people  of  Canada  made  an  ap- 
peal to  flnancial  men  or  corpora  tions  to 
build  our  first  transcontinental  line — which 
was  then  a  political  and  public  necessity- 
did  we  see  the  Grand  Trunk  respond  to  the 
appeal  ?  Not  at  all ;  they  were  too  busy 
lu  the  building  up  of  their  American  exten- 
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sIoDS  and  tbeir  American  port.  But  other 
parties,  mea  of  energy  and  ability,  backed 
by  Canadian  financial  institutions,  came  for- 
ward and  undertook,  nnder  grave  circum- 
stances, to  endow  the  people  of  Canada 
with  a  railway  line,  which  was  really  a  link 
between  tbe  provinces  of  confederation,  and 
which  stands  to-day  at  the  front  rank 
amongst  all  transportation  routes;  and  until 
the  government  decides  to  have  Its  own 
transcontinental  railway,  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  is  alone  enUtled  to  be  called 
the  '  National  *  road. 

It  has  been  the  pioneer  road  across  our 
domains  ;  it  has  cemented,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, the  interests  of  each  province  to  the 
Interests  of  Its  sister  provinces  ;  It  has 
largely  contributed  to  the  increase  of  our 
trade,  thereby  contributing  to  the  prosperity 
of  Canada.  Under  these  circumstances,  that 
great  enterprise  and  the  men  who  had  the 
courage  to  undertake  tbe  same  at  the  time 
it  was  built,  should  not  be  deprived  of  the 
merit  to  which  they  are  entitled,  in  name 
as  well  as  In  fact 

My  next  objection  is  to  the  character  of 
this  new  enterprise.  It  is  neither  a  govern- 
ment enterprise,  nor  a  railway  corporation 
enterprise.  It  partakes  of  both  characters, 
in  a  form  which  does  not  appeal  to  the 
good  sense  of  tbe  people.  It  reminds  one, 
to  a  certain  extent,  of  the  water  stretches 
route  of  the  Mackenzie  government,  and 
may  have  tbe  same  fate.  The  Mackenzie 
government  was  replaced  by  a  more  far- 
seeing  administration,  which,  sizing  up  the 
situation  and  the  public  necessities  of  the 
time  gave  to  Canada  an  ali-rall  road  with 
ail  its  advantages.  History  will  likely  repeat 
itself  in  this  case,  and  a  new  administra- 
tion may  realize  what  this  government  does 
not  dare  or  does  not  care  to  give  us ;  a 
real  national  road.  It  has  been  in  the  past 
the  lot  of  Cottservatlve  governments  to  re- 
pair the  errors  of  Liberal  governments,  to 
remodel  their  ways  and  to  make  practical 
schemes  of  their  Ill-conceived  projects.  So 
will  it  be  in  this  matter  also. 

The  legislation  of  last  year,  and  the  new 
Bill  present  themselves  to  us  In  tbe  nature 
of  a  partnership  agreement,  by  which  the 
people  of  Canada  aire  called  upon  to  build 
the  whole  road,  as  it  were,  by  actual  out- 
lays and  by  direct  guarantee,  and  the  Ofand 
Trunk,  unrestricted,  is  to  reap  the  earnings. 
Not  that  I  wish  to  say  that  the  country 
iHoQ.  Mr.  BBKNIBR. 


Will  not  directly  derive  some  advantages 
by  tbe  construction  of  that  railway,  bat 
I  say  tliftt  It  we  look  closely  to  the  con- 
tract that  is  now  the  object  of  our  con- 
sideration, one  cannot  fail  to  recognize  that 
this  contract  is  entirely  one-sided  from  the 
point  of  view  of  actual  agreements. 

The  responsibility  of  the  government  does 
amount  in  round  figures  to  at  least  f 150,000,- 
000.  The  responsibility  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
is  only  about  $15,000,000;  that  is  0DI7 
one-tenth  of  the  whole  responsibility. 

The  government  undertake  to  build  the 
part  of  the  road  which  for  long  years  to 
come,  will  not  be  a  paying  concern.  On 
tbe  other  band,  the  Grand  Trunk,  the  otha 
partner,  Is  to  have  in  full  ownership  of 
the  paying  part,  although  aided  by  the  peo- 
ple of  Canada,  in  the  constrnction  of  tbe 
same  to  the  extent  of  almost  the  total  oost 
of  construction.  I  could  point  out  other 
features  of  this  contract  equally  to  the  dis- 
advantage of  the  country  ;  but  this  is  suf- 
ficient for  the  purpose  of  my  a^rnmoit 

Notwithstanding  all  that  parliament  li 
asked  to  do  for  this  company,  the  govern- 
ment will  not  even  have  the  right  of  ef- 
fectually controlling  the  rates  of  transporta- 
tion on  this  railway  except  in  so  far  as  they 
may  tuve  such  control  uuier  the  general 
law  ;  the  goremment  does  not  obtain  re- 
ciprocal advantage  in  tbe  way  of  running 
rights  ;  they  do  not  even  insure  tbe  carry- 
ing of  Canadian  products  through  Canr 
adian  ports. 

I  <do  not  find  fault  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
when  it  tries  to  get  the  best  bargain  pos- 
sible. The  Grand  Trunk  Is  a  commercial 
enterprise,  and  Its  directors  are  bound  to 
make  the  best  efforts  to  better  its  con- 
dition. But  on  the  other  baud,  we  have 
assuredly  the  right  and  the  duty  to  go  Intff 
all  the  details  of  that  bargain  also  with  a 
view  to  protect  the  interest  of  Uie  people. 

One  of  those  ^eat  interests  that  we 
must  have  in  view  is  to  give  to  the  peo- 
ple tbe  best  and  cheapest  means  of  trans- 
portation from  one  section  of  the  country 
to  the  other  both  ways.  It  is  the  general 
understanding,  confirmed  by  experience,  tbat 
waterways  are  cheaper  for  the  bulky  trade 
than  railways. 

Now,  we  have  fn  this  Dominion  the  best 
waterways  in  the  world.    Some  need  no 
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fmprovements,  otiiers  would  require  to  be 
deepeoed  and  enlarged.  We  have  that  long 
stream,  known  as  the  proposed  Montreal, 
Ottawa  and  Georgian  bay  oanal,  which 
should  hare  been  the  first  object  of  the 
government's  care.  This  route  wonid  not 
only  hare  advantages  as  a  connecting  link 
between  the  west  and  the  great  lakes  to 
Montreal,  the  commercial  metropolis  of  Can- 
ada, but  it  would  bring  forth  immense 
wealth  by  the  development  of  the  resources 
that  are  now  lying  dormant  along  that 
ronte. 

By  the  present  undertaking  the  govem- 
ment  Is  going  to  tie  up  the  respoDslblUty 
of  the  country  to  such  an  extent  that  we 
have  reason  to  tyelieve  that  such  a  useful 
pnblle  work  as  the  Georgian  bay  canal 
will  have  to  wait  many  long  years  before 
it  can  be  realized.  On  one  band,  you  may 
by  this  new  transcontinental  provide  for 
some  public  needs  in  future  years,  but  on 
the  other  band  yon  will  prevent  the  realiza- 
tion of  an  important  commercial  route  which 
is  of  an  immediate  necessity. 

On  what  ground  can  a  public  enterprise 
aided  or  built  by  the  public  funds,  be  Justi- 
fied ?  By  the  necessities  of  the  hour.  We 
should  not  tax  the  people.  It  seems  to  me, 
for  more  than  is  required  by  their  actual 
and  tangible  necessities,  except  it  be  for 
some  state  reasons,  as  it  was  In  the  case 
of  the  Canadian  Pacific. 

Now.  what  do  we  require  in  the  west  ? 
What  do  you  require  yourselves  in  the  east? 
Because  any  outlet  for  us  will  be  an  inlet 
for  you  ;  any  prosperity  that  may  come  to 
Da  from  the  establishment  of  those  outlets 
will  shine  upon  you  also. 

Wluit  we  require  in  the  west  Is  not  pre- 
cisely new  ontlets  of  transportation  which 
may  be  required  fifteen  years  hence,  but 
immediate  facilities  for  the  exportation  of 
OQr  grain.  Tbls  transcontinental  line  will, 
no  doubt,  be  of  great  advantage  for  those 
who  will  live  in  the  vast  west  in  the  de- 
cades following  tbls  one,  but,  in  the  mean- 
time what  shall  we  do  ? 

If  no  misfortune  comes  upon  us.  the  crop 
of  this  year  will  tax  to  the  uttermost  the 
present  means  of  transportation,  aud  next 
year,  with  the  arrival  of  new  immigrants, 
with  the  expansion  of  the  cultivated  area, 
the  crop  will  exceed  the  actual  possibilities 
of  exportation.  What  we  would  require 
under  such  circumstances  is  the  immediate 


improvement  of  those  means  of  transporta- 
tion, that  Is  the  construction  of  local  branch 
lines  to  cart^  freight  to  Winnipeg,  the  doub- 
ling of  the  tracks  from  Winnipeg  to  Port 
Arthur,  the  building  of  elevators,  and  for 
the  near  future,  the  canalization  of  the 
Ottawa  to  Geoi^ian  bay.  To  that  policy  the 
attention  of  the  government  should  liave 
been  directed  first. 

It  is  said  that  the  new  line  will  have  the 
effect  of  developing  lands  along  the  Sas- 
katchewan and  further  north  and  west 
True  it  win,  when  it  is  built  But  here 
again  I  question  the  Immediate  usefulness 
of  that  new  line  with  regard  to  the  coloni- 
zation of  that  section  of  the  west  I  will 
give  two  reasons  to  Justify  my  views  on 
that  point 

The  first  one  is  that  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific and  the  Caaadian  Northern  are  at  pre- 
sent extending  their  lines  in  that  direc- 
tion. The  construction  of  these  new  lines 
will  open  to  colonlaation  a  vast  area  of 
laud,  more  Indeed  than  can  be  settled  for 
some  years  to  come. 

The  second  reason  is  that  we  hare,  at 
present  an  Immense  quantity  of  good  col- 
oDlzatlon  lands  in  the  districts  fairly  well 
provided  with  railway  communications.  To 
my  mind,  it  would  be  better  for  the  country 
and  for  the  settlers  themselves,  to  confine 
our  efforts  to  those  districts  than  to  in- 
duce people  to  settle  in  too  far  from  nelgb- 
hours  and  markets  while  public  lands  in 
convenient  districts  are  available.  Under 
those  circumstances  It  seems  to  me  thai 
instead  of  handicapping  the  credit  of  the  > 
country  in  the  building  of  new  lines  where 
there  is  no  immediate  necessity,  our  at- 
tention should  be  directed,  and  our  resources 
be  devoted  to  the  improvement  of  exist- 
ing routes  both  by  water  and  by  rail. 

But  let  me  tell  you  hon.  gentlemen,  that 
this  new  enterprise  has  been  put  on  foot 
partly  to  hamper  the  development  of  these 
routes. 

Here  is  what  Mr.  Smithers.  vice-presi- 
dent of  the  Grand  Trunk,  said  in  London, 
two  days  before  the  opening  of  our  parlia- 
ment at  the  general  meeting  of  the  share- 
holders of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Comr 
pany  : 

It  Is  not  good  for  this  eompaay  to  have  all  its 
reasons  and  policies  proclaimed  on  the  house- 
tops. (Applause.) 
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This  is  a  warning,  hon.  gentlemen,  tliat 
the  Grand  Trunk  has  Bome  surprise  In  store 
for  ns.  They  do  not  want  to  dlscloBe  all 
their  objects  and  designs.  Should  we  not 
then  be  on  the  alert?  Mr.  Smtthers  con- 
tinues : 

I  prfiBUme  that  everr  speech  that  has  been 
made  here  to-day  has  been  made  solely 
In   the   interests  of  the  Onuid  Trunk,  and 

solely  with  a  view  to  helping  u«  ;  bui 
there  have  been  such  things  known  aa  views 
being  put  forward,  even  within  a  company,  that 
were  not  wholly  guided  by  the  intereats  of 
that  company,  I  can  tell  yon— and  Mr.  Hays 
will  support  me  In  saying  it— that  there  are 
many  schemes  In  Canada,  as  there  must  be  in 
all  new  countries— there  are  many  schemes  in 
Canada  which  are  only  waiting  to  come  out, 
which  we  consider— and  we  do  not  wish  to  go 
any  further  than  that — but  we  consider  the 
scheme  we  propose  to  you  to-day,  after  long 
examination,  Is  the  best  and  safest  means  tor 
defeating  dtoss  competing  schemes — (hear, 
hear)— and  we  believe— not  that  we  are  leading 
you  into  new  dangers  to-day,  by  asking  you  to 
pass  this  scheme,  but  that  we  are  putting  the 
Orand  Trunk  into  a  position  in  which  It  has 
never  been  before,  that  we  are  strengthening  It 
from  the  large  Increase  of  twse  from  which  we 
shall  draw  traffic,  and  to  which  we  shall  give 
traffic. 

One  of  the  objects  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
which  is  disclosed  here  is  that  the  com- 
pany wants  to  tie  up  the  traffic  of  the 
Northwest  to  the  Grand  Trunk  itself. 

We  baye  no  objection  to  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
coming  to  the  west.  We  have  long  expected 
that  one  day  It  would  come.  In  fact  it 
should  have  been  the  first  to  reach  those 
fertile  plains.  But,  as  I  have  said  before, 
when  it  was  needed  and  expected,  it  did 
not  respond  to  the  appeal  and  did  not  come. 
The  Grand  Tnmk  does  not  move  unless 
it  goes  into  partnership  in  wblch  it  lias 
the  lion's  share.  It  owes  at  present  to  the 
country  about  $60,000,000,  of  which  we  will 
very  likely  never  recover  a  cent  Recently, 
under  the'  pretense  of  extending  the  Inter- 
colonial to  Montreal,  tbe  country  enteved 
Into  a  bai^aln  by  which  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
has  been  able  to  put  tbeir  Victoria  bridge 
In  that  magnificent  state  of  repair  that  we 
see  to-day  without  disbursing  a  cent  of  thelv 
own  money.  To-day  they  have  managed 
to  force  the  government  to  come  before 
parliament  with  a  measure  which  ensures 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  immense  advantages 
without  reciprocal  advantages  to  the  conn- 
try.  What  Is  the  object  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
in  wishing  to  tie  up  to  their  system  the 
traffic  of  the  Northwest  ?  We  must  ascer- 
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tain  for  ourselves,  because,  as  Mr.  Smithers 
told  in  his  first  sentence,  tbey  bare  not 
proclaimed  all  their  reasons  and  policies  on 
the  housetops.  But  we  may  surmise  that 
It  IB  with  tbe  view  of  advancing  tbe  In- 
terests of  tiielr  lines  and  Insure  dividends  to 
tbeir  sbarebolders.  At  present,  as  told  by 
my  hon.  friend  from  Westmoreland,  tbey 
are  engaged  in  negotiations  by  wliich  an 
outlet  for  their  western  system,  when  built, 
will  be  insured,  through  American  lines,  ttie 
old  eastern  system,  not  to  Canadian  ports, 
however,  but  to  their  own  Portland  port 
thus  depriving  tbe  Canadian  channels  and 
ports  of  their  legitimate  share  in  that  west- 
ern traffic. 

Again,  I  say  let  the  Grand  Tmnk  do  tb^ 
best  to  Increase  their  revenue  and  dividend^ 
but  If  tbey  are  1»  take  only  tbeir  own  hi- 
terest  to  heart,  let  them  do  so  at  their  own 
risk  and  expense,  as  any  other  commercial 
enterprise  Is  allowed  to  do,  and  let  Canada 
take  also  Its  own  view  of  tbe  matter  and 
refrain  from  helping  others  to  hamper  Oait- 
adlan  trade. 

Another  object  disclosed  In  the  remarks  of 

Mx.  Smithers  Is  th£  defeating  of  other 
schemes.    What  are  they  T 

Amongst  other  schemes  which  the  Grand 
Trunk  wants  to  defeat  must  t>e  : — 
Ist.  The  Intercolonial  itself,  which  Mr. 

Blair  contemplated  extending  west ; 

2nd.  The  Trans-Canada  Railway,  which 
seems  to  be  tbe  best  and  tbe  shortest  ronte 
eastern  seaports  to  tbe  extreme  west- 
ern seaports. 

3rd.  The  Canadian  Northern,  which  Is 
pushed  forward  with  a  commendable  spirit 
of  enterprise  by  Messrs.  Mackenzie  &  Maun. 

Right  here,  I  may  observe  how  Inaccurate 
Is  the  statement  of  those  who  speak  of  the 
present  scheme  as  offering  us  a  second 
transccmtinental  line.  It  will  be  rather  tbe 
third  one.  For  at  present  Messrs.  Macken- 
zie &  Mann  are  constructing  their  line  xrett- 
ward,  and  tbey  expect  to  be  by  next  fall  not 
very  far  from  Edmonton,  if  tbey  have  not 
already  reached  that  point  then. 

These  are,  very  likely,  some  of  the 
schemes  that  the  Grand  Trunk  wants  to  de- 
feat, and  consequent  on  tbe  defeat  of  sncb 
schemes,  the  chances  for  their  line  and  tbe 
development  of  thetr  business  would  be  en- 
lianced  proportionally. 
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I  do  not  thiuk  that  such  a  policy  should 
ia-  the  policy  of  any  ot  our  large  railway 
corporations,  but  let  us  find  no  fault  with 
the  Grand  Trunk  in  this  Instance.  It  re- 
mains to  be  said  that  our  goTernment,  at 
Itfast,  should  not  be  found  In  the  posltlou 
uf  being  a  partner  in  such  a  policy.  If.  for 
Uie  sake  of  argument,  we  can  auume  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  should  wish  to  defeat  those 
Canadiau  schemes,  I  fail  to  understand  why 
•Mr  own  gorernment  should  help  them  in 
doing  BO. 

Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  let  us  refer  to  tbe 
time  allowed  for  the  construction  of  the 
road.  I  bare  already  said  that  the  west- 
ern part  of  the  country  requires  Immediate 

transportation  facilities.  In  the  case  of 
the  Canadiau  Pacific,  it  was  built,  the 
whole  of  it,  within  five  years.  Now,  the 
<;i-and  Truult  Is  to  be  nllow^ed  eight  years 
for  the  construction  of  its  line,  Including 
the  prairie  section.  There  is  no  doubt  that 
tbe  road  will  not  be  completed  previous  to 
the  expiration  of  those  elpht  years.  The 
Grand  Trunk  has  no  intereac  In  the  ^eedy 
completion  of  the  road.  On  the  contrary, 
the]-  have  a  considerable  Interest  to  take 
tlie  whole  eight  years.  At  the  meeting  of 
the  shareholders  in  London,  Mr.  Hays  said  : 

The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Is  not  going  to  be 
called  upon  under  Its  guarantee  tor  one  cent  for 
eight  years  after  this  enterprise  Is  started — 
after  tbe  construction  of  the  line  Is  commenced 
—the  cost  of  the  line  during  construction  being 
added  to  capital  and  provided  out  of  capital,  and 
the  securities  which  the  Grand  Trunk  will 
guarantee  will  not  be  issued  for  eight  years. 

This  quotation  is  amjily  sufficient  to  Justi- 
fy the  statement  I  made  a  moment  ago, 
viz..  that  the  construction  of  the  road  will 
be  extended  over  the  full  eight  years.  In 
fact  tbe  contract  itself  is  an  invitation, 
and  even  a  reward  for  that  extension  of 
time  In  the  construction  of  the  road.  The 
government  will  provide  for  both  capital 
and  interest  during  that  period.  Then  the 
longer  tbe  period  of  construction  Is,  the 
better  It  will  be  for  the  financial  advantage 
of  the  promoters  of  this  enterprise.  And  so, 
while  the  interest  of  these  gentlemen  will 
be  served,  the  interest  of  the  country  will 
be  neglected. 

Then,  what  1b  the  position  ?  This  parlla- 
meot  Is  about  to  authorlEe  tbe  construction 
of  railways  at  the  total  expense,  as  It  were, 
of  the  people,  with  tbe  result  that  no  Im- 
mediate relief  will  be  given  to  tbe  trade  of 
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the  west ;  with  the  result  also,  that  when 
built,  the  new  railway  will  be  a  strong 
competitor  to  lines  already  in  operation,  and 
which  had  a  reasonable  expectation  that  no 
other  road  should  be  rushed  through  the 
territory  served  by  them,  at  least  for  a 
cwtain  number  of  years,  on  account  of  tbe 
large  capital  Inrested  therein. 

For  perhaps  a  thousand  miles  or  more,  tbe 
new  transcontinental  railway  will  run  par- 
allel to  the  existing  lines,  and  sometimes 
run  Just  between  theif  systems.  Tbat  is 
for  the  west.  As  for  the  east,  it  will  ruin- 
the  trade  which  now  goes  to  the  Intercol- 
onial; It  will  defeat  the  maritime  provinces 
in  their  wish  to  build  up  a  trade  for  tbelr 
ports ;  on  the  whole  it  will  divert  the  na- 
tional trade  from  Canadian  channels,  from 
Canadian  cities  and  ports.  It  will  put  oft 
for  many  years  to  come  the  reduction  of 
transportation  routes,  and  thereby  prevent 
for  many  years  to  come  the  reduction  of 
freight  rates  on  all  kluds  of  goods,  thereby 
again  imposing  upon  tbe  people  at  large 
heavy. taxes,  which,  though  Indirectly  paid, 
by  way  of  big^i  rates  to  transportation  com- 
panies, are,  nevertheless,  a  burden  which 
it  is  our  duty  to  alleviate  as  promptly  and 
as  much  as  possible. 

And  nil  that  at  the  cost  of  an  enormous 
e.vpendlture  by  the  country,  with  the  pros- 
pect of  having  thrown  upon  the  hands  of 
tbe  uoniinion  a  few  years  hence  the  lean 
imrt  of  tbe  route,  and  not  only  tbat,  but 
also  branch  lines  constructed  by  this  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  and  afterwards  abandoned 
by  them  on  account  of  their  unremunerative 
character.  As  a  set-off  to  that,  we  are 
offered  a  doubtful  three  per  cent  on  piirt  of 
our  outlays,  the  amount  of  which  cannot 
lie  determined  at  present.  I  sny  a  doubt- 
ful three  i>er  cent,  because  we  may  find  our- 
selves In  the  future  In  the  same  position 
that  we  are  how  In  with  regard  to  the  Grand 
'I'runk :  that  is,  with  a  nice  asset  upon  one 
|)nge  of  our  books,  but  also  with  a  corres- 
liondinj;  debt  upon  the  page  opposite — that 
is,  with  a  legitimate  claim  with  no  expec- 
tation of  being  recouiied. 

N;>w,  under  such  circumstances,  Is  It  a 
wonder  that  the  people  should  pause  before 
going  headway  Into  such  a  scheme  ?  Is  It 
n  wonder  that  some  public  men  who  bad 
lM>en  up  to  the  present,  and  are  still  on  prln- 
cil'Ie.  opposed  to  government  ownership, 
should  be  willing  to  undertake  tbe  constrnc- 
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tlon  of  the  proposed  railway  line  as  a  gov- 
ernment work  ? 

The  fact  Is  that  ttals  measure  of  the  gov- 
eminent  plnces  the  country  face  to  face 
with  government  ownership,  and  places  It 
In  its  worst  form.  We  have  already  the 
Intercolonial.  We  are  going  to  build  at  our 
expense  an  extension  of  over  a  thousand 
miles  up  to  Winnipeg.  We  will  own  practi- 
cally a  line  extending  on  half  the  distance 
t>etween  the  two  ocenas.  Is  not  this  al- 
ready extensive  government  ownership,  but 
government  ownership  on  the  less  paying 
pnrt  of  that  new  transcontinental,  which, 
moreover,  will  be  a  competlttTe  line  for  oar 
old  Intercolonial  ? 

Now,  what  to  the  object  of  the  Grand 
TruntE  In  going  Into  that  enterprise.  It  Is 
to  tie  up  the  traffic  of  the  west  to  their 
railway  system.  Mr.  Hays  said  to  the 
shareholders  of  the  Grand  Trunk  that  their 
dividends  were  not  secure  unless  the  Grand 
Trunk  obtained  access  to  the  west. 

May  we  not  say  the  same  thing  about  the 
Intercolonial  ?  Let  us  give  to  the  Inter- 
colonial access  to  the  west,  and  deficits  will 
be  changed  Into  dividends  for  the  country. 
If  the  Grand  Trunk  refuse  to  build  the 
eastern  part  of  the  road,  It  is  because  they 
feel  it  will  be  unproductive  for  a  number 
of  years.  On  the  other  hand.  If  they  con- 
sent to  build  the  western  ■  section,  It  la  be- 
cause tbey  feel  It  will  at  once  pay  tbem  to 
do  so.  Well,  what  is  good  for  the  Grand 
Trunk  should  be  good  for  the  country  also. 

Since  we  must  commit  the  country  to  the 
building  of  that  route,  let  the  government 
build  the  whole  road,  not  the  worst  part  of 
It  only.  By  having  the  government  con- 
struct and  own  the  line,  there  would  be  ad- 
vantage In  many  ways  with  regard  to  the 
material  aspect  of  the  scheme. 

For  instance,  the  Grand  Trunk  Is  not 
bound  to  complete  the  road  before  eight 
years,  and  it  Is  In  the  interest  of  the  Grand 
Tmnk  that  the  building  of  the  road  Btaould 
extend  through  the  full  eight  years.  Not 
BO  with  the  government.  The  govemment 
would  push  the  construction  as  fast  as  possi- 
ble, and  we  could  have  the  road  completed 
within  four  or  five  years. 

A  saving  of  money  could  be  realized  by  the 
fact  that  the  bonds  issued  direct  by  the  gov- 
ernment would  realize  a  higher  price  on  the 
market  than  the  bonds  issued  by  the  com- 
pany, though  goaranteed  by  the  government. 
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I'ive  i)er  cent  might  be  saved  In  this  way  on 
the  round  sum  to  be  floated  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  road.  And  then  again,  the 
cost  of  the  construction  of  the  road  In  the 
prairie  section  Is  placed  at  $25,000  a  mile  and 
in  the  mountain  section  at  more  than  that 
Men  of  practical  experience  are  of  oplnioo 
that  $12,000  or  $15,000  can  build  the  toad 
In  the  prairies.  Under  the  present  arnmge* 
ment  the  company  Is  autborlzed  to  place 
on  the  market  enough  bonds,  bearing  tbe 
government  guarantee,  to  realize  three- 
fourths  of  the  cost  price  fixed  by  tbe  com- 
pany In  the  mountain  section.  As  It  stands 
at  present,  the  arrangement  does  not  pre- 
clude manipulation  In  the  placing  of  thue 
securities  on  the  market  And  there  is 
scope  for  manipulation.  And  If  there  Is,  tbe 
ultimate  cost  of  the  road  must  be  higher 
than  It  Is  anticipated.  By  government  hnild- 
lug  and  controlling,  through  an  lndq>aident 
and  expert  commission,  the  very  reverse  of 
what  I  have  Just  described  might  be  secured. 

But  there  are  other  considerations  worthy 
of  our  attention  In  tbe  solution  of  this  pn- 
blem. 

E}ven  If  it  were  not  to  cost  less  to  tte 
country  by  its  being  butlt  by  the  govern- 
ment rather  than  by  the  company,  tbere 
would  be  some  advantage  derived  not  to 
be  Ignored  In  this  debate.  Apart  troa^ 
putting  on  a  good  financial  basis  an  im- 
protitable  asset  of  tlie  government.  I  meao 
the  Intercolonial,  It  would  be  the  best  way 
of  regulating  freight  rates,  which  is  of  pri- 
mary Importance  for  our  farmers  and  trad- 
ers. Legislation  on  tbis  matter  can  hardly 
be  relied  on.  Action  by  some  Interested 
lines  Is  what  brings  more  effectually  the 
desired  results. 

In  tbe  second  place  higher  Interests  would 
be  served. 

The  question  of  contributing  to  tbe  de- 
fense of  the  empire  is  now  agitated.  Can- 
ada does  not  refuse  to  do  Its  share  ;  but  ve 
must  be  left  free  to  choose  our  own  vay  of 
doing  it.  The  construction  of  this  hlgti- 
way  by  the  government  would  be  a  most 
Important  contribution  on  our  part  to  that 
policy,  by  giving  to  the  provinces,  the  colon- 
les  and  Great  Britain  a  new  connectiDg 
link,  and  a  good  military  road,  national  in 
Its  character.  We  cannot  say  as  mnch  of 
the  scbeme  that  Is  before  us  at  present 

Thus,  instead  of  a  combination  of  gorerS' 
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meat  and  private  corporation  owDersblp, 
one  partner  of  wblcta  is  bound  to  look  first 
at  his  own  interest  and  to  divert  the  trade 
to  American  channels  and  seaports  and  all 
that  at  the  expense  of  the  country,  let  vs 
bare  the  entire  ownership  of  the  road  In 
order  to  assure  onr  trade  to  Canadian  chan- 
nels and  seaports  and  to  serve,  at  the  same 
time,  the  general  Interest  of  the  empire. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  shall  not  attempt  to 
follow  the  hon.  gentleman  iu  all  he  has  saia 
with  regard  to  the  position  which  he  and 
his  party  have  taken  on  this  subject-  1 
shall  only  allude  to  one  or  two  things  to 
which  he  made  special  reference.  The  first 
thing  he  said  was  *  why  call  this  Trans- 
continental railway  a  national  railway.'  I 
want  to  tell  him  that  it  Is  to  distinguish  11 
from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  because 
It  Is  a  national  railway,  and  runs  through 
the  Dominion,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pa- 
cific, all  the  way  through  Canadian  territory. 
It  is  not  iilie  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
which  runs  through  the  states  of  Maine, 
Michigan.  Minnesota  and  Dakota.  The 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  is  not  an  in- 
ternational railway;  It  Is  a  Canadian  national 
highway.  Then  the  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  the  Conservative  party  bad  for  the 
last  number  of  years— in  fact  ever  since 
the  defeat  of  the  Mackenzie  government — 
to  rectify  the  errors  of  the  Mackenzie  gov- 
ernment Did  any  one  In  a  public  place 
like  the  Senate  of  Canada  ever  hear  of  such 
rubbish  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Oh,  oh. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  use  the  word  ad- 
visedly. If  the  Conservative  party  had  fol- 
lowed the  advice  of  Mr.  Mackenzie  there 
would  have  been  no  need  for  another  trans- 
continental railway  for  the  next  25  years.  I 
am  glad  to  see — and  I  am  aorry  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie did  not  live  to  see  it — that  the  very 
policy  inaugurated  by  the  Mackenzie  gov- 
ernment is  being  carried  out  in  the  new 
railway  bnllt  In  the  Northwest,  Manitoba 
and  British  Columbia  on  the  line  laid  out  bj 
Mr.  Fleming  25  years  ago.  That  is  the 
route  that  is  being  covered  by  the  Mac- 
kenzie and  Mann  railway,  and  partly  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  The  blunder  was 
committed  by  the  Conservative  govern- 
ment in  leaving  the  line  laid  out  by  the 
Mackenzie  government  and  adopting  one 
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from  Indian  Head,  400  miles,  through  an 
alkali  bed  where  you  conld  no  more  expect 
wheat  to  grow  than  on  the  table  of  this 
House.  Then  instead  of  going  t>y  the 
Yellow  dead  Pass,  a  pass  over  two  miles 
wide,  they  went  through  anotber  part  of  th« 
Rocky  mountains,  and  I  want  to  say  for 
the  credit  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
that  while  it  is  a  very  costly  undertaking 
to  maintain  and  guard  the  safety  of  pas- 
sengers going  through  the  passes  of  the 
Uocky  mountains,  every  mile  of  railway 
from  Calgary  to  near  Vancouver  Is  guard- 
ed by  a  man  watching  the  track.  That  Is 
not  the  kind  of  a  railway  that  would  have 
been  bnllt  by  the  Mackenzie  government 
The  Yellow  Head  Pass  Is  two  miles  wide, 
the  grades  are  easy,  the  altitudes  being 
less  as  you  go  ffirther  north.  There  would 
have  been  no  fear  of  land  slides  In  the 
Yellow  Head  Pass.  Yet  the  hon.  gentleman 
says  the  Conservative  party  have  been  since 
1878  rectifying  the  mistakes  of  the  Mac- 
kenzie government. 

He  said  also  that  the  cost  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  will  be  excessive.  Did  he 
ever  stop  to  figure  out  wRat  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  cost  t  be  people  of  the 
country  ?  If  lie  Ims-  not  done  so,  let  me  tell 
him  that  Instead  of  the  road  being  built  in 
live  years,  as  he  told  the  House,  it  took 
eleven  years  to  build,  and  150  miles  of  that 
line  was  constructed,  not  by  the  Canadian 
I'aclflc  Railway  Company,  but  by  the 
Dominion  government,  and  banded  to 
the  company.  In  other  words  the  gov- 
verument  built  for  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Knilway  a  property  which  cost  $37,- 
000.000,  and  in  addition  to  that  gave 
tliem  25.000,000  acres  of  land  which 
to-day  Is  worth  from  $2.50  to  $5  an  acre. 
Averaging  its  value  per  acre  at  $2.50  and 
adding  the  $35,000,000  in  cash,  yon  get  the 
round  sum  of  $123,000,000.  spent  by  the 
Conservative  government  In  covering  np 
the  mistakes  of  the  Mackenzie  government 
and  yet  Canadian  people  do  not  own  one 
inch  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  have 
no  control  of  its  rates,  and  never  had  any 
control  of  its  rates,  and  if  there  Is  any 
control  now,  It  is  since  the  Laurler  govem- 
inent  came  into  power.  When  they  bnllt 
the  Crow's  Nest  Pass  Line  the  government 
made  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  rates 
amenabia  to  the  parliament  of  Canada. 
So  much  tor  the  mismanagement  which 
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the  hou.  gentleman  saya  occurred  under 
the  Liberal  sovernment,  and  wtalcb  It  bas 
taken  tbe  Conservative  party  tbese  years 
to  rectify.  I  want  to  say  a  word  wltb 
regard  to  the  vote  I  propose  to  take,  and 
my  iKtsltion  In  this  House.  The  names  of 
my  hon.  friends  from  Toronto  (Hon.  Mr.  Cox) 
and  myself  -were  associated  with  the  original 
Bill  that  came  before  parliament  last  year, 
as  provisional  directors.  I  felt  that  If  it 
should  In  any  way  interfere  wltb  tbe  in- 
dependence of  parliament,  as  represented 
in  tbe  criticisms  offered  In  the  other  Honse 
by  Mr.  Haggart  and  other  members  of  the 
loyal  opposition  who  are  always  opposed 
to  everything  this  government  does  because 
they  do  everything  so  well— and  I  might  say 
tbe  same  tihing  of  the  opposition  in  this 
House— when  tbey  took  exception  to  Mr. 
Cox  and  myself  being  on  the  board,  I  felt 
It  incumbent  on  me  to  see  Mr.  Hays  on  the 
subject  and  give  him  my  persona!  as- 
surance that  I  should  be  glad  to  be  relieved 
of  the  position;  that  I  wanted  to  mniiitiiiii 
my  position  as  an  independent  member. 

I  aui  not  going  to  follow  the  debates  in 
this  House,  because  there  has  been  so  much 
said  with  regard  to  the  i-ailway  from  so 
many  different  standpoints  that  I  thought 
perhaps,  as  one  having  some  slight  ex- 
perience in  railway  matters,  having  been 
connected  with  railways  for  the  last  35 
yo;ii-s.  tlifit  I  misht  know  something  of  the 
pivsent  state  of  tlio  railway  system  as 
compared  with  its  state  35  years  ago.  Let 
me  assure  my  hon.  friends,  If  the  Canadian 
raciflc  Railway  were  to  be  built  to-day, 
the  mistakes  of  the  Mackenzie  government, 
whicb  my  bou.  friend  speaks  about,  would 
not  be  made.  If  Sir  William  Van  Home  or 
Sir  Thomas  Shaughnessy  had  the  building 
of  It,  not  one  mile  of  the  Canadian  Pacilic 
Railway  would  be  constructed  where  it  is 
located  at  the  present  time.  Everybody 
knows,  who  knows  anything  about  railway 
building,  that  In  the  present  day  and  un- 
der scientific  principles,  the  railway  that 
is  to  pay,  tbe  railway  of  tbe  future,  must 
have  the  minimum  of  grades  and  maximum 
curvatures.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  this  railway  running  through  an  un- 
known land.  I  was  very  glad  the  other 
night  to  hear  the  admirable  speech  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lanaudl&re 
(Hon.  Mr.  Casgratn),  who  has  taken  a  great 
deal  of  pains  to  get  information  with  re- 
Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


gard  to  the  surveys  and  the  general  chu- 
acter  of  the  line,  tbe  standard  of  grades  and 
curvatures.  The  prluclpa)  eritlcism  of  ttalt 
project  is  that  the  country  through  whidi 
tlie  Hue  is  to  run  is  not  known,  and  because 
it  is  not  known,  of  course  It  must  be  bad 
from  the  opposition  standpoint.  Now,  we 
have  not  very  far  to  go  for  an  lliustratioD 
of  what  can  be  done  on  a  line  with  easy 
grades  and  curvatures.  Right  in  the 
neighbourhood  where  my  hon.  friend  from 
St.  .^.lomas  comes  from,  there  are  two  rail- 
ways  running  near  each  other,  the  Canada 
Southern,  which  is  operated  by  the  -Michigan 
Central,  and  the  loop  line  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  within  a  stone's  throw  of  It 
In  the  case  of  the  Canada  Soathern,  thej 
bare  spent  a  large  amount  of  money  on  Its 
engineering,  more  than  has  been  spent  on 
any  otlier  railway  in  Canada,  and  what  hu 
been  the  result?  On  tbe  Canada  Southern 
they  found  two  stretches  of  ninety  miles 
each,  with  only  one  curve  and  one  grade, 
and  yet  alongside  of  it  another  railway, 
similarly  situated,  but  not  so  well  located, 
running  through  the  same  counties,  on 
which  there  are  more  unfavourable  gradw 
and  curvatures.  On  the  Canada  Southern 
Railway  in  the  old  days,  it  is  well  known 
to  railway  men  that  a  single  engine  of  tbe 
minimum  power  of  that  day  could  bnnl 
sixty  loaded  cars.  To-day,  I  am  Infonned 
by  the  hon.  member  from  St  Thomas,  that 
he  has  himself  counted  a  train  hauled  by 
a  bij?  mogul  engine,  of  eighty  loaded  ears, 
and  if  a  single  engine  can  haul  such  a 
train  over  the  Canada  Southern,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  show  they  will  haul  100  empty  cars. 
Now  that  is  the  class  of  railway  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Intends  to  build,  as  the 
Tninscontinental  rallwa.v,  and  It  will  com- 
Itoto  successfully  with  any  other  railway  not 
built  uj)  to  that  standard.  Notwithstanding 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  St.  Boniface  (Hon.  Mr.  Bei-nler).  who 
claims  that  the  water  route  is  cheaper  than 
an  all-rnll  route,  I  want  to  tell  him  If  there 
are  any  canals  Intervening,  whether  tboe 
are  tolls  on  them  or  not  the  railway  can 
bent  the  canal  for  the  carrying  of  grain, 
and  I  will  give  blm  proof  of  It :  In  the 
state  of  New  York,  the  Erie  canal  runs  from 
Buffalo  to  Albany.  It  Is  a  ditch  only  six 
feet  deep,  and  yet  for  years  and  years.  It 
has  oeen  the  grain  route  from  Buffalo  dovn 
to  Albany  and  to  the  sea-board.    An  ap- 
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propriation  was  sought  for  In  the  United 
States  to  enlarge  -the  Erie  canal.  The  Xew 
York  Central  peoifle  said  If  yon  will  give  us 
tbe  Interest  of  the  money  that  the  gOTern- 
ment  are  asked  to  spend  In  the  enlargement 
of  the  Erie  canal,  we  will  carry  every 
pound  of  grain  from  Buffalo  to  tbe  aea-board 
free,  showing  conclusively  that  the  railways 
oDce  properly  constructed  and  equipped,  as 
tbis  railroad  will  be  t^m  Winnipeg  to 
Quebec  can  successfully  compete  with  the 
water  routes.  I  venture  my  reputatloD  as 
a  practical  railway  man  that  this  railway, 
under  the  conditions  I  bare  named,  can 
carry  jrrain  from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec  for 
leas  money  than  It  can  be  carried  from 
Winnipeg  to  the  sea-board  by  the  rail  and 
water  route,  whether  you  go  down  to  De- 
pot Harbour  and  take  the  Canada  Atlantic 
Ballway  there,  or  go  through  tbe  Welland 
canaL  Some  years  ago,  in  discussing  this 
Tery  transportation  qnestion  with  Mr.  Hays, 
ooe  of  tbe  ablest  railway  men  In  ttali^ 
country,  he  satd  if  tbe  government  will  give 
me  as  much  money  to  ease  the  grades  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  as  tbey  have 
^nt  in  enlarging  the  canals,  I  will  carry 
an  the  grain  from  Port  Colbourne  to  Mont- 
real for  less  money  than  It  can  be  carried 
by  water. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Has  not  the  state 
of  New  York  voted  ¥100,000,00  to  deepen 
tbe  Erie  canal  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Quite  so,  but  that  does 
not  affect  the  statement  I  made,  that  the 
New  York  Central  people  offered  to  take  the 
Interest— not  tbe  capital  but  the  interest 

yearly,  of  the  outlay  upon  the  enlargement 
of  tbe  Erie  canal  for  carrying  every  pound 
of  grain  free  from  Buffalo  to  New  York 
by  rail.  I  am  substantiating  that  by  a 
statement  made  to  myself  personally  by 
Ux.  Hays,  that  he  was  prepared,  with  the 
same  gradients  as  we  propose  to  have  on 
tlie  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  to  carry  grain 
by  rail  as  cheaply  as  it  can  be  carried  by 
■water. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-The  barley  that  Is 
used  in  the  state  of  New  York,  about  sixty 
miles  from  where  I  lire.  Is  brought  from 
California  by  ship  from  San  Francisco, 
tauied  at  New  York  and  carried  by  rail  to 
8arat(«a  and  Syracuse.  Tbe  Trans- 
continental railways  do  not  bring  any  of 
that  How  could  that  possibly  pay  if  tbe 
lion,  gentleman's  position  is  correct  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSOX— I  liave  seen  the 
very  same  thing  myself  in  tbe  city  of  Vic- 
toria ;  a  vessel  taking  ont  coal  to  British 
Columbia  and  selling  It  at  a  profit  and 
bringing  a  cargo  back. 

Some  members  of  the  opposition  have  ad- 
vocated the  extension  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  westward  as  against  the  projected 
National  Transcontinental  Railway.  It  is 
rutber  peculiar  to  bear  these  hon.  gentle- 
men advocating  tbe  extension  of  tbe  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  when,  during  all  tbe 
years  they  were  In  power,  tbey  never  took 
the  trouble  to  extend  it  west  of  Levis;  Tbey 
left  it  six  miles  from  nowhere,  and  when 
Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier'a  government  came  Into 
power,  and  advocated  the  exftenalon'  -of 
the  line  Into  Montreal,  every  Tory  in  the 
House  of  Commons  but  one  howled  until  he 
was  black  in  the  face.  I  claim  that  was 
one  of  the  best  propositiona  tbe  Intercolonial 
Railway  man^ement  ever  made,  bnt,  not- 
withstanding that,  the  physical  conditions 
of  the  ^road  are  such  that  the  government 
would  be  Justified  in  building  a  line  from 
Quebec  to  Moncton  regardless  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  because  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  wns  never  built  on  business  prin- 
ciples, and  never  was  conducted  by  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  on  business  principles. 
I  can  tell  my  bon.  friends  interested 
in  the  mnrltime  provinces  tbat  the  coal 
barons  of  Nora  Scotia  used  to  get  tlieir 
coal  carried  to  Moncton  and  otber  points  for 
}  cents  per  mile,  when  If  cost  tbe 
government  5-10  cents  per  mile  for  carry- 
ing it  Tbe  tax-payers  of  this  country 
were  mulct  In  order  to  benefit  tbe  coal 
baroDS  of  tbe  maritime  provinces.  No 
doubt  these  gentlemen  would  like  to  see 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  extended.  They 
had  their  families  and  friendp  carried  every- 
where for  a  mere  trifle.  It  was  no  wonder 
tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  was  a  failure 
under  Mr.  Hnggart,  and  under  a  far  abler 
man,  Mr.  Blnlr,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  the  road  Is  flrst-class,  and  Its  equip- 
ment good.  But  what  was  the  position 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ?  And  here 
was  one  mistake  at  all  events  that  was  not 
made  by  the  Mackenzie  government  and 
had  to  be  covered  up.  What  was  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  when 
Mr.  Blair  took  hold  of  it  ?  Tbe  agents  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  dare  not  ask  tbe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  for  a  pound  of 
freight  for  their  line.    They  were  handicap- 
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ped  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  had 
runnlDg  rights  over  it  until  Mr.  Blair  came 
In  and  fought  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
to  a  finish.  The  opposition  propose  to  extend 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  over  the  Booth 
road  and  thence  northward,  following  the 
Lake  Shore  and  on  Winnipeg.  My  hon. 
friend  Iinows  the  north  shore  better  than 
I  do,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  neither  Sir 
William  Van  Home  nor  Sir  Thomas 
Shaughnessy  would  build  one  mile 
along  the  noiili  shore  in  the  same 
locality,  If  they  had  the  power  to 
change  the  line:  and  they  would, have 
been  only  too  glad  If  they  could  have  sold 
that  portion  of  the  road  to  the  Dominion 
of  Canada  to  form  a  part  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  Would  we  have  been  opening  a 
new  part  of  the  territory  ?  Would  we  have 
been  relieving  the  constituents  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  St.  Boniface  by  extending  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  to  Winnipeg  ?  What 
the  people  of  this  country  want  Is  a  new 
railway,  built  iuto  a  new  section  of  the 
country,  in  order  to  develop  Canada  as  Can- 
ada requires  to  be  developed.  In  the  past, 
the  railways  sought  the  population  ;  to-day 
the  population  seetcs  the  railway,  and  they 
will  not  go  Into  a  new  section  unless  they 
have  railway  accommodation.  Ixiok  at  the 
millions  of  dollars  worth  of  valuable  timber 
destroyed  in  the  older  portions  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario — millions  ui>on  millions  of 
valuable  merchantable  timber.  If  the  farm- 
ers of  Ontario  bad  saved  one-fourth  of  the 
timber  and  had  only  cleared  one-fourth  the 
land  they  would  have  beeu  better  off  than 
they  are  to-day.  Why  did  they  destroy  the 
timber  ?  They  bad  to  clear  the  laud,  and 
they  could  not  sell  the  timber.  There  was 
no  railway  to  carry  It  away,  and  consequent- 
ly they  joineil  together  and  destroyed  this 
valuable  asset  of  the  province.  Now,  what 
would  be  the  case  with  this  uew  railway  '! 
it  would  open  up  uew  territory,  develop 
water  powers  and  very  valuable  timber  and 
mining  areas,  and  the  products  will  either 
be  brought  out  by  that  railway,  or  manu- 
facturing industries  will  be  established 
along  the  line  to  make  the  raw  material  a 
merchantable  article  ;  yet  my  hon.  friend 
opposite  desires  simply  to  extend  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  and  not  to  build  the  new 
railway,  and  my  hon.  friend  from  St.  Bonl- 
bice  asks  the  question,  why  should  this  be 
Hod.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


called  a  national  railway  ?  It  Is  national  Id 
every  sense  of  the  word,  because  it  Is  nation- 
al from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  bat  not 
a  foot  of  it.  goes  to  the  United  States  terri- 
tory. My  hon.  friend  from  de  Lanaudltre 
has  given  us  the  distance  between  Winnipeg 
and  Quebec  as  being  some  1,400  miles. 
When  I  came  here  some  35  years  ago,  the 
standard  of  a  locomotive  was  20  cars  and 
20  miles  an  hour.  What  are  they  doing  to- 
day ?  Four  hundred  tons  was  the  running 
capacity  of  a  locomotive.  To-day  the  stand- 
ard train  is  40  cars  40  miles  an  hour  carry- 
ing fifteen  hundred  to  two  thousand  tons- 
four  or  five  times  more  than  the  capacity 
tUirty-flve  years  ago.  What  does  that  mean? 
It  means  that  a  ship  load  is  brought  by  one 
engineer  and  train  crew— one  conductor,  act* 
his  two  brakemen — four  or  five  times  more 
than  was  done  twenty-five  years  ago,  and 
done  in  half  the  time.  Allowing  the  time 
for  changing  of  engines,  for  relays  of  cars 
and  everything  else,  and  give  them  20  mllra 
an  hour  from  Winnipeg  to  Quebec,  a  train 
will  land  wheat  from  the  farmers'  elevator 
at  Winnipeg,  In  Quebec  in  seventy  lioon 
alongside  of  the  steamship  In  the  summer 
time.  I  was  standing  quite  recently  at  one 
of  the  railway  stations  of  the  Grand  TrunI: 
Railway  when  a  conductor  brought  In  his 
train.  He  went  in  to  get  his  orders.  He 
came  off  a  branch  line.  He  was  asked  by 
a  passenger  to  give  his  tonnage  to  the  tele- 
grapher. His  tonnage  was  1,0S5  tons  ot 
coal.  He  was  not  asked  how  many  curs 
he  had.  My  hon.  friends  who  atgue  against 
this  railway  tcaget  that  under  modern  con- 
ditions a  train  of  the  new  line  of  railway 
will  carry  twice  as  much  as  the  rail- 
ways ■  of  twenty  years  ago,  for  linlt 
the  money,  and  the  railway  can 
that  while  the  rates  are  competitive  and 
there  may  be  no  difference  between  tbe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  after  the  two  roads  are  in 
operation.  There  will  be  competition  lo 
time  and  delivery,  and  the  railway  that 
takes  the  freight  to  the  eea-board  in  the 
least  time,  and  makes  prompt  delivery  will 
get  the  work.  Not  very  long  ago  there  was 
a  race  to  catch  the  outgoing  Allan  steamer. 
A  train  load  was  ready  to  leave  Chicago, 
and  twen^-Blx  hours  after  It  left  Chicago 
It  was  alongside  of  the  steamer  In  Montreal, 
brought  down  by  the  Grand  Trunk,  and  let 
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me  say  that  tbis  was  done  before  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  was  double  tracked  eltber  between 
Chicago  and  Port  Huron  or  Port  Huron  and 
UoD^ai.  My  bon.  friend  wbo  leads  the 
Imposition,  and  I  hope  be  will  for  many 
years  oeenpy  tbat  position,  for  there  is  no 
man  I  admire  more,  knows,  because  it  is 
in  his  own  iocallty.  tbat  If  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  when  originally  built,  had 
been  as  carefully  constructed,  and  run  un- 
der tbe  same  conditions  It  has  been  by  Mr. 
Hars  since  be  became  manager,  it  would 
never  have  bad  a  competitor  in  tbls  sec- 
tion of  the  country.  At  Trenton,  west  of 
Belleville,  I  bad  the  pleasure  of  putting  in 
a  bridge  tliere  where  the  gradient  was 
raised  20  feet,  and  a  hill  cut  down  12  feet 
making  a  difference  of  32  feet  At  this 
point  for  30  years  an  engine  bad  beer. 

ronning  nlgbt  and  day  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
did  that  cost  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— An  engine  had  been 
mnnlng  there  from  the  opening  of  tbe  road, 
for  the  purpose  ot  doubling  up  the  trains, 
at  a  cost  of  some  $10,000  a  year  to  tbe 
company.  They  cut  down  the  grade  12 
feet  and  filled  np  the  hollow  20  feet  and 
bailed  the  station  out  of  sight  I-.ast  year 
they  opened  2T  miles  of  railway  entirely, 
went  through  a  ravine,  filled  in  a  cut  of  12 
feet  deep,  put  in  culverts  250  feet  long,  and 
cut  down  grades  here  and  there  until  they 
bad  practically  a  level  road  between  Scar- 
borough and  the  city  of  Montreal — an  easy 
grade  all  tbe  way.  The  day  will  come 
perhaps  when  they  may  have  to  go  round  by 
tbe  Lake  Shore  to  get  easy  access  to  tbe 
city  of  Toronto.  I  am  only  speaking  about 
the  physical  conditions  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
as  it  was.  With  the  experience  these  men 
have  had,  with  the  remarkable  condition 
they  found  the  road  in,  witb  the  altera- 
tions that  have  taken  place,  with  the  knowl- 
edge they  possess,  with  all  tbe  disadvantages 
they  had  to  fight,  they  will  now  be  in  a 
[>osition  to  obviate  all  these  difficulties  In 
building  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  I  venture 
to  say  that  with  the  experience  they  have 
had— and  I  hope  we  sball  all  live  to  see  It 
and  have  a  ride  over  the  road — they  will 
be  delighted  with  the  conditions  under  which 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  will  be  buUt.  I 
want  to  feel  {voiid  that  Canada  requires 
another  transcontinental  railway— proud  of 


the  government  tbat  is  able  to  cope  with 
the  conditions  of  the  country  at  this  par- 
ticular time,  and  glad  tbat  the  government 
are  far-seeing  enough  and  courageous 
enough  to  open  up  a  new  section  of  country, 
rather  than  asK  for  the  extension  of  a  rail- 
way which  has  been  an  acknowledged 
failure  under  both  political  parties  from  Ita 
inception  up  to  tbe  present  moment. 

And  I  for  one  am  delighted  to  know  tbat 
tbe  bon.  leader  of  tbe  opposition  repudiates 
government  ownership  in  its  entirety.  He 
believes  in  some  iwrtioa  of  tbe  road  being 
owned  by  tbe  government  and  operated  by 
commission.  I  want  to  say  to  my  bon. 
friend  tbat  practically  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  east  of  the  city  ot  Winnipeg,  in- 
stead of  being  managed  by  a  commission  Is 
managed  by  a  railway  company  who  are 
to  pay  rental  for  the  operation  of  that 
road.  So  that  so  far  as  tbat  portion  of  the 
line  is  concerned  for  all  time  to  come  the 
government  will  own  the  line  from  Win- 
nipeg east,  and  all  other  railways  that  my 
be  built  In  tbe  future  will  have  running 
powers  over  that  line,  and  any  one  who  re- 
members the  condition  of  tbe  road  between 
the  city  of  Montreal  and  Toronto,  in  the 
early  days  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  will  also 
remember  tbat  people  would  not  make  a 
trip  over  tbe  line  to  Montreal  without  tak- 
ing an  extra  risk  on  their  lives.  When  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  built  In  op- 
position to  tbe  Grand  Trunk  it  was  declared 
It  would  mln  the  Grand  Trunk.  I  have 
travelled  a  little  over  tbat  railway  and  I 
pan  assure  my  bon.  friends  who  do  not  Hve 
in  thnt  portion  of  the  country  tbat  nt  no 
time  has  the  Grand  Trunk  had  more  business 
between  Montreal  and  Toronto  than  at  pre- 
sent and  so  it  Is  witb  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  and  instead  of  being  ruined  I  can 
assure  hon.  gentlemen  that,  so  far  as  my 
observation  goes,  the  present  management 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  has  made  the ' 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  mark  time  and 
forced  their  hands,  and  tbe  result  Is  tbat 
tbe  conditions  of  tbe  railways  are  better 
now  than  at  any  time  In  the  history  of 
Canada,  and  I  feel  assured  that  tbe  same 
thing  will  obtain  in  the  building  of  the 
Transccmtdnental  Railway  that  is  taking 
place  under  onr  own  observation  in  onr  own 
country  and  tbat  there  will  be  a  healthy 
competition  in  the  Northwest ;  that  tbe 
facilities  for  trans[)ort  will  compete  and 
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those  who  offer  the  best  serrlces  In  the  eaat 
vUl  get  the  traffic. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  promised  to  tell  us  the  cost 
of  levelling  the  grade — the  cost  of  the  lm~ 
PTorementa  at  Trenton. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIB8QN— I  could  not  give  the 
exact  figures,  but  it  was  contemplated  that 
they  could  afford  to  put  two  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  Into  It— tb^  said  they  could 
q^d  that 

Hon.  Sh:  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  cost 
nearly  half  a  million. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— No.  It  did  not.  If 
the  hon.  gentleman  knew  the  cost  why  did 
he  nsk  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Be- 
cause I  wanted  the  hon.  gentleman  to  give 
the  Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Must  we  conclude 
from  tbe  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man some  time  ago  that  he  Is  no  longer  a 
director  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON — No.  The  company  Is 
not  organized  yet.  I  was  one  of  the  provi- 
sional directors. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKT-In  the  bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— In  the  original  Bill. 
Bfy  own  name  and  that  of  Senator  Cox  were 
mentioned  as  directors. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRx:— And  In  the  new  Bill 
we  will  have  a  clause  to  strike  out  the  hon. 
gentlemen's  name  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OI^ON— No,  I  would  not  be 
like  Father  Paradis ;  I  would  not  like  to 
be  kicked  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLBT— Coming  from  tbe 
Northwest  Territories  it  may  not  be  unrea- 
sonable to  claim  tbe  Indulgence  of  the 
House  for  a  short  time  whilst  I  express  my 
opinion  on  tbis  measure.  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say  that  this  is  one  of  the  most  important 
measures  that  has  come  before  parliament 
since  the  advent  of  tbe  present  government 
to  power.  It  la  a  measure  tbnt  Involves  an 
expenditure  of  $150,000,000,  and  ell  tbe 
speeches  which  have  been  made  in  support 
of  the  project  have  been  about  on  a  par 
with  the  speech  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  who 
lias  Just  resumed  his  seat  I  have  had  a  query 
In  my  mind  as  to  how  it  was  that  the  hon. 
Hon.  Ur.  GIBSON. 


gentlGman  was  defeated  in  Lincoln.  That 
problem  Is  solved  to-nlgbt  because  If  he  on- 
dertook  to  treat  the  people  of  that  riding 
to  the  same  kind  of  speech  which  be  has 
made  ton^t  I  do  not  wonder  he  was  de- 
feated. No  body  of  intelligent  men  would 
believe  one-half  of  what  he  said.  This  Is  t 
very  Important  Bill,  Inrolvii^  the  bifildlng 
of  a  railway  supposed  to  be  from  tbe  Atlan- 
tic to  Pacific  ocean,  and  for  which  there 
have  yet  been  no  surveys  made.  This 
House  is  not  In  possession  of  a  survey  of 
one  mile  of  the  railroad  from  one  end  of 
the  road  to  the  othw.  Every  gentleman 
who  spoke  in  favour  of  tbis  Bill  has  been 
talking,  In  a  manner,  on  a  question  he  knew 
nothing  of  whatever.  The  hon.  genfii- 
man  who  has  just  spoken  to-night,  baa  made 
no  reference  to  the  nature  of  the  road.  He 
has  not  told  us  the  requfa-ements  of  the  toad. 
He  baa  talked  about  all  the  railroads  in 
the  United  States  from  California  to  Maine 
and  has  not  made  any  comparison  whicli 
is  analogous  to  the  proposed  road.  He 
tried  to  mislead  us  by  saying  we  had  m 
transcontinental  road  in  Canada,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
branch  Hue  in  the  States.  Does  he  not 
know  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  goes 
through  Canada  from  end  to  end,  except- 
ing where  it  goes  through  a  little  piece  of 
Maine  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Is  that  all  throogli 

Canada  ?  , 

Hon.  Mr.  PBBLBT— All  but  the  state  of 

Maine. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— And  Minnesota. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLBY— I  say  as  It  was  chart- 
ered to  be  built  and  built  It  was  all  through 
Canada,  excepting  a  little  piece  through  the 
state  of  Maine.  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  apparently  know  this  unless  he  dedred 
to  mislead  the  House  by  telling  them  flw 
main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  BaflW 
went  through  tbe  states  of  North  and  Sootfi 
Dakota. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  have  travelled  over 
every  bit  of  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLBT— I  have  listened  care- 
fully to  all  tbe  speeches  in  favour  of 
against  the  Bill,  and  It  may  be  a  piece  «' 
presumption  for  me  to  add  a  word  In  oppo- 
sition to  the  BUI  after  the  very  able  argn- 
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Dients  and  apeecfaes  made  by  the  bon.  leader 
of  tbe  opposition  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Uarahfleld  and  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Westmoreland. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSOX— Nobody  else  1 

Hon.  Mr,  PERLEY— Three  speeches  full 
of  aivnments  a  plain  and  clear  arraignment 
of  the  project  and  not  one  single  argument 
Iq  those  speeches  bag  been  answered,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  In  reply  to  It  bas  simply 
talked  about  the  faults  lu  tbe  building  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  \^'e  live  in 
an  age  of  Intelligence  and  progress  and  w( 
do  uot  expect  to  follow  the  faults  of  paai 
ages.  We  know  tbe  difficulties  under  which 
tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  was  built, 
and  we  know  from  the  attitude  assumed  by 
tbe  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  it  was  a 
difficult  thing.  Tbe  west  was  an  unknown 
country,  and  the  opposition  were  opposing 
the  scheme.  It  was  wonderful  that  they 
got  so  good  a  road.  The  hon.  gentleman 
talked  about  tbe  Mackenzie  route.  I  bap- 
pea  to  know  a  little  about  It.  It  was 
through  a  northern  country,  where  they 
bare  not  raised  a  bushel  of  wheat  the  last 
two  years  that  was  not  frozen.  The  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  passes  through  the 
beat  section  of  tbe  Canadian  Northwest,  and 
tbe  branch  lines  leading  from  that  line  tra- 
rerae  the  best  section  of  the  country,  and 
when  you  undertake  to  traverae  that  coun- 
try about  250  miles  north  of  ttie  Inter- 
national boundary,  by  another  transcontin- 
ental railway  with  branch  lines  going  out 
north  and  south.  It  will  not  serve  so  good  a 
country.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  and 
the  Mackenzie  and  Mann  road,  traverse  the 
best  land  of  tbe  Canadian  Northwest  and 
the  land  that  produces  the  wheat  that  will 
be  shipped  to  tbe  sea-board.  That  |fs  the 
district  which  Dr.  Saunders  said  contained 
One  hundred  and  aeventy-one  million  acres 
of  arable  land  on  which  tbe  people  could 
raise  wheat,  and  he  computed  the  product 
at  eight  hundred  million  bushels.  That 
land  has  been  already  intersected  by 
railways,  by  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, the  Canadian  Xorthern,  tbe  Mac- 
kenzie and  Mann  system.  I  under- 
staod  by  the  hon.  gentleman's  argu- 
ment that  this  road  is  to  take  the  Mackenzie 
route  to  the  north.  That  Is  what  I  infer 
from  his  argument,  when  the  hon.  gentle- 
men condemns  these  roads  and  says  tbe 


^Inckenzie  route  Is  the  best.  I  did  not  think 
that  this  Bill  would  be  before  parliament 
again.  I  thought,  last  y?ar.  we  had  dis- 
posed of  it  after  we  had  dlscuasM  it  at 
great  lengCh.  It  was  started  in  great  haste, 
DO  surv^  made.  You  undertake  to  give  a 
charter  for  a  railway  through  this  country, 
1,900  miles  from  Moncton  to  Winnipeg,  with- 
out a  foot  of  it  being  surveyed.  No  man 
had  any  accurate  knowledge — no  knowledge 
In  fact  except  from  Indians  ond  balf-brenda 
who  bad  been  hunting  through  the  country. 
They  knew  nothing  about  Its  capabilities 
for  railway  purposes,  yet  you  undertake  to 
charter  a  road  which  Is  to  cost  millions  up- 
on millions  through  an  unknown  country. 
No  one  had  petitioned  for  it,  but  there  were 
hundred  of  petitions  in  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons against  Its  construction.  The  hon. 
I*rime  Minister  said  that  It  was  in  great 
baste  he  Introduced  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific last  year.  He  said  it  was  imtwrtant 
this  Bill  should  be  Introduced  at  once  so 
that  the  road  could  be  commenced  and  car- 
ried to  completion.  He  evidently  could  not 
wait,  because  he  was  In  a  great  hurry.  He 
said  that  time  would  not  wait.  Mr.  Blalr 
said  that  Cox  would  not  wait,  but  he  is 
waiting,  the  most  docile  fellow  you  ever 
saw  ;  there  is  not  a  frown  upon  his  coun- 
tenance, and  time  has  waited,  and  the  Bill 
Is  here  before  us.  The  only  man  who  bas 
not  waited  long  la  Mr.  Blair  himself.  He 
has  a  good  position,  and  I  am  glad  of  it,  and 
it  showed  the  great  judgpent  he  possessed 
In  the  estimation  of  the  Prime  Minister,  who 
appointed  him  to  that  position.  Last  year 
Mr.  Blair  protested  against  this  line  of  rail- 
way. He  placed  a  memo,  of  bis  policy  be- 
fore the  government,  which  the  government 
did  not  accept  He  was  not  elected  to  the 
House  of  Commons  in  1806.  At  that  time 
Mr.  Blalr  was  a  member  of  the  government 
of  New  Brunswick.  When  Mr.  Laurier 
came  into  power,  he  sent  for  Mr.  Blalr  be- 
cause he  realized  that  Mr.  Blair  was  an 
able  man,  and  be  showed  great  wisdom  In 
selecting  such  a  competent  man  to  take  the 
position  of  Minister  of  Railways.  Mr. 
Blalr  knew  that  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
had  been  operated  at  a  disadvantage.  He 
tried  to  amend  that  with  his  judgment  and 
skill  ;  be  undertook  to  change  the  rates  to 
make  it  a  paying  concern,  but  he  could  not 
do  that  and  then  he  Introduced  a  Bill  to  ex- 
tend the  road  to  Montreal  and  he  was  In  a 
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hurry  to  hare  It  done.  The  Bill  to  author- 
ize that  extension  iras  carried  In  the  House, 
but  defeated  In  the  Senate.  Afterwards, 
the  same  measure  was  brought  before  the 
Senate  In  such  a  shape  that  there  was  a 
saving  of  a  million  dollars  to  the  people  of 
Canada.  The  Senate  passed  the  measure 
because  thej  realized  it  would  help  to  give 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  frelglit  which 
otherwise  it  would  not  get.  The  (irand 
Trunk  took  the  freight  to  Portland,  and  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  toolt  the  freight 
to  St.  Jobn.  Of  course  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  could  not  pay  if  they  did  not  get 
the  freight.  Me  realized  the  Importance  of 
extending  the  road  to  Montreal  to  get 
freight  and  be  made  a  bargain  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  which  Is  virtually  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific,  to  transfer  a  certain  portion 
of  their  freight  to  the  lutercolonial  Railway 
at  Montreal.  How  many  car  loads  of  cattle 
have  gone  over  that  railroad  from  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  sluce  then  ?  I  do  not  know 
of  any  at  all.  How  many  train  loads  of 
wheat  have  they  given  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  ?  How  many  carloads  of  freight 
have  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  given  to  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  in  accordance  with 
their  promise  ?  I  will  not  go  into  the 
figures,  but  I  know  the  amount  Is 
very  small.  The  result  is  that  Mr.  Blair 
realized  the  importance  of  another  railway 
In  the  west.  There  Is  no  doubt  we  want 
more  railway  transportation  In  the  North- 
west Territories.  No  man  said  a  word 
against  that.  Nobody  said  that  the  In- 
troduction of  this  Bin  would  give  greater 
facilities  to  the  transportation  of  wheat 
and  cattle  in  the  Northwest  Territories.  I 
want  to  tell  hon.  gentlemen  In  plain  English 
you  cannot  ship  one  load  of  cattle  over  this 
proposed  road.  The  cattle  that  are  shipped 
are  prairie  fed  cattle,  and  they  are  shipped 
to  the  nearest  port  of  entry  that  Is  possible, 
tn  the  fall  and  that  is  Montreal,  and  they  are 
shipped  out  because  they  are  not  stall  fed' 
cattle.  Nineteen  out  of  trwenty  of  the  stall 
fed  cattle  of  the  west  are  required  in  our 
own  country  for  meat.  When  Mr.  Blair  took 
his  trip  to  the  coast  he  realized  the  condition 
of  things.  He  saw  that  we  wanted  more 
transportation  in  the  Northwest  Territories, 
and  he  promised  then  that  they  would  build 
another  road  and  it  would  be  a  govern- 
ment road.  Mr.  Blair  got  great  pralae  for 
Hod.  Mr.  PERL,BT. 


it,  and  if  the  government  had  carried  ont 
the  policy  that  Mr.  Blair  placed  before  the 
council  there  would  have  been  no  opposltloa 
to  it  in  the  House  of  Commons  or  in  this- 
House.  We  want  more  transportation  for 
the  wheat  in  the  fall.  We  have  a  grahi 
growing  association,  composed  of  farmers 
entirely.  These  men  take  Into  considera- 
tion the  best  means  of  getting  their  grain 
shipped  out  of  the  country  in  the  fall  of 
the  year.  Every  farmer  wants  to  ship  oat 
as  much  grain  as  early  .In  the  havlgatioo 
season  as  he  can.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Lanaudldre  said  there  were  only  four 
or  five  weeks  you  could  ship  wheat  out  of 
that  country.  That  shows  what  he  knows 
about  It.  There  are  at  least  three  months 
every  fall  during  which  you  can  ship 
grain  out  of  the  Northwest  by  the  water- 
ways. We  could  not  ship  enough  in  five  or 
six  weeks,  and  even  with  the  transportation 
facilities  w^hlch  we  have,  we  cannot  ship 
enough  In  the  twelve  weeks.  We  do  not 
want  more  railways  at  the  present  moment, 
but  we  want  more  rolling  stock  and  loco- 
motives. If  the  policy  foreshadowed  by 
Mr.  Blair  when  he  asked  them  to  extend 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  the  eastern 
side  of  the  lakes,  use  the  water  stretches 
from  Fort  William,  and  then  build  an- 
other ro&Ck  from  there  to  the  coast  hid 
been  adopted,  that  would  have  given  tbe 
necessary  faculties  for  transportation  at 
one-half  the  cost  and  In  one-quarter  of 
the  time  which  the  present  scheme  will 
require.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
you  can  ship  as  cheaply  all  rail  as  by  rail 
and  water,  he  differs  from  any  other  man 
I  know.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  do 
not  do  that;  they  have  their  elevator  at 
Fort  William  and  they  atofe  tbe  wheat 
there  in  the  winter  time  and  ship  iti  by  water 
In  the  spring.  It  is  better  for  the  farmers 
to  hold  the  grain  from  the  fall  till  the  spring 
than  to  pay  the  excessive  railway  rates.  It 
only  costs  five  or  six  cents  to  store 
wheat.  Nineteen  hundred  miles  of  this 
railway  is  to  be  constructed  tiirou^ 
what  kind  of  a  country  ?  Through 
a  barren  wilderness  that  nobody  knows 
the  first  thing  about.  The  man  who 
undertakes  to  sny  that  he  knows  any- 
thing about  tbe  country:  that  he  has  reli- 
able information,  certainly  mast  have  a 
higher  regard  for  his  intelligence  than  tbe 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  22*  1904 


53» 


country  vonid  have.  The  hon.  gentlemtiii 
from  de  Lanandi&re  said  he  had  been  admit- 
ted to  tlie  private  sanctum  of  Mr.  Hnys, 
and  It  was  as  a  great  favour  he  was  admitted 
there — to  see  the  sun'eys  on  the  1.043  miles 
of  the  route  from  North  Bay  to  Winnipeg. 
He  described  in  that  report  the  character  of 
the  country,  the  character  of  the  timber 
and  the  character  of  the  soil.  He  snld 
that  there  was  a  certain  quantity  of  clay 
soil  that  would  be  good  for  agricultural 
purposes.  I  thlnli  he  Is  wrong  in  that.  If 
'  Mr.  Hays  bad  information— It  Is  positive 
proof  that  tbe  project  is  not  feasible. 
If  Mr.  Hays  liad  that  information  in  his 
desk  three  or  four  months  ago  why  did  he 
not  place  It  before  parliament  ?  Why  have 
we  not  been  supplied  with  a  copy  of  that 
survey,  to  show  the  grades  and  cur\'es 
and  the  character  of  the  country  ?  There 
Is  positive  proof  of  the  lack  of  reliable  in- 
formation. The  hon.  gewtleman  delivered 
his  speech  In  a  Jocular  manner,  as  if  he  did 
not  himself  believe  one-half  of  what  he 
vas  snyiug,  as  though  he  was  playing  a 
huge  Joke  on  the  Senate.  I  contend  that 
If  Mr.  Hays  had  the  report  from  hU  en- 
gineer of  the  surrey  tliat  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Lanaudi&re  was  permitted  to  see, 
apparently  as  a  great  favour,  they  could  not 
lijive  held  him  from  placing  it  before  parlia- 
ment. It  would  have  been  in  every  news- 
paper of  Canada,  and  justly  so.  It  was  their 
boQDden  duty  to  do  It.  If  they  had  that 
Bun-ey,  why  did  they  not  produce  It  ?  Do 
tbey  expect  this  parliament  to  bow  to  them 
B8  to  tbe  great  Mogul  ?  I  say  it  would  have 
been  common  sense  to  have  laid  the  surveys 
before' the  House,  and  let  tbe  country  know 
where  and  on  what  kind  of  a  line  they  were 
asking  to  build  a  road.  The  fact  of  their 
not  doing  it,  is  prima  facie  evidence  that 
tbeir  reports  are  unfavourable,  and  that  they 
do  not  Intend  to  build  the  road  and  the  gov- 
ernment will  hare  to  build  It  I  want  to 
refer  again  to  what  tiie  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Lannudi^re  said  about  the  timber  in  that 
country.  He  described  the  different  kinds 
of  trees,  that  they  were  small  and  would 
only  make  pulp  wood.  We  know  the  kind 
of  wood  that  makes  pulp  wood,  and  we 
know  the  kind  of  soil  such  timber  grows 
out  of.  I  am  a  Kew  Brunswick  Inmber- 
outQ,  and  I  know  when  I  come  to  a  gravel 
bed  I  will  find  scrubby  timber.  Xbn  never 
find  good  lumber  growing  In  sacta  places. 


Good  timber  grows  on  good  land,  and  bad 
timber  on  poor  land.     Pulp  wood  Is  the 

highest  class  of  timber  they  have  described 
as  growing  in  that  country.  They  were 
not  talking  about  a  soil  that  would  produce 
good  timber.  Many  hon.  members  heard 
tbe  speech  which  Mr.  Blair  made  when 
he  retired  ^ora  the  government.  I  do  not 
think  a  more  sarcastic  speech  was  ever 
delivered  against  a  political  leader.  He 
was  mild  in  tone  because  he  realized  that 
Sir  Wilfrid  took  him  out  of  the  legis- 
lature fif  New  Brunswick  and  Jabbed  Mm 
Into  the  House  of  Commons.  But  aftor 
he  got  him  there,  Mr.  Blair  found  it 
necessary,  as  a  man  of  principle  and 
character  and  a  public  man  

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND—Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— T  am  glad  tbe  bon. 
gentleman  endorses  him.  I  have  heard  all 
the  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  traduce  Mr.  Blair  as  hard  as 

tbey  could. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— You  blackened 
him  the  best  you  could  before  he  left  tbe 
government 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  deny  tbe  charge. 
Mr.  Blair  did  not  go  into  the  full 
details,  but  he  opposed  this  policy  of 
the  goverument  for  building  that  road. 
He  left  the  government  He  ridiculed 
the  scheme  of  his  leader.  Everybody 
was  surprised  at  Mr.  Blair  retiring  from 
the  government.  That  showed  his  high 
statesmanship.  He  did  not  believe  In  the 
policy  of  this  government  and  who  was 
better  qualified  to  judge,  Mr.  Blair  or  Sir 
Wilfrid  Laurler  ?  Mr.  Blair,  as  Minister  of 
Railways,  bad  made  a  study  of  it  and  pro- 
pounded his  policy,  and  laid  it  before  the 
government  and  they  rejected  it.  After 
he  had  left  the  government  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurler,  In  a  very  unfriendly  way,  and  in 
a  most  unkind  ^eech,  ridiculed  him,  and 
yet  at  an  early  day  he  appointed  Mr.  Blair 
to  the  highest  position  in  the  gift  of  the 
government  chairman  of  the  Railway  Com- 
mission. That  Is  not  consistent,  not  ac- 
cording to  the  policy  this  government  has 
followed.  He  gave  as  his  reason  for  ap- 
pointing Mr.  Blnlr  to  that  position  that  he 
was  one  of  the  ablest  men  In  Canada.  Mr. 
Blair  was  a  railway  man,  and  be  selected 
him  as  tbe  best  qualified  for  the  position* 
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and  Sir  Wilfrid  did  not  let  petty  spite  In- 
fluence talm  In  making  the  appointment.  I 
was  very  glad  to  bear  him  say  that  be- 
cause tbey  bare  not  exhibited  that  ab- 
sence of  petty  spite  on  other  occasions, 
when  they  dismissed  officinis  such  as  post- 
mastPi'g  because  tbey  had  voted  against 
the  government  candidates  in  the  last  qjec- 
tlon.  Here  Is  a  man  who  left  the  govern- 
ment and  said  hard  things  against  the  gov- 
ernment policy,  and  the  members  of  the 
goTernment  said  hard  things  against  him. 
and  yet  they  appoint  him  to  this  important 
position  because  they  admit  he  Is  the  ablest 
authority  In  the  Dominion  on  railway  mat- 
ters. How  did  Mr,  Blair  create  that  Im- 
pression on  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler's  mind  ? 
He  presented  a  measure  to  the  government 
and  explained  his  policy.  His  colleagues 
realized  that  It  was  a  great  policy,  and 
that  he  Is  an  able  man»  and  that  is  why 
they  selected  him  for  the  position.  Gonid 
there  be  stronger  evidence  that  the  policy 
of  the  government  was  wrong,  and  that 
Mr.  Blair's  policy  was  right  ?  Mr.  Blair's 
policy  is  to-day  the  policy  of  Mr.  Borden, 
for  the  construction  of  a  railroad  to  the 
west  Nobody  has  ^own  us  the  necessity 
for  the  railway  provided  for  In  this  Bill. 
The  only  two  staple  products  we  have  in 
the  Northwest  Territories  and  Manitoba  are 
wheat  and  cattle.  We  bring  In  a  good  deal 
of  merchandise,  but  we  ship  out  a  great 
deal  more  natural  products,  and  the  greater 
part  of  that  notwithstanding  we  have  a 
railway  that  would  compete  for  the  freight 
If  it  could,  is  brought  by  water  to  Fort 
.William  and  shipped  thence  by  car  to 
"Winnipeg.  I  know  of  my  own  knowledge, 
because  I  have  been  trying  to  get  freight 
sblpped  from  the  east  to  the  west  that  In- 
variably the  rate  quoted  by  the  water  route 
Is  one-half  the  rate  by  rail.  In  shipping 
wheat  we  want  cars.  The  farmers  of  the 
Northwest  beld  a  meeting  last  year  at 
Beglna,  at  which  I  was  a  delegate,  and 
passed  a  resolution  which  tbey  sent  to  the 
goTemment  and  to  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  that  they  wanted  transportation  be- 
fore navigation  closed  for  75  or  80  per  cent 
of  the  crop.  I  protested  and  said  that  it 
was  rather  hard  to  ask  the  railways  to  ship 
out  In  three  months  so  large  a  percentage  of 
the  crop,  and  advised  that  If  they  could  get 
only  60  per  cent  before  navigation  closed. 
Hod  Mr.  PBRLBT. 


It  ought  to  be  enough,  and  I  think  the  re- 
solution passed  that  way.  Now,  I  may  say 
that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  to^y 
have  their  tine  largely  donble-tracked.  It 
will  not  be  completely  double-tracked  for 
three  or  four  years,  but  tbey  have  built 
long  sidings,  and  a  great  many  of  them,  .nil 
tbe  way  from  Fort  William  to  Reglna  and 
even  west  of  Beglna.  I  want  to  say  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  about  alk&II 
plains  west  of  Indian  Head,  that  he  made  a 
mistake,  because  we  find  good  wheat  lands 
extending  a  hundred  miles  west  of  Indian 
Head,  and  I  am  told  there  Is  one  section 
of  that  part  of  tbe  country  that  will  pro- 
duce In  a  few  years  a  very  lai^e  quantity 
of  wheat  The  hon.  gentleman's  statement 
was  a  mistake,  as  In  fact  nine-tenths  of  the 
statements  In  his  speech  were.  As  I  bare 
said,  there  are  sidings  all  the  way  from 
Fort  William  to  Moosejaw— Sidtogs  so  long 
that  you  can  pass  trains  without  stopplm; 
either  one,  and  these  sidings  serve  almost 
as  well  as  a  double  track.  The  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  has  realized  the  great  Im- 
portance of  doing  everything  they  possibly 
can  to  facilitate  the  transportation  of  grain 
before  the  close  of  navigation.  If  the  com- 
pany possessed  sufficient  rolling  stock  and 
locomotives  they  could  take  a  great  many 
rno^  trains  over  their  line  than  they  do. 
and  If  they  started  a  train  every  hour,  that 
would  be  24  trains  every  day.  They  coald 
do  double  that  but  say  twenty-four  trains  of 
thirty  cars  each.  Each  car  Is  supposed  to 
contain  a  thousand  bushels.  There  are  some 
of  smaller  capacity,  but  the  average  Is  a 
thousand  bushels.  Xwenly-fonr  trains  with 
thirty  cars  to  the  train,  each  car  containing 
a  thousand  bushels,  gives  a  daily  trans- 
portation of  720,000  bushels  of  wheat  from 
Winnipeg  through  to  Fort  William.  My  plan 
has  always  been  to  assist  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  with  cars  and  locomotives 
during  the  fall  season,  so  as  to  enable  the 
company  to  carry  the  wheat  to  Fort  William 
before  the  close  of  navigation.  That  wonld 
relieve  tbe  congestion  complained  of  in  that 
country.  If  you  want  lower  rates,  hoT 
can  you  obtain  them  ?  How  Is  It  done  In 
business  ?  By  competition.  Does  any  one 
suppose  that  it  1b  possible  to  carry  wheat 
1.900  miles  by  rail,  through  an  uninhabited 
country,  where  there  Is  no  local  trafBc  lo 
competition  with  the  rail  and  water  route  ? 
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It  would  tak«  fonrteen  dUEerent  engines  to 
hanl  one  train-load  of  wheat  from  Winnipeg 
to  Moncton.  It  would  be  Impossible  to  com- 
pete with  tbe  cheaper  route,  and  without 
competition  you  cannot  lower  the  rates.  If 
tlie  Crow's  Xest  Pass  deal  ever  lowered 
the  freight  rates  In  the  Northwest.  I  have 
never  discovered  it  What  did  lower  the 
rates,  and  to  a  very  considerable  extent, 
was  this:  tbe  year  before  last  a  Bill  was 
passed  by  the  local  legislature  of  ManltolMt 
guaranteeing  the  bonds  of  the  Mackenzie 
and  Mann  road,  on  the  condition  that  they 
would  carry  grain  from  Winnipeg  to  Tort 
William  for  less  than  the  rate  which  then 
prevailed,  and  if  they  could  not  afford  to 
carry  it  at  the  reduced  rate,  the  govevn- 
luent  agreed  to  make  good  the  loss.  A  great 
mail}'  people  in  Winnipeg  thought  they  could 
not  do  it,  and  the  agreement  was  opposed, 
iuey  sent  petitions  down  here  to  the  federal 
fc'overiiment  asking  them  to  disallow  the 
Act.  Ijut  the  Act  went  Into  force.  The  year 
itefore  last,  the  rate  was  voiliU'tHl  liy  two  cents 
per  iiuudred  pounds,  and  last  year  by  four 
ceats,  between  Winnipeg  and  Fort  William. 
What  was  the  result  ?  The  Canadian  Paclttc 
Itailway  lowered  the  rate  to  Wolseley  two 
cents  per  hundred  pounds,  simply  because 
tile  Canadian  Xorthern  lowered  theirs.  la 
I'.KW,  we  paid  1!>  cents  per  hun.lrod  ;  hist 
year  tlie  rate  was  1"  cents,  sliowing  that 
when  the  govornuient  made  an  lUTangenient 
with  the  Canadian  Xorthern,  that  they 
would  carry  grain  at  a  reduced  rate,  the 
Canadlflu  Pactilc  Railway  had  to  come  down 
at  once  to  the  same  rate,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  the  nearest  point  on  tbe  Cana- 
dian Northern  to  Wolseley  is  liiO  to  200  miles. 
When  we  have  a  railway  that  will  reduce 
the  freight  rates  you  will  have  tbe  rates 
brought  down  on  all  competing  roads,  whe- 
ther at  competing  points  or  not,  because 
they  cannot  afford — ^imbllc  opinion  would 
not  permit  It — to  charge  higher  rates  than 
tlieir  competitors.  The  Northern  I'acitic 
came  Into  Winnipeg  and  got  a  large  bonus. 
l)ut  there  was  uo  provision  by  which  rail- 
way rates  were  fixed.  They  gave  a  sub- 
sidy to  tbe  Northern  Pacific  of  half  a  mil- 
lion dollars  to  come  iu,  and  they  at  once 
formed  a  combmatlon  with  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  and  did  not  lower  the  rates. 
I  mention  that  circumstance  to  show  that 
the  simple  fact  of  the  railway  coming  in 


gives  no  redress  to  tbe  farmers  of  that  coun- 
try. If  the  government  build  and  own  a 
road  in  the  Northwest,  they  will  operate  It 
on  business  principles,  and  that  will  satisfy 
the  farmers  of  the  Northwest  Territories. 
The  government  wituld  not  form  a  combina- 
tion, but  if  they  bring  the  road  in  under  the 
control  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  how 
long  will  it  be  before  there  is  a  combinatlOD 
formed  with  Mackenzie  and  Mann,  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  and  tbe  Northern  Pacific  ? 
Just  one  day ;  they  would  agree  upon 
a  common  rate,  or  perhaps  do  as  they  did; 
in  Ontario  last  year,  raise  the  rates  so 
as  to  make  it  better  for  all  of  them.  If 
this  was  to  be  a  government  railway  they 
could  at  once  put  on  rolling  stock  and  let 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  have  it,  under 
rent  for  say  three  months.  It  would  not 
cost  much  to  the  country  to  hold  that  rolling 
stock  for  nine  months,  anil  it  would  facili- 
tate the  movement  of  the  crops  and  put 
money  in  circulation  before  the  close  of  na- 
vigation. Those  are  some  arguments  which 
should  make  us  pause  before  passing  this 
Bill.  It  Is  a  Bill  that  has  not  had  proper 
consideration.  It  has  not  been  submitted 
to  the  people.  Why,  undertake  to  launch  a 
scheme  surrounded  by  such  doubt  and  sus- 
picion, without  consulting  the  people,  wheu 
there  is  au  election  so  near  at  hand  '.'  The 
govpinnient  does  not  own  this  country  ;  it  is 
simply  managing  the  affairs  of  the  people 
for  the  time  being,  and  they  should  not  un- 
dertake to  make  a  bargain  of  such  Import- 
ance without  consulting  the  people.  I  say 
get  your  .surveys,  collect  your  informatiou 
and  place  it  before  the  people  as  business 
men  would  do.  Let  the  country  have  an 
opportunity  of  uiiderstandin;;  tlie  project 
and  then,  if  it  is  sanctioned  by  the  people, 
all  would  be  well.  If  Sir  Wilfrid  I-aurier 
wanted  to  Immortalize  himself  In  tbe  estima- 
tion of  tbe  Canadian  i>e(^le  and  especially 
those  of  the  west  he  would  hare  come  down 
with  a  policy  to  build  the  ^.udson  ii:\y  Itail- 
way, a  road  five  or  six  hundred  miles  long, 
to  connect  with  the  lines  already  existing, 
he  would  have  every  member  from  the  west 
of  Lake  Superior  supporting  him,  because 
It  is  a  measure  that  is  popular  in  that  part 
of  Canada.  Hudson  Bay  offers  the  natural 
outlet  for  that  country,  and  the  Hudson  Bay 
Railway  would  cost  less  and  accomplish 
more  for  the  development  of  the  country 
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than  building  1,000  miles'of  road  through  a 
barren  nUderness  between  Winnipeg  and 
Moncton. 

One  Uilng  I  have  noticed.  Is  the  happy 
result  of  delay.  I  understand  that  the 
prairie  has  been  widened  three  hundred 
ToUes  by  delaying  this  Bill.  We  hare  five 
or  sis  hundred  miles  more  In  that  vast 
country  than  we  had  any  Idea  of;  the 
country  has  grown  while  the  Bill  has  slept 
The  arrangement  last  year  was  to  guarantee 
the  road  through  the  mountain  section  at 
930,000  a  mile.  That  has  been  done  away 
with.  The  government  undertakes  to 
guarantee  three-fourths  of  the  cost  of  the 
mountain  section.  That  is  a  case  of  book- 
keeping. I  know  that  this  Grand  Trunk 
Paclflc  that  has  been  eulogized  as  being 
a  company  of  such  wise  and  able  men  must 
be  up  to  book-keeping  as  well  as  everything 
else.  They  have  shown  themselves  expert 
bargain-makers,  because  every  change  In 
the  contract  is  In  their  Interest,  and  none 
in  the  Interest  of  the  people.  If  the  gov- 
ernment had  undertaken  to  restrict  the 
freight  rates  or  to  secure  the  trade  of  the 
Korthwest  for  Canadian  seaports,  something 
would  have  been  accomplished,  but  it  is 
conceded  that  it  will  take  fifteen  years  to 
build  the  eastern  section  of  the  railway, 
and  trade  cannot  reach  the  port  of  St  John 
Until  the  road  is  completed  and  open  from 
end  to  end.  In  the  meantime,  during  that 
fifteen  years,  the  Portland  route  will  be  so 
tlioroiigbly  established  that  the  traffic  of 
the  Northwest  can  never  be  diverted  to 
St  John  and  the  company  will  soon  find 
an  excuse  for  taking  freight  to  Portland 
rather  than  to  St.  John. 

We  were  told  the  other  day  what  an  ex- 
cellent road  this  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Is 
to  be.  If  they  are  to  haul  trains  of  fifty 
loaded  cars,  what  sort  of  a  road  must  It 
be  ?  It  will  be  a  flrst-ciass  line,  and  as  the 
government  Is  to  guarantee  three-fourths 
of  the  cost,  whatever  it  may  be,  the  result 
of  the  company's  book-keeping  will  be  that 
the  government  will  pay  not  merely  three- 
fourths,  but  five-fourths  of  the  cost.  They 
will  take  contracts  themselves  and  sublet 
It  amongst  themselves,  and  there  is  where 
the  great  steal  will  be.  In  the  mountain 
sections.  They  have  it  In  their  power,  and 
there  Is  not  a  clause  in  the  Bill  that  is  In 
the  Interests  of  the  people  of  Canada.  How 
the  representatives  of  the  maritime  pro- 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLET. 


rinces  can  support  this  Bill  I  cannot  undo^ 
stand.  -  Before  the  road  can  be  completed, 
as  I  have  said,  the  trade  will  be  diverted 
to  Portland,  and  It  will  never  reach  8t 

John.      Build  the  road  as  a  government 
work  and  what  will  be  the  result  ?  Yon 
can  lend  the  company  a  couple  of  mlilioa 
dollars  worth  of  rolling  stock,  'which  will 
serve  present  purposes,  and  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  can  carry  more  grain  out 
of  the  Northwest  than  will  be  grown  there 
the  next  ten  years,  by  the  two  railways 
we  now  have.     If  you  do  not  do  that  yon 
will  want  twenty  roads  In  a  few  years,  be- 
cause with  less  than  a  million  acres  of 
wheat  land  cultivated  the  transportation 
facilities  nt  present  existing  are  taxed,  and 
there  are  a  hundred  millions  of  acres  of 
land  there  suitable  for  wheat  growing. 
People  are  pouring  In  by  the  tens  of  tbov- 
sands  and  settling  upon  the  land,  and  It  is 
land  they  can  have  under  wheat  wlthhi  t 
year.     What  we  need  is  transportatiOD, 
and  under  this  system  we  will  not  have  it 
in  time.     Within  eight  years  there  will  be 
a  congestion  of  traffic,  unless  you  come 
to    the    relief    of    people.     I    want  to 
say    now,    and    I    stake    my  reputation 
on    the    accuracy    of    my  statemeat, 
there  will  he  a  congestloa  of  traffic  this 
very  year  If  we  have  the  crop  that  we  ex- 
pect   The  commissioner  of  the  elevatiH* 
business  told  me  that  the  prospect  was  tbat 
the  wheat  crop  of  Manitoba  nnd  the  North- 
west Territories  this  year  would  be  eighty 
million  bushels.    That  cannot  be  carried 
out  with  the  present  facilities  for  trans- 
portation, and  we  can  not  expect  the  Can- 
adian Pacific  Railway  Company  to  pot  on 
polling  stock  enough  to  can-y  out  In  three 
months  what  would  furnish  them  traffic  for 
the  whole  year  round.    If  the  government 
could  loan  them  rolling  stock  for  three 
months,  there  would   be  a  great  rdlel 
throughout  the  Northwest    If  the  policy 
of  the  lender  of  the  opposition  In  the  other 
House  were  adopted,  yon  would  only  hare 
to  extend  this  railway  from  Montreal  to 
some  harbour  on   the   great   lakes,  and 
utilize  the  water  route  until  the  main  line 
is  built  to  Winnipeg.    There  Is  no  great 
necessity  at  present  for  an  all-rail  line. 
Coming  down  here,  I  see  very  few  trahu 
passing  between  Fort  William  and  Korth 
Bay  either  Bummer  or  whiter.   The  water 
route  takes  the  trade  of  the  country.  I 
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ventare  to  say  that  the  Interest  on  the  cost 
of  constrneting  nineteen  hundred  miles  of 
xoad  from  Winnipeg  to  'Moncton  would  pay 
for  moving  all  the  wheat  exported  from 
the  Northwest  in  the  next  ten  years.  Navi- 
gation on  the  lakes  from  Port  William  to 
Georgian  Bay  ports  Is  a  month  longer  than 
on  the  canals.  Vessel-owners  do  not  want 
to  take  cargoes  to  Montreal  after  a  certain 
period  In  the  fall,  for  fear  of  Ice.  The 
canals  freeze  earlier  than  the  open  lake.  If 
the  government  would  put  on  some  ice- 
breakers and  keep  the  Ice  broken  at  Fort 
William,  they  could  ship  wheat  from  there 
to  Georgian  Bay  ports  a  month  longer  than 
by  canal.  That  wheat  would  be  carried 
in  the  winter  to  St  John  and  would  furnish 
winter  port  bnsluess,  whilst  if  yon  wait  for 
the  opening  of  this  new  route  for  traffic  you 
will  not  find  sufficient  traffic  to  keep  it 
going  until  your  grandchildrea  are  grey- 
headed. 

I  fee]  JustlSed  In  voting  against  this  BUI 
4>ecause  I  do  not  believe  it  will  commend 
itself  to  the  intelligent  consideration  of  the 
electors  of  this  country.  The  argument 
that  this  line  is  needed  In  a  hurry  is  all 
bosh.  There  is  no  danger  of  war,  and  it  Is 
not  a  military  necessity.  If  there  should 
be  a  war,  I  would  not  want  to  be  on  that 
northern  railway,  because  I  would  run  risk 
of  being  starved  to  death,  and  I  would  pre- 
fer to  take  my  chances  of  being  shot.  If 
parliament  would  accept  the  policy  of  Mr. 
Borden,  who  is  an  honest  man,  who  has  done 
his  best  for  the  country,  acting  from  con- 
scientious conviction,  they  would  act  In  the 
best  interMt  of  the  country.  After  thor- 
oughly studying  the  question  and  having 
given  to  it  his  mature  consideration,  Mr. 
Blair  found  that  he  could  not  support  his 
leader's  policy,  and  he  resigned  his  position 
In  the  government.  If  you  want  any  fur- 
ther proof  that  his  Judgments  was  sound, 
and  was  so  considered  by  the  Prime  Min- 
ister, you  have  the  fact  that  he  appointed 
Mr.  Blair  to  the  high  position  of  chairman, 
of  the  Railway  Commission. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  do  not  know  that 
at  this  late  hour,  or  even  if  I  had  longer 
time  at  my  disposal  that  I  would  undertake 
to  analyse  the  north  by  south  speech  we 
have  heard  from  the  hoo.  gentleman  from 
Wolsely.  He  has  told  us  to  start  with,  that 
the  country  through  which  they  proposed  to 


build  this  road,  or  the  route  of  the  Alexander 
Mackenzie  survey,  is  no  good  for  a  transcon- 
tinental road.  That  there  never  had  been 
a  bushel  of  wheat  attempted  to  be  grown 
there  that  had  not  been  frozen. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— The  last  two  years 

I  said. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  am  not  surprised 
at  that.  I  ought  to  be,  from  a  gentleman 
coming  from  the  west,  and  growing  wheat. 
I  remember  a  year  ago  of  reading  an  ac- 
count of  a  speech  made  by  the  bon.  gentie- 
;  man  at  a  place  down  In  Glengarry,  at  a 
meeting  of  Conservatives  where  he  made 
statements  similar  to  those  he  expressed  to- 
night. He  was  reiwrted,  I  think  it  was  a 
carefully  prepared  report ;  it  looked  as  if 
it  had  been  revised.  He  went  on  to  describe 
the  position  of  the  Northwest  country  and 
standing  on  the  platform,  he  said :  *  I  want 
to  illustrate  to  you  the  condition  of  that 
Northwest  country,  the  country  through 
which  these  people  propose  to  open  up  the 
railway.  I  want  to  tell  you  when  I  am  on 
my  farm  at  Wolsely  I  am  Just  in  the  posI-< 
tiou  I  am  now  standing  on  the  front  of  the 
platform.  I  am  at  the  limit.  If  I  take  one 
step  off  the  platform  I  fall  and  go  to  des- 
truction. I  am  in  the  same  position  on  my 
farm  at  Wolsely.  If  I  go  a  few  miles  further 
west  or  north  I  am  off  the  platform,  the 
country  Is  no  good. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  did  not  say  oue 
single  syllable  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
uttered.  I  wlH  tell  the  House  what  I  did 
say.  I  was  invited  by  my  hon.  friend  (Mr. 
McMullen)  to  go  down  to  Glengarry  to 
make  a  speech.  It  was  tlie  occasion  of 
the  nomiuation  of  a  candidate.  I  did 
not  undertake  to  talk  polltdcs.  I  hardly 
ever  do  on  an  occasion  of  that  kind. 
The  '  Free  Press '  of  Winnipeg  has  Ued 
about  the  matter,  and  any  other  paper 
which  reported  the  speech  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman reads  It  tells  a  wilful  lie.  I  was 
standing  on  the  platform  speaking  about 
the  Northwest.  I  said  '  I  am  perfectly 
safe  standing  on  the  platform  where  I  am. 
If  I  take  one  more  step  I  may  fall.'  I  said 
'  I  want  to  Illustrate  that  I  have  lived  In 
the  Northwest  twenty  years  and  there  has 
never  been  a  year  In  that  twenty  years — 
{and  I  say  It  now  before  this  honourble 
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House,  to  go  on  record  on  the  report)  that 
the  mercury  does  not  get  down  to  33  In  the 
month  of  July  when  the  wheat  Is  In  blos- 
Bom.  If  It  went  down  one  or  two  more  de- 
grees it  would  mean  ruination,  as  It  would  i 
be  for  me  to  fall  off  the  platform  ;  but  It 
does  not  go  down.  Thirty-three  is  the  low- 
est limit  except  behind  some  bluff  or  some 
little  ravine.'  I  said  it  truthfully,  but  they 
distored  my  words  and  misrepresented  them 
for  polltlcn]  purposes.  I  say  It  Is  not  fair 
for  anybody  to  make  the  statement  the  hon. 
gentleman  makes  to-night  when  he  says  that 
I  referred  to  the  country  as  being  no  good 
north  of  Wolscly.  I  said  that  from  100  to 
200  miles  uortli  is  the  limit  of  raising  good 
wheat  in  the  Northwest  Territories,  and  I 
challenge  contradiction  to  that  statement. 
They  may  raise  patches  here  and  there  suc- 
cessfully. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  am  sure  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  thank  me  for  giving  him  the 
opportunity  of  explaining  that  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  took  the  occasion' 
to  explain  it  in  the  press.  i 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  did  not  read  it  In  I 
the  Winnipeg  '  Free  Press.'  I  think  I  rend  ' 
it  In  the  Ottawa  paper  a  day  or  two  after  ■ 
the  speech  was  delivered,  and  I  was  quite  ' 
correct  in  making  the  statement  as  I  read  It.  j 
It  has  never  been  contradicted  and  the  hon.  [ 
gentleman  did  say  to-nlgUt— and  I  would  j 
not  expect  him  to  say  anything  else— that  i 
the  country  through  which  the  Mackenzie ! 
survey  was  run  never  grew  a  bushel  of  ' 
wheat  tbflt  was  not  frozen. 


Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  said  the  last  two 
years.   The  hon.  gentleman  should  coniine  | 
himself  to  facts.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— We  have  had  a  long ; 
discussion  of  this  matter.   It  was  discnsse<i 
a  year  ag6.   I  took  part  in  the  debate  last' 
year  and  I  do  not  purpose  going  over  the 
same  gromid  I  did  last  year  :  but  the  hon.  i 
gentleman  made  a  few  statements  which  I  I 
wish  to  correct.    He  has  spoken  of  the  ne- 1 
cessity  for  railway  facilities  in  the  North- ! 
west ;  he  has  told  us  that  he  1>e]leve8 1 
that   all    that   is   necessary   is   for   the  | 
government    to    furnish     the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  with  additional  rolling  stock' 
and  that  will  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  North- 
west, and,  almost  in  the  same  breath,  fie  says 
Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY. 


*  If  the  govemmeut  do  not  do  that,  yon  will 
tK  In  a  worse  position  than  before  and  in 
a  few  years  yon  will  want  20  railways,  and 
why  ?  Because  tbe  people  are  rushh^  hi 
there.  Did  any  person  ever  hear  a  speech 
more  north  by  south  than  that  He  says 
If  you  do  not  furnish  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  with  roiling  stock  you  are  going 
to  want  twenty  railways,  and  yet  he  opposes 
the  building  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  and 
he  argues  that  because  you  hare  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Railway  north  of  Lake  Supe- 
rior you  do  not  want  any  other  railways. 
He  sticks  to  Blair.  He  has  not  heard  gen- 
tlemen on  tills  side  of  the  House  denounce 
Mr.  Blalr,  but  we  have  heard  him  denounce 
Mr.  Blalr  as  not  befog  a  business  man  

Hon.  Mr.  PEKLEY— Never. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— What  did  he  nj 

about  Mr.  Blalr  when  he  recommended  the 
purchase  of  the  Drummond  county  railway? 
That  he  was  a  man  who  should  be  behind 
the  bars  for  suggesting  such  a  thing.  I  am 
not  surprised  at  tbe  hon.  gentleman  mixing 
himself  north  by  south,  because  be  is  a  new 
convert  on  the  question  of  government 
ownership.  He  addressed  the  House  on 
tbat  question  and  as  the  hon.  gentleman  was 
running  uorth  by  south  I  was  auxious  to 
know  his  position  on  the  question  of  gor- 
ernment  ownership-.  He  delivered  a  speeeh 
on  the  extension  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way when  Mr.  Blair  was  Minister  of  Hall- 
ways on  June  20,  1S97.  He  spoke  as  folloirs: 

I  may  say  here  that  I  voted  on  Wednesday 
night  against  the  purchase  of  the  Drummoiill 
County  Railway  and  the  extension  of  the  loter- 
colonlal  Railway  to  Montreal,  on  the  ground 
that  I- am  opposed  to  that  principle  eotlrelr. 
and  on  the  ground,  also,  that  I  did  not  think 
tbe  deal  they  were  making  was  a  good  one. 

And  he  further  says  ; 

I  will  oppose  it  because  I  do  not  think  It 
would  he  a  just  and  proper  expenditure  of 
public  money,  and  because  I  am  not  In  favonr 
of  the  government  owning  railways.  If  tli« 
government  would  introduce  a  scheme  to  sell 
the  Jntercolonlal  Railway  to  the  Grand  Tniok 
and  a  rival  line  competing  with  tbe  Caaadlu 
Pacific,  I  would  vote  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY-Tbat  would  be  all 
right. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— This  lending  cars  to 
another  company   , 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— That  h  all  right 
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Hon.  Str.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
further  says : 

There  would  then' be  two  gigantic  concerns 
competing  for  traffic,  and  the  country  would 
receive  the  benefit.  But  I  think  It  Is  mons- 
trous for  the  government,  after  subsidizing 
tlie  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  Canadian  Pacific 
Rallvay,  to  build  a  rival  line  themselves,  and 
it  is  not  on  party  grounds  that  I  am  opposed 
to  it,  because  if  the  government  had  been 
composed  of  angels  I  would  hare  voted  against 
It 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— That  Is  a  dUferent 

thing  from  this  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Why  this  Idea  of 
goveroment  ownership  Is  new  to  the  gentle- 
men on  the  opposite ''side  of  the  House.  It 
Is  a  new  policy  for  them  to  suggest  or 
advocate  or  be  dragged  Into,  because  I  see 
very  few  hon.  gentlenfen  opposite  me  who 
have  not  denounced  governmeat  ownrar- 
sliip  of  railways.  What  did  the  elder  mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  were  members  of 
parliament  when  Alexander  Mackenzie  pro- 
posed a  government  owned  and  operated 
railway,  do  when  that  proposition  was 
made?  Were  they  satisfied  with  It?  No,  they 
opposed  It  most  bitterly,  and,  even  after 
Inrge  proportions  of  that  road  were  built 
by  the  government  of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  after 
Sir  John  Macdonald  had  built  a  portion  of 
that  road  after  the  Conservatives  came  in, 
they  sought  the  first  opportunity  they  could 
to  dispose  of  the  lines  they  had  built 
tii  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany, not  a  government  owned  or  con- 
trolled road,  although  the  people  of  Canada 
were  taxed  for  an  amount  that  would  more 
than  construct  the  line  of  railway;  they 
gave  them  937,000,000  worth  of  completed 
line,  free  gift,  and  $25,000,000  cash  and  25,- 
000,000  acres  of  land.  That  was  not  enough. 
They  gave  them  a  monopoly  for  twenty 
years  in  Manitoba  and  the  west,  exemption 
from  taxation  ou  the  land,  and  exemption 
from  taxation  as  to  the  railway  and  rolling 
stock  and  not  only  that  but  exemption  from 
duties  on  the  material  required  to  construct 
that  road.  In  addition  to  all  that,  a  few 
years  after  receiving  all  that  assistance? 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  come  knock- 
ing at  •  the  door  of  purlijimeiit  asking 
tor  a  loan  of  $0,000,000  and  shortly 
alterwanlB  they  asked  for  $30,000,000.  Both 
requests  were  grunted.  These  hon.  gen- 
tlemen (talk  atwitt  govenuaeut  owned 
railways.  The  people  of  Canada  put  up  en- 
oi^b  money  and  credit  at  that  time  to  con- 
86 


struct  two  railways  like  the  Canadian  Pacific 

Railway  and  the  government  cannot  have 
any  control  under  the  railway  commission 
Bill  they  passed  a  year  ago,  because  stock- 
holders are  guaranteed  10  per  cent  before 
the  government  can  interfere  with  the  ratesr 
a  contract  made  when  some  of  these  gentle* 
men  of  this  House  were  members  of  the 
goremment,  and  I  was  surprised  to  hear 
the  motion  made  by  the  hon.  leader,  of  the 
opopsitlon  the  other  night  in  favour  of  gov- 
ernment control  of  railways.  The  hon. 
gentleman  was  very  careful  to  say  nothing 
of  operation.  It  appears  to  me,  as  far  as 
the  present  contract  is  concerned,  ^  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  baa  very  little  ground  on 
which  to  vote  against  the  proposition  now 
before  parliament,  because  he  has  always 
declared  himself  against  government  owned 
and  operated  railways.  The  government  is 
going  to  own,  theroad  from  Winulpet'  to 
liuebec.  They  control  the  rates  over  the 
western  division  and  they  can  operiite  the 
Intercolonial  over  the  new  Hue,  if  the/ 
see  flt,tiiid  can  give  any  railway  run- 
ning powers  over  that  road.  They  have 
absolute  control  of  rates,  I  want  to 
say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  G-l«)garry 
that  I  do  not  think  that  he  deliberately 
misled  the  House  the  other  night,  but  he 
said  that  as  far  as  the  prairie  section  was 
concerned  the  minimum  of  $13,000  was  the 
guarantee  and  It  did  not  matter  what  the 
road  cost  the  75  per  cent  guarantee  was 
removed.  If  the  road  cost  only  $9,000  a 
mile,  which  he  said  It  could  be  built  for, 
he  said  the  company's  bonds  had  a  guar- 
antee of  $13,000  a  mile.  Such  Is  not  the 
case.  They  get  a  guarantee  of  75  per 
cent  on  a  cost  not  exceeding  $13,000  a  mile. 
He  claimed  that  It  could  be  built  for  eight 
or  nine  thousand  a  mile;  that  he  had  the 
evidence.  I  will  refer  to  a  return  brought 
down  last  year  to  parliament  from  the  Can- 
adian Northern,  the  Mackenzie-Mann  road, 
giving  the  cost  from  Prince  Albert  east 
to  Grand  View,  where  they  show  In  detail 
the  estimated  cost  of  the  road  to  be  over 
$10,000  ii  mile,  and  if  you  add  for  the  80- 
pouud  steel  which  the  Grand  Trunk  Paciflo 
have  to  put  on  their  road,  it  will  cost  over 
$20,000  a  mile,  and  I  say  It  is  absurd  to 
offer  any  such  argument  to  this  House  that 
a  standard  road  such  as  Is  to  be  built  under 
the  conditions  of  this  contract,  could  be 
built  for  eight  or  ten  thousand  dollars  a 
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mite.  In  the  opening  remarks  of  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Marsbfleld  he  said,  who 
Is  demadlng  this  railway  ?  What  new 
demand  has  been  made  for  It  7  One  thing 
we  do  know  Is  that  the  Conservative  organ- 
ization sent  in  petitions  saying  tbey  did 
not  want  It,  but  evidence  has  been  produced 
during  the  past  year  that  1  tbink  ought 
to  convert  even  the  hon.  gentieman  from 
Marshfleld.  The  bon.  gentleman  knows 
very  well  that  some  men  who  bare  been 
very  high  up  In  politics,  in  whom  his  party 
have  bad  confidence,  men  of  good  Judgment, 
have  changed  their  minds  in  the  last  year 
or  two  so  far  as  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
is  coucerned,  and  the  support  of  the  govern- 
ment Is  concerned.  I  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Hnslnm,  a 
gentlemnn  .tUfe  hon^  genjUeman  from 
Wolaely  knows  well,  whom  be  will  give 
credit  for  having  sound  judgment,  a  gentle- 
man who  declared  the  he  is  going  to  support 
the  Laurier  government  candidate  giving 
as  his  reason,  on  account  of  the  govern- 
ment's railway  policy,  tbeir  tariff  policy 
and  their  immigration  policy,  that  he  is 
prepared  to  support  the  Laurier  administra- 
tion, and,  to  use  bis  own  language— I  will 
not  read  it  all,  because  be  gives  a  very 
full  reason  for  bis  change  of  political  views. 
Mr.  Haslam  was  not  elected  st  the  last  gen- 
eral election.  He  was  tbe  Conservative 
candidate  for  Selkirk.  He  ran  within  one 
of  being  even  with  Mr.  McCrenry  who  was 
elected,  and  this  Is  what  he  says  :— 

In  lookiog  at  tbe  map  of  Canada,  one  caDDot 
but  be  impressed  with  the  very  small  part  of 
It  which  has  beea  developed.  The  railway 
system  ot  Canada  at  tbe  present  time  simply 
touches .  tbe  fringe  of  Its  territory. 

I  should  like  tbe  hou.  gentleman  from 

Wotsely  to  listen  to  this  : 

And  it  seems  to  me  that  those  people  are 
very  staortsigbted  who  tbe  expediency  of 
attempting  aaything  in  the  way  of  railway 
building  through  any  districts  except  those 
which  are  known  at  the  present  time  to  have 
either  agricultural  or  mineral  wealth.  I  do 
not  believe  that  there  Is  any  part  ot  the 
world's  surface,  where  climatic  coaditlons  are 
such  that  civilized  man  can  live,  that  Is  not 
adapted  to  some  economic  purpose  or  other. 
For  this  reason  I  believe  that  the  building  of 
the  Orand  Trunk  Railway  from  Quebec  to  the 
Pacific  ocean  is  a  work  as  far-reaching  In  Im- 
portance to  Canada,  and  one  that  will  be 
fraught  with  quite  as  good  results,  as  the 
building  of '  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
which  was  at  the  time  so  much  criticised. 

He  deals  with  other  matters  of  public 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


concern.  This  is  addressed  to  tbe  editor 
of  tbe  Wlnn^eg  *  Telegram '  in  early  Hay, 
and  reads  as  follows: 

On  all  the  lines  which  I  think  essential  to 
permanent  progress  we  are  moving  rapidly, 
and  I  think  securely,  under  present  condition!. 

To  make  a  change  and  to  place  ourseWea 
under  the  weaker  leadership  and  reactionary 
policy  which  seems  unfortunately  to  be  char- 
acteristic ot  the  Conservative  party  at  tbe 
present  tinier  would,  it  seent>  to  me,  be 
most  unwise  and  imprudent. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Will  the  hoa 
gentleman  say  whether  Mr.  Haelem  did  DOt 
change  his  political  attitude  not  less  than 
two  or  three  years  ago  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— He  was  the  Con- 
servative candidate  at  tbe  last  election. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Was  the  change 
not  made  two  or  three  years  ago  ?  and 
before  the  Grand  Tnmk  Pacific  Bailway 
was  talked  of  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— This  Is  what  he 

states  DOW. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Does  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  not  know  that  that  Is  tbe  case? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  know  it 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentleman 

knows  Mr.  Haslem. 

Hou.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  be  is  not  « 
resident  of  Canada.    He  Uvea  in  St  FaqL 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— That  Is  no  ar- 
gument I  know  there  are  few  men  dohij 
more  to  settle  up  tbe  Northwest  than  that 
gentleman,  and  be  is  liable  to  be  a  candidate 
for  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLEY— And  liable  to  be 
defeated. 

Hon.  Mr..  WATSON— I  know  he  was  a 
Conservative  candidate,  and  Hugh  John 
Macdonald  canvassed  in  bis  bebalf  aud  he 

came  within  one  of  being  even  with  Mr. 
McCreary.  He  gave  the  reasons  why  he 
changed  bia  allegiance,  and  it  is  print-ipally 
on  account  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBRNIEB— Would  the  hou. 
gentleman  be  kind  enough  to  read  tbe  letter 
of  Mr.  McDonald,  Liberal,  ex-mayor  of 
Winnipeg,  and  a  dozen  other  Liberals  pro- 
testing against  that  contract 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  think  there  were 
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twenty-fonr  altogether,  Mr.  Buchanan  came 
in  later  on.  You  might  also  add  Mr.  RobUn, 
Ila^art  and  Hugh  Sutherland— They  were 
held  up  as  going  to  vote  against  the  Liberal 
government.  If  the  government  Insisted  on 
the  construction  of  the  Grand  Tmnlc  Pa- 
cific. I  do  not  expect  that  anybody  Bopposes 
tliose  gentlemen  would  rote  for  the  Laurier 
govonment.  They  have  been  oppoting 
tliat  government  for  years.  I  am  not  quot- 
ing the  words  of  a  man  of  no  standing  .This 
luan  gives  his  reason.  I  want  to  inform  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield  and  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Wolsely,  who  think 
that  men  ongbt  to  tall£  about  Bomethlng 
tliey  know  something  about  they  ougbt  to 
follow  that  principle  and  not  talk  north 
by  south.  I  will  give  the  opinion  of 
another  gentleman.  Mr.  H.  A.  Mnllen,  a 
gentleman  who  exports  about  one-fourth 
of  the  cattle  from  Manitoba  and  the  North- 
west Territories,  who  was  the  Conserva- 
tive member  in  the  Manitoba  legislature. 
He  was  a  member  up  to  the  last  general 
election  and  was  tendered  the  unanimous 
nomination  in  his  old  constituency  In  Rus- 
sell. He  refused.  Mr.  Mullen  wrote  a 
letter  which  has  been  published  In  which  be 
gives  his  reasons  for  supporting  the  gov- 
ernment railway  policy,  and  his  reasons 
are  as  follows  :— 

Hence  I  consider  it  to  be  eDtirel]r  consistent 
with  Bound  and  progressive  Conservative  prin- 
cipleB  to  approve  of  and  strongly  endorse  tbe 
policy  of  le^slatlon  of  the  Laurier  government 
on  tile  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Rallwar  ques- 
tion as  being  wise  and  farslghted  and  in  the 
best  Interests  of  the  entire  Northwest  and 
calculated  to  result  in  the  opening  and  build- 
lag  dp  of  a  vast  extent  of  country  and  In 
bringing  about  a  full  realization  of  Its  magni- 
llcent  possibilities. 

That  Is  what  Mr.  Mullen  has  to  eay.  My 
hoD.  friend  says:  "Who  asked  for  this 
road  ? '  Did  any  person  ask  for  It  ? 
Haa  any  person  opposed  It  except  the 
twenty-five  dissatisfled  Liberals  ?  Has  any 
word  come  from  any  board  of  trade  pro- 
testing against  the  construction  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  ?  I  venture  to  say  not  I 
bave  here  a  resolution  passed  by  the  board 
of  trade  of  the  Northwest  Territories  a  few 
days  ago: 

That  In  the  opinion  of  this  convention  the 
development  of  tbe  resources  of  the  territories 
Mnpiy  lUBtify  and  urgently  require  the  im- 
mediate and  rapid  construction  of  the  pro- 
jwted  transcontinental  line  through  the 
northern  part  of  the  conntry. 

35} 


Tha^t  Is  tbe  united  boards  of  trade  of  west- 
ern Alberta,  eastern  British  Columbia  and 
the  Northwest  Territories,  so  that  all  along 
the  line  they  are  asking  for  this  road.  Have 
you  any  better  evidence  of  the  necessity 
that  exists  for  It  than  tbe  statement 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wolsely,  that 
If  you  do  not  furnish  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  with  two  million  dollars  worth  of 
rolling  stock  you  will  need  twenty  railways 
In  a  short  time  ?  I  would  call  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's attention  to  another  question,  that 
of  rates.  The  hon.  member  and  the  hon.  lead- 
er of  the  opposition  said  something  about  a 
bargain  made  by  Mr.  Roblln  and  the  con- 
trol of  the  rates.  His  statement  was  that 
It  saved  hundred  of  thousands  of  dollars, 
and  probably  millions  of  dollars  to  the  farm- 
ers of  the  province  of  Manitoba.  The  hon. 
member  for  Wolsely  (Hon.  Mr.  Perley)  has 
also  referred  to  It,  and  told  us  about  the 
way  In  which  the  government  control  was 
obtained.  I  do  not  know  what  attitude  Mr. 
Roblin  win  take  on  the  present  BUI.  He 
has  been  north  by  south  many  times  be- 
foreon  this  policy,  and  I  do  not  know 
how  he  will  get  over  the  bridge,  because 
Mr.  Roblln  whs  the  one  who  brought 
about  government  ownership.  Mr.  Hugh 
John  Macdonald  appealed  to  the  peo- 
ple of  Manitoba  on  the  question  of  goT- 
ernment  ownership  of  railways,  but  be  bad 
a  saving  clause  ; — '  In  so  far  as  practicable  * 
— and  I  remember  well  Sir  Charles  Tupper, 
being  on  tbe  platform  with  Mr.  Macdonald, 
rather  objected  to  the  suggestion  of  govern- 
ment ownership,  buf  he  said  *  I  tbluk  1 
should  not  raise  much  objection  because  my 
friend,  Mr.  Macdonald,  says  as  far  as  practi- 
cable, and  if  he  Is  elected,  he  knows  It  Is 
not  practicable,  and  no  harm  will  be  done.' 
But  Mr.  Roblln  came  Into  power  and  secured 
a  railway.  He  bought  out  the  Northern  Pa- 
cific, a  road  which  was  induced  to  enter 
Manitoba  by  a  subsidy  to  give  relief  to  the 
people  from  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 
Notwithstanding  what  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  Wolseley  has  said,  the  Northom  Pacific 
broke  the  monopoly.  As  was  said  by  the 
Hon.  leader  of  the  opposition,  previous  to 
that,  on  account  of  the  monopoly  given  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  the  people 
were  almost  In  rebellion.  So  aggrieved 
were  the  people  with  the  Iniquitous  bar- 
gain made  by  the  government  fritb  tbe 
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Canadian    Paciflc   Railway,    eiving  them 
a  monopoly  for  twenty  years  that  the  people 
were  almost  In  a  state  of  rebellion.  So 
much  so  that  the  soTernment  realizing  the 
condition  of  affairs  and  the  importance  of 
their  claim,  got  parliament  to  grant  the 
Canadian  Paciftc  Railway  a  loan  of  lirteen 
million  dollars  on  condition  they  would  con- 
sent to  wiping  out  clause  fifteen  of  the  Act 
which  gave  tbem  a  monopoly.   As  soon  as 
that  was  done,  the  Ureenway  gOTernment 
offered  a  bonus  of  $1,750  a  mile  to  the  North- 
ern Pacific  to  extend  their  line  into  Manito- 
ba, and  that  extension  Immediately  brougtit 
down  the  rates.  The  rates  continued  to  drop 
until  Mr.  Roblin  bought  the  Northern  Paci- 
fic and  handed  It  over  to  Mackenzie  and 
Mann.    The  rates  may  have  been  reduced 
at  Wolseiey,  but  I  speak  by  the  book  when 
I  say  they  have  not  been  reduced.    I  can 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  rates  on 
lumber  from  Bat  Portage  to  Brandon,  Por- 
tage la  Prairie  and  other  points  have  been 
Increased  since  tlie  government  purchased 
the  Northern  Pacific.  Under  Northern  Pacific 
operation  lumber  sold  at  Brandon  for  $2.25 
less  than  at  Carberry,  because  it  was  a  com- 
peting point  on  t^e  Canadian  Pacific  Bail- 
way,altbQUgh  Brandon  Is  about  86  miles  fur- 
ther away  from  Bat  Portage.  At  Portage  la 
Prairie  I  could  buy  lumber  cheaper  than 
it  Clin  be  had  at  a  point  20  miles  from 
Winnipeg, 'because  there  was  competition. 
But    the  .  Bioblin     goveirnment  bought 
out    the    Northern     Pacific    and  gave 
the  people  to  understand  that  they  were 
going  to  operate  it,  and  would  connect 
with  the  Northern  Pacific  at  the  boundary 
line.   But  no  sooner  had  they  control  of  that 
road,  than  they  transferred  It  to  Mackenzie 
and  Mann.  They  bought  It  at  $20,000  a  mile 
from  the  Northern  Pacific.    My  hon,  friend 
says  that  a  road  can  be  built  in  Manitoba 
for  $9,000  a  mile,  and  if  ever  a  road  was 
built  for  that  It  was  that  Northern  Pacific. 
Wages,  and  material  were  cheap  at  the 
time.  However  the  Boblin  government  pur- 
chased the  road,  and  hardly  was  the  ink 
dry  on  the  agreement,  until  it  was,  trans- 
ferred to  Mackenzie  and  Mann.    My  hon. 
friend  talks  about  rates  ;  why  the  rates  on 
the  Canadian  Northern  to-day  on  the  south- 
ern freight  are  from  two  to  three  cents 
higher  than  they  were  before  the  change. 
Hod.  Hr.  WATSON. 


The  following  table  shows  the  increase  In 
rates  since  the  change  : 


Per  100  lbs. 

Former  Preiest 

rate. 

nte. 

42) 

66 

421 

57 

42J 

48 

60* 

76 

421 

48 

42| 

42 

421 

48 

42J 

4g 

42i 

48 

Pipe  (cast  over  6  In.)..  .. 

811 

48 

421 

48 

421 

48 

311 

45 

23 

30 

93 

Ufi 

Vegetables  In  boxes  

6S 

75 

Fruits,  mixed  car  lots  . .  . . 

431 

76 

Fruit  In  boxes  and  barrels. 

62 

110 

871 

CO 

27 

» 

Cartase  to  be  added  to  the 

present 

nta. 

The  lower  rates  were  in  force  whea  the 
Northern  Pacific  controlled  tbat  road,  b^ 
fore  it  was  purchased  by  the  Boblin  gov- 
ernment and  turned  over  to  Macfcensie  and 
Maun. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEROUSON— Are  the  nts 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  quoted  fw 
car-loads  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Tea. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Between  whal 
points  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Between  St  PanI 

and  Winnipeg. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— How  mudi  of 
that  line  is  owned  by  the  Canada  Nortbem  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— From  the  boundarr 
line  to  Winnipeg. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  the  rates 
quoted  are  from  St.  Paul. 

Hoit  Mr.  WATSON— The  increase  in 
rates  has  been  a  matter  of  controversy,  and 
it  has  been  shown  that  the  Northern  F<' 
clfic  have  continued  their  rates  from  St 
Paul  to  the  boundary  line.  It  Is  the  result 
of  an  arrangement  between  the  Canadian 
.PaciQc  Bailway  'and  the  Canadian  Nortb- 
ern. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEBGUSON— It  is  not  the  Can- 
adian Northern  that  is  putting  up  the  rata- 
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Hon.  Mr.  WATSOX— If  that  Is  the  case, 
what  becomes  of  Mr.  Roblin'a  government 
control  ?  He  bought  out  the  Northern  Pa- 
cific, yet  the  rates  are  higher  than  they 
were  before  the  purchase.  We  have  before 
as  the  resolntkm  mored  by  the  iion.  leader 
of  the  opposition.  He  must  have  found  It 
bard  to  bring  himself  to  move  such  an 
amendment,  because  he  has  expressed  him- 
self very  strongly  against  government  opera- 
tion of  a  road.  In  fact  it  was  government 
owned  roads  he  Opposed  so  very  strongly 
laat  year,  and  he  gave  his  reasons.  I  was 
Intoested  in  looking  up  what  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman had  to  say  with  regard  to  govern- 
meDt  owned  roads  last  year.   He  said: 

I  do  not  propose  to  compare  it  with  this 
scbeme  or  discuBS  it  in  any  way  ;  but  this  I 
will  say,  speaking  for  myseU,  I  am  opposed  to 
KOTemmenta  runulns  railways,  and  It  we  are 
to  take  the  Intercolonial  Railway  aa  a  aample 
to  snide  ua  In  the  future,  all  I  have  to  sar  Is, 
God  protect  us  from  the  financial  reaulta  that 
must  follow  if  the  government  are  to  own 
iDd  nm  many  other  roads  In  the  future. 

He  gave  his  reasons  for  that,  and  I  want 
to  call  attention  to  those  reasons  because 
the  debates  In  the  other  chamber  show  that 
one  of  the  great  arguments  for  government 
ownership,  control  and  operation  of  roads 
is  the  fact  that  they  are  owned  and  operated 
by  the  government  in  Australia  and  have 
been  a  success  there.  The  very  reason 
tbe  hon.  gentl^eman  gave  last  year  for  oppos- 
ing ^this  project  ia  because  he  had  studied 
the  operation  of  government  railways  in 
Aastralia,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  were  not  a  success,  and  for  that 
reaaon  he  could  not  vote  for  government 
ownership  here.  I  have  further  evidence 
to  justify  the  hon.  gentleman  in  the  stand 
be  took  last  year,  because  I  find  the  same 
condition  prevails  to-day.  Of  course,  when 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  was  speak- 
ing he  referred  to  the  operation  of  govern- 
ment railways  a  few  years  ago.  when  he 
was  in  Australia.  Things  are  not  changed, 
because  the  Australian  Commissioner  of 
Railways  is  to-day  in  America  studying 
our  railway  system.  He  came  to  Wlonipeg 
OQ  the  16th  and  the  folowlng  interview  Is 
published: 

Mr.  Kirkcaldie  lias  come  to  America  for  the 
purpose  of  atiidyinK  the  details  of  railway 
management  in  Canada  and  the  tTolted  States 
in  order  to  ascertain  If  there  are  any  fea- 
turea  of  the  methods  in  vogue  here  that  might 
be  adopted  with  advantase  In  Australia,  where , 


all  Itnei  are  owned  and  openvted  by  the  gov- 
ernment. Much  study  baa  been  given  to  the 
railway  problem  la  Australia  and  the  best 
brains  of  America  and  Oreat  Britain  have  been 
employed  to  operate  the  government  llaes  in 
a  satisfactory  manner,  but  entire  success  has 
not  yet  been  attained,  the  financial  aspect  be- 
ing the  most'  serious.  Mr.  Kirkcaldie  occupies 
the  position  of  rallvay  commissioner  in  New 
South  Wales,  and  he  has  been  delegated  by  his 
government  to  make  an  exhaustive  study  of 
the  railway  question  in  the  countries  which 
are  accounted  to  have  the  bsst  couductcd  rail- 
ways in  the  world.  He  will  spend  some  time 
in  the  leading  railway  centres  for  the  pur- 
pose of  interviewing  officials  and  iDformlng 
himself  on  departmental  details. 

So  that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  perfectly 
JustlQed  In  taking  the  i)oaitIon  he  assumed 
a  year  ago  against  government  operation 
of  railways  on  account  of  his  knowledge  of 
the  Australian  railway  system.  I  am  sur- 
prised, .however,  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  been  converted  by  his  leader  In  the 
other  House,  or  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  Rail- 
ways, Mr.  Hflggart,  to  this  milk  and  water 
system  of  government  owned  railways,  but 
he  canuot  have  any  part  In  supporting  it 
after  the  strong  stand  he  took  a  year  ago. 
Nothing  has  been  stated  to  show  that 
government  owned  railways  are  better  to- 
day than  they  were  last  session.  I  might 
give  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Railways  in  Manitoba,  the  premier,  Mr. 
Roblin,  He  bed  purchased  the  Northern 
Pacific  and  turned  it  over  to  the  Mackenzie . 
and  Mann  system,  and  had  to  give  some 
reason  for  going  back  on  the  supposed  Con- 
servative trolley  of  government  owned  rail- 
ways, and  this  is  the  reason  he  gave  in  a 
speech  in  the  legislature  of  Manitoba  on  the 
16th  March,  1901.  He  said  when  iotrodue- 
ing  the  resolution  to  transfer  the  Northern 
Pacific  road  to  the  Canadian  Northern: 

Now,  the  question  I  proposed  myself  was,  why 
did  we  want  the  Northern  Pacific  as  a  govern- 
ment road  ?  We  realised  that  we  could  not 
operate  that  road  and  secure  audi  material 
beneSt  for  the  people  of  the  country  aa  we  de- 
sired, without  subjeotlng  ourselves  to  all  the 
dangers  that  threaten  to  overtake  goverotnent 
operation  of  raUroada  as  shown  In  other  por- 
tions of  Oauiada.  We  realized  that  it  was  not 
wisdom  on  our  part  to  undertake  the  control  of 
the  road  and  operate  it  ourselves  and  make  It 
part  of  the  political  organizations  of  the  day. 
(Hear,  hear.)  I  fancy  my  hon.  friend  who  says 
hear,  bear,  agrees  with  me  that  unfortunately 
one  of  the  most  regretable  things  In  the  public 
life  of  Canada  to-day  Is  what  is  known  as  the 
spoils  system.  It  cannot  but  be  realized  by  any 
man  who  Is  a  lover  of  his  country  that  it  is  In- 
jurious to  the  public  service.  Desiring  to  avoid 
what  would  necessarily  be  additional  patron- 
age to  the  government,  we  decided  we  would 
operate  it. 
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What  is  governmeDt  ownership  T  What  ob- 
ject does  it  serve  ?  Is  It  Blmplj  to  own  a  rail- 
road for  political  advantage  ?  I  think  not.  It 
is  a  means  to  an  end  ;  and  the  end  Is,  In  order 
to  serve  the  public  with  tho  minimum  rate. 
I  claim  that  in  the  Bill  before  the  House 
we  have  ail  the  practical  benefits  of  sov- 
ernment  ownership  without  the  diBadvantage  of 
having  to  operate  the  road  through  a  depart- 
ment of  the  government,  or  a  commission  the 
government  might  appoint.  We  have  exactly 
what  a  government  railway  would  be  expected 
to  give  tbe  people,  namely,  the  control  of  the 
rates.  We  have  escaped  all  the  dangers  of 
gOTernment  ownership,  and  secured  all  that  Is 
practically  beneficial  and  desirable. 

That  was  the  view  entertained  by  the 
premier  of  Manitoba— at  least  that  was  bis 
view.  I  suppose,  when  the  new  policy  is 
discussed  on  the  public  platform,  he  will  be 
somewhat  of  an  acrobat,  like  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman from  Wolseley  and  will  try  to  play  on 
the  other  tack.  In  that  respect  like  the 
lender  of  the  opposition.  We  all  admit 
that  the  control  of  rates  secured  by  Mr. 
Roblin  and  referred  to  by  the  bon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  the  other  day,  practically 
means  nothing.  The  bon.  gentleman  from 
Wolseley  practically  gave  the  case  away 
to-night  when  he  said  the  government  agreed 
to  give  the  reduced  rates  thiit  is  a  short 
way  of  putting  it.  That  is  correct.  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  really  meant  what  he 
said  or  not,  hut  the  government  did  guar- 
antee the  rates  for  this  reason,  tliat  under 
tbe  agreement  made  with  tbe  Canadian 
Northern,  when  the  Roblln  government  dis- 
posed of  tbe  Northern  system  to  tbe  Can- 
adian Northern,  that  agreement  provides 
that  the  government  shall  have  a  right 
to  control  rates.  But,  in  case  of  dispute, 
the  matter  is  referred  to  the  courts  and  the 
courts  have  to  decide  and  the  first  thing 
to  ,  be  considered,  not  at  the  instance  of 
the  tax-payer  of  tbe  province,  but  the  first 
thing  to  be  considered  by  the  courts  In 
fixing  the  rates  Is  the  interest  of  the  com- 
pany; consequently  If  the  government  Insist 
on  the  rates  being  reduced  the  stockholders 
are  bound  to  get  the  exi»enaes  paid  first, 
and  if  there  is  any  shortage  In  paying  the 
rates  on  the  guarantee— because  that  rate 
Is  given  on  the  guarantee — the  government 
had  to  supply  the  deficiency.  I  want  to 
call  particular  attention  to  this  because  it 
bus  been  suggested  that  the  Boblln  gov- 
ernment secured  control  of  rates  for  a  guar- 
antee of  $10,000  a  mile.  But  tbe  Greenway 
government  bad  practically  all  the  advan- 
ages,  and  a  better  rate,  previous  to  tbe 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


change  of  government,  for  the  guarantee  on 
that  road  for  eight  thousand  dollars  a  mile. 
The  RobUn  government  Increased  It  to  $10,- 

000  and  the  Interest  on  that  guarantee  is 
four  per  cent  Tbe  llabllity,  as  far  as  the 
Interest  Is  concenied,  is  as  great  on  tbe 
ten  thousand  dollars  a  mile  on  the  Canadian 
Xorthern.  as  it  would  be  on  tbe  Grand  Tronk 
Pacific  at  $13,000  a  mile  at  3  per  cent.  Now 
as  to  our  control,  I  do  not  thtnk  it  will  be 
argued  by  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  that  the 
provisions  In  tbe  schedule  to  this  Act  is 
not  exactly  what  it  means.  It  reads  as 
follows  : 

The  rates  and  tolls  to  be  levied  and  taken  br 
the  company  upon  any  part  of  the  said  railway 
shall  be  under  the  control  of  the  governor  in 
council,  or  of  such  authority,  commlsBlon  or 
tribunal  as  Is  designated  or  constituted  vain 
any  Act  of  tbe  parliament  of  Canada  for  tl» 
regulation  or  control  of  the  buainess  of  rail- 
ways.  ■ 

That  is  absolute  control  of  rates,  wbicli, 
no  doubt  will  be  affected.  One  argument 
by  tlie  bon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley  was 
that  the  people  want  to  ship  tbelr  wheat 
out  In  tbe  fall.  His  first  argument  vis 
that  tbey  did  not  want  to  ship  it  out  la  tlw 
fall,  because  It  cost  them  more  money  and 
they  would  rather  hold  It  In  the  couatrj 
than  pay  extra  freight  and  later  on  he  said 
that  did  want  it  out,  and  that  they  wer? 
going  to  get  it  out  by.  using  Ice-breaten 
at  Thunder  Bay  to  keep  uavipation 
open,  bring  It  to  Depot  Harbour  and  shiP 
to  St.  John.  He  said  that  you  would 
have  a  month  longer  navigation  in  Ttmn- 
der  Bay  than  in  the  canals  down  east. 
That  may  be  right.  I  should  like  to  ast 
the  hon.  gentleman  how  Is  he  goiiii: 
to  get  his  wheat  from  Thunder  Bay  to 
Depot  Harbour  without  taking  it  throogb 
the  Saiilt  Ste.  Marie  canal,  which  is  mocli 
further  north  and  freezes  up  before  tiw 
canals  on  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  still  he 
lias  to  go  through  the  Sault  to  get  to  Depot 
Harbour,  and  that  Is  his  great  scheme.  It 
is  Just  as  reasonable  as  most  of  his  sugges- 
tions to-night.     It  cannot  possibly  be  done; 

1  believe  that  the  people  of  that  west,  to 
a  man,  want  tbls  transcontinental  railTra^- 
I  believe  now,  as  I  did  last  year,  that  wheat 
can  be  carried  by  rail  as  cheaply  as  by  the 
scheme  proposed  by  Mr.  Borden  by  tbe 
lake  and  rail  route,  for  the  reasons  given 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  I^naudirie 
on  this  subject,  given  in  details.    We  are 
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told  by  bon.  gentlemen  tbat  tbere  ts  no 
Information  about  this  northern  country. 
There  Is  a  sort  of  apology  made  by  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Uarshfleld  tbat  there  Is 
some  surrey  now.  He  did  not  dispute 
that  tbere  is  a  good  grade  east  of  Winnipeg. 
We  were  satisfied  last  year.  Teople  had 
taken  the  trouble  to  Inform  themselves  and 
the  ascertained  tbat  good  grades  could  be 
obtained  east  of  Winnipeg.  We  have  tb« 
information  that  Winnipeg  east  to  a  point 
north  of  North  Bay,  where  the  profiles  and 
plans  are  completed,  they  hove  a  grade  of 
three-tenths  of  one  per  cent,  which  grade  is 
caapble  of  carylng  wheat  as  cheap  as  by 
the  lake  and  rail  route.  ,  In  the  west  the 
population  Is  growing  by  hundreds  of  thou- 
sniids.  T^ast  year  some  nine  million  acres 
of  land  were  taken  ap  and  settled  upon, 
with  that  rapid  Increase  In  cultivation  which 
has  taken  place,  we  must  have  an  outlet 
for  our  products.  We  cannot  be  without 
it  We  cannot  store  our  wheat  for  six  or 
gereu  months  In  the  year.  Wheat  has  been 
carried  from  Winnipeg  to  St.  John  by  the 
Canadian  paeiflc  Railway  notwithstanding 
the  fact  tbat  they  had  these  heavy  grades 
and  sharp  curvatures  to  encounter.  An 
argument  is  advanced  here  by  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Westmoreland  that  you 
could  not  operate  this  road  in  the  winter 
time.  The  road  will  be  operated  in  winter 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— He  said  it  would 
be  more  expensive  to  operate  in  winter. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— That  is  the  view  I 
will  take  of  it  If  it  is  to  be  operated  in  win- 
ter time  at  all,  the  more  trains  you  run  over 
it  the  cheaper  will  be  the  rate  of  freight. 
Tbere  is  no  quesuon  about  tbat  at  all.  It 
you  could  operate  it  by  running  trains  every 
two  hours  in  the  day  It  Is  going  to  be  cheap- 
er to  operate  the  road  by  the  tonnage  tbau 
ranuing  two  or  three  trains  a  day-  I  want 
Just  for  a  moment  to  suggest  one  proposi- 
tion made  by  a  gentleman  In  the  other 
House,  which  has  not  been  adtanced  here. 
It  was  advanced  last  year,  and  that  is  the 
purchase  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
north  of  Lake  Superior.  There  Is  no  ques- 
tion in  my  mind  that  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  would  like  to  dispose  of  that  por- 
tion of  the  road,  and  there  is  no  question 
to  my  mind  whatever  that  if  they  did  dis- 
pose of  tbat  road,  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 


way would  divert  alt  their  trade  by  the 
Sault  line  and  Lake  Superior.   They  would 

never  operate  a  train  north  of  Lake  Supe- 
rior. They  have  easier  grades  and  better 
road  on  the  Sault  line  and  that  is  the  way 
the  freight  would  come.  I  am  surprised  at 
the  reasons  given  by  the  taon.  leader  of  the 
opposition,  speaking  in  support  of  this 
UBondmen^  as  to  why  he  wants  ^vern- 
ment  control  of  the  road.  It  la  to  secure 
the  freight  for  our  own  terminals  in  Cana- 
diiin  ports.  When  he  was  a  member  of  the 
government,  what  did  he  do  ?  We  are  told 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  St.  Boniface 
that  the  Conservative  party  always  had  to 
rectify  the  wrongs  of  the  Liberals.  What 
were  some  of  the  first  duties  of  the  Liberals 
when  they  came  into  power,  If  It  wag  not 
to  right  the  wrongs  that  bad  been  done  by , 
their  predecessors  ?  The  Conservative  gov- 
ernment were  subsidizing  steamers  to  Bos- 
ton and  United  States  ports  to  induce  freight 
to  go  to  American  ports  instead  of  to  Cana- 
dian ports.  One  of  the  first  acts  of  the  Liberal 
administration  was  to  cancel  those  contracts 
and  give  them  to  steamships  going  to  Cana- 
dian ports.  Probably  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  St.  Boniface  will  mark  tbat  down.  The 
government  also  had  an  arrangement  made 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  whereby 
they  were  not  to  compete  with  them  for 
freight  on  the  NIcolet  branch  ;  tbat  tlie 
freight  tuid  to  go  through  the  state  of  Maine. 
1  thought  while  the  hon  gentleman  was 
speakli^  that  we  might  make  a  pun  and 
stnte  that  the  main  line  of  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway  was  through  the  state  of  Maine. 
I  should  like  to  have  said  a  Httle  about  the 
reasons  why  the  road  should  be  built  at  once. 
I  intended  to  give  some  figures  that  would 
show  the  amount  of  land  taken  up  by  home- 
steaders last  year,  on  the  amount  of  land 
sold  by  the  different  companies  last  year, 
amounting  to  some  nine  million  acres.  I 
should  4Ike  to  have  called  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  importance  of  the  imme- 
diate construction  of  the  railway  in  that 
western  country.  You  can  only  have  a  re- 
duction of  rates  and  proper  service  by  com- 
petition. The  bon.  gentleman  from  Wolse- 
ley  has  said  that  although  he  stated  sever- 
al other  things  between  times.  I  say  that 
It  Is  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  gov- 
ernment should  be  encouraged  in  every 
way  to  prosecute  this  work  to  Its  successful 
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completion.  I  bellere  It  Is  much  better  for 
the  government  to  lease  the  road  east  or 
Winnipeg  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  than 
to  undertake  to  operate  It  as  a  government 
road.  I  believe  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
agrees  with  me  on  that  point  I  do  not  for 
a  moment  think  that  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position would  suggest  that  the  government 
should  build  that  road  and  operate  it. 


Hon.  Mr.  McKAY 
done  It. 


(Truro)— He  ihas  not 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  and  I  do  not 
think  he  would.  I  believe  he  is  honest  and 
consistent;  and  he  knows  what  he  has  said 
In  the  past  and  with  the  information  that  he 
has  with  regard  to  the  operation  of  roads 
by  governments  he  would  not  rise  in  his 
place  in  the  House  and  support  a  motion  for 
government  ownership  and  control  of  rail- 
ways. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
yet  the  hon.  gentleman  quoted  from  that 
speech  I  made  last  year  to  leave  the  Impres- 
sion that  I  had.  The  hon.  gentleman  did 
not  quote  me  correctly. 

Hon,  Mr.  WATSON— I  quoted  from  the 
Debates,  and  I  leave  it  with  the  stenograph- 
ers or  the  hon.  gentleman  himself.  I  quoted 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  said  last  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
hon.  gentleman  quoted  as  much  as  suited 
himself,  and  did  not  read  the  whole  state- 
ment ;  but  I  shall  take  another  opportunity 
to  correct  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  wish  to  say  that  I 
bad  no  desire  to  put  the  hon.  gentleman  In 
a  wrong  position.  I  believe  be  was  sincere 
In  his  statement.   I  read  it  exactly  word  for 

word..  The  statement  Is  ou  page  1384  of  the 
second  volume  of  the  Debates  and  reads  as 
follows : 

I  am  opposed  to  Eovernment  runnfng  ratl- 
waya,  and  It  we  are  to  take  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  aa  a  sample  to  guide  us  In  the  future, 
all  I  have  to  say  is,  God  protect  us  from  flaan- 
clal  results  that  must  follow  If  the  govern- 
meot  are  to  own  and  run  many  other  roads  In 
the  future. 

I  then  went  on  to  say  without  reading 
further  that  the  bou.  gentleman  gave  bis 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


reasons  and  related  his  experience  in 
Australia.  If  he  desires,  I  will  read  that 
part  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL^-The 
sentiments  there  expressed  are  exactly  la 
accordance  with  the  resolntl<m  I  moved  to- 
day. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  have  not  mis- 
quoted.   I  have  given  it  word  for  word. 

iion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
bon.  gentleman  has  read  it  correctly,  bat 
he  did  not  do  so  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  will  leave  that  to 
the  reporter.  Then  be  gives  bis  reasons 
for  expressing  the  opinion  and  calling  upon 

the  creator  to  protect  us,  and  he  says: 

I  have  already  told  the  House  that  I  ui 
giving  my  independent  views  upon  that  quu- 
tion.  '  I  shall  not  discuss  It  further.  I  mteli- 
ed  the  operations  ot  the  railroads  In  AUBtialla 
when  I  was  there.  They  are  government  rail- 
ways. They  produce  no  argument  In  my  mlnJ 
that  goTernments  can  own  and  operate  rail- 
ways as  well  as  It  can  be  done  by  lodlvlduali. 
1  believe  to-day  that  If  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company,  or  the  Canadian  Pacific  RallwaT 
Company  had  possession  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  they  would  run  It  with  much  advao- 
tage,  to  the  people  living  In  the  maritime  pn- 
vtnces  and  at  less  expense  than  it  is  nu  to- 
day, and  they  would  run  It  without  losln* 
any  money.  That  may  be  a  heterodox  view  to 
some  of  my  friends  from  the  maritime  provlo- 
cea,  but  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  from 
having  watched  the  management  and  the  op- 
erations of  that  road  under  both  governments. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Where 
am  I  advocating  the  government  ownw- 
ship  and  operation  of  railways  in  what  tiM 
bon.  gentleman  has  read  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  say  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  not  advocating  government  owner 
ship  and  operation  of  road.  I  am  arguing 
the  contrary,  and  I  am  saiprised  that  be 
should  now  propose  that  the  govenuneot 
should  own  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  control  It, 
but  not  operate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^There 
is  nothing  there  about  operating  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  know  there  Is  no- 
thing there  about  opwatlng,  and  I  venture 
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to  say  the  hon.  gentleman  would  admit  he 
Is  not  in  favour  of  the  government  operat- 
iQg  that  road.  I  know  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  not  want  to  operate  that  road. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEUL— I  said 
80  distinctly  In  making  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Certainly,  I  want 
tlut  pronouncement  made  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman. I  want  to  make  taUu  repeat  It 
The  hon.  gentieman  is  not  in  favour  of 
government  owning  railways,  because  this 
proposition  is  going  to  be  used  through  the 
coDDtry,  and  is  now  used  by  some  people, 
that  tlie  Intercolonial  Railway  is  to  be  ex- 
tended into  the  west  and  the  governmont  po- 
licy is  in  favour  of  owning  and  controlling 
and  operating  that  railway.  That  Is  what  to 
held  out  to  the  electors  in  Canada  and  to 
the  people  In  the  west,  but  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  he  Is  opposed  to  that  and  never 
suggested  that  the  government  should  oper- 
ate that  road.  He  has  emphasized  that  he 
wants  to  own  and  control,  but  he  Is  care- 
fal  not  to  say  the  government  should  oper- 
ate it.  I  do  not  know  what  control  means, 
bat  he  avoids  *  operation; '  he  said  so  last 
year  and  repeats  It  now.  When  I  have 
secnred  that  declaration,  I  think  I  have 
cleared  the  atmosphere  of  a  good  many 
stnmp  speeches  that  might  otherwise  have 
been  delivered.  I  have  no  doubt  what  the 
result  of  this  vote  Is  going  to  be. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Nor  I. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  good  sense  of 
the  House  will  guarantee  a  good  round 
majority  in  support  of  <he  Bill.  I  have  no 
'doubt  of  that  at  all.  I  trust  that  in  the 
near  future  we  will  see  the  completion 
of  this  road  and  we  will  have,  as  stated  by 
the  hoD.  gentleman  from  Lincoln,  a  gov- 
ernment road  from  the  Atlantic  to  tho  Paci- 
fic entirely  In  Canadian  territory.  It  will  be 
the  means  of  opening  up  and  developing 
a  large  territory  to  the  north.  It  will  double 
the  size  of  Canada;  It  will  reduce  railway 
rates  and  give  the  relief  demanded  by  the 
people  of  Canada  and  give  It  at  little  or  no 
cost  to  the  resources  of  the  Dominion.  I 
was  Interested  in  the  mnarks  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  British  Columbia  the  other 
day  when  he  said  the  few  people  who  were 
supporting  the  Bill  were  people  to  whom 


It  would  not  cost  anything.  He  Is  per- 
fectly right.  I  believe  the  Intelligent  peo- 
ple of  Canada  are  supporting  the  Bill  to- 
day because  It  is  going  to  be  at  no  cost  to 
the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN — A  couple  of  hours 
ago  1  had  no  intention  of  saying  anything 
on  this  dieasure.  ^ut  this  debate  has  as- 
sumed such  proportions  that  I  think  it  Is  the 
duty  of  some  one  to  remonstrate  and  protest 
against  this  manner  of  proceeding.  The 
debate  was  commenced  in  a  dignified  man- 
ner, and  Is  terminating  after  the  manner 
of  a  stump  or  platform  discussion,  with  the 
strongest  feeling  of  party  politics  on  both 
sides.  I  deplore  this.  It  is  no  matter  to 
laugh  at.  It  is  a  matter  which  the  Senate 
ought  to  consider  carefully  and  pause  be- 
fore they  plunge  deeper  and  deeper  Into  the 
abyss  of  partyism  from  which  It  may 
never  be  extricated.  The  fathers  of  the 
federation  were  men  of  two  sides  of  poll- 
tics.  The  state  of  the  country  at  that  time 
demanded  a  combination  of  the  French  and 
English  and  of  every  shade  of  politics.  They 
met  with  the  most  laudable  desire  to  pro- 
duce such  a  constitution  as  would  lasting- 
ly benefit  this  country.  They  had  the 
example  of  the  United  States.  They  had 
the  example  of  the  motUer  country,  and 
they  bad  genius  and  intellect,  and  they  un- 
derstood the  habits  and  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple. These  men  constituted  an  Upper 
House,  and  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John  Macdon- 
nld,  the  most  distinguished  Canadian  of  his 
time,  in  this  country,  this  Illustrious  man 
on  the  29th  January,  1805,  Introduced  In  the 
House  of  Commons  the  resolutions  of  the 
conference  and  explained  the  nature  of  the 
new  constitution.  What  does  he  say  about 
this  House  ?  He  says  that  they  divided  It 
into  three  great  divisions  of  twenty-four 
members  each.    He  says  : 

The  objection  has  been  taken,  that.  In  ron- 
sequence  of  the  Crown    being   deprived  the 
right  of  unlimited  appoiatment,    there   Is  a 
chance  of  a  deadlock  arising  between  the  two 
branches  of  the  legislature;  a  chance  that  the 
Upper  House,  being  altogether  Independent  of 
the  sovereign,  of  the  Lower  House,  and  of  the 
advisers  of  the  Crown,  may  act  Independently, 
!  and  80  Independently  as  to  produce  a  deadlock. 
I  I  do  not  anticipate  any  »uch  result.    In  the 
I  first  case  we  know  that  In  England  it  does  not 
I  arise.    There  would  be  no  use  of  an  Upper 
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House  If  It  did  Dot  exercise,  when  It  thouKht 
proper,  the  right  of  oppoafng  or  ameodtng  or 
poatponlng  tbe  legislation  of  the  Lower  House. 
It  would  b6  of  no  value  whatever  were  it  a 
mere  chamber  for  registering  the  decrees  of 
tbe  Lower  House.  It  must  be  an  Independent 
House,  having  a  free  action  of  Its  own,  for  It 
is  only  valuable  as  being  a  regulating  body, 
calmly  considering  the  legislation  Initiated  by 
tbe  popular  branch,  and  preventing  any  hasty 
or  Itl-cousfdered  legislation  which  may  come 
from  that  body,  but  It  will  never  set  Itself  in 
opposition  against  the  deliberate  and  under- 
stood wishes  of  the  people.  Even  the  House  of 
Lords,  which,  as  an  hereditary  body.  Is  far 
more  Independent  than  one  appointed  tor  life 
can  be  ;  whenever  It  ascertains  what  Is  tbe 
calm,  deliberate  will  of  the  people  of  England, 
yields,  and 'never  In  moderj)  times, -has  there 
been,  la  fact  or  act,  any  attempt  to  overrule 
the  decisions  of  that  House  by  the  appointment 
of  new  peers,  excepting  perhaps  once  in  the 
reign  of  Queen  Anne. 

In  this  country,  we  must  remember,  that  the 
gentlemen  who  will  be  selected  for  the  legis- 
lative council  stand  on  a  very  different  tooting 
from  the  peers  of  England. 

He  farther  says : 

The  members  of  the  tJpper  House  would 
then  come  from  tbe  people  as  well  as  those  of 
the  Lower  House,  and  should  any  difference 
ever  arise  between  both  branches,  the  former 
could  say  to  the  members  of  the  popular 
branch  :  '  We  as  much  represent  tbe  feelings 
of  the  people  as  you  do,  and  even  more  so  ; 
we  are  not  elected  from  smalt  localities  and 
for  a  short  period  ;  you  as  a  body  were  elected 
at  a  particular  time,  when  the  public  mind 
was  running  In  a  particular  channel ;  yon  were 
returned  to  parliament,  not  so  much  repre- 
senting the  general  views  of  the  country  on 
general  questions,  as  upon  the  particular  sub- 
jects which  happened  to  engage  the  minds  of 
tho  people  when  they  went  to  tbe  polls. 

Besides,  It  must  be  remembered  that  an 
Upper  House,  the  members  of  which  are  to  be 
appointed  for  life,  would  not  have  the  same 
quality  of  permanence  as  the  House  of  Lords  ; 
our  members  would  die  ;  strangers  would  suc- 
ceed them,  whereas  son  succeeded  father  In  tbe 
House  of  Lords.  Thus  the  changes  in  the 
membership  and  state  of  opinion  In  our  Up- 
per House  would  always  be  more  rapid  than 
in  tbe  House  of  Lords. 

The  extract  continues  : 

There  Is  this  additional  advantage  to  be  ex- 
pected from  the  limitation.  To  the  Upper  House 
is  to  be  confided  the  protection  of  sectional 
Interests  ;  therefore  Is  ft  that  the  three  great 
divisions  are  there  equally  represented,  for  the 
purpose  of  defending  such  Interests  against  the 
combinations  of  majorities  in  the  Assembly.  It 
will,  therefore,  become  the  Interest  of  each 
section  to  be  represented  by  Its  very  best  men, 
and  the  members  of  the  administration  who 
Hon    Mr.  WATSON. 


belong  to  each  section  will  see  that  such  men 
are  chosen,  In  the*  can  of  a  Taeaney  In  their 
section. 

In  the  formation  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  principle  of  representation  by  population 
has  been  provided  for  In  a  manner  equally  in- 
genious and  simple. 


The  duties  of  the  Upper  House  are  de- 
fined. In  no  part  is  there  a  word  said 
about  discussing  such  questions  as  have 
been  discussed  in  tbe  Senate  to-nlgbt 
They  are  simply  to  protect  sections  of  tbe 
people  whose  rights  may  be  threatened, 
and,  consequently  I  hold  It  Is  not  a  point  In 
this  House  to  have  goTernment  and  opposi- 
tion having  caucuses  as  they  do  In  the  lower  j 
House.  I  never  heard  m  this  chamber,  ^ 
until  tbe  other  day,  that  abominable  word 
*  caucus.'  It  should  never  hare  been  men-  j 
tloned  In  this  House.  It  Is  a  woM  of  Hi  | 
omen  and  It  was  a  very  long  time  before  tbe 
English  people  would  admit  It  Into  their  ] 
government  There  Is  also  the  word  '  whip,' 
which  Is  of  still  greater  abhorrence  to  me. 
We  should  have  some  reason  given  for  using 
the  words  '  leader  of  the  government '  and 
'  leader  of  the  oppotitlon,'  or  they  should 
be  put  aside.  If  I  am  one  of  the  opposition 
and  If  the  hon.  gentleman  from  BelleTllle  Is 
the  leader  of  the  opposition,  then  I  am  a  trai- 
tor ^  I  have  not  consulted  him.  I  have  not 
voted  with  bim  on  every  occasion,  I  have 
been  opposed  to  him  on  occasions,  and  l 
have  never  thought  of  asking  him  bis  opin- 
ion or  consulting  him  In  any  way  as  the 
chieftain  or  leader  from  wbom  I  should  taKe 
an  opposition.  What  would  be  the  use  of 
this  House  as  an  Independent  body,  sittlns 
in  a  judicial  capacity  and  judging  the  affairs 
Of  tbe  country,  if  not  actuated  by  justice,, 
truth  and  honour.  If  It  continues  on  in 
the  manner  in  which  It  bax  done  to-nlgbt 
I  say  that  tbe  Senate  will  have  fallen  from 
Its  high  estate,  and  no  longer'  win  it 
be  looked  up  to  as  an  institution  of  honour 
by  the  people  of  the  country.  For 
tbe  right  hon.  genteiman  who  Is  the  pre- 
mier of  the  government  I  have  the  biich- 
est  and  most  sincere  regard.  He  has  beea. 
honoured  above  any  other  Canadian.  He 
has  been  admitted 'to  be  one  of  tbe  chosen 
few  to  give  their  advice  to  the  king.  He  has 
been  honoured  by  being  made  a  privy  coun- 
cillor. He  has  also  had  the  degrees  of  the 
oldest  universities  In  England  and  Eorope, 
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Institutions  which  are  hoary  with  learning 
and  aotiqaity.  He  has  bad  their  hlgtust 
degrees  ;  France  has  honoured  him  with  tlin 
highest  class,  the  Legion  of  Honour ;  but 
gieat  tts  these  honours  are,  and  much  re- 
spected as  these  honours  are  hy  every  Cana- 
dian, I  say  It  would  be  a  far  higher  honour 
if  the  right  hon.  gentleman  could  fold  his 
arms  and  say  :  *  I  bare  raised  the  Senate 
to  a  higher  position  than  it  was  when  I  be- 
came leader  of  the  gOTernment.  I  have 
placed  in  the  Senate  men  eminent  for  their 
services  to  the  state,  and  eminent  for  the 
services  that  they  have  rendered  to  the  pub- 
lic, and  I  bare  selected  them  because  of 
their  independence  in  judging  things  on 
their  merits,  which  is  bo  needed  In  a  body 
of  this  kind.'  I  mention  that  to  show  that 
that  being  the  platform  of  the  Liberal  party, 
I  had  expected  something  of  the  kind 
might  happen  in  their  appointments  to  this 
House.  It  did  not  happen.  I  am  an  inde- 
pendent member  of  this  House  ?  I  know 
that  my  words  may  fall  like  a  post-prandi<il 
expression  of  opinion.  To  whom  am  I  res- 
poosible  ?  Because  I  am  responsible  In  tbe 
highest  degree  to  somebody  in  occupying 
this  position  ?  Am  I  responsible  to  party  7 
No,  not  to  party.  To  whom  am  I  respon- 
sible ?  First  to  the  Ruler  of  the  Universe  to 
whom  we  are  all  responsible.  I  am  respon- 
sible to  the  country,  and,  lastly,  to  myself 
and  my  own  conscience.  These  are  all  ;  I 
liave  nothing  to  do  with  pnrty,  and  when 
that  word  is  hurled  across  the  floor  of  the 
House,  and  when  old  sores  are  raked  up — 
I  do  not  say  that  one  side  is  worse  than  the 
other— perhaps  the  bad  example  came  from 
I  won't  say  which,  but  I  hope  members 
will  look  Into  and  see  that  words  ut- 
tered by  an  humble  member  of  this  House 
are  worthy  of  consideration,  and  if 
they  cannot.  In  their  time,  have  it  to  say 
that  they  were  of  the  era  which  witnessed 
the  elevation  and  the  Improvement  of  this 
Senate. 

In  this  case  the  flrst  point  to  consider 
by  any  boo.  member  who  wishes  to  take  nu 
honest  view  of  the  project,  is,  first,  is  this 
railway  really  necessary  ?  I  am  willing  to 
admit  it  is  necessary — well,  not  in  its  en- 
tirety. I  am  willing  to  admit  that,  wher- 
ever It  was  started,  there  seems  to  be  a  gen- 
eral confeiiKUS  of  opinion  and  no  Htrung  feel- 


ings of  opposition  for  doing  everything  to 
keep  the  North-west  Territories,  the  hope 
and  the  saviour  of  this  country,  supplied 
with  every  convenience  that  civilisation  can 
afford  in  its  rapid  course  to  success  and 
prosperity.  Therefore  I  am  not  unfavour- 
able to  that.  The  next  point  is,  where  is 
that  railway  to  be  located  ?  As  to  that,  I 
can  form  some  opinion  7  Tbe  course  la 
marked  out  on  this  map  which  I  have 
before  me.  and  if  that  is  tbe  survey  It  Is  well 
done,  whether  It  be  an  actual  survey  or  only 
a  partial  one,  or  whether  an  imaginary  one 
I  don't  know.  It  begins  at  Port  Simpson, 
passes  midway  through  British  Columbia, 
tuid  on  towards  the  Atlantic  distributing  its 
favours  equally  to  the  different  western  pro- 
vinces. It  then  takes  a  slice  out  of  the 
southeast  corner  of  l^eewatin,  and  after 
that  it  takes  another  slice  off  another  comer. 
Hon  members,  when  tbey  were  boys,  may 
have  been  treated  to  ptftato-cake,  and  this 
map  reminds  me  of  tbe  cuts  and  triangles 
in  tbe  cakes  which  used  to  t>e  made  in  my 
time.  There  Is  a  slice  exactly  like  that 
taken  off  Alberta.  I  should  say  this  Is  a 
map  from  Mr.  Sifton's  office,  and  it  Is  a  map 
of  Canada.  It  is  attached  to  the  blue-book. 
Then  a  line  goes  to  the  southeast  corner 
of  Saskatchewan,  and  on  again  and  takes 
another  triangular  piece  off  Manitoba  ;  It 
then  Koes  straight  through  Keewatin.  and 
then  It  goes  straight  on  and  lavishes  its 
favours  on  Ontario.  It  gives  Ontario  full 
and  plenty  of  Its  services,  for  it  runs  from 
one  side  of  It  to  the  other  across  the 
northern  end  so  that  Ontario  cannot  com* 
plain.  It  then  enters  the  province  of  Que- 
bec and  passes  through  It  In  much  the  same 
manner.  It  curves  through  It  In  an  undulat- 
ing way,  till  it  reaches  New  Rrunswlcli,  and 
entering  New  Brunswick  it  strikes  that  fer- 
tile plain  which  for  two  hundred  years  was 
covered  with  beautiful  grass  and  valuable 
timber,  and  whei*e  it  was  left  without  any 
discovery.  I  do  not  deny  the  existence  of 
sueli  a  territory.  It  is  quite  possible 
it  may  be  there.  There  are  a  great  many 
things  undiscovered  In  this  world,  and  a 
great  many  men  whose  talents  are  undis- 
covered. Tlie  line  then  passes  down  to 
Moncton.  Nova  Scotia  does  not  seem  to  get 
any.  nor  that  exacting  and  particular  place, 
Prince  Edward  Island.   It  Is  a  wonder  Its 
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membera  did  not  object,  but  they  are  get- 
ting tbe  bridge  built  I  know  Prince  Bdward 
Island  would  not  be  bebind  In  getting 
favours  if  they  were  going.   So  far  as  tbe 

route  goes  to  Quebec.  I  can  vote  for  that.  I 
think  it  is  required  there,  but  not  as  a 
freight  carrier.  We  should  make  use  of  the 
waterway  for  carrying  freight— the  most 
magnificent  iraterway  in  the  world.  It  is 
a  pi<y  the  Welland  canal  Is  not  enlarged  a 
little.  If  the  House  will  i>ermlt  me  I  will 
read  a  short  statement  from  cme  of  the 
ablest  men  In  Ontario,  in  regard  to  the  trans- 
portation question.  He  has  been  a  shipper 
for  forty  years.  He  has  an  elevator  work- 
ing every  year,  and  he  ships  more  grain 
than  any  man  in  Ontario.  I  spoke  to  him 
on  the  subject  and  he  handed  me  this 
paper.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  understand  the 
Welland  canal  is  only  fourteen  feet  deep, 
the  same  as  the  St.  Lawrence  canals.  I 
asked  a  contractor  about  how  much  It  would 
take  to  deepen  this  canal,  and  he  told  me 
it  would  be  about  $20,000,000.  I  will  read 
this  portion  of  the  letter  : 

A  further  saving  will  be  made  of  three- 
eigbths  to  one-half  cent  per  busbel  on  the 
River  St.  Lawrence  ;  as  soon  as  the  trade  war- 
rants tbe  forwarding  companies  building  large 
barges,  the  grain  can  be  carried  for  1^  to  1} 
cents  per  busbel.  It  has  been  carried  In  the 
past  as  low  as  Ig  cents  per  bushel  without  loss 
to  the  companies. 

To  work  these  savings  It  would  have  to  be 
done  in  large  sized  steamers  carrying  from 
175,000  to  250,000  bushels.  These  steamers  would 
discharge  at  Kingston.  If  they  were  able  to 
go  to  Montreal  it  would  not  be  any  im- 
provement, but  a  loss,  as  the  grain  can  be 
carried  much  cheaper  In  barge?  from  here  dowo 
to  Montreal  than'  it  caa  be  carried  In  ocean 
steamers,  owing  to  the  difflcultlea  in  the  way  of 
the  large  outlay  of  the  steamer. 

The  River  St.  Lawrence  rates  : 

The  present  rate  from  Kingston  to  Montreal 
on  the  class  of  barges  now  used  is  IB  cents.  In 
1902  it  was  U  to  U  cents. 

These  barges,  as  you  are  aware,  are  small, 
most  of  them  carry  20,000  to  2E,000  bushels,  a 
few  40,000  to  45,000  bushels. 

The  coming  barge  will  be  from  60.000  to  76,000 
buAels.  The  crews  for  large  barges  cost  very 
little  more  than  for  the  small  ones,  so  when 
I  based  my  figures  from  Kingston  to  Montreal 
at  li  cents,  I  think  I  was  very  conservative. 

This  certainly  would  give  a  transportation 
company  a  good  profit. 

Below  I  show  you  the  comparison  between 
F.O.B,  ocean  steamer,  port  of  New  York  via 
Buffalo,  and  F.O.B.  steamer  port  of  Montreal 
via  Deep  Water  Welland 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


Cents.  Gents. 
Fort  William  to  BufCalo,  per  bushetl'S 
Buffalo  to  Now  York,  per  bushel. ...3-5 
F.O.B.  charges  New  York,  per  bush.  -90 

  6» 

Fort  William  to  Port  Colbome,  per 
bushel  1'6 

Port  Colborne  to  Kingston,  per 
bushels   6 

Kingston  to  F.O.B.  ocean  steamer. 
Montreal  1-375 

 tm 

2-G26 

You  see  the  great  difference  there  is  in 
favour  of  that  route.  The  commission,  who 
are  taking  evidence  in  the  matter,  are  not 
ready  with  their  report  I  thought  I  would 
mention  this  because  I  know  the  gentle- 
man is  reliable.  I  know  It  is  reliable,  and  I 
challenge  any  hon.  gentleman  to  disprove  it, 
and  I  challenge  any  hon.  gentleman  io 
prove  that  a  railway  can  carry  freight  as 
cheaply  by  rail  as  it  can  by  water. 
It  Is  impossible  to  do  it.  I  have  tbe 
greatest  authority  for  saying  so.  I  have 
great  deference  for  the  opinion  of  the  hoD. 
gentleman  from  Lincoln,  and  I  think  it  we 
discussed  the  matter  together  he  would  un- 
derstand. Times  are  changed.  There  is 
no  similarity  that  I  can  see  between  tbe 
existing  railway  route  and  the  one  pro- 
posed. But  circumstances  and  condi- 
tions are  entirely  cbanged  from  what  they 
were  in  the  past.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  was  a  necessity.  If  any  hon.  gen- 
tleman who  says  that  there  is  any  similitude 
between  the  Inception  of  the  Canadian  Pa- 
ciflc  Railway  and  the  Transcontinental  Rail- 
way projects,  I  hope  it  will  be  on  reccnrd.  1 
think  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Portage  la 
Prairie  might  rejoice  in  the  title  *  Lord  Port 
age  la  Prairie.'  or  bis  colleague  might  like 
tbe  title  '  Duke  of  Klllarney.'  When  this 
rand  Is  constructed  I  hope  titles  will  result 
from  it.  We  are  all  glad  when  Canadians 
receive  titles,  but  we  hope  they  will 
live  In  the  country.  We  congratulate  the 
gentlemen  who  have  been  offered  titles  by 
tbe  sovereign,  and  we  try  to  show  them  every 
respect,  although  we  sometimes  do  not.  With 
regard  to  government  control,  I  would  have 
notbins  to  do  with  it.  The  State  Civil  Service 
of  Canada  Is  bad  enough.  God  knows,  but  to 
add  a  railway  to  It,  and  to  have  every  man 
looking  for  a  Job  down  to  tbe  firemen,— be- 
cause the  lower  the  position  the  more  bitter 
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the  flght.  Is  simply  not  to  be  thought  of.  It 
U  more  difficult  to  appoint  a  guard  lu  a  pen- 
itentiary than  to  a  position  higher.  I 
say  it  is  a  misfortune  for  any  young  man 
wbo  gets  a  position  In  the  cItU  Service,  un- 
less he  has  a  *  pull '  and  can  hoodwink 
somebody  and  go  to  the  minister  with  in- 
fluence behind  him  for  promotion.  I  remem- 
ber going  once  to  a  gentleman  who  was  a 
minister,  and  I  had  to  stand  at  his  door  and 
the  member  of  parliament  who  was  to  come 
with  me  did  not  arrive  on  time.  I  had 
to  go  Into  bis  presence  alone.  It  was 
terrible.  He  did  not  ask  me  to  sit  down. 
He  looked  at  me  In  a  scornful  wav, 
and  asked  what  brought  me  there,  and  I 
told  him  my  missioo.  He  said,  '  I  will  in- 
quire into  it,  and  do  what  is  rigbt.'  I 
was  glad  to  hear  afterwards  that  he  fell 
in  the  general  disaster.  I  only  men- 
tion this  -to  show  the  trouble  members  of 
the  cabinet  have.  If  a  youug  man  Is  as 
stupid  ns  an  owl,  and  incapable  of  anything 
at  all,  put  him  in  the  service.  Tbat  is  the 
follow  who  gets  the  pull ;  but  without  the 
pull  he  has  no  chance  whatever.  I  think 
there  is  a  lai^e  amount  of  patronage  attend- 
ing this  matter.  Yon  are  a  powerful  party, 
you  have  a  well  united  party,  a  strong  party. 
Party  government  la  necessary.  I  hope  you 
are  not  going  to  repeat  the-dolngs  and  prac- 
tices of  the  party  which  manages  the  affairs 
of  Ontario.  If  you  do,  party  government 
wil  go  to  the  dogs.  The  morality  of  the 
people,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  has  Income  very 
dull,  In  Ontario,  and  under  such  consider- 
ations is  It  not  unfair  tbat  you  should  have 
this  grant  of  money,  this  patronage  and 
power  to  handicap  your  opponents.  This 
scattered,  disjointed  Conservative  party 
whom  you  say  are  almost  guilty  of  deeds 
that  were  Incorrect,  have  not  shown  that 
genius  for  government  that  is  shown  by  you. 
I  «m  willing  to  admit  that  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  but  you  should  give  them  a 
chance.  Perhaps  they  might  do  something 
equal  to  the  humblest  of  you.  Now,  with 
reference  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Port- 
age la  Prairie,  I  know  he  does  not  moan  it, 
but  a  gentleman  coming  here  blindfolded 
wonid  make  sure  be  was  in  the  House  of 
Commons  if  he  listened  to  that  gentleman. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  de  lianaudifire 
also  made  a  speech.   I  wanted  to  ajwlc^lze 


to  him  ivhen  he  was  here,  because  I  hap- 
pened to  Interrupt  him  while  he  was  mak- 
ing his  beautiful  peroration  :  I  apologize  to 
him  In  his  absence.  He  is  the  most  com- 
placent gentleman  I  ever  caw  In  my  life, 
he  reminded  me  of  Uttle  Jack  Hor- 
ner who  sat  in  the  corner,  who  put  In 
his  thumb  and  pulled  out  a  plum  and  said 
'  what  a  good  boy  am  I.'  He  makes  a  state- 
ment and  then  laughs  and  smiles  in  a  most 
complacent  manner — what  a  good  boy  am  I. 
He  is  young,  and  will  get  over  tbat.  I  am 
happy  to  think  the  good  feeling  which  exists 
on  these  occasions  Is  not  broken.  We  wtH 
try  and  do  better  for  the  future. 

I  have  not  been  canvassed  by  any  one.  I 
am  sure  the  government  are  going  to  carry 
tbis  BUI.  I  hope  they  will  be  successful  with 
It  and  I  hope  money,  honour  and  prosperity 
will  follow  the  building  of  the  Transcon- 
tinental as  it  did  the  construction  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  on  the  following  div- 
ision. 

Contents,  nineteen ;  non-contents,  thirty- 
four. 

CoQtenta : 
Hon,  Messieurs 


Baird, 
Bernier, 

Boucbervllle,  de 
Bowell, 

(Sir  Mackensle), 
Carling  (Sir  John), 
Dobson, 
Ferguson, 
Landry, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 
Macdonald  (Victoria), 


MacKeen, 
McDonald 

(Cape  Breton), 
McLaren, 
McMillan, 
Miller, 
Montplaislr, 
Perley, 
Sullivan, 
Wood.— 19. 


Non-contents  : 
Hon.  Messieurs 


F[«ique, 

Black, 

Bostock, 

Church, 

Cloran, 

Coffey, 

Cox. 

Dandurand, 

Pjset, 

Frost. 

Gibson,  * 

Kerr  (Cobourg), 

King. 

Legris,  . 

Levitt, 

Maokay  (Alma), 

McGrepor, 

McHugh, 


McMullen, 
MeSweeney, 
>fitchell, 
pcllotlGr 

(Sir  Alphonse), 
Power  (Speaker), 
Robertson, 
Scott, 
Shehyn, 
Templeman, 
TesBler. 

Thlbaudeau  (Rlgaud), 
Thlbaudeau 

(de  La  Valli«re), 
Watson. 
Wilson, 
Teo, 

Young.— 34. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  that  the  names 
be  read. 

The  names  were  tlien  read  by  the  clerk. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  more  that  the 
votes  given  by  the  Hon.  Messrs  Cox  and 
Gibson  be  disallowed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FISBT— On  what  ground  ? 

f  Hon.  Mr.  COX— I  voted  against  the 
amendment  I  do  not  Intend  to  vote  for  the 
original  motion. 

Hon,  Mr.  TKMPLEMAN— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  a  little  early  in  his  protest 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Last  year  a  BUI 
was  presented  which  became  law,  in  which 
Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson,  Lord  Welby, 
John  Brock,  Joseph  Price,  and  Alfred  Sini- 
thers,  all  of  the  city  of  London.  England, 
tlie  Hon.  Geo»ge  A.  Cox.  H.  M.  Pellatt 
E  R.  Wood,  of  Toronto,  and  the  Hon.  Wm. 
Gibson  of  Beamsville.  Ontario,  became 
shareholders  In  the  company  and  were  in- 
corporated, under  the  name  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company.  This  company  has 
a  contract  with  the  government.  This  com- 
pany is  going  to  receive  sums  of  money, 
and  the  members  I  have  named  who  form 
part  of  that  company  have,  by  virtue  of 
section  81  of  our  rules,  no  right  to  vote  on 
a  question  where  they  have  a  personal, 
pecuniary  interest,  and  for  that  reason  I 
move  that  their  vote  be  disallowed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  the  gist  of 
the  question  is,  have  those  gentlemen  any 
pecuniary  interest  ?  The  mere  fact  of  their 
being  mentioned  as  promoters  In  the  Bill,  I 
do  not  think  disqualifies  them,  because 
frequently  Bills  are  brought  into  this  cham- 
ber In  which  gentlemen  are  named  as  pro- 
visional directors  until  the  company  is  or- 
ganized, and  because  they  take  some  in- 
terest in  It,  because  shareholders  practically, 
it  cannot  be  contended  that  they  have  any 
pecuniary  interest  in  the  matter, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  It  were  simply  In 
the  formation  of  the  romiiany,  all  right  but 
there  is  a  contract  by  the  government  with 
a  company  and  we  are  voting  on  that  eon- 
tract. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


Hon.  Mr.  BGIQUB- It  is  not  a  vote  on 
the  main  motion.   It  is  on  the  amendment 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It  is 
equivalent.* 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  amendment  might 
t>e  of  any  Kind  at  all,  and  would  it  be  con- 
tended that  the  hon.  gentleman  was  debar- 
red from  voting  on  the  amendment?  It  is 
simply  a  principle  that  is  to  be  affirmed  by 
the  amendment,  and  it  seems  to  me  the 
question  could  only  be  raised  on  the  second 
reading. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Bnt 
the  hon.  gentleman  must  know  If  that 
motion  had  carried,  It  would  have  de- 
feated the  Bin.  The  voting  in  order 
to  keep  the  Bill  In  existence  and  not 
have  It  defeated  is  showing  as  mueL 
Interest  in  the  Bill  as  If  he  voted  the 
other  way.  I  am  rather  sorry  the  questioD 
was  raised  at  all ;  but  It  does  strike  me 
that  If  these  gentlemen  are  disqualffied 
from  voting  on  the  main  motion,  because  of 
their  being  provisional  directors,  they 
are  equally  disqmiUfled  from  votiug  on  the 
amendment  for  the  reason  which  I  have 
given,  that  if  the  motion  was  carried,  then 
the  Bill  would  have  been  defeated  and  their 
interest,  whatever  it  might  have  been, 
would  have  been  lost  On  the  contrary 
if  the  Bill  is  now  carried,  as  I  presume  ft 
"will  be,  th^  stand  in  just  the  same  posi- 
tion. I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me  see  any 
difference.  I  am  quite  satisfied  if  the  hoa 
gentlemen  who  have  voted  had  taken  the 
view  I  did  they  would  not  liave  done  so, 
and.  one  gentleman  has  stated  be  does  not 
intend  to  vote  on  the  main  motion,  which 
shows  clrarly  what  his  views  are  on  the 
matter.    I  may  be  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  COX— I  wish  to  say  that  I  bad 

decided  not  to  vote  on  the  main  motion, 
and  so  stated  to  the  members  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  had  supposed  that  I  was  quite 
within  my  right  to  vote  against  the  amend- 
ment If  I  am  wrong  as  to  that,  I  am 
quite  willing  that  my  vote  should  be  stricken 
out  I  had  decided  not  to  vote  on  the  main 
motion,  allthougb  I  question  very  much 
whether  I  have  not  the  right  to  vote.  I 
do  not  think  there  Is  any  reason  why  I 
should  not  vote,  but  the  fact  that  I  am  a 
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proTistonal  director,  and  probably  will  be 
a  director  of  tbe  company,  I  decided  I 
would  not  T«te  on  the  main  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— The  fact  tbat 

tbe  bon.  gentleman  Is  a  provisional  director 
does  not  disqualify  blm  from  votljig  here 
at  all.  The  question  under  onr  rule  Is  whe- 
ther he  has  a  direct  personal  Interest— direct 
pecuniary  Interest.  These  hou.  gentlemen 
know  whether  they  have  a  direct  pec- 
anlary  interest,  and  if  they  have  not,  as  I 
anderstand  both  of  them  to  say  that  they 
have  not,  they  have  a  perfect  right  to  vote, 
and  in  fact  under  our  rules  they  mnst  vote 
Doless  excused  by  the  Senate- 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN—I  cannot  see  that 
the  point  can  apply  to  the  motion  now  be- 
fore tbe  House.  It  Is  an  amendment  de- 
claring in  favour  of  government  ownership. 
I  cannot  see  why  these  hon.  gentlemen  have 
not  a  perfect  right  to  vote  against  that 
principle.  The  question  of  voting  for  the 
Bin,  is  a  diflereut  thing  altogether.  If  the 
vote  of  my  hon.  friend  had  been  made  on 
tbe  motion  for  tbe  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  I  would  say  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona  would  be  justified  In  ralsli^c  the 
point,  but  I  cannot  see  how  these  gentlemen 
can  be  debarred  from  voting  on  the  ques- 
tion of  government  ownership. 

Hou.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  tbe  amendment 
fs  carried',  then  the  interest  they  have  In 
the  passing  of  the  Bill  is  Jeopardized. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMCLLEN— They  might  not 


be. 


Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  thinl;  I  stated  to  the 
House  most  distinctly  for  fear  that  It  might 
jeopardize  my  position  of  independence  in 
parliament,  tbat  I  asked  Mr.  Hays  to  relieve 
rae  from  any  responsibility  and  to  remove 
my  name  from  the  board,  and  he  was  kind 
enough  to  do  so.  For  the  information  of 
my  hon.  friend,  I  will  tell  him  that  I  have 
no  pecuniary  Interest  In  the  railway,  and 
do  not  expect  to  have,  and  would  not  have 
my  name  struck  from  the  vote  on  tbe  hon. 
gentleman's  suggestion  or  that  of  anybody 
else  in  the  House.  I  state  In  the  House  tbat 
I  have  no  pecuniary  Interest  and  do  not  ex- 
pect any,  and  am  not  going  to  be  debarred 


from  exercising  my  franchise  In  the  Hons*? 
by  any  clap-trap  talk  by  my  bon.  friend 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  to  accept  my  state- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  bon.  gentlemai. 
need  not  get  excited  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  did  not  get  ex- 
cited. 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCIIE^vL— Tbe  bon.  gentle 
man  from  Stadacona  must  accept  the  word 
ht  the  hon.  gentieman  from  Lincoln. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Another  hon.  gentle- 
man Is  getting  excited.  The  hon.  gentleman 
told  us  just  now  that  he  had  sent  In  his 
resignation  to  tbe  directorate. 

Hon.  Mr.  QIBSON— 'liiere  has  been  no 
election. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  there  have  been 
provisional  directors.  When  it  organizes  tbe 
provisional  directors  disappear,  but  the  law 
declares  that  the  hon.  gentlemkn  from  Lin- 
coin  and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto 
are  two  directors,  and  tbe  contract  is 
passed  between*  tbe  government  and  the  di- 
rectors. 

Hfln.  Mr.  McMULLBN— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  L.\.XDRY— The  government  and 

the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific. 

The  SPEAKER- There  is  nothing  before 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  pardon,  I  made 
a  motion  ;  and  If  the  bon.  Speaker  does  not 
wish  to  put  It  it  is  all  right  I  made  a  mo- 
tion that  those  votes  should  be  disallowed. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Seconded  by  whom  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  want  a 
seconder. 

Hon.  Mr.  COX— With  tbe  permission  of 
the  House,  I  will  withdraw  my  name. 

The  motion  was  declared  lost 

The  House  then  divided  on  the  motion  for 
the  second  reading  of  tbe  Bill,  which  was 
carried  on  the  following  vote  : 
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Contents  : 
Hon.  Messleun 


B^ique, 

Black, 

Bostock, 

Church, 

Glorao, 

Coffey', 

Dandurand, 

Ffset, 

Frost, 

Gibson, 

Kerr  (Cobourg), 

Kerr  (Toronto), 

King, 

Legris, 

Lovitt, 

Mackay  (Alma), 

McGregor, 

McHugh, 


McMullen, 
McSweeney, 
Mitchell, 
Pelletier 

(Sir  Alpbonse), 
Power  (Speaker), 
Robertson, 
Scott, 
Shehyn, 
Tempteman, 
TesBler, 

T&tbaudeau  (Rlgaud), 
Thibaudeau 

(de  La  Valliflre), 
Watson, 
Wilson, 
Yeo, 

Young.— 34. 


Non-Conteots  : 
Hon.  Messieurs 


Bafrd, 
Baker, 
Bernier, 

Boucherrllle,  de 
Bowell, 

(Sir  Mackenzie), 
Carllng  (Sir  John), 
Dobson, 
Ferguson, 
Landry, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.) , 


Macdonald  (Victoria), 
Mac  Keen, 
McDonald 

(Cape  Breton), 
McLaren, 
McMillan, 
Miller, 
Montplaislr, 
Perley, 
Sullivan. 
Wood.— 20. 


Hon.  Sir.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentlemnn 
from  jllssisquol  came  In  after  the  motion 
was  put.  * 

The  SPEAKER— He  came  In  after  the 
motion  of  the  aineudmeut  was  put,  but  be- 
fore the  motion  for  the  second  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— If  there  Is  any  ques- 
tion about  It,  I  beg  to  withdraw  my  vote.  I 
hope  there  will  be  no  misapprehension  as 
lo  the  way  I  should  have  voted,  and  the 
way  I  should  vote  again  If  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona  did  not  vote  from  bis  seat. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAIBD— I  wish  to  caU  attention 
to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Truro  did  not  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  ilcKAY— I  am  paired  with  tiie 
hon.  gentleman  from  St.  John.  But  for  that 
I  would  hare  voted  for  the  amendment  and 
against  the  BUI. 

The  Bin  was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  have  a  list  of  some 
twenty  members  of  the  Senate  who  have 
been  paired,  and  I  think  It  would  be  well 
to  have  It  appear  in  the  Debates. 
Hod.  Hr.  COX. 


Hon.  Mr.  F&ROUSON— I  thlnlc  that  Is 
had  practice.  It  was  never  Introduced  un- 
til last  session. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SEKATE. 

Ottaica,  Thursday,  June  23rd,  190^. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Ohalr  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (8)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Nova  Scotia 
Permanent  Benefit  Building  Society  and 
Savings  Fund.— (Hon.  Mr.  McDonald,  O.B.} 

Bill  (K)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nortbein 
Bank.~<Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

NATIONAL  TRANSCONTINENTAL  RAIL- 
WAY ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  itself  Into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  (Bill  72)  an  Act  to 
amend  the  National  Transcontinental  Rail- 
way Act 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 
On  the  third  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  explanation  with  regard  to  how 
this  common  stock  of  tbe  Grand  Tmnk  Pa- 
cific is  to  be  handed  over  to  tbe  Grand 
Tmnk  Railway  Company.  This  Is  one  of 
the  clauses  relating  to  that  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  I  stated  very 
fully  the  position  which  tbe  Grand  Tnmk 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  occupy  with 
respect  to  the  stock  of  tbe  company.  The 
total  amount  Is  $45,000,000,  of  which  $20,- 
000,000  will  be  preferred  stock  and  $25,- 
000,000  common  stock.  Originally  it  was 
intended  that  they  should  hold  the  whole  of 
It.  It  was  pointed  out  that  it  was  practi- 
cally useless  to  put  it  In  their  vaults.  It 
was  very  unusual  to  deprive  a  railway  com- 
pany of  the  opportunity  It  might  have  for 
raising  money  on  its  stock.  It  had  some 
value,  and  therefore  the  change  was  made 
in  tbe  direction  of  allowing  tbem  to  sell 
a  portion  of  the  stock,  retaining  however 
the  major  portion  in  order  that  they  coold 
control  the  board  of  directors.    Tbey  are 
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boond  to  retain  a  sufficient  amount  ot  stock 
to  control  the  afflalrs  of  the  company. 

Hon.  ICr.  UcMILLAN— The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  has  said  that  $46,000,000  is  the 
capital  of  this  company,  f2O,00O,000  of  it 
being  preferred  stock.  If  he  will  refer  to 
tlie  Act  of  last  year,  which  has  not  been 
changed,  he  will  find  that  the  |20,000,000  la 
Dot  called  preferred  stock,  that  the  capital 
la  145,000,000,  and  It  only  becomes  preferred 
stock  npon  a  resolution  passed  by  a  majmi^ 
of  the  shareholders.  They  may  create  pre- 
ferred stock  or  not  Just  as  they  please. 
They  may  make  a  gift  of  the  stock  to  any 
number  of  men  If  they  choose,  and,  more- 
over, they  are  only  obliged  to  keep  sufficient 
stock  to  be  able  to  control  the  policy  of  the 
company.  They  can  sell  the  rest.  The 
directOTs  can.  after  the  stock  has  been 
allotted,  call  the  shareholders  together  and 
create  $2(^000,000  preferred  stock  which  will 
bare  the  ordinary  pref««nce,  as  far  as 
dividends  are  concerned,  over  the  common 
stock.  Now,  it  is  only  the  common  stock 
which  can  control  the  policy  of  the  company, 
and  It  Is  of  that  they  are  to  retain 
simply  an  amount  to  control  the  policy  of 
tile  company.  Further  they  were  obliged 
to  ke^  the  common  stock  put  into  their 
liands  until  snch  time  as  the  flf^  years 
lease  terminated,  which  afforded  some  se- 
curity to  the  government  that  they  would 
carry  out  the  terms  of  the  lease.  Moreover, 
they  were  to  retain  the  same  stock  until  all 
the  bonds  for  which  the  government  be- 
came responsible  were  paid.  All  these  con- 
ations that  they  bad  in  connection  with  the 
stock  they  are  reliered  from,  nnd«r  the  terms 
of  this  clause*  so  that  they  am  dispose 
of  the  stock  as  they  please,  place  It  in  the 
bands  of  a  few  friends  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  and  draw  their  dividends 
as  they  are  earned,  and  all  they  are  obliged 
to  keep  is  a  sufficient  amount  of  common 
stock  to  be  able  to  control  the  policy. 
I  can  understand  why  this  stock  would  be 
banded  otw  to  the  Orand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  under  the  Act  of  last  year  for 
this  reason ;  that  they  were  becoming  re- 
sponsible for  one-fourth  of  the  bonds  that 
were  to  be  issued  for  the  construction  of 
that  road.  I  could  understand  that  tbey 
BhoQid  have  the  stock  if  they  choose,  but 
DOW  they  are  relieved  from  the  position  they 
beld  as  second  mortgagees  and  are  on  a  par 
with  the  goremment,  yet  they  get  the  stock 
36 


free  firom  any  incnmberance  or  liability.  If 
the  directors  please  to  hand  it  over  to  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERaVSON— There  are  two 
points  of  view  from  which  this  question  of 
the  stock  is  to  be  considered  ;  first,  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Com- 
pany is  enabled,  under  all  legislation  of 
last  year  and  this  year,  to  deal  with  the 
stock,  and  next  how  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  can  dispose  of  that  stock 
after  it  has  reached  them.  Now  last  year, 
when  we  were  dealing  with  the  General 
Railway  Act,  we  eliminated  from  It  a  clause 
which  permitted  the  passing  of  stock  In 
companies  at  less  than  the  face  value  or  a 
proper  market  value.  Thai\  clause  was 
dropped,  because  It  was  held  that  oper- 
ations of  a  very  doubtful  character  had  been 
carried  on  under  It,  and  it  lead  to  the  vater^ 
ing  of  stock  and  the  distribution  of  stock 
among  promoters  and  others,  and  the  pass- 
ing of  stock  for  a  very  doubtful  consider- 
ation. But  while  It  was  dropped  from  the 
General  Railway  Act  a  similar  provision 
was  inserted  in  the  Orand  Trunk  Pacific 
Incorporation  Bill.  It  is  clause  11  which  is 
as  follows : 

The  directora  oC  tlie  Company  elected  by  the 
sbarritolders  may  make  aod  issue  a  paid-up 

st<ock,  ebaree  In  the  Ooanpany,  whether  sub- 
ecrlbed  for  or  aot,  and  may  allow  and  hand 
over  In  paymeot  for  plant,  rolUas  stock,  docks, 
eleTUtOTs,  wharfs,  warehouses,  vessels,  or  ma- 
terialB  of  any  Und,  or,  as  oonalderatloo  for 
rlcbts  and  services  rendered,  powers  and  privi- 
leges acquired  and  also  tor  the  bona  Sde  claims 
of  ooDtraotore  and  eagineers,  such  an  amount 
of  such  common  stock  as  shall  be  a  gain  and 
bona  fide  value  for  the  property  purcbased,  as 
for  the  rights,  powers  and  privileges  acquired, 
or  services  rendered,  as  aforesaid,  other  than 
pronMtlon  servlceii,  due  regard  being  had  to 
the  then  market  value  of  \he  stock  ;  and  such 
Issue  and  allotment  of  stock  shall  be  binding 
on  the  Company,  and  such  shaU  not  be  assess- 
able tor  calls. 

That  was  the  clause  in  the  Act  of  Incor- 
poration of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  as 
passed  by  this  parliament  last  year.  I  sup- 
pose that  was  considered  to  be  sufficient,  in 
view  of  the  provision  in  the  agreement  last 
year  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Btallway  Com- 
pany should  bold  this  stock  during  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  lease.  I  do  not  know  for 
what  reason  that  clause  was  then  consider- 
ed to  be  ample.  But  that  clause  has  been 
repealed  this  year,  on  the  application  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Company  and 
another  clause  has  been  Inserted  which 
reads  precisely  the  same,  only  it  totroduces 
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another  consideration  to  be  accepted  In.  con- 
sideration of  tbe  stock— I  am  now  referring 
to  section  S  of  tbe  amendment  to  tbeir  char- 
ter proposed  this  session.  The  only 
material  change,  as  far  as  I  can  see,  is 
that  it  Introduces  guarantees  as  a  consid- 
eration for  the  passing  of  tbls  stock.  This 
amendment  renders  dear  what  Sir  Charles 
BlTers-Wllaon  said  in  England,  that  for  the 
snpport  which  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
were  giving  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  they 
were  to  receive  this  common  stock,  and  in 
order  to  carry  tiiat  view  out  and  make 
the  law  clear  on  the  subject  the  word  '  guar- 
antees'  is  introduced  in  clause  11,  so  that 
It  renders  it  quite  easy  to  pass  this  stock 
oter  to  the  Grand  Trunk  from  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  with  no  consid^tion  wha^ 
ever  but  simply  the  guarantee  of  the  bonds 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  Now  that  guar- 
antee is  a  consideration  on  which  it  is  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  put  a  cash  value.  It 
would  be  a  very  difficult  matter  indeed  to 
reduce  that  to  dollars  and  cents,  and,  there- 
fore, the  authority  is  taken  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Padiflc  to  pass  this  stock  over  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  for  no  consideration  what- 
ever, beyond  the  guarantee  for  one-fourth  of 
the  cost  of  constructing  the  mountain  and 
prairie  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— How  are  they  acquiring 
tbe  rolling  stock  T 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  dealing  with 
the  acquiring  by  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
and  the  giving  by  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
of  this  stock  without  any  cash  consideration 
whatever.  Is  there  any  restriction  put  upon 
what  they  shall  do  with  it  after  they  ac- 
quire it  ?  They  get  it  for  very  slight  con- 
sideration, as  I  have  shown,  and  they  can 
proceed  to  deal  with  It  as  they  please.  The 
only  limitation,  and  It  is  not  a  limitation,  is 
that  they  shall  report  to  the  Minister  of 
Finance  and  show  how  this  stock  has  been 
disposed  of. 

When  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  intro- 
dnced  this  Bill  and  made  his  explanation 
with  regard  to  It,  he  dealt  with  this  matter, 
and  pointed  out  to  the  House  that  the  309th 
SfCtion  of  the  Railway  Act  amply  provided 
against  any  improper  distribution  or  use  of 
this  stock  on  the  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company,  and  my  hon.  friend  tried 
to  impress  tbe  House  with  the  view  thai 
ample  provision  was  there  made  to  prevent 
Hon.  Ur.  PBROIBON. 


what  we  may  call  watering  stock,  or  fbe 
distribution  of  It,  or  the  passing  of  It  to 
liromoters  at  a  mere  nominal  consideration. 
It  must  be  borne  In  mind  that  although  that 
stock  may  pass  to-day  for  a  nominal  con- 
sideration, yet  In  tbe  hands  of  Innocent  buy- 
ers, some  day  In  tbe  near  future  It  will 
come  up  and  ibe  entitled  to  a  dividend  If 
the  road  earns  anything  over  working  ex- 
penses, Inters  and  rent  to  the  government; 
and  It  will  be  properly  entitled  to  a  divi- 
dend if  there  should  be  any  surploa.  The 
stock  will  pass  from  hand  to  hand  as  tbe 
country  prospers  and  the  trade  of  the  rail' 
way  grows,  and  finally  it  may  reach  par  hi 
the  hands  of  Innocent  buyers.  Their  claim 
to  dividends  cannot  be  resisted.  At  aU 
events,  there  Is  no  provision  in  this  law  or 
any  law,  so  far  as  I  know,  which  will  pr^ 
^ent  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Gwnpany, 
they  are  in  possession  of  such  earnings, 
from  declaring  a  dividend  upon  sto<^  wblcb 
might  have  been  given  away  in  the  first 
Instance  to  promoters  for  a  mere  nominal 
consideration.  We  know  what  occarred 
with  regard  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Bail- 
way,  and  we  know  hon.  gentlemen  on  tbe 
other  side  of  the  House— I  tblnk  I  can  re- 
cognize some  of  them— declaimed  with  great 
earnestness  at  the  time  the  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway  was  launched,  and  particular 
ly  when  It  began  to  be  a  going  concern,  vltb 
prospects  of  earning  dividends,  about  water- 
ing stock,  and  the  fact  that  dividends  be- 
came payable  upon  stock  for  which  less 
than  par  value  had  ever  been  given.  Now, 
we  are  opening  the  door  for  the  same 
thing  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  SGOTT-^Parllament  authorized 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  stock  to  be 
sold,  a  certain  amount  of  It,  at  25  cents  on 
the  dollar. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  parllameot  did 
authorize  It,  why  should  we  authorise  tbe 
passing  of  this  stock  for  a  guarantee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  they  are  not 
Ultely  to  give  away  for  nothing  sometbiag 
which  U  of  some  value. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  is  not  a  safe 
course  for  parliament  to  pursue  in  dealing 
with  a  question  of  this  kind.  We  know 
what  people  have  done  before,  we  know 
what  corpora tlona  are  constantly  doing, 
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and  wliat  they  wlil  do  to  the  end  of  time, 
and  I  do  not  blame  them  for  doing  It ; 
they  are  perfectly  right  In  doing  It,  If  it  la 
legalized  by  parliaipent  But  what  are  we 
doing  ?  Brwy  dollar  represented  in  either 
bonds  or  stock~I  am  quoting  the  words  of 
Mr.  Blair— should  be  used  In  the  constmc- 
tton  of  that  road  at  as  near  the  face  value 
as  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear.  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  should  make 
every  provision  that  would  protect  the  pub- 
lic against  the  watering  of  stock.  Last  sea- 
son the  members  of  the  government  laid 
great  enH>ha8l8  on  the  fact  that  a  prorlsion 
was  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  tbe  watering  of 
stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  8GOTT— But  there  Is  no  water- 
log of  stock.   How  can  there  be  watering  7 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBGIXSON-If  you  allow  this 
stock  to  be  dlstribnted  among  promoters  for 
8  nomlanl  cnslderation,  and  it  goes  on  and 
reaches,  thro^igh  the  prosperity  and  develc^ 
ment  of  the  country,  a  par  value,  the  Com- 
pany will  be  called  upon  to  pay  reasonable 
dividends  upon  that  stock,  when  it  may  be 
that  only  Ave  or  ten  cents  on  the  dollar  had 
ever  gone  into  the  ctnistractlon  of  the  road. 
Ton  may  say  that  Is  not  watering  Mock. 

Hon.  Mr.  SC!OTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- If  not  It  is  some- 
thing Jnst  as  bad,  and  it  ought  to,  be  pre- 
vented. What  did  bon.  gentlemen  in  the 
government  tell  ns  last  year  T  Every  word 
I  am  saying  now  was  the  harden  or 
their  speech.  At  that  time  we  were 
dealing  with  only  one  aspect  of  this 
stock  business,  and  that  was  the  man- 
ner In  which  It  should  pass  from  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  to  the  Grand  Tmnk  Railway. 
That  matter  stood  as  it  does  to-day  with 
this  difference,  that  the  law  la  now  made 
clear  that  that  stock  can  be  passed  simply 
for  no  other  consideration  than  the  guaran- 
teeing of  the  bonds  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company.  While  that  part  of  the 
question  remains  eobstantially  as  It  stood 
lut  year,  only  the  operation  Is  facilitated, 
the  other  phase  of  the  question,  when  the 
stock  goes  Into  the  bands  of  the  Grand 
Tmnk  Railway  CJompany,  is  entirely  chang- 
ed. What  1  have  been  saying  and  trying  to 


impress  on  the  House  as  a  good  sound  view 
is,  that  this  stock  shonld  not  be  allowed 
to  be  distributed  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
vrlthont  being  placed  on  the  market ;  that 
It  should  be  protected  against  being  distri- 
buted to  promoters.  My  own  view  Is  that 
three-fonrths  of  that  stock  should  belong 
to  the  government— no  nine-tenths  of  it 
The  government  Is,  In  cash  or  other  obli- 
gations, assuming  nine-tenths  of  the  cost 
of  this  road,  and  It  would  be  nothing  but 
right  that  a  large  proportion  of  this  stock, 
Instead  of  being  banded  over  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  should  be  handi 
ed  to  the  government  who  would  hold  It  in 
the  Interest  of  the  taxpayers  of  Canada,  so 
that  when  traffic  is  offered  to  this  road  and 
It  grows  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
people  of  Canada  in  that  way,  to  control  the 
rates.  But  if  this  BUI  passes  without  such 
provisions  with  regard  to  the  stock,  no  mat- 
ter how  It  may  be  disposed  of.  It  will  loom 
up  by  and  by  as  soon  as  this  road  begtns 
to  earn  more  than  expenses,  and  claim  divi- 
dends, although  very  little  if  any  of  the 
money  represented  by  the  stock  has  actu- 
ally gone  into  the  construction  of  the  road. 
Last  year  the  government  held  that  It  was 
most  important  that  that  should  be  guard- 
ed against.  They  claimed  they  had  guarded 
It  and  took  great  credit  for  having  done  so; 
but  they  are  now  opening  the  door  for  the 
passing  of  that  stock  with  little  or  no  con- 
sideration, and  later  that  stock  will  come 
In  claiming  dividends  and  In  tha-t  case  it 
will  come  ont  of  the  trade  of  the  country 
and  will  consequently  keep  the  rates  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  COX-That  will  be  after  the 
Interest  Is  paid  on  the  bonds. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Xes. 

Hon.  Mr.  GOX— And  if  the  interest  is 
going  to  be  paid  on  tiie  bonds  a  great  deal 
of  onr  trouble  bere  vrill  be  ended,  any  ap- 
prehension that  we  ever  had,  particularly 
on  the  otber  side  of  tbe  House,  that  tbese 
bonds  would  be  paid  by  the  government 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  point  I  am 
making  Is  that  the  difficulty  and  Injury  to 
Canada  would  not  stop  there,  supposing 
every  bond  was  paid.  If  this  stock  comes 
up  and  claims  dividends,  although  no  money 
for  it  went  into  tbe  construction  of  the 
nwd— 
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Hon.  Mr.  MCMILLAN— Sorely  that  ii 
watering  stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  McGBEGOR^A  dividend  can- 
not be  paid  if  it  is  not  earned. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEKOnSON— It  can  only  be 
earned  by  taking  it  out  of  the  trade  of  flie 
country,  and  dividends  should  only  be  paid 
on  money  which  actually  went  Into  the  con- 
struction of  the  road,  and  not  on  stock  al- 
lotted to  capitalists  and  promoters  for  a 
mere  song.  The  stock  will  pass  Into  Ip- 
nocent  hands,  and  faith  must  be  kept  with 
them,  and  if  you  can  wrench  out  of  the 
trade  of  the  country  a  revenue  to  cover 
expenses,  Interest  on  the  bonds,  etc.,  tben 
you  will  have  to  wrench  out  of  the  produc- 
ers in  the  country  a  further  amount  lu  order 
to  pay  dividends  on  this  stock. 

Now  that  would  be  all  right  if  provision 
were  made,  as  was  made  last  year,  that  this 
stock  should  be  held  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  during  the  contlnnance  of  the  lease, 
and  consequently  Parliament  could  then  deal 
with  It  when  the  road  was  able  to  pay  not 
only  working  expenses  but  interest  upon  the 
bonds  and  earn  a  surplus.  It  would  then 
appear  whether  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  had  paid  in  dollar  for  dollar  or  a 
reasonable  amount  for  this  stock  and  it  had 
gone  Into  the  construction  of  the  road  and 
to  the  benefit  of  the  enterprise.  Nobody 
could  then  reasonably  complain  If  they 
should  get  dividends  upon  It.  That  was  pro- 
vided for  last  year,  but  these  provisions  have 
been  all  swept  to  one  side  by  the  legislature 
this  year,  and  the  stock  may  be  distributed, 
it  may  be  disposed  of  for  very  slight  con- 
sideration. There  is  no  limit  placed  upon 
that,  and  It  may  pass  tor  promotion  services, 
or  for  anytbli^  of  that  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  not  say  so  if  he  win  read  the 
clause  of  the  private  BUI  of  the  Grand 
Trunk. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Which  clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Clause  3,  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to,  which  reads 
as  follows  : 

The  directors  of  the  company  elected  bj  the 
sbareholders  may  make  and  isaue  aa  f^A-^p 
■took,  «haree  of  the  conunoD  stock  ■^t  the  com- 
panr,  wbetber  subacribed  for  or  not.'-iilij  ifafa^'^in- 
lot  and  haod  over  In  payment  for  -plaat,  nrtl- 
Ing  stock,  docks,  elevators,  wharfs,  ware- 
houses, vesselB  or  materials  of  any  kind,  or  as 
Hon.  Mr.  FEROUBON. 


I 


coQslderatiOD  for  rights,  powers,  guarantee! 
and  privilegea  acquired,  or  aerrlcea  rendered, 
other  than  promotion  mrriees,  and  also  tor  tke 
bona  flde  claims  of  oontraoton  and  enslneen, 
Buch  an  amount  of  such  common  atock  aa  li  t 
fair  and  bona  ftde  value  for  the  property  pnr- 
chased,  or  for  the  rights,  powers,  goaranteei 
and  privileges  acqntred,  or  services  rendend 
as  aforesaid,  due  regard  being  had  to  the  thn 
market  value  of  the  stock ;  and  such  laaue  aniT 
allotment  of  stock  shall  be  binding  on  the 
company  and  such  atock  shall  not  be  assem- 
ble for  calls. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Exactly,  and  does 
the  hon.  gentleman  really  ask  the  House  to 
believe  that  that  puts  a  restriction  on  the 
Grand  Trunk  Company  as  to  how  they  are 
to  dispose  of  the  stock ! 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— That  la  another 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man could  not  have  read  the  clause  for  anr 
other  purpose  than  to  show  that  it  placed  a 
restriction  on  the  Grand  Trunk  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman said  the  stock  conld  be  given  over 

for  promotion  purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  cOuW  only  be 

given  over  to  the  shareholders  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pilclflc  and  they  are  precluded  by 
this  clawt^J 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  Is  most  extra- 
ordinary that  a  very  clever  lawyw  like  mj 

hon.  friend  from  de  Lanaudidre  should  put 
forward  such  a  contention.  All  the  restric- 
tlODB  that  are  Imposed  in  clause  3  are  Im- 
posed upon  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Com- 
pany whose  stock  Is  being  dealt  with.  It  is 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  stock  which  is  be- 
ing dealt  with,  and  they  cannot  hand  It  over 
for  promotion  services ;  but  they  can  do  so 
for  a  guarantee,  and  they  have  handed  It' 
over  for  a  guarantee,  and  this  clause  does 
not  prohibit  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  from 
using  the  stock  of  another  company  vrblcb 
they  have  acquired  under  the  law  for  pro- 
motion purposes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— In  virtue  of 
what  principle  would  the  hon.  gentleman 
draw  the  conclusion  that  the  Ghrand  Trunk 
havfog  an  asset  in  their  bands  would  give  It 
aw^y  {or  nothing  ? 

Hton.-  Mr.  FERGUSON-Let  us  follow  the 
hod.  gentleman  and  see  how  he  has  backed 
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down.  He  Interrupted  me  to  quote  this 
clause  to  show  that  the  Grand  Trunb;  Pacific 
coQld  not  use  this  stock  for  promotion  par- 
poses.  Now,  I  show  him  tiiat  this  clause 
has  nothlDff  to  do  with  the  Grand  Trunk's 
action,  and  be  ears  :  *  Would  It  be  likely  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  would  give  this  stock  away 
for  nothing  ?  —just  going  back  to  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  a 
moment  ago.  I  do  not  say  that  my  hon. 
friend's  desire  was  to  mislead  the  Hous^ 
but  hon.  gentlemen  will  see  tliat  when  he 
quotes  a  provision  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
dflc  BUI  In  dealing  with  its  own  stock  as 
binding  the  Grand  Trunk  Company,  the 
result  would  be— although  my  hon.  friend 
may  not  have  meant  It— to  make  the 
House  believe  that  all  these  wholesome  re- 
strictions about  giving  the  stock  away  for 
promotton  servlceB  were  preserved.  There 
is  nothing  In  our  law,  so  far  as  I  know,  that 
wonld  prevent  a  company  acquiring  tbe 
stock  of  this  Grand  Trunk  Padfic  Company 
hi  a  legitimate  way.  They  can  do  as  they 
please  with  it  We  made  the  way  as  easy 
as  It  can  possibly  be  made.  They  are  not 
getting  it  for  promotion  services ;  they  are 
getting  It  for  a  guarantee,  and  the  law  says 
tbey  can  do  tiiaf;  but  they  are  free  to  give  it 
away  for  promotion  purposes.  They  are 
not  bound  by  any  statute  as  regards 
the  stock  of  another  company  which  has 
come  legally  into  their  possession.  Both 
my  hon.  friends,  when  pressed  on  this  qnes- 
tion,  fall  back  and  say  :  '  Would  the  Grand 
Trunk  be  likely  to  do  this  ?  *  I  meet  my 
hon.  friend  from  de  Lorlmer  Just  as  I 
did  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State.  We  Judge 
ihe  future  by  the  past  We  know  what  has 
Iwen  tbe  history  of  corporations  with  regard 
to  matters  of  this  kind,  even  when  dealing 
Tvlth  their  own  stock,  wftien  restrictions 
were  not  thrown  around  them  as  they 
M:ere  thrown  around  the  Grand  Trunk  Paci- 
fic But  In  the  case  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
there  are  not  these  restrictiona.  It  is  the 
Grand  Trunk  dealing  with  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  stock.  Under  tbe  law.  we  are  pro- 
Tldlng  nicely  tor  their  purposes,  and  my 
view  is  that  a  proper  safeguard  should  be 
provided  against  giving  this  stock  to  any- 
body unless  ample  consideration  was  paid 
for  It 

Hon.  Ur.  BBIQUB— The  hon.  gentleman's 
objection  Is  based  on  the  fact  that  this  Bill 


authorizes  the  disposing  of  a  part  of  that 
stock,  or  the  whole  of  it  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  for  the  guarantee  which  will  have 
to  be  given  by  tiie  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  Canada.  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  If  he  would  suggest  what  we 
should  add.  Under  this  agreement  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  of  Canada 
Is  bound  to  guarantee  26  per  cent  of  the 
cost  of  the  building  of  the  weetem  division. 
Surely  this  Is  worth  something.  Tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  of  Canada  has 
deposited  $5,000,000  with  the  government ; 
surely  It  Is  worth  something.  Would  the 
bou.  gentleman  suggest  that  this  House 
should  be  prepared  to  set  a  valu6  upon  that 
guarantee,  and  that  it  Is  not  a  proper  mat- 
ter to  be  dealt  with  between  the  two  com- 
panies ?  These  two  companies  are  respon- 
sible companies,  represented  by  peqple  who 
have  their  reputation  at  stake,  and  we  mast 
presume  that  tbe  agreements  which  will  be 
made  will  be  fair  agreements.  The  hon. 
gentleman's  objection  Is  based  on  what  took 
place  as  regards  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way. I  will  recall  to  the  hon.  gentleman  the 
fact  that  as  far  as  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  is  concerned,  the  objection  arose 
from  the  fact  that  the  Conservative  govern- 
ment had  entered  into  an  agreement  with 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  which  pre- 
vented the  government  controlling  or  reduc- 
ing rates  until  10  per  cent  was  paid  on  the 
stock,  and  it  became  a  very  material  question 
as  to  whether  the  stock  was  watered,  or  was 
sold  for  less  than  its  reasonable  value ; 
but  In  this  case  tbwe  la  no  restriction  at  all. 
The  govemmoit  reserve  the  right  to  fix 
the  rates,  and  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  what  Is  to  become  of  the  re- 
ceipts of  the  road  ?  The  hon.  gentleman 
stated  that  the  receipts  would  go  to  pay 
the  dividends  on  that  stock.  Whatever  is 
the  amount  of  the  stock,  and  whatever  Is 
tbe  amount  of  the  receipts,  after  tbe  charges 
are  paid,  the  receipts  wlU  be  divided  among 
the  shareholders ;  whether  it  be  3  per 
cent  or  10  per  cent.  It  will  be  divided  among 
the  shareholders,  and  I  fall  to  see  that  the 
government  Is  very  much  Interested  In  de- 
termining the  exact  price  at  which  these 
guarantees  shall  be  valued. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  will  draw  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  an  author- 
ity which  has  often  been  quoted  and  re- 
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ferred  to  my  hon.  friends  on  the  other 
side  on  railway  matters.  That  authority  has 
been  filed  by  a  railway  expert  In  the  other 
House— simply  to  sustain  the  contention  ex- 
pounded by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salabmy.  I  woald  cite  the  opinion  of  the 
Hon.  Ur.  Haggart  as  to  the  effect  of  sell- 
ing stock  at  a  low  rate,  or  the  watering  of 
stock,  upon  the  earnings  of  the  railway  and 
the  effect  upon  the  rates.   He  said  : 

I  have  peculiar  views  In  reference  to  stock 
vaterlng.  They  differ  a  little  from  those  of 
the  bon.  leader  of  the  opoaltion.  My  Tlews  are 
more  like  tbose  of  the  boo.  leader  of  the  goT- 
emment,  while  they  differ  from  those  of  some 
of  his  colleagues— the  Postmaster  General,  the 
Finance  Minister  and  the  late  Minister  of  Rail- 
ways. In  fixing  rates  on  railroads,  I  do  not 
think  It  matters  at  all  what  has  been  paid 
for  the  Btock.  The  whole  objection  to  watering 
stock  is  that  the  amount  of  stock  watered 
might  In  some  way  represent  an  actual  Invest- 
ment In  money  in  the  undertaking.  A  great 
many  state  railways  In  Europe  have  been  ac- 
quired by  expropriation,  and  the  question  of 
watered  stock  does  not  enter  Into  the  calcula- 
tion of  their  value.  The  value  of  the  railways 
for  expropriation  has  been  ascertained  In  two 
or  three  different  ways.  In  Switzerland  they 
simply  look  at  the  net  earnings  of  the  rail- 
ways, capitalise  those,  and  in  that  way  get  at 
the  value  of  the  railway  as  a  going  coneem. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  never 
took  account  of  the  nominal  value  of  the  stock 
of  an  undertaking  In  fixing  rates.  They  only 
consider  the  actual  expenditure  upon  the  under- 
taking. It  Is  true,  experts  differ  on  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Minister  of  Finance  gives  me  the 
title  of  expert.  I  differ  from  the  Postmaster 
General  and  the  ex-Uinleter  of  Railways  on 
this  matter,  though  I  must  say  they  have  some 
authorities  on  their  side.  Some  evidence  was 
given  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Cem- 
mlssIoD  by  prof.  B.  R.  Johnson,  who  is  a  cele- 
brated authority  on  these  matters.  It  was  as 
follotrs : 

Q.  On  the  effect  of  watering  stock,  and  un- 
necesary  additions  to  the  bonded  Indebtedness 
upon  railway  employment  and  railway  wages, 
have  you  any  remarks  tomake?— A.  It  Is  usually 
said  that  the  watering  of  stock  or  the  un- 
necessary additions  to  bonded  Indebtedness  do 
not  affect  the  scale  of  wages  paid  or  the  rates 
charged  by  railroads.  I  question  whether  the 
statement  in  that  form  Is  true. 

For  the  purpose  of  fixing  rates,  the  Railway 
Committee  do  not  consider  the  question  of 
watered  stock  ;  they  only  consider  the  actual 
cash  value  of  the  undertaking  at  the  tlmSi  whioh 
Is  to  be  arrived  at  by  the  net  profits  capita- 
lized. That  Is  entirely  different  from  the  opin- 
ion of  the  ex-Mlnlster  of  Railways,  whom  the 
First  Minister  has  spoken  of  as  the  greatest 
railway  expert  In  the  world.  To  get  at  the 
value  of  a  railway  for  the  purpose  of  expro- 
priation, the  method  followed  In  countries 
where  that  Is  done  Is  to  take  the  net  earnings 
of  the  road  over  ten  years,  get  at  the  average 
per  year  and  capitalize  the  railway  on  that 
amonnt. 

So  that  the  fear  expressed  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Olengarry  and  the  hon. 
Hon.  Mr.  D\N'.nir]iAND. 


gentleman  from  Marshfield  would  fall  to  the 
ground  If  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Haggart  Is  to 
be  followed  and  accepted.  In  this  case  we 
have  not  only  the  right  by  the  government 
of  fixing  the  rates  and  controlling  the  ratea 
expressely  mentioned  in  these  contracts,  hot 
we  have  the  Railway  Act  itself,  which  glvet 
ample  power  to  the  Railway  GommisBlon  to 
Investigate  Into  the  actual  value  of  the 
capital  wUch  Is  entitled  to  earnings  tn  ordw 
to  arrive  at  the  true  rate  that  should  be 
charged. 

Hon.  air.  FBRGUSON— I  am  quite  awan 
of  the  views  entotained  hy  Ur.  HasRut  on 
this  question.  I  have  read  them,  and  I 
must  say  they  are  very  peculiar.  I  litve 
not  met  any  authority  on  this  subject  ex- 
actly on  the  line  of  his  contention.  I  am  not 
going  to  push  this  matter.  There  is  no  ose- 
The  government  and  tbelr  supporters  have 
determined  to  pass  this  BUI  exactly  as  it  U 
fftren  to  them.  We  are  here  u  a  le^iisbtms 
dellberattng  upon  It— not  to  d^barate  hot 
just  to  pass  It  I  am  afraid  tliat  U  tiie 
Intention  and  I  have  no  hope  that  it  is  dif- 
ferent I  am  quite  well  aware  that  an; 
argument  addressed  to  this  House  will  be 
useless  after  the  efforte  in  the  other  Hoiue 
to  obtain  amendments  to  the  clause.  I  wiab 
to  put  my  views  on  record.  They  are  en- 
tirely in  line  with  those  expressed  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Olengarry.  There  are 
two  processes  provided  for  in  regard  to  tUi 
stock.  First  there  la  ttie  process  by  vhldi 
It  can  p&BB  from  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
to  the  Grand  Trunk.  I  have  described  what 
that  process  is.  That  Is  the  provision  that 
my  hon,  friend  referred  to,  but  It  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  any  dealing  with  that 
stock  on  the  part  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Com- 
pany when  they  get  possession  of  It  1 
pointed  out  that  we  bad  Amplified  the  pio* 
cesB  by  which  It  can  be  passed  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  to  the  Grand  Trunk.  We 
have  made  the  guarantee  of  the  bonds  a 
consideration  for  which  the  stock  may  pass 
to  that  company.  There  Is  no  qaestloD 
whatever  about  that.  Other  consideratloiis 
may  come  In,  but  it  is  provided  that  for  one 
consideration  and  another— and  It  may  be 
all  for  this  consideration  so  far  as  we 
know.  We  have  opened  the  door  to  make  It 
possible  that  all  this  stock  might  pass  for 
this  consideration  and  this  alone.  It  Is  then 
passed  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and, 
as  I  pointed  out  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
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1b  anotber  company ;  It  Is  dealing  with  the 
stock  of  another  company  which  become? 
an  asset  Last  year  it  was  provided  it  could 
receive  It  and  hold  it,  bat  it  could  not  put 
it  on  the  market 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  valae  to  It  In  that 
way. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  submit  that  that 
stock  would  day  after  day  and  year  after 
year  proceed  to  acquire  a  value,  Jnat  accord- 
ing as  the  enterprise  woald  bectmie  proqwr- 
OQB,  and  It  Is  Just  that  and  fliat  alone  which 
would  make  It  become  valuable,  and  as  long 
as  it  was  beld  by  the  Grand  Tmnk  and  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  could  show  when 
that  stock  reached  par  value,  tbey  bad  put 
la  dollar  for  dollar  In  construction  of  the 
road,  they  would  be  entitled  to  a  full  and 
reasonable  dividend  when  It  was  earned. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  about  that  Last 
year  the  government  occupied  an  Inpregnable 
position  With  regard  to  that  stock.  It  shut 
the  door  to  speculation  and  watering  of 
stock.  It  prevented  such  a  thing  being  possi- 
ble and  It  would  make  It  an  easy  matter  for 
the  Railway  Commission  to  settle  the  divi- 
dend after  it  had  become  a  going  concern- 
had  paid  its  working  expenses,  and  paid  the 
Interest  on  the  bonds. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOI^— The  hon.  gentleman  for- 
(ets  tlw  pnrcliase  of  the  rolling  stock. « 

Hon.  Mr.  FEBOUSON-We  wlU  deal  with 
that  when  we  come  to  that  danse.  None 
of  this' money  will  be  required  to  go  for 
that 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT-Certalnly  It  wlU.  The 
bon.  gentleman  could  not  now  name  a 
figure  for  tbe  stock.  I  am  quite  sure  he 
would  not  give  twenty-five  ceata  on  tbe  dol- 
lar for  it 

The  cUnse  was  adopted. 

On  clause  eight 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  Just  wish  to  en- 
quire of  the  leader  of  tbe  House  if  be  nnder- 
Btaods  this  danse  as  I  do,  that  It  provides 
for  the  whole  of  the  common  stock  passing. 
It  says  it  shall  not  be  less  than  $24,900,000, 
but  there  is  no  limit,  providing  the  dir- 
ectors do  not  declare  any  preference  stock. 
Once  the  preference  stock  is  declared,  then 
the  amount  so  declared  up  to  $20,000,000, 
cannot  be  dealt  with  under  this  clause,  but 
providing  DO  preference  stock  Is  set  aside, 


then  tbe  whole  of  tbe  forty-five  million  may 
be  passed  to  the  Grand  Trunk. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  understand 

tbe  matter  as  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
Glengarry  does.  I  understand  the  Act  pro- 
vides specially  that  there  shall  be  twenty 
million  of  preferred  stock  not  subject  In 
any  way  to  the  directors.  Clause  28  of 
the  agreement  of  last  year  provides  that 
tbe  capital  stock  of  the  company  shall  be 
$45,000,000,  of  which  not  more  than  $20,- 
000,000  shall  be  preferred,  and  not  less  tban 
$25,000,000  of  common  stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— BUI  64  of  last  year 
Incorporating  tbe  company,  clause  4.  says: 

The  capital  stock  of  the  company  shall  be 
S46,OQ0.OOO,  divided  In  whole  or  In  part  In 
sharas  of  $100. 

That  Is  all  it  says.  It  does  not  say  ttuit 
$20,000,000  of  It  are  to  be  preference  stock 
at  all.  Tbat  Is  at  tbe  option  of  tbe  share- 
holders. At  a  meeting  called  for  that  pur- 
pose tbey  can  declare  tbat  $20,000,000  of  It 
may  become  preferred  stock,  or  they  caa 
leave  it  akme  Just  as  they  like. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbat  Is  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEBGtTSON— It  shall  not  be 
more  than  $20,000,000,  but  need  not  be  more 
than  $1,000,000  or  any  amount 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD-I  should  like  to  ask  the 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  U  the  $20,000,000 
of  preferred  stock  could  be  handed  over  to 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  tbe  same  as  tbe 

common  stock? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbey  only  undertake 
to  acquire  the  common  stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— I  understand  that,  but 
tbe  question  is  whether  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  have  not  the  power  to  band  over, 
and  tbe  Grand  Tmnk  tbe  right  to  receive 
tbe  $20,000,000  preference  stock,  in  guaran- 
teeing tbe  bcmda  of  the  western  division  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- It  just  dependa  If  they 
come  within  the  provisions  of  the  Act  They 

could  not  hand  it  over  unless  there  was 
value  for  It  It  would  be  for  the  courte 
to  determine.  It  does  appear  to  me  It 
comes  within  the  provisions  of  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  BSIQUE— It  bas  no  bearing  on 

the  preferred  stock.  One  has  only  to  refer 
to  section  27  of  tbe  agreement  of  last  year. 
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and  to  section  9  of  the  affreement  printed 
as  schedule  to  the  present  Bill,  and  it  will 
he  seen  how  this  stock  Is  to  be  held  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway.  It  is  provided  that 
the  Orand  Trunk  Ballway  shall  subscribe 
$24,000,000  and  keep  under  clause  9  at  least 
a  majority  of  the  stock.  Clause  9  reads  as 
(ollowa: 

9.  NotwithstandlDg  anrthtng  Id  the  twenty- 
seventh  paragraph  of  the  said  contract  con- 
tained, the  Orand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
■hall  not,  after  the  acquisition  ot  the  twenty- 
live  mlUtoDS  dolilan  (126,000,000)  of  common 
stock  therein  mentioned  (less  shares  held  by 
directors,  not  exeeedins  one  thousand),  t>e  pre- 
vented for  making  any  such  disposition  of  such 
common  stock  as  the  said  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way may  deem  expedient,  provided,  however, 
that  the  said  Orand  Trunk  Railway  Company 
•hall,  during  the  delay  mentioned  in  the  said 
paragraph,  continue  to  hold  a  majority  of  the 
said  stock  by  such  title  as  shall  enable  the 
said  Grand  Tmnk  Railway  Company  to  control 
the  policy  ot  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  MCMILLAN— My  faon.  friend 
Is  drawing  a  distinction  between  the  two 
stocks.  I  do  not  tliink  it  Is  necessary  to  do 
that  for  the  purpose  of  understanding  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  it 
Is  intended  that  a  preference  should  be 
created  until  it  suited  the  conveniMice  of 
tlie  company.  ■ 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUB— I  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  fact  that 
the  clause  with  which  we  are  dealing  Is 
merely  referring  to  common  stock.  It  can- 
not be  preference  stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— But  we  have  no 
common  stock  until  the  preference  stock 
is  created.  The  stock  that  is  authorized  in 
the  beginning  is  $45,000,000.  It  Is  neither 
preference  nor  common ;  preference  is 
created  by  the  authority  of  the  sharehold- 
ers. 

The  subsection  was  adopted. 
On  clause  10, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— It  Is  true 
1  voted  against  this  Bill  and  opposed  it. 
Now  that  it  has  been  approved  of  by  the 
majority,  I  want  to  do  the  best  I  can  for 
my  province  with  it  This  Bill  mentions 
fonr  places  where  the  work  of  construc- 
tion is  to  be  commenced  simultaneously.  I 
am  sure  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  and  my 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB. 


hon.  friend  from  Victoria  (Hon.  Mr.  Tern- 
pieman)  will  agree  with  me  that  It  is  only 
fair  to  British  Columbia,  which  will  con- 
tribute towards  the  construction  of  this 
road,  that  worit  should  be  Immediately 
commenced  on  the  British  Columbia  sec- 
tion. The  trade  created  by  the  con8tTa^ 
tlon  of  the  work  on  the  Pacific  coast  will 
be  the  principal  ben^t  of  this  project  to 
British  Columbia.  If  that  Is  not  done,  the 
work  will  be  commenced  at  Winnlp^  and 
pushed  toward  the  Pacific  coast  My  hon. 
friend  from  Victoria  surely  cannot  object 
to  this  motion,  which  I  now  move,  as  part 
of  clanse  10 : 

The  construction  of  that  portion  of  the  said 
railway  within  the  province  of  British  Cohim- 
bla  shall  be  commenced  at,  and  from  the  place 
selected  as  the  terminus  on  the  Pacific  cout 
of  the  said  railway,  on  or  before  the  first  dar 
of  June,  one  thousand  nine  handred  and  five 
<1905),  and  shall  he  prosecuted  with  due  dill' 
gence  day  by  day  until  completed. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— -The  provisions  set 
forth  in  the  Bill  for  the  construction  of  the 
western  division  are  as  positive  and  direct 
as  any  hon.  gentleman  can  ask  for.  Section 
10  of  the  agreement  of  last  year  reads  u 
follows  : 

10.  The  work  of  locating  and  constmctlag 
the  Bald  western  division  shall  be  commeaced 
forthwith  after  the  ratification  of  this  sgree- 
ment  by  the  parliament  of  Canada,  and  shall 
proceed  with  the  utmost  despatch  and  shall  be 
completed  within  five  years  from  the  first  dar 
of  December,  1903,  unless  prevented  by  the  act 
of  God,  tlia  King's  enemies,  internal  dlstorb- 
ancee,  epidemics,  floods  or  other  causes  beyond 
the  control  of  the  company.  And,  in  case  ot 
the  Interruption  or  obstruction  of  the  work  of 
construction  from  any  of  the  said  causes,  the 
time  fixed  for  the  conipletioa  of  the  saU 
western  division  shall  be  extended  fOr  a  cor- 
responding period. 

It  goes  on  to  limit  the  time  for  comple- 
tion. That  is  ample  to  protect  British 
Columbia — the  company  are  bound  to  pro- 
ceed forthwith.  We  know,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  surveys  along  the  Pacific  coast 
:iud  up  to  Edmonton  have  been  pushed  witb 
gi-eater  vigour  than  surveys  In  any  other 
direction,  and  I  was  able  to  quote  the  other 
day  the  result  of  Investigations  nude  by 
the  engineer.  It  is  quite  true  their  work 
was  easy,  because  Sir  Sandford  Flemiu; 
In  1872  and  In  1883,  in  his  reports,  hid 
pointed  out  the  feasibility  of  constmctiaK 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUNE  23,  1904 


669 


a  road  through  the  Rocky  monntaini  dther 
by  the  Peace  Rlrer  Pau  or  by  the  Pine 

Rtver  Pass,  and  the  engineers,  had  settled 
down  to  estlmatlDg  the  coat,  although  hoii. 
gentlemen  questioned  the  correctness  of  the 
figures  I  gave.  My  hon.  friend  may  rest 
assured  the  work  will  be  commenced  long 
before  the  time  he  mentions.  It  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  company ;  they  are  getting 
their  supplies  in  by  the  Aeena  river.  They 
snrely  would  not  carry  them  overland  from 
Edmonton.  That  would  be  unreasonable.  I 
will  undertake  this  :  If,  when  the  House 
meets  next  year,  and  I  should  be  a  member 
of  the  government,  any  government  In 
power  at  the  time  would  be  amply  Justified 
in  accepting  such  an  amendment  as  my  hon. 
fdend  proposes,  If  it  could  be  shown  that 
the  company  had  not  faithfully  complied 
with  the  terms  of  the  schedule.  I  thluk 
my  hon.  friend  may  rest  assured  that  that 
will  be  done,  and  If  he  brings  It  up  next 
year  I  am  sure  the  government  would  at 
once  bring  pressure  on  the  Grand  Truuk 
Pacific  to  force  them  to  go  on  with  the 

WOTk. 

Hon.  Sir  BfAOKENZIB  BOWBLIr— The 
western  division,  as  I  understand,  common* 
ces  at  Winnipeg. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO W 111 Iji.— There 
Is  nothing  lu  this  case  to  compel  the  com- 
mencement of  the  constmctlott  of  the  road 
^m  the  Padflc  coast  eastward 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Ton  may  commence  at 
tbe  Pacific  coast  or  at  the  eastern  end.  They 
will  commence  at  both  ends. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
Is  nothing  to  compel  them  to  commence  at 
both  ends.  Tbe  object  of  my  hon.  friend's 
amendment  is  to  ensure  the  location  and 
commencement  of  the  work  on  the  Pacific 
coast,  and  tbe  construction  eastward  simul- 
taneously with  the  construction  at  Uie  other 
end.  Tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  quoted 
paragraph  10  of  the  agreement  to  show 
that  the  work  must  be  commenced  on  tbe 
western  division  within  a  certain  time,  but 
fou  may  commence  tbe  location  and  con- 
struction of  the  western  division  at  Wlnnl- 
and  yon  may  not  touch  the  extreme 
western  end  of  the  road  for  months  or 
years.  There  la  no  question  almut  that 


H<m.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  says  'The  work  of 
locatliig  and  constructing  the  said  western 
division  sliall  be  commenced  forthwith.* 

Hon.  Sir  MAOKBNZIB  BOWELL-That 
may  be— they  may  commence  at  Winnipeg. 

Hon.  Mr.  SGOTT— Not  necessarily. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  know 
that,  neither  Is  It  compulsory  to  begin  at 
the  western  end,  as  my  hon.  friend  by  his 
resolution  wants  to  compel  the  company  to 
begin.  My  hon.  friend  predicates  his  opin- 
ion on  what  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  may 
do,  or  if  they  fall  to  do  it,  the  govern- 
ment may  compel  them  to  do.  We  have 
had  sufficient  experience  of  railway  con- 
struction and  railway  contractors  ;  unless 
they  are  bound  to  do  a  certain  thing,  In  a 
certain  way,  they  will  do  It  Just  when  it  is 
to  thehr  advantage,  and  if  tbe  desire  Is  to 
have  this  work  commenced  and  prosecuted 
as  rapidly  as  possible,  and  have  the  western 
dlvldon  constructed,  what  objection  can 
there  be  to  compelling  them  to  eommenj^ 
work  at  both  ends  ?  The  location  may 
take  r>ace  at  the  western  end  of  th>  line, 
but  they  could  commence  to  build  at  the 
eastern  end.  In  the  new  Bill  there  U  a 
provision  to  compel  the  commencement  of 
work  at  certain  points  on  the  eastern  divi- 
sion ;  wlty  was  that  put  In  ?  It  was  put  In 
to  satisfy  tbe  demands  of  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces, and  to  meet  the  cry,  If  I  may  use 
that  expression,  which  bad  been  niwd,  ani 
llie  suspicion  which  existed,  that  this  v/oik 
on  the  eastern  division  would  not  be  prose- 
cuted at  all.  In  order  to  satisfy  the  niiiiilti 
of  those  who  took  that  view  in  the  maritime 
piorinces  this  clause  was  added  to  lh3  BIIL 
It  was  not  in  the  Act  of  last  year.  It  was 
an  amendment  moved  by  tbe  Mlnisl'>r  of 
Justice  for  the  pnrposb  I  have  Indicated 
But  even  in  this  Bill,  the  latter  clause 
leaver-  it  open  to  the  company  to  begin  Just 
when  they  please,  because  It  says  : 

And  that  between  Quebec  and  Moncton  shall 
be  completed  as  nearly  as  practicable  at  the 
same  time. 

Now  If  it  Is  to  be  constructed  as  nearly  as 
practicable  at  the  same  time,  why  not  have 
the  same  provision  applying  to  the  west, 
because  It  is  in  the  west  we  expect  the 
freight  to  be  procured,  both  cattle  and  lum- 
ber and  through  freight,  to  be  carried  east- 
ward  That  is  the  trade  which  is  antid- 
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pated  Trill  arise  from  the  constnictlon  of  tbe 
roaa,  and  the  terminus  being  at  a  port  on  the 
Pacific  coast  so  much  nearer  to  tbe  markets 
of  China  and  Japan  ^rlth  which  we  expect 
to  develop  a  large  trade,  it  is  as  much  in 
the  Interest  of  tbe  company  as  of  the  coun- 
try. We  all  know  the  result  of  the  con- 
struction of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
and  the  placing  upon  the  Pacific  ocean  of  a 
line  of  steamers ;  trade  has  grown  up  be- 
tween Canada  and  the  Orient,  and  if  this 
road  is  to  accomplish  what  is  expected  of 
ItT  being  four  or  five  hundred  miles  nearer 
China  and  Japan  and  the  Islands  of  the 
Pacific  than  more  southern  routes.  It  is  In  the 
interest  of  the  company  and  very  much 
in  tbe  Interest  of  tbe  country  that  tbe  work 
should  be  commenced  on  tbe  Pacific  coast 
and  pushed  eastward  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
There  is  a  great  deal  of  force  In  the  amend- 
ment, and  it  Is  no  answer  to  It  to  quote  the 
10th  clause  of  the  old  agreement 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  reason  the  10th 
clause  is  inserted  In  tbe  agreement  is  that 
the  eastern  division  is  controlled  by  tbe  gov- 
ernment. We  have  already  made  a  con- 
tract with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway;  we 
cannot  undertake  to  alter  it  now.  The 
language  In  tbe  10th  clause  was  as  strong 
as  It  could  well  be  made  without  defining 
any  particular  points.  It  says  that  work 
shall  be  '  commenced  forthwith.'  It  Is  not 
to  be  supposed  that  tbe  company  will  not 
exercise  common  sense.  If  my  hon.  friend 
had  control  of  tbe  road,  be  would  begin  at 
both  ends,  and  I  am  sure  tbe  company  will 
begin  at  both  ends,  because  it  is  so  evi- 
dently In  their  own  Interest  to  do  so,  If 
only  for  the  purpose  of  getting  In  supplies. 
In  any  case.  It  is  not  in  our  power  to  amend 
It  now,  after  we  have  this  contract  signed. 
W^e  are  not  going  to  throw  it  over  for  an- 
other year  to  have  this  particular  point 
settled.  I  do  not  think  tbe  country  would 
approve  of  It.  It  is  evidently  in  tbe  fin- 
terest  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway 
Company  to  build  the  road  as  rapidly  as 
possible.  Every  company  that  has  the  means 
will  finish  its  line  as  soou  as  it  can  be  done. 
In  this  case,  money  will  not  be  lacking.  The 
company  will  have  the  money  to  begin  at 
once,  and  contracts  will  be  let  simultane- 
ously all  along  the  line  as  soon  as  tbe  route 
is  defined;  therefore  my  hon.  friend  need  not 
have  any  fears  that  the  work  will  not  be 
Hon.  sir  HACKSNZIB  BOWELL. 


commenced  before  we  meet  again  next  year. 
The  government  would  be  v&y  glad  Indeed 
to  bring  what  pressiue  they  could  to  bear 
to  see  that  the  views  of  our  friends  hi  Bri* 

tilah  Columbia  are  met  I  think  they  are 
reasonable,  and  if  we  were  making  the 
cmitract  now,  we  probably  would  provide  for 
that  but  the  clause  in  the  new  Bill  is  an 
afterthought.  It  was  not  in  the  orglnal  Act 
My  hon.  friend  should  be  quite  satisfled  vltb 
the  explanation  I  have  given  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.CM  tviOj 
appreciate  the  remarks  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  but  he  will  see  that  the  first  agree- 
ment was  so  Indefinite  that  it  bad  to  be 
amended,  and  this  agreement  states  dis- 
tinctly now  that  tbe  work  must  be  commen- 
ced at  Winnipeg.  There  is  no  doubt  tbls 
reference  to  the  western  portion  applies  al- 
together to  Winnipeg,  and  not  to  tbe  Pacific 
end.  If  tbe  company  are  in  earnest  about 
commencing  at  the  Pacific  coast  my  amend- 
ment cannot  do  any  harm,  and  I  should  like 
to  press  for  Its  adoption. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  ever  taken  seriously  by  this 
House,  bis  amendment  would  be  rejected 
with  scant  courtesy,  because  he  has  put 
himself  on  record,  and  if  one  single  memba 
of  the  House  considered  that  he  represented 
the  sentiments  of  Brltlah  Columbia,  be 
would  be  told  by  my  hon.  friend  that  Brlti^ 
Columbia  does  not  want  this  railway.  The 
hon.  gentleman  says  that  no  one  wants 
this  railway.  He  has  been  shouting  throogb- 
out  this  debate  :  '  Who  wants  tbls  railway  ? 
Certainly  not  British  Columbia.'  He  was  w 
well  acquainted  with  the  senthnents  ot 
British  Columbia  last  session  that  as  soon 
as  tbe  speech  of  the  leader  of  the  otber 
House  bad  been  delivered,  be  rushed  into 
print.  What  did  we  see  on  the  order  paper 
of  the  12th  August,  1903  ?  A  resolution  by 
the  hon.  gentleman — nay  a  speech,  in  whicb 
he  says  among  other  things  : 

Ihat  tbe  House  does  not  approve  of  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  proposition,  u 
preeenind  by  Uie  premier  In  the  Houm  of 
Commons,  and  consider  Its  inception  ineom* 
prehensible,  and  Its  fulfilment  unnecenarr  un- 
der existing  transportation  conditions. 

That  tbe  entering  upon  a  scheme  of  sncb 
gigantic  a  character  as  that  proposed  tqr  tbe 
government,  without  proper  aurveys  and  «- 
ploration  of  the  route  bavlng  been  flnt  mad*, 
is  reckless  and  unjustifiable. 
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He  did  not  ^Ik  then  of  prosecoting  the 
work  on  thlB  railway  day  by  day  and  year 
by  year  across  the  Rocky  moantalas  to  reach 
bis  province.  Farther  on  In  the  resolution 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  I  And  the  following  : 

That  goTerDmentB  do  not  operate  railways 
as  economically  and  wUb  tbe  same  necesaary, 
doae  builneas  capacity  as  private  companiea 
do. 

That  the  country  has  an  object  lesson  before 
It  In  the  partial  failure  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway.  , 

That  this  House  should  object  in  the  most 
unqualified  manner  to  railways  being  cod- 
Btmcted  and  operated  by  goyemments. 

And  this  la  what  be  backed  last  year,  by 
his  vote : 

That  the  goTemment— with  the  public  trea- 
■ury  at  Its  command —  should  consider,  and 
healtate  before  doing  any  act  which  may  lessen 
fend  divide  trafflc  on  the  Intercolonial  and 
Canadian  Paciflo  railways,  or  caase  competi- 
tion. 

And  now  tbe  htm.  gentleman  wants  the 
work  to  be  prosecuted  wlthont  Interrup- 
tion, Id  order  to  give  .the  advantage  of  com- 
petition to  British  Columbia.  The  resolu- 
tion continues  : 

That  tbe  one  Ls  entirely  the  creation  and  an 

.asset  of  the  eoantry,  , 

That  the  other  has  been  largalT  aided  In  Its 
eoDstmction  by  pobnc  grants  of  m'Oney  and 
land,  and  la  UlllDg  a  highly  easentlal  place  in 
the  commercial  ecoaomy  of  the  country,  and 
Its  nsefalneas  ahoold  not  be  lessened. 

I  dtd  not  know  what  had  happened  the 
boD.  gentleman  after  putting  that  resoln- 
tion  on  the  order  paper,  except  I  heard  a 
strong  irrotest  coming  from  the  Pacific  coast 
against  his  resolution,  and  as  I  did  not  see 
bhn  a^ln  until  the  beginning  of  this  aes- 
Hon,  I  concluded  that  he  was  biding  in  the 
Ro(Ay  mountains  for  fear  of  being  stoned 
by  the  people  of  British  Columbia  who  ex- 
pressed themselves  unanimously  in  favour 
of  this  great  project  Now,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman comes  here  and  tries  to  press  the 
government  to  hurry  on  that  railway  which 
last  year  and  to-day  he  has  declared  to  be 
unnecessary.  He  is  not  the  only  member 
who  has  taken  this  illogical  position.  What 
have  we  seen  in  tbe  other  House  as  well  as 
here  ?  Members  from  British  Columbia  who 
declared  that  this  road  was  unnecessary, 
east  of  North  Bay,  tumbling  over  each  other 
la  their  efforts  to  gojt  the  work  started  sl- 
maltaneonsly  everywhere.  They  have  stood 
by  their  leader,  and  the  true  policy  of  an 
opposition  is  to  criticise,  but  now  that  tbe 


principle  of  the  Bill  has  been  accepted  ibej 
wunt  to  force  the  company  to  proceed  with 
the  work  of  constmctlon  at  once  on  the 
whole  line  from  end  to  end.  Of  course  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  hon.  gentleman  to  op- 
pose thla  measure;  as  an  opposition  th^T  are 
In  duty  bound  to  be  pessimists  It  Is  our 
duty  to  be  optimists.  Pessimism  has  bnUt 
nothing  In  this  world.  Optimism  represents 
action,  and  It  Is  because  tbe  Liberal  party  la 
to-day  In  power  and  feels  its  responsibility, 
and  that  to  govern  is  to  act,  we  are  proceed- 
ing with  optimism  to  the  building  of  this 
road,  and  we  look  pitifully  upon  our  friends, 
who,  from  being  optimists  for  a  number  of 
years  in  the  past;  have  become  largely  re- 
cognized as  the  pessimists  of  the  present 
This  Is  a  digression  fiwm  the  clause  under 
consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear.  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— But  it  Is  most 
pleasant  to  see  what  optimists  hon.  gen- 
tlemen may  become  wben  their  duty  to 
oppose  has  been  falfllled,  and  when  they 
are  face  to  face  with  the  clauses  of  the  BUI, 
how  sTdent  they  are  to  see  that  this  country 
should,  as  soon  as  possible,  get  a  railway 
constructed  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRQUSON— Tbe  hon.  gentle 
man  from  de  Lorlmler  has  given  us  an 
Illustration  of  how  he  will  shine  on  tbe 
stump  In  the  next  election,  when  he  does 
not  run  the  risk  of  being  brought  up  short- 
ly by  somelwdy  who  knows  something  about 
the  souject  My  hon.  friend  has  surely  not 
forgotten  that  when  tiie  premier  Intro- 
duced this  Bill  last  year  there  was  what 
is  called  an  alternative  scheme  presented 
by  Mr.  Borden,  one  of  the  main  provisions 
of  which  was  that  a  new  railway  should  be 
constructed  through  the  Bocky  mountains. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENBT— Where  la  that 
scheme  now  7 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Such  quibbling  as 
that  may  do  on  the  stump,  but  It  is  scarcely 
suited  for  the  Senate  of  Canada.  My  hon. 
friend  knows  very  well  that  there  has  not 
been  the  slightest  departure  from  that 
policy  ;  It  still  stands  before  the  country. 
The  opposition  have  not  retracted  or  modi- 
fied one  word  in  what  was  put  forward  by 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  on  that  occa- 
sion. All  that  has  been  said  since  Is  in  line 
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with  that  plan,  and  part  of  that  plan  waa 
that  there  should  be  a  railway  built  through 
the  Rocky  mountains— but  how  ?  It  was  to 
be  bnllt  by  the  government,  and  placed 
under  Joint  control,  so  that  the  government 
railway,  the  Canadian  Northern,  and  the 
Graud  Trunk  Railway  should  use  it  In  com- 
mon. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURANZX— According  to 
Mr.  Borden's  plan  of  last  year,  the  railway 
west  of  Winnipeg  was  not  to  be  built  by  the 
government. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Whether  It  was 
to  be  built  by  the  government  or  not,  that 

was  part  of  the  scheme. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- It  can  be  shown 
that  the  line  through  J:he  Rocky  mountains 
was  part  of  that  scheme,  and  that  it  was 
to  be  used  as  I  have  described. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Hon.  gentlemen 
say  no.  My  hon.  friend  from  de  Ix)rimier 
made  a  positive  statement  on  another  sub- 
ject a  few  moments  ago,  where  he  was 
found  to  be  astray.  The  amendment  Is 
reasonable,  that  the  company  should  begin 
work  on  the  Pacific  end  as  well  as  at  other 
places,  and  the  company  Is  only  asked  to  do 
what  the  government  profess  and  bind 
themselves  to  do.  The  government  are  bound 
to  begin  at  four  points  and  work  eastwardly 
and  westwardly  on  the  line  from  those 
points  In  order  to  hasten  the  construction 
of  the  eastern  division.  Why  should  not 
the  company  be  bound  in  precisely  the  same 
way  to  hasten  the  construction  of  the  moun- 
tain section  ?  There  is  this  provision  that 
they  shall  proceed  forthwith,  but  they  may 
build  the  prairie  section,  and  not  expend  a 
dollar  on  the  British  Columbia  section  be- 
yond the  surveys  for  four  or  five  years- 
Tbey  may  move  on  carefully  and  easily, 
and  say  '  we  are  proceeding  forthwith.'  My 
hon.  friend  from  British  Columbia  is  per- 
fectly right  in  moving  ati  amendment  to 
bind  the  company  as  the  government  are 
bound. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  tB.C.)— I  am  very 
glad  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lorimler 
quoted  from  the  resolution  I  submitted  T.ist 
year.  It  contains  the  same  sentiments  that 
I  hold  to-day.  There  are  two  evils  before 
Hon.  Mr.  FERQUSOK. 


the  House — one  Is  this  Bill,  the  other  gov- 
ernment ownership.  I  favobr  the  smaller 
evil,  government  ownership.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman would  not  have  had  the  courage  to 
put  such  a  resolution  as  mine  on  the  order 
paper,  even  though  be  shared  my  views. 
He  would  be  a  sycophant — be  would  not 
dare  to  do  It.  Last  year  the  hon.  gentlenuB 
made  a  speech  about  this  resolution  of 
mine  while  I  was  away. 

Hon,  Mr.  DANDURAND— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The  bon. 
gentleman  said  that  if  I  would  show  my 
face  In  this  House  again,  I  would  come  back 
with  a  mandate.  Well,  I  show  my  face 
here,  and  I  have  come  back  .without  a  man- 
date. I  am  free  to  do  as  I  like.  The  hon. 
gentleman  in  using  those  words  sp<^e  as 
a  criminal  lawyer.  I  believe  be  is  a  crim- 
inal lawyer,  and  be  knows  that  these  words 
*  dare  not  show  his  face '  are  generally  ap- 
plied to  criminals.  I  object  to  those  words 
being  used  In  speaking  of  me,  or  of  any 
other  member  of  this  House.  I  believe  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  written  a  treatise  on 
criminal  law  ;  when  he  writes  a  treatise 
again  be  should  define  the  meaning  of  those 
words.  - 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  said  I  beUer- 
ed  that  no  one  takes  the  hon.  gentleman 
seriously,  and  he  has  just  proved  it  1 
have  hardly  been  able  to  understand  the 
disconnected  Ideas  that  he  has  been  tryhig 
to  put  in  offensive  phrases.  He  speaks  of 
pocketing  the  money  of  the  country.  I  do 
not  know.  I  have  never  looked  into  tbe 
hon.  gentleman's  record  I  have  never  brand- 
ed blm  as  a  criminal  I  look  upon  ever? 
man  as  an  honest  man  until  be'  has  been 
proved  guilty  of  something.  I  have  Dever 
accused  him  of  a  dishonest  act 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Bverj 
one  will  have  noticed  that  whenever  an 
bon.  member  on  this  side  of  the  House 
makes  a  suggestion  as  to  the  Impcovement 
of  the  present  Bill,  something  that  he  may 
have  said  on  a  former  occasion  Is  read  to 
convict  him  of  what  they  call  inconsistency. 
Does  It  not  suggest  itself  to  the  hon.  gentle* 
man  that  my  hon.  friend  might  be  pe^ 
fectly  consistent  in  what  he  said  while  the 
first  proposition  for  the  cmistrnctlon  of  tbU 
road  was  under  consideration,  and  be,  bar* 
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log  done  all  he  could  to  defeat  that  measure, 
was  acting  then  in  accordance  with  what  he 
conc^T^  to  be  bis  right;  but  ttie  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  representing  the  people 
and  both  Houses,  having  affirmed  a  cer- 
tain principle,  and  having  declared  that  a 
certain  work  should  be  done,  is  the  gentle- 
man who  oppose  the  original  scheme  to  be 
accused  of  inconsistency  because  be  tries 
to  make  the  scheme  which  has  been  affirmed 
by  both  Houses  of  parilament  as  perfect 
as  be  possibly  can?  I  may  have  opposed 
tills  measure,  my  hon.  friead  may  have 
opposed  this  measure,  and  he  might  have 
been  quite  consclentloug  in  doing  It, 
but  if  he  were  on  this  side  of  the 
House  and  he  were  opposing  the  con- 
stroction  of  a  road  such  aa  we  have 
now  under  consideration,  and  his  ideas  and 
opinions  had  been  voted  down,  would.  It 
be  inconsistent  or  Improper  as  a  r^resenta- 
tlre  of  the  people  or  as  a  member  of  the 
Senate,  for  him  to  make  su(A  suggestions 
as  he  thought  would  be  In  the  Interest  of 
the  province  from  which  he  came,  or  In  the 
interest  of  the  Dominion  generally,  that 
that  law  should  contain  a  certain  pro- 
position? The  position  taken  b;  my  hon. 
friend,  and  those  who  'have  been  battering 
away  at  the  opinions  that  an  hon.  gentle- 
man may  have  held  under  certain  circum- 
stances, that  he  should  -not  try  to  perfect 
a  Bill  after  be  has  been  defeated,  seems  to 
be  the  whole  stock  In  trade'  of  the  discus- 
sion that  bas  taken  place  upon  this  motion. 
I  made  a  motion  myself— and  becanse  I 
pn^Minnded  a  scheme  in  the  House,  be- 
ing  defeated  on  it,  am  I  to  be  debarred  for 
all  time  to  come  from  trying  to  perfect 
the  measmre  which  Is  b^ng  adopted  by  a 
majority  of  the  House? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIH  BOWBLLr-Then 
it  was  a  senseless  task  quoting  my  hon. 
Mend's  remarks  to  show  that  he  Is  opposed 
to  this  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— I  admit  all  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  aays  as  to  improving  a 
Bill  once  you  have  voted  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  It,  but  I  do  not  admit  that  a  gentle- 
man having  pleaded  that  he  is  against  build- 
ing a  second  transcontinental  road  as  a 
competitive  road,  that  be  is  against  the 


spending  of  money,  that  he  Is  against  as- 
suming the  responsibility  of  building  that 
transcontinental  road,  that  there  Is  no  ne- 
cessity for  It— should  then  move  that  it 
should  be  Improved  upon,  because  If  he  la 
logical  he  would  have  no  objection.  If  this 
obligation  was  to  be  carried  on  that  It 
should  be  carried  on  in  the  mildest  form 
possible,  as  a  financial  obligation  assumed 
by  the  company.  But  do  ;  once  be  has  de- 
clared that  this  railway  Is  useless,  that  It 
la  bad  policy  to  build  it,  that  the  country 
does  not  want  It— once  he  bas  said  that, 
he  turns  round  and  says  '  I  want  that  yon 
should  work  day  by  day  and  hurry  up  and 
finish  it.'  I  say  that  la  illogical  and  Is  not 
improving  the  Bill  to  make  it  workable.  I 
see  eye  to  eye  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
(Vposlte,  but  I  do  not  admit  the  posltiou 
taken  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  British 
Columbia. 

Hon.  Sir  HACKIQNZIE  BOWBLL-To  my 

mind  there  is  just  about  as  much  difference 
in  the  hon.  gentleman's  explanation  between 
the  acknowledgment  of  a  portion  of  the 
position  that  I  laid  down,  and  the  objection 
he  takes  to  the  bon.  gentleman's  position, 
as  there  is  between  tweedledum  and  tweedle- 
dee.  A  member  might  conscientiously  ap- 
prove or  disapprove  of  the  construction  of  the 
road  altogether,  but  having  been  defeated 
In  that,  and  parliament  having  declared  that 
that  road  shall  be  built,  he  is  quite  con- 
sistent and  quite  logical  in  trying  to  have 
that  road  built  in  the  manner  that  sug- 
gests Itself  to  him  it  should  be  built— quite 
consistent— Just  as  consistent  In  that  as  he 
would  be  In  the  position  which  I  first  laid 
down  and  which  my  hon.  friend  approved. 
I  cannot  for  the  life  of  me  understand  the 
distinction.  If  the  hon.  gentleman's  pro- 
position Is  to  be  acted  upon,  and  to  be 
accepted  as  logical  and  correct,  then  the 
moment  any  member  of  this  House  votes 
in  opposition  to  a  proposition  that  may  be 
made,  and  which  is  affirmed  by  the  House, 
then  he  Is  debarred  for  all  time  to  come 
from  trying  to  Improve  it  or  to  have  any- 
thing to  say  In  connection  with  It  other  than 
to  try  to  defeat  It  altogether.  It  Is  not  a 
logical  position  to  take.  My  bon.  friend 
tried  to  defeat  this  BlU,  but  did  not  succeed, 
and  he  Is  in  the  position  of  one  who,  though 
opposed  to  a  scheme  that  is  before  the 
House,  desires  to  make  It  as  profitable  to 
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the  sectloa  of  tlie  country  that  he  r^resents 
and  to  the  Dominion  as  possible.  That  is 
really  his  posltiou.  Supposing  I  had  gone 
the  length  attributed  to  me  over  and  over 
again  in  the  quotations  from  my  speeches  ; 
supposing  I  had  declared  In  favour  of  gov- 
ernment ownership,  control  and  manage- 
ment of  a  road,  and  I  had  been  defeated  In 
all  that,  would  it  be  inconsistent  in  me  to 
make  a  proposition  to  this  House,  although 
it  might  not  be  strictly  la  accordance  with 
the  views  I  expressed  before  and  which 
nUgfat  bare  been  defeated  by  the  House? 
It  would  sOIl  be  quite  correct  and  logical 
for  me  to  take  such  a  course  as  to  bring 
the  scheme  ultimately  adopted  as  nearly  In 
accordan'.-e  with  the  views  I  held  as  possi- 
ble; otherwise  the  moment  the  House  adopts 
the  principle  of  a  measore,  those  who 
opposed  that  principle  are  to  sit  here 
like  dnmb  bmtes  and  not  say  a  word 
and  make  no  suggestion  as  to  the 
way  the  details  of  the  scheme  should 
be  carried  out  There  are  other  sections 
of  the  contract  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
could  scarcely  make  the  same  objection.  I 
see  by  the  statement  of  the  Finance  Minister 
that  they  have  laid  down  a  policy  with  re- 
gard to  the  eastern  section  of  the  country, 
but  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Bill  to  carry 
that  policy  ont  I  shall  take  occasion  be- 
fore the  Bill  Is  through  to  test  the  views  of 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  proposition  which 
I  shall  make  in  connection  with  the  eastern 
section  of  the  road  in  order  that  the  policy, 
affirmed  by  Hon.  Mr.  Fielding,  may  be 
carried  ont  as  to  the  route  between  Quebec, 
Frederleton  and  St.  John.  If  the  govern- 
ment intend,  aa  the  Finance  Minister  says 
they  do  Intend,  to  build  the  eastern  section 
of  the  road  throngh  a  certain  section  of 
New  Brunswick,  a  great  objection  urged  by 
the  members  of  tbe  opposition,  and  by  my- 
self In  particular  at  the  last  session  of  par- 
liament, will  be  removed.  One  of  the  great 
objections  I  took  to  this  Bill  was  to  the 
construction  of  tbe  road  from  Quebec  to 
Moncton  as  directly  as  it  conld  be  done ; 
for  two  or  three  reasons.  That  it  would  be 
constructing  a  road  which  would  parallel, 
to  a  certain  extent,  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way and  therefore  render  it,  if  this  road 
was  ever  to  be  successful,  a  road  for  the 
carrying  of  local  bnslness  almost  entirely 
and  not  carrying  the  through,  freight  to  the 
sea-board  ;  and  one  of  the  objections  was— 
Hon.  Sir  MACKDNZtB  BOWBLL. 


and  to  my  mind  a  very  strong  one,  and  it 
has  not  been  combated  or  brought  iKfore 
the  House  as  strongly  this  year  as  last 
year— supposing  you  can  get  n  rente  from 
Quebec  to  Moncton  shorter  by  60  miles, 
and  If  you  can  get  the  grades  as  It  is  said 
can  be  done,  but  which  engineers  deny,— 
and  some  of  the  most  eminent  of  tbem  have 
told  me  that  it  was  a  mad  scheme,  tbat 
owing  to  the  topography  of  the  coantry 
throngh  which  it  would  hare  to  run  it  would 
be  impossible  to  get  that  grade  ;  bnt  if  yon 
conld  get  to  Moncton  by  that  route  bow 
much  nearer  are  yon  to  a  Canadian  seaport 
which  It  is  necessary  to  reach  in  order  to 
ship  the  western  grain  to  the  European 
market,  than  you  are  at  present  ?  When 
you  reach  Moncton  yon  hare  to  go  back 
westward  again  in  order  to  reach  St  John. 
If  yon  desire  to  go  to  Halifax  yov  proceed 
by  the  Intercolonial  BaUvay  and  at  present 
yon  are  in  the  same  position,  so  far  u 
reaching  a  seaport  is  concerned,  as  yon 
win  be  after  tbe  construction  of  this  road. 
The  only  difference  will  be  this  :  the  dif- 
ference of  distance  between  Queliec  and 
Moncton  by  the  new  road  and  the  Intsx- 
colonial  Hallway,  as  it  exists. 

Whether  the  construction  of  a  road  from 

Quebec  to  Moncton,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
$75,000,000  Is  a  compensation,  or  is  JoBttli- 
able  In  order  to  save  the  sixty  addltioiul 
miles  orer  the  Intercolonial  Railway  Is  i 
question  for  parliament  to  decide.  If  the 
Canadian  Padflc  Railway  by  th^  diort 
line,  a  road  200  or  SOO  miles  longer  than  tiw 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  can  carry  the  freight 
to  St.  John  at  the  same  rate  as  the  Grand 
Trunk  takes  It  to  Portland,  why  should  not 
the  government  with  an  expenditure  of  $7^- 
000,000,  carry  it  over  the  sixty  or  sixty-flve 
miles  of  road  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
to  St  John  That  is  really  our  posi- 
tion, and  what  we  have  contended  is  that 
if  this  transcontlaental  road  is  to  Iw 
continued  from  Quebec  to  the  mari- 
time provinces  In  order  to  reach  a  seaport 
then  the  nearest  possible  route  should  be 
taken  In  order  to  reach  that  seaport,  aud 
that  would  be  St  John."  The  Finance 
Minister  has  pointed  out  in  tbat  speech  what 
he  sfiys  the  policy  of  the  government  is,  and 
wiint  they  intend  to  do,  and  I  think  it  li 
not  only  logical  but  It  is  in  the  interests  of 
the  whole  trade  of  the  country  that  tbat 
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shonid  be  made  compalsory  on  tbe  govern- 
ment  hy  Incorporating  it  as  a  part  of  tbe 
Bill  DOW  before  us,  Just  io  tbe  same  manner 
as  my  bon.  friend  desires  to  have  tbe  com- 
mencement of  tbe  road  to  be  constructed 
from  the  Pacific  coast  eastward  at  the  same 
time  as  I't  Is  commenced  at  the  eastern  end 
of  tbe  western  section  In  Winnipeg.  If  tbe 
road  Is  to  be  built,  let  us  have  It  as  rapidly 
as  possible.  Let  It  be  commenced  at  Port 
Stmpson  on  tbe  Pacific  coast,  and 
from  Moncton  westward  and  from  Win- 
nipeg westward,  and  let  ub  have  the  ad- 
vantages which  are  to  arise  from  the  coa- 
stmction  of  tbe  road  as  rapidl7  as  possible. 
I  am  g(^ng  to  repeat  what  X  said  last  year. 
My  own  view  is  that  the  road  will  not  be 
located  through  the  prairie  section  of  tbe 
country  on  tbe  route  that  it  ought  to  go  to 
develop  the  great  resources  of  tbe  North- 
west. If  the  proposition  which  was  original- 
ly made,  as  I  understand  it,  by  the  Grand 
Trunk.  Railway  people  was  accepted.  It 
would  have  met  the  views  that  I  have  ex- 
pressed in  this  House,  and  that  is,  that  the 
road  should  be  located  north  of  Lake  Win- 
nipeg, and  run  through  the  northern  part  of 
theNortbwest  Territories,  on  the  north  shore 
of  the  north  Saskatchewan,  or  as  near  to 
the  north  Saskatchewan  as  possible,  to  Ed- 
monton. Then  it  would  open  up  a  large  area 
of  coantry  that  wUI  not  be  opened  at  all  by 
the  route  that  has  been  suggested  by  my 
bon.  friends.  This  road  Is  to  start  from 
Winnipeg  between  tbe  railways  that  are 
now  built,  running  westward.  We  have  the 
Canadian  Pacific  running  pretty  nearly 
tbrongh  the  centre  of  the  prairie  section. 
We  have  tbe  Canadian  Northern,  with  Its 
branches,  running  northward  tbrough  a  sec- 
tion of  the  country,  which  are  tapping  the 
fertile  wheat-growing  belt  of  that  country, 
and  this  road  Is  to  be  located  In  precisely 
the  same  direction.  It  is  to  supply  a  sec- 
tion of  tbe  country  which  Is  already  sup- 
plied with  railways,  and  over  which  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company  Is  rapid- 
ly constmcting  branch  lines  In'  order  to  se- 
cure that  traffic ;  and  what  they  are  not 
doii^  still  farther  to  the  north,  tbe  Cana- 
dian Northern  is  doing,  and  which  will  sup- 
ply tbe  wants  of  that  portion  of  tbe  country, 
Therefore,  there  Is  no  necessity  at  present 
for  the  construction  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
l^ciflc  in  that  part  of  the  Northwest  Any 


one  who  has  travelled  through  those  prairies 
over  tbe  railways  in  what  you  call  tbe  cen- 
tral portion  of  the  district  lying  to  tbe 
north  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway, 
has  driven  down  the  northern  Saskatche- 
wan from  Edmonton  to  Prince  Albert,  ought 
to  know  what  the  requirement  of  that 
country  la,  and  that  is  where  the  road  ought 
to  go,  and  if  it  did  the  objections  that  would 
be  taken  to  the  present  route  would  not  be 
one  bondredtb  part  as  forcible  as  tbey  are 
to-day.  I  bave  not  bad  an  opportunity  ol 
expressing  my  views  upon  the  route  

Hon.  Mr.  TBMPLBUAN— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  been  to  Moncton.  He  ^ould  get 
out  to  Port  Simpson. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Yea. 
and  I  have  been  a  good  deal  further  north 
tban  tbat  I  have  seen  as  much  of  British 
Columbia,  tbe  province  from  which  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  hails,  as  he  has  himself,  and  I 
bave  been  Just  about  as  far  north,  and  I  may 
say  without  boasting  or  being  egotistical  I 
do  not  travel  without  keeping  my  eyes  open 
and  utilizing  what  intellect  I  may  posseas 
in  order  to  store  up  as  mudi  information 
as  possible,  therefore,  I  am  speaking  from 
experience,  from  what  I  have  seen,  and  what 
I  know.  Whether  the  bon.  gentleman  speaks 
from  experience  or  not  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say.  I  think  the  proposition  of  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Stadacona  la  one  that  ought  to 
be  accepted,  and  if  It  is  not  accepted  now, 
I  hope  that  when  the  tbftA  reading  of  the 
Bill  is  moved  he  will  repeat  the  motion  so 
that  we  can  place  ourselves  on  record. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER.— I  think  that  perhaps 
the  hon.  gentleman  Is  not  open  to  tbe  charge 
of  Inconsistency  made  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Lorlmler. .  The  bon.  gentleman  from 

de  Lorlmler  based  the  charge  on  the  ground 
tbat  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  had 
been  opposed  to  the  construction  of  this 
Transcontinental  Railway  last  session,  and 
that  now  he  was  not  opposed— that  he  was 
very  anxious  to  hurry  the  work  through.  I 
think  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lorlmler 
is  not  quite  light  The  amendment  which 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  proposes  Is  one  which, 
if  it  became  law,  would  probably  If  not 
defeat  the  Bill  altogether,  postpone  it  for 
some  Indefinite  period.  Tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  Company  and  the  government  have 
entered  into  a  solemn  agreement.  They  have 
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entered  into  two  agreement^  one  of  whl^ 
was  ratified  by  an  Act  of  parliament  last 
year  ;  and  becanse  there  were  certain  fea- 
tures In  that  agreement  which  were  not 
satisfactory  to  the  shareholders  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  that  agreement  bad  to  be  followed  by 
the  agreement  which  Is  now  before  the  com- 
mittee for  ratification.  If  we  andertake  to 
Insert  into  that  solemn  agreement,  which 
.  has  been  executed  by  both  parties,  some- 
thing new  and  something  which  wottld  Im- 
pose a  bnrden  upon  one  party  to  the  con- 
tract, that  party  will  very  probably  say  that 
they  did  not  enter  Into  that  contract ;  and 
they  would  have  a  good  reason  for  not  going 
on  with  the  work;  so  my  hon.  friend  from 
de  Lorlmier  will  see  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria  la  not  quite  so  inconsis- 
tent as  he  might  have  appeared.  Apart 
from  that  technical  view  of  the  matter,  I 
agree  with  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tioD  In  thinking  that  If  an  hon.  member  of 
this  House  opposes  a  measure  which  he 
thinks  on  the  whole  to  be  not  in  the  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  that  there  is  no  reason 
whatever  why,  when  the  policy  of  going  on 
with  the  measure  is  adopted,  be  sbonld  not 
endeavour  to  make  It  as  perfect  as  possible. 

Hod.  Mr.  DANDUEANI>-Gontradict  him- 
self. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  may  be.  Con- 
sistency Is  a  good  thing  ;  but  I  think  the 
Interests  of  the  country  are  of  a  great  deal 
more  consequence  than  personal  consistency. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Hear, 
bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEB— I  have  already  said 
there  Is  that  danger,  that  If  this  House 
were  to  insist  upon  amending  the  agreement 
In  the  way  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria,  It  might  have  the  effect  of 
altogether  defeating  or,  at  any  rate,  post- 
poning for  some  indefinite  time  the  under- 
taking of  the  work  which  be  now  has  so 
mncb  at  heart.  But  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  see  that  If  the  government  have  no  con- 
trol over  the  location  of  the  road,  or  very 
little  control,  from  Winnipeg  west,  the  in- 
terests of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  will 
naturally  lead  them  to  locate  that  road 
through  the  prahries,  and  out  to  the  Pacific 
ocean,  by  the  best  and  most  advantageous 
route.  Where  the  government  have  control 
—that  is  from  Winnipeg  east  they  have  in* 
Hon.  Mr.  POWER. 


swted  stipulatitnu  In  tiiis  1^  to  gay  that 
the  work  shall  be  commenced  immedlatelr 

at  certain  points,  bo  as  to,  as  far  as  practi- 
cal, insure  that  the  work  will  be  proceeded 
with  almost  simultaneously  at  the  principal 
points  from  Moncton  to  Winnipeg.  The  Bill 
provides  that  the  whole  road  shall  be  com- 
pleted within  eight  years.  Supposing  that 
we  were  to  insert  a  provision  sndi  as  i> 
desired,  and  if  that  provision  wo-e  accepted 
by  the  company,  I  very  much  donbt  wlietber 
it  would  be  In  the  Interest  of  the  connti; 
any  more  than  In  the  interest  of  the  com- 
pany that  the  amendment  should  be  made. 
If  you  build  a  road  from  Port  Slmpsoa  to 
the  Rocky  mountains  that  road  by  itself 
win  not  do  mncb  good.  It  will  not  hare 
very  much  traffic.  Its  trafiic  will  depend 
largely  upon  the  prairie  section,  and  look- 
ing at  the  thing  parely  as  a  matter  of  busi- 
ness, I  think  it  deshrable  that  the  prairie 
section  -  should  be  completed  rather  la  ad- 
vance of  the  mountala  section,  because  nntll 
the  pralrte  section,  or  a  very  considerable 
portion  of  the  prairie  section  adjoining  tbe 
mountain  section  has  been  completed,  there 
will  be  no  traffic  for  the  mountain  section, 
or  no  great  traffLc,  and  I  tblnk  tbe  p«^e 
who  are  undertaking  to  buUd  this  road  ate 
people  who  are  interested  in  the  welfare  of 
Canada.  Their  own  interest  points  that 
way.  It  would  be  to  theh*  own  Interest  to 
build  that  road  in  such  a  way  that  It  would 
have  at  the  earliest  possible  date  the  largest 
amount  of  traffic  ;  and  I  think  it  Is  nnuflual 
to  Interfere  with  business  corporations  and 
to  dictate  to  them  how  they  shall  conduct 
their  business.  We  provide  that  tbe  woA 
shall  be  completed  within  what  is  deemed 
by  parliament  to  be  a  reasonable  time,  sndi 
within  the  limit  of  that  time,  the  compan; 
should  be  allowed  to  use  its  own  Judgment 
as  to  the  best  way  the  work  should  be  done. 
I,  therefore,  hope  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
not  persist  in  fighting  this  question  throogh 
any  longer.  I  hope  that  the  road  will  be 
completed  within  eight  years  ;  and  if  It  is  I 
tblnk  we  ghall  have  reason  to  be  satis- 
fied. Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  that 
when  tbe  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  charter 
was  adopted  by  the  country,  tbe  contract 
which  was  made  by  the  government  of  tb«t 
day  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
syndicate  was  adhered  to.  It  was  not 
seriously  modified  In  parilament,  and 
bave  to  deal  wltb  this  contract  as  a  whole- 
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The  government  come  and  tay  '  We  bave 
made  an  agreement  with  this  company  fo'r 
the  construction  of  this  road,  and  we  submit 
it  for  the  approval  of  parliament ;  we  cannot 
alter  this  contract  now  any  more  than  you 
could  ha\-e  altered  the  Canadlao  Pacific 
Railway  contract.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Did  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman say  that  the  company  will  hare  a 
right  to  locate  the  section  from  Winnipeg 
west  to  the  Rocky  mountains  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Subject  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Governor  In  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Bat  that  is  al- 
ready located.  Did  we  not  have  a  map  here 

yesterday  showing  the  way  It  Is  to  run  V 
That  map  is  issued  under  the  authority  of 
Ibe  minister,  and  on  It  was  pointed  out  the 
location  of  the  road. 

Hon.   ill'.   TEMPLE.MAX- The  approxi- 
mate location  of  the  road.    My  hon.  friend  , 
the  Speaker  brought  the  discussion  bacl:  to ; 
the  place  from  which  it  should  never  have  i 
departed,  the  original  point  made  by  the 
bon.  gentleman  fi'om  Victoria.   The  leader  J 
of  the  opposition  travelled  very  far  afield, 
went  over  the  whole  line  from  Fort  Simp- 
son to  Moncton,  and  wheu  I  suggested  that 
he  should  take  the  return  journey  and  get 
back  to  the  subject,  he  inflicted  on  me  one 
of  those  characteristic  lectures  he  gives  to 
modest  members  of  this  House  periodically. 
He  advised  me  that  my  knowledge  of  Brit- 
ish Columbia  was  very  limited,  that  he  had 
travelled  over  the  province  and  knew  more 
about  it  than  other  membera  of  Idle  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  said 
nothing  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  frankly  admit 
that  the  hon.  gentleman's  knowledge  of  Brit- 
ish Columbia  Is  superior  to  mine,  and  it 
wag  only  because  I  wanted  to  bring  my 
hoB.  friend  back  from  Moncton  to  the  sub- 
ject under  discussion  that  I  interpoliiteti  the 
little  remark  I  did.  The  hon.  member  from 
Victoria  Is  not  far  astray  on  this  question  ; 
be  does  not  misrepresent  public  opinion  on 
this  qnestlon  as  much  as  he  generally  does 
on  public  questions  affecting  the  great  pro- 
vince of  British  Columbia.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Victoria  misrepresented  British  Co- 
lumbia entirely  on  the  general  qtiestion  of 
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constructing  another  transcontinental  line 
of  railway.  I  state  unhesitatingly  that  I 
do  not  believe  there  are  half  a  dozen  think- 
ing men  In  the  province  of  British  Columbia 
on  either  skle  of  politics  who  share  the 
views  of  my  hon.  friend  from  Victoria,  or 
support  him  In  the  views  he  expressed  in 
the  extraordinary  resolution  he  put  on  the 
order  paper  before  leaving  for  the  west 
last  session.  When  my  hon.  friend  got  to 
Victoria  and  met  the  board  of  trade,,  a  re- 
solution was  proposed  recording  a  vote  of 
censure  against  my  faon.  friend  for  having 
misrepresented  public  opinion  on  this  great 
railway  questiou.  I  must  say  my  hon.  friend 
has  got  nearer  right  in  bis  present  motion 
than  I  ever  found  him  before  on  a  British 
Columbia  question,  and  I  would  be  heartily 
iu  sympathy  with  his  proposition  if  it  were 
now  possible  to  amend  the  contract  as  he 
suggests  ?  But  that  cannot  now  be  done 
without  endangering  the  project  or  at  least 
deferring  commencement  of  the  work.  When 
this  contract  was  made,  the  question  of 
where  the  work  of  construction  should  be- 
gin wiia  not  considered.  There  is  nothing 
in  the  contract  requiring  the  company  to 
begin  construction  anywhere.  They  are  not 
compelled  to  begin  at  Winnipeg.  They  may 
beglu  where  they  please,  but  I  racpect,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Canadian  Paclflc  Railway 
which  was  not  require*!  to  begin  construc- 
tion at  any  place  In  particular,  that  this 
company  will  begin  construction  on  the  Pa- 
cific coast  as  well  as  at  other  places.  The 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  as  hon.  gentle- 
men will  remember,  without  being  required 
to  do  so, — or  rather  it  was  the  Mackenzie 
government,  previous  to  the  organization  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway  syndicate — 
commenced  construction  at  Yale,  at  the  iiend 
of  uavlgntion  on  the  Fraser  river,  and  built 
easterly  fully  100  miles  of  the  most  difficult 
portion  of  the  line,  and  when  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  took  over  the 
work  they  continued  the  building  of  the  line 
from  the  Pacific  coast  eastward,  at  the  same 
time  building  the  line  from  Yale  to  the  city 
of  Vancouver,  driving  the  last  spike  nt  a 
place  some  300  or  400  miles  from  the  coast 
in  ISSC.  The  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
could  not  have  been  built  In  the  time  it  was 
built,  or  as  economically  as  it  was  built,  if 
they  had  not  commenced  construction  from 
the  Pacific  end.   I  take  it  that  if  the  Grand 
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Trunk  Paciftc  Compnny  are  the  men  we  be- 
lieve them  to  be,  If  tbey  are  going  to  builil 
this  rnUwaj  economically  nnd  make  a  com- 
mercial success  of  It,  they  must  commence 
construction  on  tlie  Pacific  coast.  Z  cannot 
conceive  for  a  moment  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  would  transport 
all  their  rails  and  iron,  and  the  vast  quan- 
tity of  supplies  that  cannot  be  obtained  in 
the  Northwest  Territories,  for  nearly  4,000 
miles,  down  to  the  Paclflc,  instead  of  begin- 
ning construction  on  the  PncIRc  coast.  It 
seems  to  me  so  utterly  ridiculous,  that  I  for 
one  cannot  conceive  It  i>ossible  that  the  com- 
pany themselves  wonld  think  of  building  a 
great  transcontinental  line  in  such  an  un- 
buslness  like  manner  as  that.  The  railway 
cannot  be  built — I  am  not  a  railway  man 
but  1  use  my  common  sense  In  this  matter 
— In  seven  or  eight  years  from  the  present 
time,  seven  years  from  next  December,  un- 
less work  Is  prosecuted  diligently  from  the 
west  through  the  Rocky  mountains.  It  will 
take  the  seven  years  to  locate  the  railway, 
locate  and  establish  the  western  terminus, 
complete  the  surveys  and  build  the  five  or 
six  hundred  miles  of  the  mountain  section  ; 
so  that  I  say  the  company,  without  any  sti- 
pulation is  bound  to  commence  ou  the  Pa- 
cific coast  ■  At  the  same  time  If  the  adop- 
tion of  an  amendment  of  this  kind  would  not 
imperil  the  agreement,  I  would  be  with  my 
hon.  friend  from  Victoria  in  support  of  it. 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  stated  that 
It  the  company  do  not  carry  out  the  condi- 
tions of  the  agreement  in  Its  spirit  as  well 
a^  in  its  exx)ressed  stipulations,  implied  as 
well  as  expressed,  and  do  not  begin  con- 
struction ou  the  western  end  of  the  Hue,  he 
is  prepared  at  the  next  session  of  parlia- 
ment to  introduce  lesisUitiou  compelling  to 
prosecute  the  work  iu  British  Columbia.  I 
cannot  say  what  particular  Hue  of  legisla- 
tion it  would  be,  but  it  is  possible  for  this 
government  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Or  any  other  govern- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Yes,  or  the 
government  of  my  hon.  friend's,  when  they 
come  Into  power — ^to  force  the  company  to 
carry  out  the  full  spirit  of  the  agreement 
on  which  we  are  now  entering.  This  ques- 
tion has  been  receiving  my  consideration 
for  several  mouths.  I  have  been  In  corre- 
Hon.  Hr.  TEHPLEMAN. 


8iH>ndence  with  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
people  on  the  subject  and  have  interviewed 
Mr.  Hays  and  Mr.  Walnwrigbt  in  respect 
to  it  I  have  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hays— it 
does  not  contain  very  mu(A,  It  is  tme,  bnt 
I  will  give  it  to  the  House  for  what  It  Is 
worth — in  respect  to  commencing  construc- 
tion on  the  Pacific  coast.  The  letter  is 
dated  June  17,  and  reads  : 

Replying  to  your  recent  Inquiry  relative  to 
the  date  whea  constructioii  will  begin  on  tlie 
Paclflc  coast  end  of  the  new  TranacontinenUl 
Railway,  I  beg  to  eay  that  it  ia  too  early  u 
yet  to  definitely  name  a  time  for  the  com- 
mencement of  building  operations  at  eithei 
end  of  the  road.  Surveys  must  first  be  com- 
pleted and  at  the  western  end,  the  important 
question  of  harbour  facilities  baa  to  be  de- 
termined. The  important  work  of  surveying, 
which  has  been  Id  progress  for  about  a  year, 
win,  as  a  matter  of  course,  be  prosecuted  dlli- 
!  gently  until  finished.  It  will  be  the  policy  of 
'■  the  company  to  complete  the  work  In  the 
shortest  time  possible  and  the  work  will  be 
eontlnuonsl/  carried  on  until  the  last  rail  ii 
Ial'1,  which  I  believe  will  be  before  the  time 
fixed  under  the  agreement. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— What  Is 
the  date  of  the  letter  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman wrote  to  Mr.  Hays  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TDMPLEMAN — It  was  serml 
days  before  the  date  of  this  letter.    It  Is 
quite  true,  as  Mr.  Hays  says,  that  the 
question  of  harbour  facilities  and  the  selec- 
tion of  the  line  through  the  mountains  liaE 
not  yet  been  determined.    It  is  a  very  im- 
portant matter.   It  will  take  the  comiuot^ 
another  year  perhaps  to  locate  the  line  hi 
British  Columbia  and  agree  ou  the  barhotir. 
My  hon.  friend.  In  his  resolution,  only  ^^ 
quires  that  work  shall  commence  twelve 
months  from  now  on  the  Pacific  coast  end 
I  of  the  line.    They  may  not  be  ready  even 
'  then  to  commence.    There  are  so  mauy 
1  things  involved  in  selecting  tbe  termlDQS 
I  of  a  great  railway,  the  qnestion  of  harboar 
.  facilities,  the  question  of  access  to  tbst 
i  harbour,  and  whether  It  is  an  open  port  all 
'  the  year  round — though  all  our  iwrts  are 
I  for  that  matter  open  Jn  British  Columbia. 
I  These  matters  the  company,  I  understand, 
I  are  now  investigating,  and  it  seems  to  me 
j  'it  will  take  at  least  n  year  before  con- 
struction can  commence  at  all  on  the  Pa- 
clflc coast ;  and  if.  as  I  have  said,  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  does  not  in  the  full  spirit  of 
this  agreement,  carry  out  the  contract  In 
■the  interest  of  British  Columbia  I  shall  be 
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prepared  to  support  any  necessary  legisla- 
tion next  year  to  compel  them  to  ao  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLET— I  sbould  like  to 
know  If  this  Bin  has  passed  through  the 
House  of  Commons  without  any  amend- 
ment ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLBMAN— I  understand 
there  were  some  ameDdments  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— What  course  had  to 
be  pursued  to  get  the  assent  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  to  the  amend- 
ments ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  understand 
that  the  agreement,  as  it  is  In.  the  Bill  now, 
was  not  amended  in  passing  through  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  could  not  be  amend- 
ed without  referring  It  again  to  the  share- 
holders of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany. The  clauses  of  the  Bill,  I  understand, 
were  slightly  amended. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLBY— What  was  done  in 
that  case  ? 

Hoa  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  would  ima- 
gine that  any  amendment  of  consequence 
aflfecting  the  agreement  would  have  to  be 
sanctioned  by  the  company's  shareholders- 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I  under- 
stand the  hon.  minister  without  portfolio 
agrees  with  his  colleague  from  Victoria  in 
thinking  this  amendment  desirable,  but  he 
says  if  we  amend  this  Bill  we  endanger  the 
whole  thing— is  that  the  case  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  I  said  was,  that 
if  we  undertake  to  Interfere  with  the  agree- 
ment, not  with  the  clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE  —  The 
agreement  and  the  Bill  together.  I  am  very 
glad  to  see  that  both  the  hon.  gentlemen 
from  British  Columbia  agree  that  we  ought 
not  to  amend,  but  If  I  am  not  mistaken  it 
has  been  amended  In  a  very  Important  sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHBRVlLLE— It    has  p 
been  amended  to  provide  that  work  shall 
beg^n  et  four  different  points  slmultaueous- 

ly 

Hon.   Mr.  DAXDURAND— That   Is  the 
government  section. 
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Hod.  Mr.  DeBOUOHEBVILLB— I  think 
we  have  been  told  that  we  cannot  amend. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHBRVILLB— But  It 
was  amended  in  the  House  of  Commons,  to 
provide  that  work  shall  begin  at  four  dif- 
ferent points  simultaneously. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  read  from  the  agree- 
ment made  with  the  shareholders  the  clause 
relating  to  the  mode  of  carrying  on  the  work 
of  the  western  division.  That  cau  only 
be  changed  by  getting  another  meeting  of 
the  shareholders  of  the  company  to  alter  It 
With  regard  to  the  eastern  division,  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  had  no  voice  in  it 
at  all;  the  government  controlled  that  ab- 
solutely. They  do  not  lease  It  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company  until  it  Is  finished, 
so  the  two  changes  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
refers  are  not  on  the  same  plane.  With  re- 
gard to  the  western  division,  we  cannot 
make  any  change  In  that  different  from  the 
agreement,  unless  we  submit  It  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company;  but  with  the 
eastern  division  we  are  at  liberty  to  do 
as  we  please. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  has  a  voice  in  the  choice 
of  the  route  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Clause  7,  which  I 
shall  read  shows  to  the  contrary : 

T.  In  order  to  insure,  for  the  protection  of 
tlie  compaD7  aa  lessees  of  the  eastern  diTlSlon 
of  the  Bald  railway,  the  economical  construc- 
tlou  thereof  in  such  a  manner  that  it  can  be 
operated  to  the  best  advantage,  it  is  hereby 
agreed  that  the  specifications  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  eastern  division  shall  be  submitted 
to,  and  approved  of  by,  the  company  before  the 
commencement  Of  the  work  

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— That  is  the  loca- 
tion of  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  cljiuse  continues: 

— and  that  the  said  work  shall  be  done  accord- 
ing to  the  said  specifications  and  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  the  Joint  supervision,  inspection  and 
acceptance  of  the  chief  engineer  appointed  by 
the  government  and  the  chief  engineer  of  the 
company,  and,  in  the  event  of  dlfferencea  as 
to  the  specifications,  or  in  case  the  said  en- 
gineers shall  dttfer  as  to  the  work,  the  ques- 
tions in  dispute  shall  be  determined  by  the 
said  engineers  and  a  third  arbitrator,  to  be 
chosen  in  the  manner  provided  In  paragraph 
four  of  this  agreement. 
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That  gives  the  company  a  voice  In  the 
choice  of  the  route. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No,  it  is  simply  that  the 

KiiulCK  shall  bo  nt  least  equal  to  the  grades 
ill  llie  western  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALIt  {H.C.)-The  re- 
ference ninde  by  my  hon.  culleagtie  to  the 
resolntion  of  the  boanl  of  trade  I  explain 
in  this  way  ;  on  returning  from  Ottawa  last 
year,  I  was  invited  to  meet  tlie  Jroard  of 
trade  of  Victoira.  There  were  nlioiit  fif- 
teen members  present,  and  I  explained  my 
viewB.  I  do  not  know  whether  there  were 
more  Liberals  or  Conservatives  present  At 
all  events,  two  Liberals  framed  a  resolution 
to  pass  a  vote  of  censure  on  myself  for 
my  views,  and  they  were  not  able  to  carry 
it,  and  did  not  carry  it.  The  tiling  rested 
there,  and  they  never  sent  me  a  mandate 
or  resolution  or  anything  to  conform  to 
their  views.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria  said  Z  misrepresented  the  people 
of  British  Columbia  on  every  occ&slon.  I 
want  him  to  withdraw  every  word  of  that. 
If  not  I  shall  express  my  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAX— I  am  not  very 
sure  whether  the  Debates  will  show  that 
I  used  the  words  '  every  occasion,'  but  I 
certainly  meant  to  say  '  on   many  impor- 

aiit  occasions."  Prom  that  I  will  not  recede. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— If  the 
lion,  gentleman  had  not  made  that  state- 
ment I  would  not  say  a  word,  but  I  would 
ren!0nd  blm  that  whenever  I  {presented 

myself  as  a  candidate  In  Victoria  I  was 
elected.  The  people  chose  me  to  represent 
tbem  and  I  wns  elected  three  times.  When 
my  hou.  friend  went  before  the  electors, 
what  became  of  him  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  was  snowed 
under. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-He  did 
not  represent  the  views  of  the  people  then, 
and  I  would  not  have  said  this  much  if 
he  had  not  accused  me  of  misrepresenting 
the  views  of  the  people  of  British  Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— A  abort  time  ago 
I  made  a  statement  with  regard  to  the  po- 
licy of  the  Conservative  party  In  refer- 
ence to  this  National  Transcontinental  Rail- 
way. My  hon.  friend  from  de  Lorimier  had 
made  what,  I  thought,  was  something  very 
like  a  stump  speech  in  which  he  declared 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


the  Conservative  party  had  been  against  a 
transcontinental  railway,  and  gave  as  on 
illustratiou  of  what  he  would  say  on  the 
stump  when  he  came  to  deal  witli  this  ques- 
tion. I  undertook  to  show  that  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
very  shortly  after  this  BUI  was  brongbt 
down,  had  given  out  what  was  termed  an 
alterufttlve  policy,  part  of  which  was  the 
construction  of  a  railway  through  the 
Rocky  mountains  from  Edmonton  to  Fort 
bimpson.   My  hon.  friend  contradicted  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAXD— I  understood 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  construction  by 
the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  frieud  In 
the  first  place,  I  understood,  contradicted 

the  statement  in  toto. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— He  went  on  to 
say  there  was  uo  proposal  to  constmct  a  gov- 
ernment railroad  at  all.  However,  take  It 
as  he  puts  It  himself,  that  his  contradic- 
tion only  went  as  far  as  the  construction 
of  a  government  railway  through  the 
Rocky  mountains,  I  undertook  to  say  a  few 
moments  ago  that  he  would  be  found  as  far 
astray  on  this  as  be  was  on  another  matter 
a  short  time  before.  I  shall  read  what  Mr. 
Borden  said,  and  the  House  will  see  how  far 
he  was  justified  in  making  the  contradic- 
tion he  did,  and  I  may  say  be  was  supported 
by  a  perfect  chorus  of  contradictions  of  ^7 
words  coming  from  gentlemen  on  that  side 
of  the  House.  I  said  I  would  like  to  look 
into  the  matter  and  find  out  who  was  right 
Mr.  Borden  says : 

As  far  as  the  line  from  Edmooton  to  the 
coast  is  concerned,  I  do  not  believe  that  at 
present  there  1b  In  Canada  any  call  for  two 
railways.  We  know  that  tbe  Canadian  North- 
ern Railway  Is  looking  for  an  extension  to  the 
coast.  It  has  its  charter  to  the  coast  m 
It  has  Its  line  partly  built  to  Edmontoo  and 
from  Edmonton  west.  I  repeat  that  you  n"i'^ 
regard  the  Canadian  Nortbern  Railway  u  oae 
of  tbe  great  transeoatlnental  systemi  of  Gas- 
ada.  At  some  point  on  this  side  of  tbe  Rocky 
mouaCalns  there  should  be  a  common  point, 
a  Junction  between  the  Canadian  Northern 
Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Rall*ar- 
From  that  on  to  tbe  coast  there  should  be  one 
line.  That  line  should  be  built  by  these  com- 
panies under  such  an  arrangement  as  voold 
give  them  joint  control.  Reasonable  aBilst- 
ance  should  be  given  by  the  government  by  • 
Buarantee  of  bonds  In  aid  of  construction. 
Should  there  be  any  difficulty  in  coming  to 
such  an  arrangement,  the  government  showd 
build  that  line  itself  and  maintain  and  cootnri 
and  give  these  railways  for  a  term  of  yean 
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equal  runnliie  powers  over  It.  There  1b  no 
reason  vhj  we  should  build  competlDg  Hoes 
through  the  Rocky  mountaluB,  but  there  is 
reason  why  we  should  build  the  Oracd  Truok 
Pacific  Railway  into  the  west,  because  the 
west  Is  developing  rapidly.  But  from  some 
point  near  Edmonton  to  the  Pacific  ocean, 
there  should  be  one  railway.  If  these  two 
great  corporations,  the  Canadian  Northern  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway — or  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  as  it  is  in  fact— had  equal  run- 
ning powers  over  that  tine  to  the  coast,  under 
Independent  control,  hy  that  means  you  would 
have  In  fact  three  transcontinental  railway 
lines  in  Canada,  and  I  think  you  would  have 
thi>  transportation  problem  In  Canada  settled, 
as  to  its  main  features,  for  the  next  twenty- 
live  years.  .  i 

Now,  I  hope  tfae  bon.  gentleman  from  de 

Lorlmier  is  entirely  satisfied  tbnt  hia  mem- 
ory wiis  wrong  with  regard  to  this,  ami 
that  a  transeontiuental  Hue  through  the 
Itocky  iiiountalDs  'was  a  part  of  tbe  oppo- 
sition project  from  tbe  very  Inception  of  this 
diseussiOD. 

Hon.  Mr.  l>ANt>UUAND— But  not  by  the 
govemuieut 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes,  by  tbe  gov- 
ernment. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUUAND— If  these  two 
companies  should  fall  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment 

Tbe  auiemlment  was  rejected. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Yeas  and 
nays. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Personnlly  I 
should  like  very  much  If  my  bon.  friend 
would  offer  that  amendment  at  tbe  third 
reading,  and  let  us  have  the  votes  recorded. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  shall 
do  80. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  move  tbat  tbe  fol- 
lowing words  be  added  to  the  section  : 

At  the  same  ai  the  western  section  will  be 
completed. 

If  the  government  will  accept  tbls  Z  shall 
not  say  a  word. 

Tbe  CHAIRMAN- Tbe  bon.  gentleman, 
wishes  to  provide  that  the  eastern  section 
shall  be  completed  as  rapidly  as  tbe  west- 
em  section  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yes.  Will  tbe  gov- 
ernment accept  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  9COTT— No,  we  cannot. 

At  stz  o'clock,  tbe  committee  rose  for 
recess. 


After  Aeoeu. 

(Id  tbe  Committee.) 

On  clause  10, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  the  contract  we 
find  that  tbe  western  section  of  tbe  road  has 
to  be  completed  within  a  period  of  eight 
yeai-s,  bnt  I  see  nothing  In  tbe  contract  nor 

iu  the  law  that  limits  the  time  for  the  coii- 
Btruction  of  the  eastern  section.  By  clause 
8  of  the  agreement  of  last  year,  it  Is  enact- 
ed that  the  construction  of  the  eastern  divi- 
sion shall  be  commenced  so  soon  as  tbe  sur- 
veys and  plans  have  been  made  and  deter- 
mined for  tlie  location  thereof,  and  shall 
he  completed  with  all  reasonable  despatch. 
There  is  no  limitation  for  the  period  of  co«- 
struction,  and  If  we  turn  to  the  law  that 
contains  that  provision,  clause  21.  we  find 
that  it  is  enacted  that  the  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil may  at  any  time  suspend  tbe  progress  of 
the  work  on  the  eastern  division  until  the 
next  session  of  parliament.  So  that  from 
parliament  to  parliament,  from  session  to 
session,  an  Order  In  Council  may  be  passed 
lit  any  time  to  suspend  the  progress  of  work 
upon  the  eastern  division.  There  is  no  time 
limit  at  all.  If  we  couple  with  section 
twenty-one,  which  empowers  the  govern- 
ment by  a  simple  Order  In  Council  to  sus- 
pend the  progress  of  the  work  on  the  east- 
ern section,  clatise  8  of  tbe  agreement,  we 
find  that  there  Is  no  limitation  at  all,  al- 
though we  are  told  this  afternoon  that  the 
government  Intend  to  complete  the  eastern 
section  withia  the  same  period  as  the  wt'st- 
ern  section,  and  the  nature  of  my  amend- 
ment is  just  to  incorporate  in  the  law  that 
wish  or  desire  or  will  of  the  government. 
If  the  govemment  honestly  Intend  to  build 
the  road  within  the  limit  they  state,  there 
can  he  no  objection  to  putting  it  In  the  law, 
and,  therefore,  I  move  tbat  at  the  end  of 
clause  10  of  the  present  Bill  the  following 
words  be  added : 

And  eastward  from  Winnipeg  In  such  man- 
ner tbat  the  section  between  Winnipeg  and 
Quebec  and  that  between  Quebec  and  Honc- 
ton  shall  be  completed  as  nearly  as  practica- 
ble at  the  same  time  as  the  western  section 
will  be  completed. 

I  do  not  think  the  government  should  ob- 
ject to  the  insertion  of  this  clause.  It  does 
not  Interfere  with  the  agreement  passed 
with  tbe  Grand  Trunk.    The  Idea  Is  that 


Digitized  by 


Google 


583 


S£KAT£ 


those  two  sections  may  be  completed  simul- 
taneously and  at  the  same  time  as  the  west- 
ern section  will  be  completed.  The  law  ns 
it  stands  at  present  compels  the  governmeut 
to  work  simultaneously  on  two  or  three  ends 
of  the  eastern  section  from  Winnipeg  to  the 
east  from  a  point  on  the  junction  of  the 
Winnipeg  road  from  Quebec  to  North  Bay 
eastward  and  westward,  from  Qnebec  east- 
ward and  westward  and  from  Moncton  west- 
ward. By  the  Act  of  last  session  the  gov- 
ernment is  compelled  to  finish  tbose  sections 
simultaneously,  as  nearly  as  practicable,  but 
there  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  that  compels 
the  government  to  complete  the  road  in  the 
same  period  of  time  that  is  given  to  the 
western  division.  I  hope  the  government 
will  look  upon  this  amendment  In  a  most 
favourable  light. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I'erhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  would  explain  the  reasons  wliy 
be  wants  this  to  be  done.  He  has  given  do 
reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  Is  the  reason 

for  making  a  difference-  In  the  obligations 
Imposed  upon  the  company  for  the  western 
section,  and  the  obligations  of  the  govern- 
ment with  regard  to  the  eastern  section  V 
They  are  obliged  to  complete  the  mountain 
and  prairie  sections  in  eight  years.  We  ask 
that  the  eastern  section  be  completed  lu  the 
same  period,  as  far  as  It  Is  practicable,  leav- 
ing the  words  as  they  are  lu  the  Act.  I  am 
addressing  myself  to  the  representative  of 
the  government  In  the  House,  and  I  suppose 
If  the  government  accepts  my  amendment, 
hon.  gentlemen  will  accept  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAX— The  hoii.  gen- 
tleman has  asked  my  opinion.  I  do  not 
thluk  the  government  can  accept  the  amend- 
ment. The  proposed  words  to  be  added 
would,  to  my  mind,  be  of  no  effect  what- 
ever. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— They  are  not  dan- 
gerous. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— The  clause 
which  my  bon.  friend  proposes  to  amend 
reads  as  follows  : 

The  work  of  construction  on  the  eastern  dl- 
viBion  ot  the  National  Tranacontlnental  Rail- 
way shall  be  commenced,  as  nearly  as  may  be, 
simultaneously  at  Moncton,  at  Quebec,  at  the 
poldt  of  Junction  of  the  eastern  dlvisloa  with 
the  branch  southerly  to  a  point  at  or  near 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


either  North  Bay  or  Nlplsslng  Jnnctlon  uft 
at  Winnipeg,  and  shall  be  carried  on  westward 
from  Moncton,  eastward  and  westward  from 
Quebec,  eastward  and  westward  from  the  point 
of  Junction  aforesaid,  and  eastward  from  Wla* 
nipeg.  In  such  manner  tbat  the  section  be- 
tween Winnipeg  and  Quebec,  and  tbat  be- 
tween Quebec  and  Uoncton  shall  be  completed 
as  nearly  as  practicable  at  the  same  time. 

My  hon.  friend  proposes  to  add ; 

As  nearly  as  practicable  at  the  sanw  time  u 
the  western  section  would  be  completed. 

Which  would  really  spoil  the  sense  of  tbe 
section  as  It  applies  to  the  various  sections 

of  the  eastern  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  bon.  min- 
ister mean  it  would  spoil  the  policy,  or  tbe 
game  of  the  government  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gentle- 
man Is  playing  a  game  and  be  wants  to 
know  our  game. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN-lt  wUl  spoU 
the  sense  of  the  sectiou,  and  would  make 
it  unintelligible  to  that  extent  Further 
more,  I  do  not  think  the  words  would  hare 
any  effect.  The  amendment  merely  says 
that  it  shall  be  completed  as  nearly  as 
practicable  at  tbe  same  time  as  tbe  western 
section.     That  means  little  or  nothing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  demanding  the 

little. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— It  will  be  tlie 
policy  of  the  government  to  complete  the 
eastern  division  of  the  road  within  the  time 
limit  provided  for  the  western  section.  I 
do  not  think  it  would  t>e  wise  to  make 
this  proposed  amendment.  It  would  be 
of  no  avail  or  effect,  and.  unless  my  bon. 
friend  can  show  some  cogent  reason  for  it 
I  do  not  think  we  should  accept  it 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  would  show  tbe 
country '  the  intention  of  the  goremment, 
if  tbe  government  intend  to  finish  the  east- 
ern section  In  the  same  period  tliat  1> 
allowed  for  tbe  western  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  amendment 
would  defeat  Its  own  object  It  Is  evident, 
by  the  wording  of  the  clause,  that  the  gov- 
ernment intends  to  proceed  much  quidter 
and  complete  the  section  much  earlier  tban 
the  eight  years;  but  as  tbe  government  Is 
but  the  executive  of  parliament,  It  retains 
power,  in  its  discretion,  to  stop  work  for 
whatever  cause,  and  there  may  be  impo^ 
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taut  reasons.  They  can  come  to  tbe 
foQDtaiD  of  all  povrer,  parliament,  and  ex- 
plain the  situation,  and  ask  for  other  powers 
In  connection  with  the  construction,  or  ex- 
plain whj  they  stopped  work.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman saya  the  eastern  shall  be  completed 
wttbin  the  same  time  as  the  western  section. 
According  to  the  way  they  are  to  proceed, 
beginning  at  many  sections,  it  is  apparent 
it  will  be  constructed  in  less  time  than 
the  western  section;  but  It  Is  quite  clear 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  will  supervise, 
as  a  member  of  parliament  having  superior 
power  to  the  executive,  while  parliament  is 
in  session,  and  Inquire  to  what  extent  the 
work  is  being  done,  because  1  see  he  Is 
now  quite  converted  to  the  scheme  and  de- 
sires it  should  go  on  and  be  completed 
in  good  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  very  easy  to 
overcome  the  diflBculty.  We  should  have 
a  word  more — *  before  or  at  the  same  time.' 

We  do  not  want  to  prevent  the  govern- 
ment from  finishing  the  road  in  three  years 
if  they  chose  to  do  some  but  we  want  at 
all  events  that  It  should  be  finished  as  soon 
as  the  western  part  of  the  road  Is  finished. 
I  observe  that  the  taon.  Secretary  of  State 
has  -just  arrived,  and  I  will  ask  him  as 
leader  of  the  government  In  this  House 
If  they  will  be  kind  enough  to  accept  my 
amendment  for  these  reasons:  the  law  ns 
it  stands  to-day  does  not  fix  any  period 
for  the  completion  of  the  eastern  part.  It 
fixes  the  period  for  the  completion  of  the 
western  part  at  eight  years.  But  by  the 
present  Bill  the  government  Is  not  bound  to 
finish  In  the  eight  years  construction  may 
go  on  for  ten,  twenty,  thirty,  or  fm-ty 
years,  and  there  is  nothing  In  this  Bill  to 
prevent  the  government  from  letting  It  run 
for  that  time.  But  If  the  government  desires 
to  finish  that  eastern  section  In  the  same 
time  as  the  western  section,  we  ask  that  that 
nmendment  be  adopted,  providing  that  the 
eastern  section  shall  be  completed,  as  far 
as  practicable.  In  the  same  time  as  the 
western,  or  before  the  western  section  If 
the  government  desires. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  rather  an  extraor- 
dinary request  The  govemment  of  Canada 
is  directly  nnder  the  control  of  the  parlla- 
ment'of  Canada.  Tlie  parliament  of  Can- 
ada 18  dependent  An  the  views  and  opinions 


of  the  people  of  Canada,  and  probably  the 
government  of  this  country  respond  to  pub- 
lic <^inlon  as  quickly,  or  probably  more 
quickly,  than  the  government  of  any  coun- 
try In  the  world.  The  great  dlflSculty  In  the 
couBtitntlon  of  the  United  States  is  that 
public  opinion  may  change,  and  It  wUI  be 
one,  two  and  sometimes  three  years  before 
tiie  representatives  of  the  people  can  be 
made  responsible.  In  Canada  they  can  he 
made  to  respond  promptly,  and  the  govern- 
ment of  the  day  will  necessarily  and  natu- 
rally Just  finish  this  road  as  soon  as  the 
Interests  of  the  people  require  it,  and  as 
the  parliament  can  justify  it.  The  piiilia- 
ment  of  Canada  will,  from  time  to  time, 
have  to  vote  the  money  to  carry  the  work 
on.  From  my  own  standpoint  I  tbluk  it  Is 
in  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  country 
to  build  the  road  at  the  earliest  possible 
time  consistent  with  securing  the  very  best 
road  that  can  be  obtained  ?  AVe  should  not 
rush  It  rapidly  but  we  should  try  to  secure 
tlie  very  best  grades  and  curves,  and  I 
hope  my  hou.  friend  will  take  that  view  of 
it.  I  tliink  It  would  be  rather  unfortunate 
to  send  this  Bill  back  to  the  Commons  with 
a  paragraph  of  that  kind,  because  the  House 
of  Commons  may  say  that  in  a  year  or  tw^o 
the  public  mind  may  change  and  they  might 
desire  to  have  it  postponed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Or  might  want  to  have 
the  road  completed  at  an  earlier  day  than 
the  day  we  named. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  government  should  not  press 
the  Bill  at  alt. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— 1  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  Is  In  a  position  to  give  direction 
to  the  government  when  his  views  are  so 
decided.  He  18  absolutely  against  the  Bill, 
and  X  do  not  think  it  becomes  him  to  direct 
any  detail,  more  particularly  a  detail  which 
so  directly  depends  upon  the  will  of  the 
people  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  will  of  the 

people  of  Canada  Is  to  be  consulted— and  I 
suppose  this  Is  a  principle  of  our  system  of 
government— 1  would  humbly  pray  the  gov- 
ernment not  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  before 
consulting  the  people  of  Canada  and  ascer^ 
tainlng  what  they  will  say  on  that  ques- 
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tlon,  because  tbe  Bill  has  been  sprung  upon 
us  wltbout  the  people  bnving  been  consulted 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAN1*UKAND— The  people  of 
Canada  were  consulted  in  by-elections  and 
showed  a  strong  liUIng  for  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDUY— I  deny  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDUItAXD— Montmagny  re- 
elected a  member  by  an  Increased  majority. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Not  increased. 

Hon.  Mr.  UANULKAND— Over  a  hun- 
dred majority. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLBY— I  am  surprised  that 
the  government  does  not  accept  the  amend- 
ment at  once,  because  the  eastern  end  is  the 
terminus  of  the  road.  AVbat  is  the  use  of 
building  the  western  part,  if  you  do  not  pro- 
vide a  terminus  at  the  end  of  the  eastern  sec- 
tion, unless  you  intend  that  wes^tern  freight 
shall  go  to  Portland.  I  should  think  it  would 
be  the  first  thing  the  government  would 
do,  to  see  that  the  eastern  end  la  com- 
pleted to  carry  the  freight  to  our  own  ports. 
If  the  government  do  not  do  this.  It  is  vir- 
tually saying  they  do  not  Intend  t:>  !.:!  c  !; 
to  the  maritime  provinces,  but  intend  to  go 
to  I*ortland. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  am  glad  to 
hear  my  hou.  friend  tell  us  that  the  east- 
ern section,  about  which  his  party  has  been 
raving  for  months,  is  so  Important  that  It 
should  be  provided  in  the  iaw  that  It  shall 
be  constructed  within  a  certain  time.  It 
Is  the  best  Justification  of  the  policy  of  the 
government  when  my  hon.  friend  urges  that 
they  should  build  from  North  Bay  down 
to  Quebec  and  Moncton,  that  we  should 
hurry  up  that  eastern  section  in  order  to 
prevent  the  grain  and  the  produce  from  the 
Northwest  being  deflected  through  another 
channel. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSONWt  Is  simply  to 
correct  the  harm  the  government  have  done 
in  giving  the  Grand  Trunk  charge  of  the 
freight.  You  have  seut  the  fox  to  protect 
the  geese. 

Hon.   Mr.  DANDURAND— There   is  no 
question  about  it,  that  in  this  House  as 
well  as  in  the  other  House,  the  Conser- 
vative party  were  unanlmons. 
Hod.  Ur.  LANDRT. 


Hou.  Mr.  FBROrSON— Oh,  oh. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman does  not  know  what  I  was  golsg  to 
say. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Nobody  knows. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND- The  party  were 
unanimous,  I  have  the  statement  of  tlie 
leader  of  the  party  in  this  very  debate  and 
the  admission  of  the  Important  members  ol 
the  Conservative  party  iu  the  other  Hoiisf, 
that  if  the  Grand  Trunk  proposition  as  ori- 
ginally made  had  been  accepted  by  the  gov- 
ernment, of  building  from  North  Bay  west 
with  the  ordinary  subsidies  and  other  ad- 
vantage they  would  perhaps  have,  and 
which  could  have  been  examined,  that  tbew 
was  no  difference  of  opinion  on  that  proposi- 
tion. I  have  the  very  words  of  tbe  lion, 
leader  of  tbe  opposition  on  that  point,  that 
there  was  no  difference  as  to  that  question. 
The  Grand  Trunk  Railway  proposition  would 
have  been  granted.  Tbe  Conservative  party 
of  Canada  represented  In  both  branches  of 
parliament,  would  have  voted  any  reason- 
able amount  of  subsidy  to  build  from  North 
Bay  down  to  the  Pacific  coast  ;  but  wbere 
we  ceased  to  agree  was  when  the  goyern 
luent  said  '  No,  we  know  that  the  (iraud 
Trunk  Is  ii^erested  in  going  simply  to  North 
Bay  to  make  the  Junction  with  its  own 
road.*  It  has  been  repeated  over  and  over 
again  by  my  hou.  friend's  that  the  Grand 
Trunk  did  not  want  tbe  eastern  section  and 
does  not  want  it  to-day  ;  but  tbe  Lit3erii! 
party  has  taken  upon  itself  the  responsihili- 
ty  of  saying  :  '  You  shall  not  stop  at  Nortli 
Bay  and  deflect  all  the  produce  from  the 
west  into  the  old  channels  with  the  possi- 
bility of  its  going  to  United  States  ports.' 
Tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Westmoreland 
stated  that  we  were  allowing  the  Gjand 
Trunk  Pacific  to  build  a  branch  line  to  Port 
Arthur  and  make  a  junction  at  North  Bay, 
and  all  our  work  would  be  in  vain  in  tryin? 
to  bring  commerce  to  a  Canadian  s^aport 
that  the  produce  either  by  the  water  route 
or  North  Bay  would  be  deflected  into  Grand 
Trunk  channels.  This  hm  been  said  tbree 
or  four  times  in  this  debate,  by  tbe  mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House.  We 
said  :  '  Well,  this  Is  your  conviction,  that 
whatever  we  do  on  Canadian  soil,  the  Crand 
Trunk  will  see  that  the  commerce  of  tlie 
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west  flows  into  tUe  old  cbRnnel  and  goes  to 
Portland.'  It  U  fatal,  according  to  my  hon. 
friend.  We  say  It  is  not  fatal.  We  are 
not  such  pessimists.  We  wlli  try  our  very 
best  to  attract  that  commerce  to  a  Canadian 
seaport,  and  we  will  build  this  354  miles 
from  North  Bay  to  Quebec  to  reach  a  Cana- 
dian seaport,  let  it  be  Quebec,  and  via  Monc- 
ton  to  St.  John  or  Halifax,  ily  hon.  friend 
from  Wolseley  now  absolutely  admits  the 
whole  case,  wlieu  he  says  :  '  Well  won't 
you  build  the  eastern  section  as  qulclcly  as 
the  western-  section  V  Are  yoQ  not  afraid 
that  the  commerce  w*ill  be  deflected  from 
North  Bay  to  Portland?'  Yes,  I  will  say 
to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley  that  we 
were  afraid,  and  It  is  because  we  were 
afraid,  that  the  Liberal  party  declared  that 
there  should  be  a  Canadian  route  on  Cana- 
dian territory  to  Quebec,  Halifax  and  St. 
John,  and  la  the  name  of  the  Liberal  party 
I  thank  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley 
for  having,  at  the  last  hour,  admitted  the 
whole  story.  I  believe  that  It  was  only  his 
strong  Conservative  i)arty  proclivities  that 
made  him  vote  as  he  did  yesterday. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEUGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
has  made  another  stump  speech.  It  is  an- 
other Illastration  of  the  kind  of  speeches  my 
hon.  friend  will  make  on  the  stump  on  this 
question.  In  place  of  all  this  rhetoric  which 
he  has  employed,  if  be  would  look  into  the 
situation  as  it  would  stand  under  the  Grand 
Trunk  proposition  of  stopping  at  North  Bay; 
it  be  would  take  the  trouble  of  reading  the 
letter  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  pro- 
motors  what  would  he  And  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  have  read  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Why  has  he  not 
told  the  House  something  about  what  it 
contains  ?  By  the  eighth  paragraph,  the  pro- 
moters agree  to  bind  not  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  but  to  bind  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way, to  do  what  V  To  hand  over  the 
traffic  at  Montreal  so  that  it  should  be 
forwarded  by  Canadian  ports,  so  that  if 
tliat  proposition  had  been  carried  out — bad 
as  It  might  be.  I  am  not  one  that  would 
support  it.  Tet  there  was  some  assurance 
that  our  trade  would  be  retained  for  our 
own  ports.  It  would  be  infinitely  better 
than  this  scheme  in  this  respect,  that  the  old 
Grand  Trunk  Company  would  be  bound  to 


deliver  freight  intended  for  export  through 
Canadian  ports,  at  Montreal  to  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  There  is  no  such  binding 
agreement  in  this  contract  in  any  way, 
and  as  hon.  gentlemen  have  pointed  out 
from  the  time  the  western  division  is  ready 
to  deliver  traffic  at  North  Bay  and  Port 
Arthur,  and  it  pours  down  there,  there  Is 
no  restriction  upon  either  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pndflc  or  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— This  Is  as  we 
stand  just  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-That  Is  just  the 
position.  There  is  no  obligation  upon  any 
person,  because  it  will  be  delivered  there 
to  the  Grand  Trunk  Company.  It  cannot 
be  delivered  to  any  other.  If  the  con- 
tract could  be  made  on  the  proposition  of 
November,  1902.  we  would  have  the  old 
Grand  Trunk  Company  t)ound  to  deliver 
their  freight  at  Montreal  for  shipment  there 
during  summer,  and  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  during  winter,  and  that  would 
have  been  probably  very  much  better  than 
this  obllgatiOD  that  binds  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  when  the  eastern  division  is  com- 
pleted, but  which  does  not  bind  the  Grand 
Trunk  In  any  respect.  That  would  be  the 
case  nt  the  completion  of  this  contract,  but 
(luring  the  long  years  that  will  no  doubt 
transpire  between  the  completion  of  the 
western  division  there  Is  no  restriction  upon 
anybody  and  the  trade  will  go  en  bloc  to 
Portland,  and  there  is  no  obligation  to  send 
it  anywhere  else.  It  would  have  been  dif- 
ferent If  the  Grand  Trunk  had  made  a  con- 
tract terminating  at  North  Bay  on  the  terms 
of  their  own  proposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  should  like  to  say 
a  word  about  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Montmagny  to  add  a  pro- 
vision that  the  eastern  section  shall  be  com- 
pleted at  as  early  a  date  as  the  western 
section,  and  take  the  chance  of  being  ac- 
cused of  making  another  stump  speech. 
Some  speeches  are  not  quite  as  lengthy  as 
that  of  tbe  hon.  gentlmian  from  Marsbfield 
which  he  delivered  yesterday,  a  second  part 
of  which  be  deiivrared  In  committee  to-day. 
I  was  surprised  to  hear  tbe  remarks  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  Introduced  the  motion 
and  the  reasons  given.  One  Is  astonished  to 
hear  tbe  remarks  of  tbe  bou.  gentleman 
from  Wolseley.  giving  the  reasons  he  gave 
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Inst  night.  His  contention  Is  that  we  ought 
to  adopt  this  motion  and  hold  back  the  con- 
struction of  the  western  end  until  rthe 
eastern  end  Is  completed.  That  is  bis  ar- 
gument. 

Hon..  Mr.  LAXDRY-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERT.EY~Xo thing  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  yiT.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
says  that  he  wants  it  provided,  that  the 
eastern  section  shall  be  completed  at  the 
same  time  as  the  western  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY—That  does  not  force 
tlie  western  section  to  wait  for  tlie  eastern 
section,  but  it  will  force  the  eastern  section 
to  be  proceeded  with  and  completed  as 
quickly  as  the  western  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  say  it  would  not  be 

possible  for  the  eastern  section  to  be  com- 
pleted as  soon  as  tbe  other,  because  west  of 
N'orth  Bay  practically  all  tbe  surveys  are 
made,  and  the  eastern  section  is  through,  a 
new  territory  which  has  not  been  surveyed 
up  to  the  present  time.  Information  has 
been  la  tbe  possession  of  parliament  for 
the  last  25  years  for  practically  erery  mile 
of  road  west  of  North  Bay,  which  has  been 
actually  surveyed.  I  should  think  the  first 
tiling  tbe  government  would  Insist  on  should 

the  construction  of  the  road  from  Win- 
nipeg to  Port  Arthur,  and  then  tliey  should 
urpre  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  to  construct 
their  prairie  section  west  of  Winnipeg  to 
supply  the  needs  of  tbe  western  section. 
You  hove  not  to  wait  for  freight.  It  Is 
there  already  and  you  have  exactly  what  the 
hon.  gentleman  contended  for.  You  have 
exactly  Mr.  Boi-den's  policy— to  bring  tbe 
grain  to  Port  Arthur  and  then  you  can 
tnko  It  to  Depot  Harbour  and  over  tbe 
Canada  Atlantic  Railway  and  deliver  it  to 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.  I  say  it  would 
be  the  height  of  folly  to  adopt  any  such 
proposition  as  the  hon.  gentleman  proiwses. 
that  the  eastern  sectlou  should  be  com- 
pleted at  the  same  time  as  the  western 
section.  Reference  has  been  made  to  the 
proposition  made  by  the  (irand  Trunk  Rail- 
way. I  think  it  was  stated  last  night  by 
tlie  hon.  gentleman  from  Kingston  that  I 
was  speaking  as  a  party  man.  If  there 
was  any  crime  In  being  a  party  man,  I 
am  a  pretty  strong  supporter  of  the  Liberal 
party,  but  if  the  government  had  adopted  tbe 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


proposition  submitted  by  the  Grand  Trank 
for  the  construction  of  a  line  of  railway 
west  and  through  the  prairie  section  I  sbonld 
have  opposed  it,  and  why  ?  On  account  of  the 
obnoxious  conditions  which  where  attached 
to  it.  Probably  the  same  conditions  were 
asked  as  the  government  granted  to  tbe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway.  They  asked 
$6,400  a  mile,  a  land  grant  of  5,000  acres  a 
mile,  they  asked  for  exemption  from  taxa- 
tion for  all  time  on  rolling  stock  and  road 
bed,  and  asked  to  have  material  admitted 
duty  free,  and  that  the  land  should  be 
exempt  from  taxation  for  twenty  years,  the 
same  as  the  Grand  Trunk  asked.  If  the 
government  bad  considered  that  proposltioo, 
they  would  not  liave  had  my  support  They 
did  wisely  to  refuse  it,  and  nudertocA  to 
submit  a  proposition  to  the  Grand  Trunk 
Pacific  which  we  have  to-day,  that  of  bond- 
ing the  road  to  Moncton,  and  the  governmeat 
owning  and  controlling  the  road.  That 
was  tbe  proposition  of  tbe  Liberal  party 
years  ago  at  the  time  of  the  Mackenzie  gor- 
emment,  and  had  they  remained  In  poirff 
they  would  have  approved  of  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  proposition  and  would  have  accepted 
it  for  building  the  road  from  North  Bay 
to  Winnipeg  and  on  through  to -the  moan- 
tains.  I  say  It  would  have  been  the  height 
of  folly,  so  far  as  parliament  Is  concerned, 
and  the  Interests  of  Canada,  because  the 
Interests  of  Canada  are  bound  up  In  tbe 
Northwest,  to  delay  the  building  of  this  mc- 
tiou.  The  great  need  for  this  road  Is  to 
furnish  an  outlet  for  that  countr7  with  oae 
hundred  thousand  settlers  going  in  thoe 
annually  and  the  millions  of  acres  of  land 
coming  under  cultivation.  We  must  liave 
an  outlet,  and  if  a  portion  of  that  traffic 
can  be  brought  down  by  the  very  route 
suggested  by  Mr.  Borden  lu  his  policy  of 
last  year,  the  proposition  of  routing  tbe 
wheat  from  Fort  William  to  Depot  Harboot 
and  down  the  Canada  Atlantic  Railway  M 
Montreal,  and  then  down  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  why  you  have  that  route  at  the 
laesent  time.  With  this  road  we  will  have 
an  additional  outlet,  and  I  trust  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  acting  on  behalf  of  the 
government  will  refuse  to  accept  any  soch 
proposal  as  that  su^ested  by  bon.  gentle- 
men opposite. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-The 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  would  leave 
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the  impression  on  the  Hoase  that  If  a  road 
from  Winnipeg  eastward  to  North  Bay  be 
constructed  yon  will  then  be  enabled  to  nse 
the  labe  routes.  That  cannot  be  urged, 
neither  would  It  have  tbe  fflightest  effect 
nntn  the  branches  which  are  to  be  built 
by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  from 
either  Niplgon  Harbour  or  Fort  Arthur 
northwestward  to  Intersect  the  main  line, 
for  the  constrnctitHi  of  wiilch  this  govern- 
ment has  given  no  aid  at  all,  are  completed. 
The  Ontario  goTemment  have,  during  the 
last  session  of  tbe  legislature,  grated  ¥2,000 
a  mile  and  6,000  acres  of  land  to  assist  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Taclflc  In  the  construction  of 
that  road.  Until  that  road  Is  completed  or 
the  Ontario  government  road  from  Xorth 
Bay  to  Lake  Temlscamingue  and  tiien 
Northward  to  the  main  line,  one  or  the 
other  must  be  connected  before  the  benefits 
which  are  to  arise  from  bringing  out  tbe 
western  traffic  to  which  he  called  attention 
can  be  had. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  perfectly  right,  and  I  have  no  doubt  the 
very  first  line  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  will 
bnlld  will  be  the  branch  Itne  from  Fort 
William  to  connect  with  the  main  line 
north  of  Fort  William.  I  take  It  for  granted 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  will,  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment,  insist  on  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  building  the  road  between 
Winnipeg  and  Fort  William.  Tbe  very  best 
branch  available  to  get  in  their  supplies 
will  be  from  Fort  William.  There  Is  no 
question  about  that  The  very  ^first'  thing 
they  will  do  will  be  to  build  It.  *Tbe  Grand 
Trunk  are  not  going  to  pay  exorbitant 
freight  rates  for  materials  going  in  there  for 
construction,  and  the  very  first  place  they 
will  strike  wUl  be  Fort  Wlinam,  and  they 
will  buHd  a  branch  to  get  in  their  supplies. 
Of  course  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  will 
try- If  possible  to  get  their  construction 
material  In  by  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific. 
That  is  the  portion  of  tbe  road  that  will 
pay  best,  and  earliest,  because  they  have 
the  freight  waiting  for  them  In  Manltolm 
and  the  west,  and  they  can  get  Ibe  traffic 
at  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY — I  am  not  in  favour  of 
this  Bill  at  all.  The  Bill  has  been  passed 
against  my  efforts  In  every  way,  but  now 


that  the  Bill  Is  passed,  I  am  desirous  of 
making  It  as  perfect  as  I  can  and  that  Is 
within  my  province.  Hon.  gentlemen  are 
talking  about  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
as  being  some  antediluvian  affair.  They 
cannot  make  a  speech  except  It  refers  to 
ancient  history.  Tbe  only  Bill  we  have  be- 
fore the  Senate  is  for  a  railway  that  will 
carry  out  the  freight  from  Winnipeg  to  St. 
John  or  Halifax.  You  bave  no  line  to  Fort 
William.  You  have  to  depend  upon  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  for  that,  and  yon 
bave  no  guarantee  about  it.  Tbe  arguments 
of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  were  that  they  would 
bave,  by  this  project,  an  all-rall  route,  and 
it  would  be  cheaper.  If  that  is  tbe  case, 
why  do  they  want  to  build  to  Fort  William  ? 
This  Bill  provides  for  a  road  from  Winnipeg 
to  St  John.  It  is  common  sense  to  build 
the  eastern  section  as  soon  as  tbe  other.  We 
do  not  ask  it  any  sooner,  and  If  that  Is 
done  they  will  be  able  to  take  the  freight 
right  through.  I  do  not  wish  to  injure  tbe 
Bill,  but  I  wish  to  make  It  workable. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman want  to  take  wheat  from  the  west 
by  an  all-rail  route  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Yon  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman ? 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— No.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  in  favour  of  on  all-rail  route,  ac- 
cording to  his  own  statement  He  would 
only  be  able  to  use  this  road  In  vrluter 
time,  and  he  cannot  take  the  wheat  down  by 
the  lakes  In  the  winter  time.  You  cannot 
take  It  that  way,  but  you  are  going  to  take 
It  down  the  other  way  and  you  have  no 
terminal  points.  You  might  as  well  take  a 
man  Into  the  woods  a  mile,  and  let  him  cut 
lumber  with  no  means  to  get  it  to  tbe  shore, 
lou  say  you  are  going  to  take  the  road 
to  a  maritime  port,  and  If  you  do  you 
w.i  't  to  piovide  that  the  road  to  that  poi-t 
will  be  open  as  quicky  as  to  any  other 
port.  That  is  common  sense.  I  should  think 
tbe  government  would  freely  adiH>t  the 
cladse  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  is  no  constitu- 
tional objection  in  the  way  of  adopting  the 
amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona.    This  particular  portion 
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of  tlie  measure  Is  one  whicb  the  government 
con  deal  witb  and  wlildi  parliament  can 
deal  with;  we  are  not  bound  by  any  agree- 
ment wltb  a  tbird  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Tbey  have  no  faitb 

in  the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  first  question  is 
whether  that  is  a  desirable  amendment,  and 
then  whether  it  is  necessary.  It  it  Is  not  ne- 
cessary I  do  not  think  we  should  undertake 
to  make  It,  even  though  it  be  a  de- 
sirable one.  I  am  free  to  confess  that 
when  the  hon.  gentleman  first  moved  the 
amendment,  it  occurred  to  me  that  it  was 
probably  calculated  to  do  good;  but  on  look- 
ing at  the  original  agreement  and  looldng 
at  the  wording  of  the  clause  wbich  is  now 
before  the  committee,  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to 
adopt  the  amendment,  and  I  wish  to  submit 
very  briefly  the  reasons  wbich  have  led  me 
to  that  conclusion.  I  submit  them  to  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  with  the 
hope  that  be  may  possibly  see  the  thing  as 
I  do.  The  eighth  paragraph  of  the  original 
agreement  is  as  follows  :— 

The  conatruction  of  the  said  easiern  section 
shall  be  commenced  so  Boon  as  the  government 
has  made  lis  surveys  and  plans  and  determined 
upon  the  location  tliereof,  and  shall  be  com- 
plete with  all  reasonable  despatch. 

That  is  u  pretty  strong  and  clear  state- 
ment of  what  is  to  be  done-  As  soon  as  the 
surveys  are  made— and  the  surveys  are  being 
made  now — the  construction  Is  to  be  begun. 
You  cannot  begin  construction  until  the 
surveys  have  been  completed;  you  want  to 
know  that  you  are  locating  the  line  in  the 
right  place,  and  tben  you  go  ahead,  and  the 
work  is  to  be  completed  with  all  reasonable 
despatch. 

That,  1  think,  is  a  reasonable  provision, 
and  it  will  be  hoied  that  last  year  when  this 
original  agreement  was  before  parliament 
no  such  amendment  as  the  one  now  submit- 
ted was  proposed.  That  paragraph  No.  8 
Id  the  original  agreement,  is  still  iu  force. 
What  does  this  clause  10  provide  ?  It  pro- 
vides that  the  work  of  construction,  from 
Winnipeg  East. 

Sha<ll  be  commenced,  as  nearly  as  may  be, 
simultaneously  at  Monoton,  at  Quebec,  at  the 
point  of  Junction  of  the  eastern  diviaioa  with 
the  branch  aoutberly  to  a  point  at  or  near 
eHber  North  Boy  or  Nlplssing  Junction,  and  at 
Winnipeg. 

Hon.  Ur.  POWER. 


So  that  as  soon  as  the  work  is  begun  st 
Winnipeg  and  carried  eastward  towards 
Xorth  Bay,  the  work  must  be  begun  at 
Moncton,  at  Quebec,  and  eastward  from 
North  Bay.  Is  there  any  probability  that 
there  will  be  any  unnecessary  delay  Id  be- 
ginulng  work  eastward  from  Winnipeg  ? 
I  think  hon.  gentlemen  must  feel  there  Is 
not,  because  until  the  portion  of  the  road 
between  Winnipeg  and  the  place  where  the 
branch  runs  down  to  Fort  William  Iins 
been  built,  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  will 
have  no  connection  with  their  prairie  road 
so  that  the  road  from  Winnipeg  East  is  es- 
sentially one  of  the  first  portions  of  the  work 
to  be  completed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Up  to  the  Junction. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  gives  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacitic  a  summer  route,  but  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  requires  a  winter 
route,  aiid  llie.v  must  continue  on  to  the 
point  where  their  branch  .  to  North  Ita.v 
intersects.  Clearly  the  Interests  of  the 
errand  Trunk  Railway,  the  Graud  Trunk 
Pacific  and  the  government  are  all  Ideutical, 
that  the  road  from  Winnipeg  to  Xorth  Bay 
Junction  must  be  built  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible date.  This  section,  which  I  am  glad 
to  see  in  the  Bill  before  us,  provides  tliiit 
the  work  east  of  that,  iu  Quebec  and  New 
Brunswick,  shall  be  begun  and  continued 
simultaneously  with  that  on  the  road  from 
Winnipeg  to  North  Bay  Junction.  I  do  not 
see  what  further  guarantee  we  want.  For 
my  paVt,  I  think  that  is  perfectly  satlsfac- 
t<;ry.  You.  do  not  want  anything  stronger. 
The  most  essential  part  of  the  whole  line  to 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  and  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  and  the  government,  is  tlie 
road  from  Winnipeg  to  North  Boy  Junction, 
and  you  have  the  guarantee  that  the  otba 
eastern  portions  of  the  road  shall  be  boUt 
simultaneously  with  that 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-How 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  reconcile  para- 
graph  10  in  the  Bill  before  us  with  para- 
graph 8  of  the  old  contract  to  which  tlie 
hon.  gentleman  referred  a  moment  ago  ? 
The  argument  of  the  Speaker,  I  think,  would 
be  unanswerable  if  the  paragraph  in  ttie 
original  agreement  did  not  exist  However, 
they  may  be  bound  under  clause  No- 
lo to  commence  the  work  at  different  points 
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Bimultaneously.    Xo.  8  provides  distinctly 
that  the  construction  of  tlie  ensteru  section 

Shall  be  commenced  so  soon  as  the  govern- 
meni  baa  made  the  surveys  and  plans  and  de- 
[ennlned  upon  the  location  thereof,  and  shall 
be  completed  with  all  reasonable  despatch. 

I  uuderstand  a  survey  has  been  made 
from  Winnipeg  to  North  Bay  or  Fort  \YiI- 
liam.  Xow.  if  I  nnderstand  the  position  of 
tlie  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  or  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,  that  they  have  a  rood 
pretty  well  surveyed  and  ready  to  commence 
work  upon  at  once  from  Winnipeg  eastward, 
ill  order  to  accomplish  the  object  that  has 
iwen  so  forcibly  Infd  before  the  committee 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Portage  la 
Prairie,  then  we  have  no  knowledge,  nor 
bus  Information  been  given,  that  even  a 
sarrey  has  been  attempted  yet  on  that 
eastern  portion  of  the  road  running  from 
Quebec,  and  if  there  was  a  survey  there,  and 
they  were  ready  to  commence,  is  it  reasou- 
aMe  to  suppose,  or  can  they  under  clause  8. 
go  CD  simultaneously  with  the  two  ?  The 
one  says  that  the  different  points  to  which 
the  bOD.  Speaker  called  attention,  shall  be 
commenced  east  and  west ;  the  parhgraph 
In  the  original  agreement  says  the  eastern 
»>ctiou  shall  be  commenced  as  soon  as  the 
surveys  and  plans  have  been  determined, 
and  then  prosecuted  with  all  possible  des- 
patch. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  paragraph  8 
is  quite  consistent  with  clause  10.  Para- 
graph 8,  which  was  deemed  sufBcIent  last 
year.  Is  as  follows  ;— 

8.  The  construction  ot  Ihe  said  eastern  divi- 
sion shall  t>e  commenced  so  soon  as  the  govern- 
ment has  made  the  surveys  and  plans  and  de- 
termined upon  tlie  looation  thereof,  and  shall 
be  compls'ted  with  all  rea8on<able  despatch. 

That  is  a  general  proposition,  applying  to 
the  whole  line.  I  think  it  is  quite  possible— 
I  have*  not  kept  myself  au  courant  with 
what  Is  going  on  in  the  other  House — that 
because  the  surveys  were  being  made  Im- 
mediately east  of  Winnipeg  a  little  more 
promptly  than  on  the  other  sections  of  the 
eastern  division,  clause  10  was  Inserted  In 
this  Bill  at  the  instance  of  members  frooi 
the  province  of  Quebec  and  from  the  mari- 
time provinces  to  guarantee  that  the  work 
would  be  done  all  along  the  eastern  section 
at  or  about  the  same  time.  It  says  the 
work  of  construction  shall  be  commenced, 
as  nearly  as  may  be,  simultaneously,  so  If 
Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


they  are  bound  to  carry  on  the  work  at  all 
these  different  points,  we  have  the  best 

possible  guarantee  that  the  work  will  be 
done.  Then  I  would  invite  the  attention  of 
the  hon.  member  from  Stadacona  (Hon.  Mr. 
Landryj  to  this  fact,  that  while  there  Is  little 
doubt  that  the  contracting  company  will 
build  a  road,  at  any  rate  Into  the  prairie 
section  at  a  very  early  date,  they  may  take 
the  whole  limit  of  time  before  they  complete 
the  whole  road.  They  naturally  would  not  at 
first  build  across  from  the  neighbourhood  of 
Edmonton  to  the  Rocky  mountains;  and  this 
amendment  really,  instead  of  helping  to  ac- 
celerate tne  work  on  the  eastern  section, 
might  postpone  It,  because  It  Is  not  at  all 
impossible  that  the  work  west  of  Bdmonton 
will  not  be  done  as  soon  as  the  work  be- 
tween Winnipeg  and  North  Bay. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDUltAND— I  should  like  to 
correct,  with  all  humility,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Marshtieia  who  made  the  extra- 
oixlinary  statement  that  if  they  favoured 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  proposition  it  was 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  offered— 
not  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  but  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway,   and  he   emphasized  that 
point— to  bind  itself  to  deliver  over  grain 
to  the  lutereoJonlal  Railway  at  Montreal. 
The  hon.  gentleman  reproached  me  for  hav- 
ing failed  to  read  very  carefully  the  letter  of 
November  3,  1902,  addressed  to  Sir  Wilfrid 
!  Lanrler,  but  I  bad  read  it  sufficiently  to  con- 
I  vince  myself  that  It  was  the  Grand  Trunk 
j  Pacific  Railway  Company— it  was  signed  by 
I  ilr.  Cox  himself  and  hy  the  president  of  the 
'  Grand  Trunk   Railway   Company— so  that 
the  important  argument  he  drew  from  ttiat 
letter  falls  to  the  ground  in  so  far  as  it 
bound  the  old  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  de- 
liver that  freight  to  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way.   But  there  Is  another  thing  to  which 
I  wjint  to  draw  the  attention  of  this  cham- 
ber, and  that  Is  If  the  hon.  gentleman  styles 
himself,  and  is  proud  to  do  so,  a  farmer,  he 
can  turn  around  as  quickly  as  any  Philadel- 
phia lawyer  to  find  an  argument  to  get  out  of 
a  hole,  because  he  said  yes, we  were  In  favour 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  proposition  in 
preference  to  the  other,  because  It  was  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  not  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  that  was  to  deliver  freight  at 
Montreal  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  In 
order  that  it  should  reach  a  Canadian  sea- 
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port.  I  draw  the  atteuttou  of  the  House  to 
the  (act  that  the  whole  of  the  present 
scheme  was  opposed  by  the  hou.  geutleiuan 
from  Marsbfield,  and  the  whole  party  to 

which  he  belongs,  last  session  and  this  ses- 
siou  also  before  they  knew  anything  about 
this  proposition  of  the  Grand  Trunk  i*aci- 
,  flc  made  on  the  2Dd  November  iy02,  and 
which  was  only  put  before  the  House  on 
the  28tta  May,  1904.  When  I  stated  that  I 
was  glad  to  see  that  admission  from  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley,  that  the 
eastern  section  was  Important  to  prevent  a 
diversion  of  the  traffic  to  the  old  Portland 
route,  1  had  in  mind  a  very  strict  contract 
made  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company 
with  the  government  to  carry  all  the  un- 
routed  freight  by  the  new  line  to  Quebec 
and.  to  a  Canadian  seaiwrt,  and.  the  import- 
ance that  we  attached  to  this  binding  agree- 
ment that  this  unrouted  freight  should  go 
through  that  Canadian  channel.  We  at- 
tached still  some  importance  to  the  fac't 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Itaiiway  Company 
has  bound  itself  to  see  that  we  receive  three 
per  cent  on  all  our  outlay,  because  It  will 
be  a  sufficient  Inducement  for  them  to  have 
that  road  produce  that  amount  of  Interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  l-'EKGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
tries  to  get  out  of  the  difficulty  In  which  he 
finds  himself  placed  in  by  that  stump  speech 
be  made,  accusing  all  the  Conservatives 
of  favouring  the  construction  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Itaiiway  to  North  Bay  only,  and  not 
favouriug  the  extension  of  the  line  eastward. 
1  distinctly  stated  that  although  some  mem- 
bers of  tlie  i»arty  had  expressed  themselves 
in  favour  of  that,  1  never  was  favourable  to 
it ;  but  that  would  have  been  better  than 
the  terms  of  the  contract  before  us  now  so 
far  as  securing  trade  to  Canadian  ports,  bc- 
caune  there  was  section  8  lu  the  proposition 
of  November  '2,  1!Hi2,  by  which  there  was  to 
be  an  intercluuige  of  traffic  at  Montreal. 

That  ia  order  to  provide  for  connectioa  with 
the  Atlantic  seaboard  all  the  year  around  and 
through  an  all-Brltlsh  territory  route,  your 
petitioners  will  be  prepared  to  enter  Into  an 
arraogement  with  the  government  for  an  inter- 
change of  'traffic  or  other  satisfactory  agree- 
ment with  the  Intercolonial  Railway  at  Mont- 
real, or  to  consider  such  other  proposal  as  the 
government  may  submit. 

My  hon.  friend  says  that  this  letter  was 
on  behalf  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacfflc  Rail- 
way Company;  the  letter  was  written  by 
the  promoters,  but  could  they  bind  the 
Hon.  Mr.  DA.VDURAND. 


Grand  Trunk  Railway  ?  Who  was  to  de- 
liver the  freight  at  Montreal  ?  Who  was  to 
have  possession  of  it?  Not  ttie  Grand  TnmiE 
Pacific  but  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  and 

they  undertook  to  have  this  traffic  handed 
over  at  Montreal  and  they  say  they  wonid 
enter  Into  such  a  proposition  as  the  govem- 
ment  might  submit 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Who  was  to 
enter  into  that  agreement  if  not  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  FERGUSON— Messrs.  Hays, 
Cox  and  Wainwrlght  offered  first  fo 
make  this  agreement,  but  the  traffic 
they  were  agreeing  atwut  would  be 
in  possession  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company,  and.  surely  my  hon. 
friend  does  not  say  his  government  would 
be  satisfied,  after  the  traffic  would  be  in 
possession  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  to 
proceed  on  the  mere  word  of  Mr.  Cox  or 
Mr.  Hays  or  any  of  these  men.  that  that 
traffic  would  be  handed  over  to  the  IDte^ 
colonial  Railway  ?  The  Grand  Tmnfe 
Railway  would  be  in  possession  of 
the  trafllc,  and  they  said  they  were 
willing  any  such  arrangement  should 
be  made  as  would  be  satisfactory  to  the 
government.  Therefore  my  hon.  friend 
will  see  that  this  proposition  would  be  bet- 
ter for  the  country,  as  far  as  carrying  Can- 
adian freights  to  Canadian  ports  is  con- 
cerned, that  this  conti-aet  now  before  as 
when  It  is  finally  and  fully  completed,  be- 
cause there  *  Is  no  obligation  that  would 
bind  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  whereas  In 
the  North  Bay  proposition  It  Is  plainly  In- 
dicated there  would  have  been. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAMHrUANU-Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
says  that  Mr.  Hays  approached  the  gov- 
ernment and  said  if  you  meet  our  proposi- 
tion we  are  ready  for  an  interchange  of 
freight  at  Montreal  by  which  there  wiU  Iw 
a  Canadian  route  found  for  Canadian  pro- 
ducts, and  we  are  wlHIug  to  consider  any 
proposition  you  may  make  to  carry  that 
out.  Who  supposed  for  one  moment  that 
the  government  or  Mr.  Hays  imagined  any- 
thing else  than  that  the  Grand  Trunk  Ball- 
way  would  bind  itself  to  deliver  at  Montreal 
the  traffic  which  was  brought  to  it  at  North 
Bay  and  at  Port  Arthur.  Otherwise  it 
would  have  been  a  farco,     I  have  said 
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that  that  proposition,  if  carried  out,  would 
be  better  thau  tlie  proposition  contained  in 
tliese  agreements,  because  the  old  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  is  not  bound  at  all  In  these. 
Traffic  may  be  banded  over  to  them;  they 
get  It  Into  their  possession  and  they  are  not 
bound  to  deliver  it  at  Montreal.  In  this 
contract  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  are  not 
bound  at  all  in  the- way  they  would  have 
to  be  bound  If  these  men  were  sincere  In 
their  proposition  to  the  government 
of  November,  19<^.  If  the  govern- 
ment were  not  a  set  of  fools  they 
would  insist  that  what  the  company  pro- 
posed should  be  carried  out  to  the  letter,  and 
In  the  spirit  as  well.  But  contrast  the 
position  of  affairs  under  this  contract,  ou  the 
assumption  that  the  western  division  will 
be  constructed  yeurs  before  the  eastern 
division.  What  will  happen  then  ?  The 
trade  gathered  up  In  the  Northwest  will 
be  handed  over  at  North  Bay  to  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  which  Is  not  bound  to  make 
an  interchange  as  was  offered  in  the  pro- 
posal of  1902.  Does  my  hon,  friend  see 
the  difference  ?  If  he  does  not  I  despair 
of  convincing  him  of  anything, 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman asks  me  what  will  become  oT 
freight  passing  Fort  William  and  North 
Bay,  before  connection  is  made  between  the 
eiistern  and  western  sections.  Undoubted- 
ly it  will  find  Its  way  to  the  seaboard 
through  the  ordinary  channels,  as  it  has 
been  doing  up  to  this  dnte. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  nobody  Is 
bound  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUItANU—What  amuses 
me  is  to  see  how  my  hon.  friend  finds  any 
agreement  with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  trans- 
fer freight  at  Montreal  how  solemn  and 
sncred  an  agi*eement  It  is  ;  how  impossible 
it  is  for  these  companies  to  deviate  from 
this  contract;  but  when  we  show  them  a 
similiir  contract  as  strict  as  any  contract 
could  be,  forcing  those  people  to  send  their 
nnroiited  freight  through  a  Canadian  chan- 
nel to  a  Canadian  seaport,  '  Oh  no says 
he  '  it  will  come  by  Port  Arthur  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  will  find  its 
way  through  the  old  channel  to  Portland ', 
if  that  contract  is  as  binding  on  the  Grand 
Trunk    Pacific   and    Grand   Trunk  Rail- 


way at  Montreal.  Notwithstanding  all  the 
iugumeiits  uiiide  by  a  half  dozen  of 
my  hon.  friends  In  this  chamber,  and  two 
or  three  dozen  lu  the  other  chamber, 
that  the  freight  Is  bound  to  find  Its  natural 
channel  down  the  old  system  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  to  Portland,— I  am  glad  to  find  that 
the  contract  we  are  making  is  solid  and 
strict  enough  to  be  restricted  by  both  part- 
ies, and  we  will  get  all  the  advantage  of  it 
imd  will  find  that  all  the  unrouted  freight 
will  follow  the  Canadian  route  to  a  Cana- 
dian port. 

Hon.  Jlr.  FERGUSON-My  hon.  friend 
I  misses  the  whole  point  between  us  when 
I  he  admits  that  this  contract  will  permit  the 
I  freight  to  follow  ordinary  channels.  Before 
I  connection  Is  made  between  the  eastern 
I  and  western  sections  what  Is  its  natural 
,  channel  ?  Portland  of  course.  The  hon. 
I  member  admits  the  whole  thing,  where- 
I  as.  If  he  will  turn  to  this  other  pro- 
position which  the  government  concealed 
until  the  other  day,  he  will  find  that  Can- 
I  adiau  ports  would  have  secui'ed  the  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUIIAND— The  difference 
In  time  between  the  completion  between 
the  eastern  section  and  the  western  section 
may  be  a  few  years,  and  possibly  only  a 
few  mouths. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  are  trying  to 
make  It  as  short  as  possible,  but  my  hon. 
I  friend  Is  trying  to  leave  the  door  open  as 
I  long  as  possible,  and  we  know  the  Grand 
'JYunk  Railway  will  have   an  interest  in 
!  keeping  It  open  as  long  ns  i)ossible.  The 
!hon.  gentleman  admits  the  whole  thing  when 
I  he  says  the  traffic  will  go  by  Its  natural 
|Channel,  which  is  Portland,  whl!e  hi  U  forc.d 
to  admit  that  somebody  at  all  events  was 
1  }:oing  to  be  bound  that  the  freight  should  be 
'  delivered  at  Montreal  to  the  Intercoloulal 
j  Railway  by  the  original  offer. 

i  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELT^Do  I 
t  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  La- 
I  naudiSre  to  say  in  answer  to  my  hon.  friend 

j  from  Marshfield,  That  an  asreemeut  entered 
'into  under  an  arrangement  with  the  Grand 
I  Trunk  Railway,  has  not  been  carried  out — 
that  is  to  hand  over  to  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way the  unconslgned   freight  going  east- 
ward ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No.  I  did  not 
say  that.   I  said  I  was  glad  to  find  that  my 
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hon.  friend  Tvas  sure  tbat  if  that  offer  of 
the  Graod  Trunk  Pacltlc  of  November  2, 
1902,  bad  been  accepted,  the  freight  would 
hare  been  delivered  at  Montreal  to  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.  I  draw  from  bis 
affirmation  that  a  contract  of  that  kind  could 
be  made  sufficiently  binding,  evidence  that 
the  present  contract  will  be  equally  binding 
In  its  terms  and  that  the  unrouted  freight 
would  be  sent  by  that  eastern  section  of  tho 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Unless 
1  niisuuderstood  the  hon.  gentleman,  he  snid 
he  bad  experience  of  other  contracts. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No,  I  did  not 
refer  to  any  other  contract. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Thug  far  tbey 
would  be  on  a  par,  with  this  difference,  that 
somebody  would  be  bound  to  hand  the 
freight  over  in  case  the  other  [H-oposItlon 
had  been  accepted,  while  nobody  but  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  is  bound  In  this  case. 

The  amendment  was  rejected. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAKDRY— I  should  like  to  know 
the  distance  from  Winnipeg  to  tbe  North 
Bay  junction. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  over  900  miles,  I 
think,  to  the  point  of  junction  connecting 
witli  North  Bay— It  may  be  1,000  miles  from 
WInnii>eg. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-I  would 
call  attention  to  clause  42  of  the  original 
contract,  which  vU'iiis  with  freight  going 
through  Canadian  channels.  I  would  ask 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  look  ot  the  amend- 
ment. There  is  nothing  In  this  part  of  the 
agreement  which  provides  for  freight  and 
merchandise  from  China.  Japan,  and  other 
enstern  couuti'Ies  being  carried  over  the  line 
to  CanndlBU  ports.  Tbe  company  might 
transfer  that  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
at  North  Bay  and  send  it  on  to  any  port 
they  like.  I  do  not  move  an  amendment  be- 
cause I  know  the  House  will  not  accept  It, 
but  tbe  amendment  which  I  would  suggest 
is  as  follows  : — 

The  construction  ot  that  portion  of  the  said 
railway  within  the  province  of  British  Columbia 
shall  be  commenced  at,  and  from  the  place 
selected  as  the  terminus  on  ihe  Pacific  coast  ot 
the  said  railway,  oa  or  beFora  the  first  day  of 
June,  one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  Ave  (1905), 
and  shall  be  prosecuted  with  due  diligence  day 
by  day  until  completed. 

Now  that  Is  a  far  better  section  than  the 
one  in  the  original  contract.    It  Is  more 

comprehensive  and  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDt'R.A,ND. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  will  see 
that  we  could  not,  of  course,  alter  the  agree- 
ment at  all,  but  section  and  45  bear  on 
that  point    Section  45  Is  as  follows:— 

45.  The  company  shall  arrange  for  and  provide, 
either  by  purchase,  charter  or  otherwise,  ship- 
ping connections  upon  both  the  Atlantic  and 
Pacific  oceans  sufflcient  in  tonnage  and  fn  num- 
ber of  sailings  to  take  care  of  and  transport  all 
its  traffic,  both  inward  .and  outward,  at  such 
ocean  ports  wtthln  Canada,  upon  tbe  said  line  of 
railway,  or  upon  tbe  line  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  as  may  be  agreed  upon  from  time  to 
time,  and  the  company  shall  not  divert,  or,  so 
far  as  It  can  lawfully  prevent,  permit  to  Im 
diverted,  to  ports  outside  of  Canada  any  traOs 
which  It  can  lawfully  InRuence  or  control,  upon 
the  ground  that  there  Is  not  a  sufBclent  amount 
of  shipping  to  transport  such  traffic  from  or  to 
such  Canadian  ocean  ports. 

And  there  is  also  section  42,  which  is  Id 
tbe  same  direction.  I  think  it  Is  pretty  well 
guarded. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  eleventh  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  Is  tbe  meaning 
of  this  clause  ? 

11.  Section  9  of  the  National  TranseontliteDtal 

Railway  Act  Is  amended  by  striking  out  ttt 
word  '  three  '  in  the  fourth  line  ttaoreot  and 
substituting  the  word  '  four.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — There  are  four  com- 
missioners Instead  of  three. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Why  are  there  fonr  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  the  country  Is 

pretty  wide  and  there  are  so  many  localities 
which  should  be  represented. 

Hon.   Mr.   LANDRY— Has   the  country 

grown  wider  since  last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMl'LEilAN— Oh,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  It  true  that  one  of 
the  four  positions  baa  been  offered  to  tbe 
premier  oC  Quebec  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  beard  that 
It  was.  I  have  heard  no  more  than  I  sav 
in  the  newspapers. 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY— What  will  be  the 

salaries  of  those  positions  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Are  tbey  fixed! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  sure. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Has  the  Hon.  Mr. 
McCIelan  of  New  Brunswick  been  offered 
the  presidency  of  the  board  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  just  as  much  as  I  do  about  It  All 
I  have  seen  is  wbat  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers. I  have  not  heard  the  name  men- 
tioned in  the  council  chamber. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWELL— I  BUp- 
pose  the  truth  is,  none  of  those  commlMlon- 
ers  hare  been  appointed  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOrr — No,  none  of  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
fs  a  great  deal  of  force  in  the  ni^estlon 
that  three  would  be  ample,  onieaa  it  la  ne- 
cessary to  find  a  place  for  some  supporter 
o(  the  government  and  add  to  the  o^pense 
of  building  the  road.  There  cannot  poaMbly 
be  necessity  for  four  commissioners. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBX— If  two  are  on  one 
side  and  two  on  the  other,  how  will  a  dis- 
puted question  be  decided  7 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL— in 
tbat  case  the  motion  will  be  lost 
The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  schedule. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  Chairman 

please  read  the  clauses  of  the  schedule. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—^No.  the  schedule  Is 
never  read.  By  the  first  clause  we  adopted 
the  schedule  and  It  is  unnecessary  to  read 
it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
Just  amounts  to  this  ;  we  have  a  BiM  laid 
before  us  which  w«  have  no  power  to  amend 
or  alter  ;  If  we  do  It  vitiates  the  whole  con- 
tract W^e  were  told  the  same  thing  last 
session  when  the  original  ngreeiuent  ^vas 
adopted,  yet  just  as  soon  as  tlie  Act  was 
passed  the  Grand  Trunk  Itailway  people 
took  exception  to  it  and  altered  It  as  they 
thought  proper  and  brought  it  back  to  the 
government  and  with  all  humility  the  gov- 
ernment accepted  the  changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  true. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  '  BOWELL— And 
yet  they  boasted  that  the  contract  was  so 
tight  and  fast  that  no  chauge  would  be  ac- 
cepted. At  the  dictation  of  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  they  consented  to 
chaise  it  in  very  important  particulars,  and 
it  Is  brought  back  to  ns  and  we  have  the 
same  story  over  again.  Tou  may  Just  as 
well  swallow  It  without  debate. 
38 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  made  n  contract 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  In  Canada. 
We  thought  it  was  fair  and  reasonable  on 
both  sides.  The  company  refused  to  accept 
It  Communications  passed  backwards  and 
forwards  for  two  or  three  months.  The 
company  demanded  more  than  is  here.  We 
had  either  to  throw  It  over  or  make  sncli 
changes  as  are  necessary. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  has  to  accept  whatever  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  dictates.  They  will 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  matter  unless 
they  have  their  own  way.  The  government 
are  mere  puppets  In  their  hands.  It  is  only 
verifying  what  has  been  said  repeatedly, 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  owned  the 
government  instead  of  the  government  own- 
ing the  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  remember  an  incident 
which  occurred  In  1881.  I  rememtrar  per- 
fectly well  when  negotiations  were  on 
foot  for  .  two  or  three  months.  I  remember 
gentlemen  who  represented  the  company 
brought  the  government  to  those  terms,  and 
those  terms  were  a  good  deal  more  onerous 
than  these.  If  you  think  it  is  in  the  In- 
terest of  Canada  to  enlist  the  co-operation 
of  the  company  in  any  enterprise  yon  have 
to  meet  them  thoroughly,  and  that  is  what 
we  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  my  hon.  friend 

would  allow  us  to  deliberate  on  those  clauses 
I  think  we  would  get  on  faster.  It  is  a 
matter  of  inSnlte  satisfaction  to  know  that 
the  dangers  which  threatened  us  as  a  people 
a  little  over  a  year  ago  have  passed  away. 
We  were  told  then  that  owing  to  the  danger 
of  the  abrogation  of  the  bonding  prlTliege, 
we  had  to  do  something  in  very  great 
haste.  We  were  In  danger  of  having  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway ,  on  the  north 
shore  of  Lake  Superior  destroyed  by  United 
States  gunboats.  We  are  dellfchted  to 
know  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  have 
got  over  their  alarm.  We  never  had  any 
feellnK  of  the  kind  ourselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  were  never 
so  concerned  as  to  think  tbnt  a  few  months 
would  make  a  great  deal  of  difference,  inas- 
much as  it  was  patent  to  every  one  that 
this  road  could  not  be  constructed  in  one 
half  year.     On  the  face  of  the  contract  It- 
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self.  It  appeared  tbat  It  would  take  at  least 
•five  years  to  construct  the  line,  so,  notwith- 
standing the  dangers,  we  had  to  wait  for 
five  years.  The  condition  of  things  des- 
'crtbed  by  the  leader  of  the  government  In 
the  other  cbamiber  still  exists — ^those  bond- 
ing priviieges  can  be  denonnced  any  day. 
We  hope  they  will  not  be  until  we  are  ab- 
solutely Independent,  bnt  these  conditions 
must  be  faced,  every  year  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Marshfleld  might  say,  well,  let 
Us  bless  the  Almighty  that  those  impending 
■dangers  have  not  fallen  on  us. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
the  bon.  gentleman  not  utter  the  same 
prayer. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  will  join 
'With  the  bon.  gentleman.  It  is  simply 
childish  to  repeat  at  every  sitting  of  tbis 
House  that  the  dangers  with  which  we  were 
threatened  no  longer  exist  They  do.  These 
are  conditions  which  we  may  have  to  face  at 
any  time.  We  hope  our  neighbours  will  not 
denounce  the  bonding  privileges,  especially 
within  the  next  seven  or  eight  years,  until 
we  have  a  trancontinental  railway  built 
exclusively  on  Canadian  territory. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  want 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  to  the  position  taken  by  himself 
and  most  of  his  supporters  who  have  dis- 
cussed this  question;  whenever  any  ob- 
jection is  made  to  the  terms  of  this  contract, 
we  are  reminded  of  the  contract  with  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  Company.  Now, 
In  the  last  speech  my  hon.  friend  made  be 
referred  to  a  contract  of  some  kind  in  1S81. 
I  shall  be  inclined.  If  I  hear  much  more  of 
this,  to  go  into  the  history  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Oh. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL;-My 
bon.  friend  must  know  that  it  is  totally 
iiTelevant.  The  contract  with  the  Canadian 
raclfic  Railway  was  entered  into  under 
altogether  different  circumstances  to  those 
which  prevail  to-day.  I  might  go  on  for 
a  couple  of  hours  to  show  the  difficulties 
that  presented  themseJves  to  the  Mackenzie 
government,  because  they  were  Just  as 
great  as  those  with  which  the  Conservative 
government  were  confronted,  and  what 
resulted  from  those  difficulties  In  the  ez- 
Hon,  Hr.  DANDURAND. 


pendlture  of  money  ^nd  otherwise.  Now  I 
do  not  desire  to  do  that.  Let  us  take 
tbis  question  before  on  Its  merits  and  deal 
with  it  without  reference  to  any  othor. 
The  country  in  1904  is  altogether  different 
to  what  It  was  in  1874,  when  the  hon.  gsn- 
tleman  assumed  office  undor  bis  c<^eagii« 
(Hon.  Alex.  Mackenile).  and  the  dream- 
stances  and  difficulties  which  presented 
themselves  at  tbat  time  prevented  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie from  going  on  with  the  road.  I 
know,  and  my  hon.  friend  knows  what  Mr. 
Mackenzie  had  to  encounter,  and  after  the 
change  In  government  those  same  difflcnities 
presented  themselves.  Why  should  we  bavf 
that  continually  thrust  forward  whraere 
any  objection  Is  made  to  this  contract?  1 
have  no  objections  to  enter  Into  a  discassini 
on  the  subject  of  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way from  1874  to  the  present  time,  bnt  It 
would  be  of  no  advantage  in  discussing  tbis 
Bin.  If  It  Is  to  go  on.  I  promise  my  bon. 
friend  to  deliver  a  half  day's  v>eech  on  tbat 
question  in  defence  of  the  government  of 
which  I  formed  a  very  bumble  member. 
I  had  something  to  do  with  the  giving  out 
of  that  contrad;  the  construction  of  the  raid 
and  the  loaning  of  the  money  of  which  we 
have  heard  a  great  deal.  I  heard  a  whole 
speech  delivered  the  other  evening  by  tbe 
hon.  member  from  St.  Thomas  (Mr.  Wilson) 
about  the  loan  of  $30,000,000,  which  bad  as 
much  to  do  with  the  matter  before  tbe 
House  as  If  I  had  read  a  chapter  from 
Gulliver's  Travels. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT~My  hon.  friend  entirfr 
ly  misunderstands  me.  I  said  It  was  a  most 
unusual  thing  to  read  a  schedule  attached  to 
a  Bill.  I  have  never  known  it  to  be  done. 
It  was  not  done  under  similar  circumstaBcee 
in  1881,  or  on  any  other  occasion.  I  pre- 
sume hon.  gentlemen  are  familiar  witb  it 
I  have  no  objection  to  Its  being  read,  only 
I  thought  it  could  only  be  read  with  a  viev 
of  criticising  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— In  connection 
with  tbe  Drummond  Railway  matter  we 
read  tbat  contract.  This  very  schedule  was 
read  In  the  House  of  Commons.  My  hon. 
friend  tbe  leader  of  the  House  was  vers 
anxious,  when  we  were  reading  the  clause 
about  the  common  stock,  to  explain  bow  the 
rolling  stock  was  going  to  be  provided.  I 
am  constrained  to  ask  for  Information  on 
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that  subject,  more  particularly  as  my 
bon.  friend  wag  anxious  to  enter  upon  an 
explanation  when  we  were  discussing  the 
common  stock.  I  am  more  anxious  for  au 
ezplanatlon,  io  view  of  the  words  used  by 
Sir  Chas.  Rirers-WHson  at  a  meeting  of  the 
abarebolders  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company.  The  report  of  that  meeting  has 
been  very  tuily  presented  to  the  public  in 
one  way  or  another.  Hon.  gentlemen  who 
bare  read  it  will  remember  that  Mr.  Allen 
bad  raised  a  question  with  regard  to  the 
UabllttleBand  obligations  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company,  and  'he  counted  the  de- 
posit as  an  obligation,  and  he  also  put  In 
the  $20,000,000  for  rolling  stock  as  another 
obligation  which  he  said  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  would  have  to  assume  in 
connection  with  this  scheme.  In  reply  to 
Mr.  Allen,  Sir  Chas.  Rivera-Wilson  said  : 

As  regards  the  five  mlUioos  for  rotllag  stock. 
It  is  Qot  five  mkUloQS — it  Is  «it!iinated  at  three 
mlllloDS.  With  tlMt  the  Gowid  Trunk  has  noth- 
ing to  do.  That  rolling  stock  wlU  be  provided 
by  tbe  Orand  Trunk  Paci&c  Company,  And,  as 
the  general  manager  will  toll  you,  they  have 
laid  their  plans  for  proridlng  that  roiling  stock 
by  a  trust  fund.  Therefore,  you  may  wipe  It 
out  and  call  It  four  mlllloiw.  And  as  re^arde 
tbe  one  million  deposit,  that  deposit  will  not 
cost  yon  one  single  half-9enny.  Therefore,  the 
liaUllty  cornea  back  to  <tbe  sum  which  I  ^aTe 
Jnet  mentioned — namely,  about  three  miltlons, 
aod  I  have  st«t«d  distinctly  and  clearly  that 
that  is  what  we  estimate  the  liability  of  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  to  be— eventually  a  possibility  of 
Ome  mllUoDS  of  oapUal  and,  under  any  clroum- 
■tances,  not  more  than  £118,000  of  interest  par 
ysar. 

Now,  Sir  Chas.  Rivers-Wilson  made  that 
statement  at  a  meeting  of  the  shareholders 
of  this  company,  and  Mr.  Hays,  the  general 
manager  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany sat  at  his  side  and  he  never  would 
have  made  that  statement  and  outlined  to 
the  meeting  what  Mr.  Hays'  plan  was  and 
the  intentions  of  the  company  without  the 
authority  of  Mr,  Hays.  Now,  In  the  speech 
on  tbe  second  reading  of  the  BUI  tbe  hon. 
leader  of  the  House  Informed  the  House 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  were  assuming  obli- 
gations of  fifteen  million  dollars  on  rolling 
stock.  I  should  like  him  to  explain  to  tbe 
House  bow  that  is,  in  view  of  tbe  statement 
made  by  «lr  Chas.  Rivers-WIIson. 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT — X  am  quite  unable  to 
«plaln  Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson's  state- 
ments to  the  shareholders.  Like  many 
oQier  statements,  they  were  rather  of  a  rose- 
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ate  character.  He  was  Interested  In  having 
the  agreement  settled. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— He  would  not  mis* 

lead  them  surely  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BGOTT — I  do  not  know  any- 
thing about  the  statement  I  never  read  it 
I  heard  It  quoted  but  paid  very  little  atten- 
tion  to  It  I  regarded  the  Grand  Trunk  as 
tbe  endorser  of  all  the  Acta  of  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  ;  they  were  practicaRy  going 
to  control  tiie  road.  They  would  control  it 
by  its  stock,  and  they  necessarily  ar«  at  the 
bottom,  and  no  doubt  It  was  an  indirect 
round  about  way  of  bringing  tbem  in.  But 
havlhg  gone  into  it  It  would  be  practically 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
surely  l3  not  serious  when  be  says  that  In 
such  an  important  matter.  Sir  Charles  Rivers- 
Wilson  speaking  before  the  shareholders  of 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway,  with  all  tbe  res- 
ponsibility that  that  Involves,  and  It  Is  a 
great  one,  would  misrepresent  the  facts  ? 
We  remember  the  caae  of  Whltaker  Wright 
— and  It  would  be  almost  as  bad  as  Wright's 
case,  If  Sir  Charles  Rlvers-Wllson  should 
make  such  a  statement  and  It  was  erroneous 
and  had  no  foundation  for  it.  He  made  the 
statement  with  Mr.  Hays  by  bis  side,  and, 
surety,  tbe  hon.  gentleman  is  not  serious 
when  he  tells  us  that  statement  was  erron- 
eous. I  think  I  can  show  hon.  gentlemen  in 
this  House  that  Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson 
was  fully  authorized  to  make  that  statement 
Of  course  we, know  be  must  have  been 
authorized  by  Mr.  Hays  to  make  It,  but 
from  the  legislation  on  the  subject  that  has 
been  passed  by  the  parliament  of  Canada, 
we  now  see  clearly  and  emphatically  that 
the  statement  was  made  with  the  fullest 
knowledge  of  tbe  law  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject and  we  wish  to  point  out  to  tbe  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  what  Is  the  relation  of 
tbe  statutes  that  we  passed  this  year  and 
lost  year  with  regard  to  that  ques- 
tion. I  will  turn  first  to  tbe  Act 
of  incorporation  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pad- 
flc  Company,  as  passed  by  this  parliament 
last  year,  and  If  my  hon.  friend  has  tbe  Act 
and  will  turn  to  section  13,  he  will  find  tbe 
following  clause  adopted  by  this  parliament 
I  am  sorry  the  bon.  gentleman  from  de 
Lorimer  is  not  present  so  that  I  might  have 
the  benefit  of  bis  views  witb  regard  to  these 
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proTisloiu.  but  if  my  hon.  friend  tbe  Secre- 
tary of  State  will  kindly  give  tbe  matter 
attention  for  a  few  moments,  be  will  And 
that  Sir  Charles  Rivers- Wilson  did  not  make 
an  erroneons  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  8C0TT— I  did  not  say  be  made 
an  erroneons  statement  I  said  he  was  giv- 
ing a  roseate  statement  to  the  shareholders, 
and  that  I  always  regarded  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
as  being  behind  tbe  proposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  thought  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  nsed  the  word  erroneons.  My 
hon.  friend  did  not  use  tbe  strong  word  I 
thought  he  had  nsed.  I  am  surprised  that 
he  did  not  correct  me  sooner,  but  I  think  If 
we  Investigate  a  little  closer  we  will  find  It 
amounts  to  about  the  same  thing,  although 
my  hon.  friend  is  more  polite  than  I  gave 
him  credit  for  being.  If  it  is  not  true  that 
tiie  plans  had  all  been  arranged,  and  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Facltlc  company  was 
enabled  imder  this  contract  to  raise  the 
money  for  the  rolling  stock  In  another  way 
than  by  providing  It  out  of  their  own  re- 
sources, in  other  words  If  It  was  not  correct 
that  they  were  enabled  to  raise  that  money 
by  means  of  a  trust  and  pay  for  It  out  of 
earnings.  Sir  Charles  Rivers-Wilson  must 
have  made  a  roseate  statement  to  the 
shareholders  and  an  eiToneous  statement 
to  them,  and  the  conclusion  I  must  draw 
from  my  bon.  friend's  remark,  although  he 
does  not  say  *  erroneous,'  nevertheless  he 
would  be  Justified  lu  using  it  If  that  con- 
clusion Is  right.  If  tUe  hou.  gentleman  will 
look  at  section  13  of  the  BUi  of  last  year, 
not  as  It  appears  in  the  statutes,  he  will  find 
that  It  reads  as  follows  :— 

And  the  company  may  issue  such  bonds,  de- 
bentures <M"  other  suph  securities  In  one  or 
more  separate  series,  and  limit  the  security  for 
any  series  to  such  of  the  franchises,  property, 
assets,  rents  and  revenues  of  tbe  company, 
present  or  future,  or  both,  &8  are  cleecrlbed  in 
the  mortfCA^e  made  to  a  trustee  or  trustees  to 
serure  such  separate  series  of  bonds,  deben- 
tures or  other  securities  and  ©very  such 
limited  series  of  such  bonds,  debentures,  or 
other  seouritles,  if  so  Issued,  shall,  subject  to 
the  provisions  contained  In  section  of  the 
Railway  Act,  form  a  first  charge  upon,  and  be 
limited  to  tbe  part1cula>r  portion,  section  cr 
sections  of  the  ralln-ay.  and  to  the  franchises, 
property,  assets,  rents  and  revenues  of  tho 
company  with  respect  to  which  they  are  issue  1 
and  which  shall  be  described  In  the  mortgage 
made  to  secure  the  same. 

This  Is  the  power  which  the  Grand  Trunk 
took  to  themselves,  under  their  Act  of  In- 
corporation, with  regard  to  giving  the  first , 
Hon.  Hr.  FERGUSON. 


lien  on  that  pn^erty.  That  is  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  tbe  General  Bailway  Act  If 
we  turn  to  the  general  railway  Act  we  can 
find  what  Its  provisions  are.  Turn  to  sec- 
tion 112,  which  is,  as  I  explained,  precisely 
tbe  same  section  In  tbe  Revised  Act  as  sec- 
tion 94  In  the  old  Act,  and  reads  as  foUows:- 

Tbe  company  may  Issue  such  Mcurltles  by  • 
mortgage  deed  creating  such  aecurities  mort- 
gage c^urgee  and  encumbraocea  upon  the  whole 
of  such  property,  assets  and  reveaoes  of  tha 
property,  preaent  or  future,  or  bO'th  as  are  d«- 
scrlbed  likeretn,  but  such  property,  asaeta,  renti 
and  retvenuee  ehall  be  subject  In  the  first  in- 
stance to  payment  of  any  penalty  <ben  or  there- 
after Imposed  upon  the  company  for  non-com- 
pliance wttli  the  retiulrements  of  this  Act  ud 
next  to  the  payment  of  working  expenditure  of 
the  rellmy. 

On  turning  to  fhe  Interpretation  clause 
of  the  General  Railway  Act  I  find  what  is 
tbe  Interpretation  placed  on  tbe  words 
'  working  expenditure.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  the  refw- 
ences,  and  my  hon.  friend  must  not  expect 
me  to  give  a  professional  opinion.  I  have 
not  been  able  to  follow  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGtJSON-I  will  wait  until 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  gets  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  prepared  to 
give  a  professional  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— What  ore  we  here 
for.  Is  ther6  no  gentleman  on  the  otlier 
side  of  the  House  who  is  prepared  to  dis- 
cuss such  an  Important  point  as  this.  Is 
It  that  my  hon.  friend  will  alt  back  in  Ua 
seat  and  say  that  he  la  not  called  upon  to 
slve  a  professional  opinion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  given  my 
opinion  as  a  legislator  and  as  I  understand 
the  Bill,  I  am  not  bound  to  give  a  profes- 
sional opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON'- The  hon.  gentle- 
nuin  Is  not  called  upon  to  give  a  profea- 
sEonal  opinion,  but  as  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
House,  in  charge  of  this  Bill,  be  Is  entitled 
to  give  us  an  explanation  of  the  Bill,  and 
to  show  us  what  It  means,  and  If  he  cannot 
do  tliat,  it  is  n  very  strange  state  of  tbhiss. 
It  Is  remarkable. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  responsible 
tor  my  hon.  friend's  Interpretation.  I 
not  interpret  It  thnt  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Nothing  Is  to  be 
gained  by  treating  the  House  In  this  way. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  going  to  be 
brow-beaten  by  tbe  b(m.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  not  brow- 
beating tbe  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  tbe  taon.  gentle- 

m&n  Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBGUSON-No.  I  am  under^ 
taking  In  the  moat  reasonable  manner  to 
dlscoss  the  provision  with  regard  to  rolling 
stock.  My  bon.  friend  volunteered  to  give 
Ds  Information  regarding  it  at  an  earlier 
stage  In  tbe  dtscnsslon  tbls  evening  wben  we 
were  talking  about  the  common  stock.  He 
said ;  '  We  will  discuss  it  when  we  come 
to  It,*  and  be  sits  back  now  and  says  he  Is 
not  here  to  give  a  professional  opinion  and 
will  not  deliberate  with  us.  Is  that  tbe 
position  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  gave  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man my  view  of  the  rolling  stock  wben 
[  addressed  the  House  on  the  second  reading, 
and  I  think  It  Is  plain  to  any  that  reads  It. 
I  do  not  propose  to  be  brought  Into  an 
elaborate  discussion  of  a  variety  ot  Bills. 
This  has  no  reference  to  this  question  at 
alL 

Hon.  Mr.  FER6US0X— It  has  no  refeis 
ence  to  tbls  question  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
was  willing  to  admit  It  had  full  reference 
to  the  question  wben  we  were  dealing  with 
common  stock,  and  he  was  ready  to  give  tbe 

eipluoation  then.  How  Is  It  he  has  lost  the 
desire  to  give  an  explanation  when  we  reach 
the  very  question  that  a  few  hours  ago  he 
was  most  anxious  he  should  explain.  I  sub- 
mit I  am  approaching  this  subject  In  a  most 
reasonable  manner.  I  am  undertaking  to 
show  tiiat  there  is  not  one  dollar  obligation 
resting  upon  the  Grand  Truuk  with  refer- 
ence to  tbe  rolling  stock.  1  am  proceeding 
to  show  from  the  statutes  of  Canada  that  we 
have  so  provided  that  we  are  only  going  to 
have  the  security  oC  a  first  mortgage.  All 
the  security  that  we  are  going  to  have  Is 
that  first  mortgage  upon  the  property  of 
this  railway.  I  am  showing,  that  under  tbe 
law  as  we  have  made  It  this  rolling  stock 
is  not  a  property  that  can  be  Included  In 


that  first  mortgage.  That  is  the  position 
that  I  Uke,  and  X  think  it  is  due  to  this 
House  that  my  bon.  friend  should  explain 
the  attitude  of  tbe  government  In  regard  to 
It.  He  should  explain  the  different  provislona 
of  the  Bill.  I  propose  to  lay  my  views  be- 
fore the  Bouse  with  regard  to  it  And  I 
propose  to  do  It  as  I  always  do  In  a  reason- 
able manner,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able 
to  convince  every  hon.  gentleman  who  will 
follow  me  and  take  the  trouble  of  look- 
ing Into  the  law,  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
are  not  going  to  be  bound  to  put  up  one 
dollar  of  their  own  money  to  pay  for  this 
rolling  stock.  I  have  already  quoted  tbe 
provision  of  their  Act  of  Incorporatton, 
which  provided  that  any  mortgages  they 
•would  give  would  be  subject  to  the  gen- 
eral provisions  of  the  Railway  Act,  naming 
the  9ith  section.  I  'have  read  to  the  House 
that  same  section  that  parliament  has  re- 
enacted  as  section  112,  which  declares  that 
the  working  expenditure  of  tbe  road,  and 
liny  penalties  imposed  upon  the  company  for 
violation  of  tbe  law,  should  be  charged 
upon  the  road  before  the  Interest  of 
any  mortgage  which  might  be  made  upon 
It  And  I  have  showed  by  the  Interpreta- 
tion clause  that  rent  of  rolling  stock  let 
to  the  company  shall  be  Included  as  work- 
ing expenditure,  and  then,  In  order  to  make 
the  matter  clear,  there  is  another  clause  In 
the  Interpretation  Act  which  says  that 
the  expression  'rolling  stock*  means  and 
Include?  any  locomotive,  car,  car-tender, 
snow-plough,  or  any  description  of  railway 
equipment  designed  for  movement  on  wheels 
over  the  tracks  of  the  company.  Here  we 
have  the  definition  of  rolling  stock.  We 
have  an  Interpretation  of  what  working  ex- 
penditure means.  It  Includes  rolling  stock. 
Then  we  have  a  provision  In  the  law  which 
declares  that  we  have  working  expenditure 
including  rent  or  rolling  stock,  where  roll- 
ing stock  is  let  to  tbe  company,  shall  be  a 
charge  on  the  earnings  of  the  road  having 
priority  over  a  first  mortgage.  We  have  the 
matter  complete.  These  explanations  show 
most  clearly  what  Is  meant  by  Sir  Charles 
Rivers-Wilson,  when  he  said  the  Grand 
arunk  Intended  to  raise  the  money  to  buy 
that  rolling  stock  by  a  trust  fund.  That 
might  l>e  roseate,  but  It  certainly  was  not 
erroneous  on  his  sart 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  use  the  word 
erroneous. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGU'SON— I  know  the  hon. 
gentleman  did  not  say  that,  but  I  a&j  It  the 
statement  which  tlie  hon.  gentleman  made 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Rallwajr  Company 
are  to  find  $15,000,000  of  Qieir  Wn  money 
to  pay  for  the  rolling  stock,  Is  correct  Sir 
Sir  Charles  Rlvers-WUson's  statement  was 
roseate,  not  simply  roseate  but  erroneous. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  no. 

lion.  Mr  FERGUSON— If  that  Is  so,  we 
have  the  whole  matter  completely  admitted. 
That  is  the  words  of  Sir  Charles  Rivers- 
Wilson,  that  the  Grand  Trunk  would  not  be 
called  upon  to  put  up  any  money  for  the 
rolling  stock,  that  Mr.  Hays  had  all  his 
plans  made  to  raise  It  by  a  trust  fund,  and 
we  find  under  the  dlCterent  laws  of  Canada, 
that  that  can  he  carried  out  completely. 
That  the  rent  of  the  rolling  stock  can  be  In- 
cluded In  the  working  expenditures. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  there  are  $5,000,000  In  the  bank 
of  Montreal,  and  he  will  see  now  that  the 
$5,000,000  canot  be  taken  out  until  $5,000,- 
000  worth  of  rolling  stock  Is  placed  on  the 
eastern  division  The  Grand  Trunk  has  con- 
tributed that. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGU'SON— The  Grand  Trunk 
can  put  that  on  the  road  without  purchasing 
it,  and  I  do  not  find  any  fault  with  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  no  longer  own  It, 
when  It  is  put  on  our  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- My  hon.  friend 
cannot  have  paid  the  slightest  attention  to 
the  subject,  because  It  is  expressly  provided 
In  the  law  tha^  it  may  be  continued  to  be 
rented,  that  it  shall  not  be  the  property  oi 
the  Grand  Ti-unk  Pacific,  and  that  the  rent 
shall  be  embraced  under  the  head  of  work- 
ing expenditure  until  the  principal  amonnt  Is 
paid.  I  am  not  finding  fault  with  this 
method  of  doing  it,  although  It  comes  all  the 
worse  on  the  people  of  Canada,  because  we 
have  to  get  the  working  expenses  paid  be- 
fore anything  else.  The  working  expendi- 
ture Is  the  first  charge  upon  the  rail- 
way, and  the  working  expenditure,  In- 
dndlng  as  It  does  the  rent  of  rolling  stock 
—that  is  the  position  I  toke— It  wUI  make 
Hon.  Mr.  FBRQUSON. 


the  working  ezpendfture  Just  that  modi 
greal^.  It  will  be  greater  to  tbe  extent  of 

this  rent,  and  the  conseQuence  will  be  tliat 
we  will  be  Just  that  much  further  oB  reali- 
zing the  amount  of  money  with  wbicb  to 
get  our  Interest  on  the  government  bonds, 
and  of  course  it  will  be  so  much  ^rthn 
away  from  paying  a  dividend.  I  admire 
the  candor  of  Sir  Charles  RlTers-WUsoD 
In  Informing  the  shareholders  what  the 
company  intended  to  do.  It  was  open  and 
cnndid,  and  I  believe  every  word  of  it 
He  was  working  a  plan  that  was 
feasible  under  Canadian  law.  But  I  do 
find  fault  with  the  statement  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  when  he  said,  on  moving  the 
second  reading,  that  the  Grand  Tmnk  woe 
putting  up  $15,000,000  of  their  own  mon^, 
and  on  that  account  their  obligations  should 
be  counted  up  very  much  larger  than  they 
would  otherwise  be.  I  have  put  this 
view  before  'hon.  gentlemen.  I  have  rery 
little  hope  Indeed  from  the  spirit  and  temp«- 
of  my  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the  Hoase 
who  is  generally  very  courteous,  but  the 
temper  with  which  he  received  my  re- 
marks and  the  readiness  with  which  he  dis- 
missed them,  does  not  encourage  one  to  dis- 
cuss the  question.  This  Is  a  specimen  ot 
the  way  this  matter  has  been  treated  by 
the  government  from  the  start  and  1 
think  their  supporters  should  Insist  on 
proper  explanation  In  order  that  they  should 
know  what  they  w»e  voting  upon. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  fifth  clause  of  the  scbedole. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWELL-If  the 
eastern  terminus  of  the  mountain  sectkn 
has  been  determined,  at  what  point  Is  it 

supposed  the  prairie  section  will  begin  ? 
From  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  geIltt^ 
man  In  Introducing  the  Bill  one  might  be 
led  to  suppose  that  the  mountain  section 
would  begin  at  or  near  Edmonton. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  an  uncertalo 
point  I  think  the  clause  provides  In  case 
they  are  unable  to  agree  upon  the  exact 
point  where  the  rise  takes  place,  and  what  Is 
considered  the  Rocky  Mountains,  It  shall  be 
left  to  an  Impartial  engineer  to  decide.  It 
Is  thought  to  be  two  or  three  handled  mlltt 
west  of  Edmonton. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-In 
travelling  over  the  Central  Pacific  you  reach 
the  summit  In  the  state  of  Wyoming,  long 
before  you  reach  the  mountain.  1  think 
In  onr  own  coontry  you  get  near  the  moun- 
tain before  yoo  reach  the  summit  On  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  yon  are  In  the 
mountains  before  you  reach  the  summit, 
and  it  may  possibly  be  that  when  you  go  as 
far  north,  as  Edmonton  the  height  of  land 
may  be  before  you  reach  the  summit. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— On  a  map  of  British 
Columbia,  about  two  hundred  and  fifty  or 
ttuee  hundred  miles  before  you  reach  Ed- 
monton, there  Is  an  area  marked  Grand 
Plain,  80  It  is  still  prairie  country  up  to 
tliat  point.  I  suppose,  although  undulating. 

The  CHAIRMAN— There  is  a  large  dis- 
trict there  called  Grand  Prairie. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  suppose  it  will  be 
west  of  that. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  sixth  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  wish  to  have 
some  explanation  about  this  clause.  At 
tbe  second  reading,  my  hon.  friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  made  the  statement 
tbat  for  seven  years  the  interest  would 
be  paid  by  the  government,  on  the  bonds 
which  the  government  guarantee,  and  then, 
for  a  period  of  five  years  after  that,  the 
net  earnings  would  be  applied  to  the  pay- 
ment of  interest,  but  where  the  earnings 
were  not  suflScient  It  would  be  provided 
for  ont  of  capital.  My  hon.  friend  con- 
fused the  Bill  in  this  respect  Last  year's 
agreement  contained  a  seven  years'  period 
in  which  the  government  paid  the  money 
without  recourse.  There  were  then  three 
jears  following  In  which  the  company  were 
bound  to  provide  It  ll  they  had  earnings 
snffident  or  to  the  extent  those  earn- 
ings would  go.  My  hon.  friend  said 
that  was  the  provision,  and  that  under 
this  BUI  the  three  years  is  extended  to 
five  years.  Certainly  that  is  not  the  situa- 
tion the  new  contract  creates.  There  are 
the  seven  years  for  which  the  government 
wy  fbe  interest  then  three  years  in  which 
the  whole,  or  a  portion  of  It  may  be  pro- 
vided ont  of  capital,  and  a  five  years  period 


after  that  under  this  new  agreement  during 
which  the  government  cannot  enforce  the 
payment  of  interest  I  think  It  Is  a  most 
objectionable  clause,  and  I  cannot  refrain 
from  expressing  my  surprise  that  the  gov- 
ernment appear  willing  to  have  this  contract 
put  through  without  amending  it  My  hon. 
friend  from  Wellington  expressed  his  doubt 
with  regard  to  this  question  when  we  were 
discussing  the  Bill  at  the  second  reading. 
Tf  hon.  gentlemen  will  read  the  sixth  section 
carefully  they  will  find  it  Increases  the  obli- 
gations of  the  government : 

6.  NotwlthBtandlnK  Anything  In  the  said  coa- 
traot  coDtalaad,  th«  goviernmeDt  shall  Dot  ex- 
ercise any  rights  In  respect  of  possessioQ.  fore- 
cdoBure  or  sale,  by  reason  of  non-payment  of 
Intereat  by  the  company  under  the  tbh-ty-flrst. 
thirty-rasond  or  <thiny-thiPd  paragraphs  of  the 
said  contract,  or  under  all  or  any  of  Ifaem, 
unless  and  until  there  shall  be  suctk  default  to 
the  extent  in  the  whole  of  a  sum  equal  to  five 
years  of  such  tntereBt,  as  the  company  la  not 
relieved  from  payment  ot^or  permitted  to- defer 
Of  oapitwiize  by  the  provisions  of  the  said  para- 
graphs. 

My  interpretation  of  that  clause,  and  I  do 
not  think  It  will  be  seriously  dliipa'ed.  Is 
that  it  creates  an  additional  period  of  five 
years  during  which  the  ?overnmfiit  cannot 
enforce  their  claim  In  any  vay  ivhatever. 
It  is  not  five  consecutive  years,  but  a  de- 
fault extending  on  the  whole  over  five  years. 
Now  I  assume  sucli  n  state  of  things  as  this: 
The  company  allow  tiiis  inter<isc  to  get  into 
arrears  for  four  and  one-half  years,  or  fonr 
years  and  nine  moathe>,  niul  then  pay  three 
months'  Interest-  They  are  not  then  In 
default  for  five  full  years.  Not  until  there 
is  a  default  amounting  to  five  full  years  has 
the  government  any  remedy  at  all  by  ap- 
pointing a  manager.  It  will  enable  the  com- 
pany to  get  Into  default  with  Impunity ; 
they  may  make  their  minds  perfectly  easy 
about  it  there  is  no  remedy  In  the  agree- 
ment for  such  a  state  of  things.  They  may 
go  on  so  long  as  they  take  care  not  to  get 
Into  a  default  equal  to  five  full  years  ;  by 
tailing  that  precaution  they  may  continue  In 
definitely  without  paying  that  amount.  If 
any  other  construction  can  be  put  on  that 
clause  I  should  like  to  hear  It  I  have  never 
heard  it,  and  I  should  like  to  have  the  hon. 
gentleman's  views. 

Hon.  Mr  SCOTT— As  the  agreement  stood 
last  year,  there  were  the  seven  jwn  in 
which  the  government  were  to  pay  tlir  lo- 
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terest  Then  there  were  three  years  in 
which.  If  the  receipts  were  not  Bufficlent 
to  pay  the  Interest  over  and  above  working 
expenses,  It  was  to  be  capitalized  after 
the  three  yeara.  Now  my  hon.  friend  says 
that  those  two  periods  would  still  be  con- 
sidered under  tbe  amended  agreement— tbat 
l8  the  seven  years  and  the  three  years — 
and  five  years  beyond  that.  I  do  not  so  read 
It   It  says: 

6.  Notwttlwtaiiidiiig  anytlilag  in  the  said  con- 
tract contained,  the  governmeDl  shaJil  not  «xier- 
elM  any  rlebta  In  revpeot  of  posseaslon,  lore- 
dlcMure  or  salo,  by  reason  of  Don-paym«nt  of 
tnterest  by  lAie  company  under  the  tUrty-llrst, 
ttalrty-Bseond,  or  Uilrty-thlrd  paragraphs  of 
tha  aald  eoiATaet. 

They  were  bound  after  tbe  seven  years  to 
pay  the  interest,  so  that  the  three  years  is 
absorbed  In  the  five  years.  It  practically 
gives  them  two  years  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  quite  dear  where 
the  interest  Is  in  default  for  the  three  years, 
the  company  were  not  being  released  from 
any  liability  ;  they  were  simply  being  al- 
lowed  to  make  that  part  of  the  capital  and 
pay  Interest  on  it  as  part  of  the  capital. 
That  was  tbe  original  agreement.  I  will 
read  part  of  paragraph  32: 

The  KOTenimeDt  ahall  not,  during  the  next 
aucceedlng  period  of  three  years  t(FllowIng  the 
period  of  aeren  years  above-mentioned,  be  en- 
titled to  exerciee  any  rl^itta  of  foreclosure  or 
sade  against  the  company,  or  to  take  posses- 
sloB  of  the  said  railway,  if  Oie  dsfault  of  the 
company  conststi  in  faUure  to  pay  diMrlng  the 
aald  period  of  tbree  years  tbe  interest  upon  «n 
amount  of  bonds  equal  to  the  prlncipsil  amount 
guaraobeed  by  the  government. 

Five  years  supersedes  all  that  My 
hon.  friend  shakes  his  bead.  I  have  made 
a  study  of  the  Bill,  and  that  is  my  opinion; 
I  may  be  wrong  of  course.  The  courts 
may  decide  it  differently,  but  that  Is  tbe 
Interpretation,  as  I  understand  It  and  I 
think  the  language  is  practical  and  clear 
because  it  is  very  sweeping.  Under  the 
88rd  paragraph  they  were  bound  to  pay  the 
interest  for  seven  years.  I  hope  the  pro- 
vision in  the  amended  paragraph  makes 
another  arrangement ;  It  certainly  disturbs 
the  three  years  proposition,  because  It  gives 
greater  latitude  to  tbe  company;  Instead 
of  three  years  they  get  five  years  during 
which  nothing  can  be  done,  and.  it  is  widen- 
ed a  little  more  as  my  hon.  friend  contends. 
Ron.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


It  need  not  be  five  consecutive  years,  bat 
anything  equal  to  five  years  arrearages  wonld 
entitle  the  government  to  take  proceeding 
to  put  an  Independent  authority  In  posses- 
sion of  the  road.  Then  my  hem.  Mend 
says  it  will  be  to  the  Interest  of  the  company 
not  to  disturb  that  but  to  let  it  go  on.  I 
cannot  see  it  In  that  light.  They  are  certahi- 
ly  losing  tbe  interest  on  their  proportion, 
because  they  only  get;  25  per  cent  over  the 
running  expenses  while  we  get  7S  per  cent 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— That  would  be  after 
a  default  bad  been  made  and  the  road  had 
been  put  in  tbe  hands  of  tbe  receiver ;  but 
if  tbe  company  were  in  default  only  four 
and  one-half  years,  the  road  could  not  be 
put  into  the  receiver's  hands  if  th^  kept 
paying  a  certain  amouut  of  Interest  eadi 
year,  so  as  to  keep  It  In  default  less  than 
five  years  continuously.  They  would  still 
be  in  possession. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  would  sood  t» 

In  default  Their  object  would  be  to  get 
the  Interest  on  their  bonds. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— Th^  would  get  tbe 

Interest  on  their  bonds. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  would  get  onlf 
tlieir  proportion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— Who  Is  to  apportion  It  T 
There  Is  to  be  no  apportionment  until  It 
gets  Into  the  receiver's  bands,  because  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company  control  tite 
Interest  and  can  pay  it  as  they  like. 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOTT— I  cannot  undCTStand 
how  such  a  state  of  things  could  arise.  Jast 
now  we  had  a  long  discussion  about  tbe 
value  of  this  stock.  Where  would  the  sbxft 
be  during  all  this  time,  the  stock  that  yon 
thought  was  to  be  of  so  much  value? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- When  we  were 
talking  of  the  company's  stock,  my  hon, 
friend  wanted  to  get  to  the  rolling  stodt; 
now  be  wants  to  get  back  to  the  commiHi 
stock  again.  My  hon.  friend  only  read  about 
one-half  of  this  clause  to  the  House,  nnd 
he  stopped  short  I  was  surprised  when 
my  hon.  friend  expressed  that  view  at 
the  second  reading.  I  thougbt  it  was  a 
slip.  I  have  read  all  tbe  Important  statement! 
made  by  tbe  leaders  on  both  sides,  and  oerer 
beard  the  view  pot  forward  by  my  hra- 
frlend  on  the  second  reading  of  tin  Bill 
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here.    I  sball  not  read  the  whole  clause 

through  but  ask  his  attention  particularly 

to  the  last  three  lines.  The  last  three  lines 

are  as  follows  :— 

Unless  aod  until  there  shall  be  sucb  detftult 
to  tbe  extent  In  ilie  whole  of  a  sum  equal  to  &t« 
years  of  sntdi  Interest,  aa  -the  company  Is  not 
rellSTed  from  payment  of  or  permlfcted  to  deter 
or  capltaliie  by  the  provisions  of  the  said  para- 
graphs. 

Nothing  can  be  plainer.  It  covers  two 
cases,  the  seven  years,  and  the  further 
period  of  three  years,  during  which  the  In- 
terest may  be  capitalized,  and  then  the  tlve 
rears  commences  from  that  time  under  the 
contract,  and  my  contention  Is  that  five  full 
years  default  must  occur  before  enforce- 
ment It  may  be  many  years  before  the  de- 
fault of  five  complete  years  takes  place,  and 
the  govemment  cannot  step  In  and  collect 
It 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD — The  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  took  the  view  that  It  would  be  to  the 
interest  of  the  company  to  have  the  in- 
terest paid  on  tbe  bonds  which  the  govern- 
ment guarantee.  I  differ  from  him  on  that 
point.  It  appears  to  me  It  would  be  en- 
tirely In  the  Interest  of  the  company  to  let 
this  Interest  stand  unpaid.  As  the  hon. 
member  from  Marsh fleld  has  just  pointed 
out,  the  first  seven  years'  interest  Is  paid 
by  tue  govertunent  The  next  three  years 
they  are  allowed  to  capitalize  under  section 
nine,  under  that  agreement,  in  case  the  earn- 
ings are  not  sufficient  to  pay  the  Interest  by 
au  Issue  of  forty  years'  bonds.  Then  this 
clause  provides  that  Interest  must  be  five 
years  in  arrears  before  the  government  can 
aak  a  receiver  to  be  appointed  to  take  pos- 
session of  tbe  road.  The  two  points  my  hon. 
friend  made  seem  to  me  to  be  very  well 
made  under  these  clauses,  first  that  tbe  gov- 
ernment are  helpless,  they  cannot  take  ac- 
tion to  protect  themselves  until  the  end  of 
fifteen  years,  and,  secoud,  the  governmeut 
can  keei>  the  Interest  on  the  bonds  guar- 
anteed by  the  government  lu  arrear  as  long 
as  they  do  not  allow  five  years  Interest  to 
become  in  arrears.  The  government  will 
have  to  pay  and  the  company  can  always 
keep  It  in  arrears  and  the  government  have 
no  remedy. 

Hou.  Mr.  SCOTT— For  tbe  first  seven 
years  tbe  government  pay  the  Interest  But 
tile  hon.  gentleman  says  that  for  eight  years 
after  tbnt  tbe  three  years  and  tbe  five  years, 


the  government  may  not  be  able  to  recover 
that  Interest 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  quite  understand  me.  During  tbe 
last  period  of  five  years,  the  company  can 
always  keep  the  amount  in  arrears  and  the 
government  have  no  means  of  collecting  It 
I  presume  tbe  government  will  not  accept 
any  amendment,  but  It  apiwars  to  me  that 
an  Important  contract  like  this  ^ould  be 
more  clearly  worded,  so  that  it  conld  not  be 
open  to  any  misunderstanding  or  doubt 
auout  its  construction. 

Hou.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  perfectly  Idle  for 
us  to  be  discussing  it  because  we  cannot 
alter  it  The  courts  must  settle  it  We 
cannot  do  anything  about  it   If  we  differ 

on  the  interpretation  it  will  be  finally  for  the 
Judicial  committee  of  the  Privy  Council  to 
decide. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  seventh  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGU SOX— Perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  Inform  tbe  House  whether 
the  words  'working  expenditure'  include 
rolling  stock  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  off-band.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  and  I  do 
not  agree  on  the  question  of  rolling  stock. 
On  tbe  question  of  rolling  stock  attached  to 
the  eastern  division,  wblch  Is  the  one  we 
are  particularly  interested  in,  it  Is  absolutely 
tbe  property  of  the  eastern  division,  and 
cannot  be  removed  from  It  because  we  have 
to  be  sfitlsfled  of  that  before  we  give  up  tbe 
$5,000,000  deposit 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— There  Is  no  pro- 
vision in  any  of  tbe  contracts  that  it  shall 
be  owned  by  tbe  government 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  tbe  discussion  the 

words  '  ear-marked  '  were  Introduced.  It 
was  understood  that  rolling  stock  to  the 
value  of  $5,000,000  was  to  be  '  ear-marked,' 
which  means  that  it  is  to  belong  to  the 
eastern  division  exclusively 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— It  is  to  be  as- 
signed to  tbe  eastern  division,  but  it  Is  not 
said  to  be  tbe  property  of  the  eastern 
division. 

Hon.  .Mr.  SCOTT — So  long  as  riolKKly-can 
take  it  awny,  that  may  be  considered  owner- 
ship. 
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Hon.  Mr.  WOOD — The  government  and 
tbe  country  are  Interested  In  tbe  rolling 
stock  on  the  western  division  also.  Id 
case  the  road  does  not  p&y  tbe  Interest  on 
tbe  bonds,  and  a  recelTer  baa  to  be  ap- 
pointed,  the  question  then  arises  which  my 
hon.  friend  has  brought  op,  and  If  our  In- 
terpretation of  these  contracts  Is  correct,  the 
company  is  in  this  position,  that  it  can  hire 
the  stock,  have  it  in  tbe  hands  of  trustees 
under  a  certain  rental,  and  that  rental  will 
hare  to  be  paid  out  of  the  earnings  before 
any  portion  of  tbe  earnings  can  be  dis- 
tributed to  pay  the  interest  on  tbe  bonds 
which  tbe  government  Is  guaranteeing. 
That  appears  very  clear  to  me,  and  the 
ownership  of  that  rolling  stock  Is  an  im- 
portant point.  If  it  was  owned  by  the  com- 
pany there  would  not  be  any  prior  claim 
on  the  earnings  for  tbe  use  of  tbe  rolling 
stock,  but  If  It  is  in  the  bands  of  trustees 
for  which  they  have  to  pay  rental,  as  Sir 
Charles  Blvers-'Wilson  says,  a  charge  for 
rolling  stock  will  come  ahead  of  the  se- 
curity which  the  government  have  for  in- 
terest on  the  guarantee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — For  the  purpose  of  hav- 
ing a  fine  discussion  the  bou.  gentlemeit  are 
conjuring  up  things  which  cannot  possibly 
arise.  Does  any  body  conceive  that  fourteen 
years  from  now  that  road  will  not  pay  run- 
ning expenses  and  interest  on  the  bonds  ? 
If  so,  we  bad  better  not  build  It,  that  Is  all 
I  can  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD — ^If  we  are  to  assume 
that,  there  is  no  need  of  taktaig  any  security 
at  all.  When  we  are  taking  security  It  is 
well  to  look  Into  tbe  terms  of  the  security. 

Hon.  Mr.  ^L^»iT — We  are  told  by  gen- 
tlemen from  tbe  Northwest  that  for  1,00(1 
miles,  at  all  events,  this  road  will  pay  from 
tbe  hour  It  Is  opened-  Tbe  company  will  be 
making  money  out  of  it  while  we  are  pay- 
ing Interest.  We  are  agreeing  to  pay  Interest 
for  seven  years,  yet  hon.  gentlemen  are  con- 
juring up  the  prospects  that  fourteen  years 
from  now  thl?  road  will  be  practically 
bankrupt. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Company  have  taken  that  Into  con- 
sideration. They  are  wise,  and  the  fact 
that  tbe  agreement  is  allowed  to  stand  as  It 
Is  now,  shows  tbnt  the  company  have  the 
government  absolutely  In  their  power,  and 
can  make  them  do  as  they  like. 
Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  my  hon.  friend 
think,  If  this  is  a  good  thing,  that  we  slionld 
break  with  the  Uraud  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany, because  they,  not  bnvlng  tbe  con- 
fidence in  the  future  of  tbis  country  that  we 
have,  should  have  those  absurd  provlslooa 
Inserted  In  tbe  contract  ?  We  do  not  regard 
them  as  of  any  value  whatever,  because  It 
Is  a  condition  that  cannot  arise.  Surely  my 
lion,  friend  has  more  confidence  in  the  great 
west  as  to  what  it  will  be  fourteen  years 
from  now,  when  the  population  will  be  three 
or  four  millions  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-My  bod.  friend 
does  not  dispute  tbe  contention  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Westmoreland  and  myself, 
but  he  thinks  we  are  conjuring  up  a  contin' 
gency  that  is  never  likely  to  occur.  If 
that  Is  tbe  case  there  is  no  need  of  any 
security  at  all,  but  as  the  Grand  Trunk 
people  have  taken  sucb  Immense  care  to 
have  every  contingency  provided  toe,  is 
It  not  a  little  strar^  these  contingencies 
have  not  been  provided  for  by  the  govern- 
ment for  the  protection  of  Canada  ? 

The  paragraph  was  adopted. 
On  paragraph  10. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  clause  calls 
for  an  explanation.  It  provides  that  at  ttie 
termination  of  the  lease  at  tbe  end  of  GO 
years  when  the  government  undertakes  to 
operate  the  eastern  section,  the  Grand  Trunk 
shall  have  running  powers  for  another  50 
years  over  It.  This  Is  something  more  tban 
the  running  rights  and  privileges  we  bare 
been  giving  to  the  govemment  or  to  tbe 
companies  in  last  year's  agreement  or  tiutt 
of  tbis  year.  It  provides  that  they  sball 
have  sucb  haulage  powers  and  running 
rights  as  shall  be  necessary  for  continuity 
of  operation  between  the  western  division 
and  tbe  Grand  Trunk  system  In  tbe  east 
upon  sucb  terms  as  may  be  from  time 
to  time  agreed  upon.  My  view  Is  thtt 
there  would  be  nothing  unreasonable  m 
that  were  It  not  that  It  goes  so  far  as 
to  say  these  haulage  rights  and  running 
rights  shall  be  such  as  to  secure  tbe  con- 
tinuity of  such  operation  bet^-een  the 
western  division  and  the  Grand  Trunk 
system  — tbat  Is  in  the  older  provinces.  Tbtt 
might  be  construed  Into  almost  a  contlniMd 
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lease  of  the  road  or  tbe  operation  of  the 
road  to  such  an  extent  that  the  goTemment 
conM  not  operate  it  advantageoiuly  itself, 
or  that  tbey  coidd  not  lease  It  to  any  other 
companies  who  would  without  that  pro- 
tIsIod  be  willing  to  pay  a  higher  rent  I 
tUalc  If  It  had  been  simply  mnafng  rights, 
without  qnaiifylng  them  in  this  way  lt> 
would  be  better.  We  are  not  railway  men 
and  we  do  not  know  what  that  would  In- 
Tolve.  Who  ever  would  determine  that 
point  would  have  to  hear  evidence  and  make 
aa  examination  of  what  are  these  haulage 
rates,  &c.,  for  the  60  years  that  would  be 
required  In  order  to  connect  their  western 
system  with  tbe  system  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
lo  eastern  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Oontlnalty 
of  operation  explains  that 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  would  be  a 
question  of  evidence  and  they  might  be  able 
to  show  as  a  matter  of  evidence  that  they 
required  such  a  use  of  that  road,  assuming 
tbelr  road  In  the  east  would  continue  to 
grow  and  prosper  and  the  west  would 
develop,  It  might  mean  they  had  a  bnslness 
whldi  would  require  an  outlet  over  that  road 
to  such  an  extent  as  would  almost  mono- 
polize tbe  whole  road  and  the  gOTernment 
would  get  no  use  of  It. 

Hon.  ICr.  KERR— Tb^  would  have  to 
pay  for  all  th^  got 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— Befive  the  committee 
rises  I  would  like  to  make  a  suggestion. 
The  two  points  which  were  raised  by  my 
bOD.  friend  from  Marshfleld  appear  to  be 
points  of  importance,  and  I  presume  the 
Secretary  of  State  pot  having  had  his  at- 
tention called  to  them  was  not  as  well  pre- 
pared to  give  explanations  as  he  might  be 
If  he  had  time  to  look  into  the  matter  a  little 
(orther,  and  I  sbonld  like  to  suggest  that 
the  committee  rise  to-night  and  have  another 
sitting  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG  from  the  committee 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

Hob.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  third  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Hod.  Mr.  MA-CDONALD  (B.O.)— I  move 
tn  amendmajt  that  the  Bill  be  not  now 


read  the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  referred 
back  to  a  committee  of  tbe  whole  Honse  to 
be  amended  by  adding  to  section  10  the  fol- 
lowing clause : 

Th«  coDBtructioQ  of  that  portion  of  tiie  said 
raUwar  wUhln  the  proTlsce  of  foltlsh  Cotambla 
shall  be  «onwDced  a>t,  and  from  tha  pl&c«  select- 
ed as  the  terminue  on  the  Paeifle  coast  of  the 
said  raUway,  on  or  before  tin  first  day  of  June, 
one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  five  (1906),  and 
shall  be  prosecuted  with  due  dlllffenca  day  by 
day  untH  completed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Has  the  rule  been 
suspended  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  not  necessary. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIK  BOWULIj— It 
cannot  be  read  without  the  consent  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Where  a  public  Bill  U 
reported  from  committee  without  amend- 
ment, it  can  be  read  a  third  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL^l 
should  like  to  have  this  question  decided  if 
the  BUI  can  be  read  a  third  time  if  an  ob- 
jection Is  taken  to  it 

The  SPEAKER— Rule  41  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

No  BUI  ehaiU  be  read  twloe  tbe  same  day  ;  no 
committee  of  the  wbole  House  shall  proceed  on 
any  BiH  the  same  ilay  the  Bill  Is  read  the  second 
time  «nd  no  Bill  shaU  be  read  the  third  time 
the  same  day  that  the  Bill  Is  Teported  from 
committee  when  any  amendmeDts  have  been 
made  In  committee. 

In  this  case  no  amendment  has  been 
made.  The  rnle  with  respect  to  private 
Bills  is  different 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— This 
implies  that  it  might  be  read  the  third  time 
provided  no  amendment  Is  made.  I  admit 
that  in  the  first  place,  but  if  an  objection 
I3  taken  to  the  third  reading,  can  the  promo- 
ters of  the  Bin  Insist  upon  its  being  read  ? 

The  SPEAKER — Yes,  there  is  nothing  to 
hinder  it  being  read  tbe  third  time  if  the 
majority  vote  for  the  third  reading. 

The  Honse  divided  on  the  amendment 
wlilcb  was  lost  on  the  following  division : 

Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 


B&rnler, 

BoucfaerviUe,  da 
Bowell 

(Sir  Mackenzie), 
Oarling  (Sir  John), 
Dobson, 
Ferguson, 


Landry, 

MaodOQsJd  (P.E.I.), 
Iteodona'ld  (Victoria), 
UcDonald  (C.B.), 
Montp'Ialslr, 
Perley, 
Sullivan— 13. 
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Noa-Cont«Dta : 
The  Hon.  Meuleun 


Black, 

BosCock, 

Church, 

Oloran, 

Coffer, 

Dandurand, 

Froat, 

Gibson, 

Kerr  (Gobourg), 

LOTltt. 

Mackar  (Alma), 
MeOregor, 
HcSweeney, 
Mitchell, 


Power  (aptmim}, 
Robertson, 

SooU, 
Shehyn, 
Templecnan. 
Tesster, ' 

Thibaudeaa  (Rlsand), 
Thlbaudeau 

(de  te  Vftllltre), 
Watson, 
Wlteon, 
Yeo. 

Toung— 26. 


Hon.  Mr.  WOOD — Before  the  Bill  is  read 
a  third  time  I  more  seconded  by  Hon.  Mr. 
MacKeen,  that  the  Bill  be  not  now  read  the 
third  time,  bat  that  It  be  resolved  that  it  is 
not  expedient  to  ratify  the  contract  as  It  is 
contaTned  in  tlie  National  Tranftcraitinental 
Railway  Act  as  amended  by  this  Bill  until 
the  people  of  Canada  have  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  expreselog  their  opinion  on  the  same 
at  the  next  genwal  election. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  dlvlslont 

Content*  : 
The  Hon.  Ueisleuri 


Bernler, 

Boucberrllie,  de 
Bowell 

(Sir  Mackenzie), 
OarliDg  (Sir  John), 
Dobaon, 
Ferguaon, 


Landry, 

Macdouadd  rp.E.I.), 
MaodonaM  (Victtyrla), 
McDonald  (C.B.). 
MoDtplalaIr, 
Perley, 
Sullivan— 13. 


Non-Con  ten  t«  : 


The  Hon. 

Black, 

Boetock, 

Church, 

Olontn, 

Coffey, 

Daoduiiand, 

Froat, 

Oibeoa, 

Kerr  (Cobourg). 
Lovltt, 

Hackay  (Alma), 
McGregor, 
UcSweeney, 
Ultcbell, 


Messieurs 

Power  (Speakw), 

Robertson, 

Scobt, 

Sbehyn, 

Templeman, 

Teaaler, 

Thlbaudeau  (RIgaud), 
ThtbaudesQ 

(de  la  Vallldre), 
Watson, 

WMaoa, 
Teo, 

TouDg— 2«. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  move,  seconded  by 
the  Hon.  Mr.  Montplalslr.  that  the  Bill  be 
not  now  read  the  third  time,  bat  that  It  be 
referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  with  Instructions  to  amend  It  by 
adding  at  the  end  of  clause  10  Id  place  of 
the  words  *at  the  same  time'  the  follow- 
ing : 

No  later  than  the  western  seetton. 


Tbe  House  divided  on  the  amendmcot 
which  was  lort  on  the  following  division : 

Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 

Bernler.  Macdonald  (P.C.I.)- 

Boucherrllle,  d«  Macdonald  (Vlotoria), 

Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie),  McDonald  (C.B.). 
Cariing  (Sir  John),  Montplalslr. 
Dobson,  Perley, 
Ferguson,  SulUvan.— IS. 
Landry, 

Non-Ckidtents  : 


The  Hon. 

Black, 

BoBtook, 

Church. 

Cloran. 

Coffey, 

Dandurand, 

ProBt, 

Gibson, 

Kerr  (Cobourg), 
I^ovltt, 

Markay  (Alma), 
McGregor, 
MoSweeney, 
U'tchell, 


Messieurs 

Power  (Speaker), 

RohTtson . 

Scott, 

^hyn, 

Templeman, 

Teaaler, 

Thlbaudeau  (Rlmid), 
Thtbf^udeau 

(de  la  Vallttrs), 
Watson, 

Wilson, 
Teo. 

Toung.— 26. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Before 
the  motion  for  the  third  reading  Is  pot,  1 
desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Hoaee  on 
the  third  reading,  to  a  statement  of  the  boa 
Finance  Minister  in  the  House  of  Ckimmons, 
la  which  he  defined  tbe  route  which  should 
be  taken  through  the  province  of  New  Bnuu- 
wick;  and  as  there  is  no  provision  In  tbeBDI 
to  carry  oat  the  policy  which  was  ttien  enan- 
clated  and  laid  down  by  the  Minister  of 
Finance,  I  take  It  for  granted  that  tbm 
can  be  no  objection  to  having  a  eltw 
Inserted  In  the  Bill  to  adopt  the  route  whlcb 
he  declared  to  be  the  policy  of  the  goTem- 
ment  It  may  be  said  tiiat  having  hd- 
nounced  their  intention  to  take  a  certsin 
route  through  New  Bmnawick.  that  M^t 
to  be  sufficient  guarantee  to  the  people  In 
New  Brunswick  and  in  other  iwrtions  of  ftit 
Dominion,  that  the  policy  which  be  tbere 
lays  down  as  to  tbe  route  would  be  carried 
out  It  might  occur  that  before  these  gen- 
tlemen had  an  opportunity  of  carrying  out 
their  policy,  there  might  be  a  change  of  gov- 
ernment and  there  might  not 

Hon.  :kIon.  TEMPLEMAN— Oh,  oh. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  says  'ob,oIi*' 
Changes  of  government  have  taken  pli"**- 
and  I  am  sure  if  tbere  were  a  change  In  gov- 
rrnment  the  hon.  gentleman  would  have  no 
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confideDce  in  the  Incoming  government  I 
think  tbere  Is  little  doubt  about  that  Tliere- 
fore  tbere  stiould  I>e  no  objection  to  a  pro- 
vlsioo  in  this  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  the  policy  of  the  present  government 
and  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  others, 
vbo  might  have  to  deal  with  the  question, 
Tlolating  their  policy.  The  bon.  Finance 
Minister  spoke  as  follows  >~ 

We  are  laskiDg  the  scheme  larger  

And  Ue  was  referring  to  certain  proposi- 
tions and  charters  which  had  been  granted 
In  tbe  past  for  the  construction  of  railways 
through  that  province.   He  says : 

We  are  making  the  scheme  larger,  because 

Instead  of  tUtrtloR  trom  Edmundeton  and  using 
the  Intercolonial  Railway  down  to  Rlvidre  du 
Lottp,  our  policy  Is  to  start  trom  the  Quebec 
bridge,  run  through  the  counties  of  Quebec, 
nntll  you  turn  the  corner  of  American  terri- 
tory at  Edmundston.  and  dovn  throng  the 
centre  of  New  Brunswick  to  Frederlcton. 

I  should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  Wellington  to  that  state- 
ment of  the  Finance  Minister,  that  in  the 
coDstraction  of  this  road  which  he  claims 
was  to  be  of  80  much  benefit  in  case  of 
difficulty  with  our  neighbours,  that  they  in- 
tend to  build  tbe  road  through  New  Bruns- 
swick  until  It  turns  tbe  corner  of  United 
States  territory  at  Edmundston,  and  then 
down  through  the  centre  of  New  Brunswick. 
The  contention  of  tbe  opposition  has  beon 
in  tbe  past  that  the  road  should  run  tlirougli 
New  Brunswick  on  such  a  route  as  to  reach 
the  nearest  seaport  on  the  Atlantic,  and  this 
proposition  of  the  Finance  Slinister,  or  this 
pledge  of  the  Finance  Minister,  as  to  what 
they  intended  to  do.  Is  only  acceding  to  tbe 
request  which  has  been  made  by  tbe  op- 
position in  the  past,  and  if  It  is  the  Intention 
to  adopt  and  carry  out  the  policy  which  he 
here  lays  down  and  declares  to  be  the  policy 
of  the  government,  there  should  be  no  ob- 
jection on  the  part  of  the  hoii.  Secretary  of 
State  and  his  followers  to  make  It  a  part  of 
the  Bill.  This  portion  of  the  Bill  which  we 
are  trying  to  amend  Is  not  of  the  cliariuter 
of  the  laws  of  tbe  Medes  and  Persians, 
as  is  the  contract  that  is  enti;vcd  Into.  Tliis 
portion  of  tbe  Bill  has  been  nnieinloj  in  tin- 
Commons,  and,  certainly,  that  can  be  no 
objection,  if  the  government  Intend  to  do 
what  they  have  pledged  themselves  to  do 
In  this  declaration  of  the  Finance  ^(fnlster. 
to  accept  the  amendment  which  I  propose 


to  make.  1  therefore  move,  seconded  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley,  that  the 
BiU  be  not  now  read  the  third  time,  but  It 
be  referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  with  instruction  to  add  after  the 
word  *  time,*  in  the  .89th  line  of  section  19, 
the  following  >~ 

Provided  that  that  portion  of  the  eastern 
division  of  the  National  Transcontinental  Rail 
way  commencing  at  the  Quebec  bridge  sbdUl 
run  through  the  counties  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  until  the  comer  of  tbe  American  border 
at  Edmund&ton  Is  reached;  tbence  down  through 
tbe  centre  of  New  Brunswick  via  Frederlcton 
to  St.  John. 

The  proposition  which  I  ask  the  House 
to  affirm  Is  literally  copying  the  words  of  tbe 

Finance  Minister  with  the  addition  of  the 
words  '  To  St.  John. '  We  all  know  that  If 
you  go  to  St  John  or  Frederlcton  you  neces- 
sarily go  down  the  valley  of  the  River  St 
John  and  by  that  means  you  reach  by  tbe 
nearest  possible  route  the  nearest  Atlantic 
port  and  then  yon  would  accomplish  really 
what  we  have  been  contending  should  have 
been  accomplished. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  rejected  on  the  following  di- 
vision 

Contents  IS,  non-contents  26. 

Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 

Bernler,  Macdonald  (P.E.I.). 

Boucherville,  de  Macdonald  (Victoria), 

Bowell  (Sir  Mackenzie),  M.  Donald  (C.B.), 
CprlluB   (Sir  John),  Montplalslr, 
DobBon,  Ptrley, 
Ferguson,  Sultlvan.— 13. 
Landry, 

Non-Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 


rower  iSpeaker), 

KoLcrtson, 

ScoU, 

Sill  fcyii, 

Ttii:pi"Qian, 

TcfPier, 

Tliibaiidcau  IRIgaod). 
TLit'iiuIeau 

l.le  la  ValllSre). 
Wal  sen . 
■^V 11  son. 

Vo(!;ip,-  ?6. 


IJlack, 
Ilostock, 
Church. 
Cloran, 
Coffey, 
Dr.ndurand, 
F"ost, 
Gibson. 

Korr  (Cobourg), 
f..vitl. 

M  . -lifiv  (Almat. 
M-Orecor, 
M-'^uopTiey, 

Tlip  motion  for  the  third  reading  of  the 
TiliI  wns  adopted  on  the  following  division  : 

Contents*2(l.  non-contents  13. 
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Black, 
Bostock, 
Church, 
Cloran, 
Coffey. 
Dandurand, 
Frost, 
Gibson, 

Kerr  (Cobourg). 
Lovltt, 

Mackay  (Alma), 
McGregor, 
HcSweeney, 
Hltcbell, 


Contents  : 

The  Hon.  Messieurs 

Power  (Speaker), 
Robertson, 
Scott, 
Sbehyo, 
Templeman, 
■  "ssier, 

Thlbaudeau  (Rlgaud), 
Thlbaudeau 

(de  la  Vallldre). 
Watson, 
Wilson, 
reo. 

foung.— 26. 


Non-ContenLs  : 
The  Hon.  Messleura 


Bernler, 

Boucherrtlle,  de 
Bowell 

(Sir  Mackenzie). 
CarliDg  (Sir  John), 
Dobson, 
Ferguson, 
Landry, 


Macdonald  (P.E.I.), 
Macdonald  (Victoria), 
McDonald 

ICape  Breton), 
MontpIalBir, 
Perley. 
Sullivan.— 13. 


The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

The  SPBAKBR— It  la  moved  that  the 
House  do  now  adjonrn. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Quite  a  number  of 
gentleman  are  absent  to-night  They  have 
been  paired,  and  have  requested  me  to  have 
their  names  recorded.  I  have  a  list  of  them, 
and  I  will  read  them  and  they  will  be 
placed,  on  the  record. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  rise  to  a  question 
of  order.    There  Is   nothing   before  the 

House. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— There  Is  a  motion  to 
adjourn. 

The  SPBAKBR— There  was  a  motion  that 
the  House  should  adjonm. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  was  Interrupted  by  an  hon.  gen- 
tleman on  a  point  of  order  and  I  have  a 
right  to  speak  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— iet 
us  have  the  Speaker's  decision  on  the  point 
of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  has  been  decided. 
The  point  of  order  was  taken  that  there 
vas  nothing  before  the  House  and  the 
Speaker  ruled  that  there  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  another 
point  of  order.   When  a  point  of  order  is 

taken  and  a  member  Is  on  his  feet  he  sits 
down,  and  he  cannot  speak  aOterwards 


without  the  consent  of  the  Honsa  I  am 
light  In  that 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Oh.  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— It  would  be 
very  easy  to  shot  off  a  member  from  speak- 
ing If  that  were  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-AalE  the  Speaker's 
ruling. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDtJBAND— What  te  the 
rule? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANI>RT— The  hon.  Speaker 
knows  the  mle. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Stadacona,  a  few  days  ago, 
put  forth  a  contention  the  very  reverse  of 
what  he  states  to-day.  He  said  to  an  boa 
member : 

You  should  sit  down  until  the  point  ot  order 
is  decided,  and  then  rise  and  make  your  speech. 

The  SPEAKER— Any  senator  called  to 
order  stiall  not  proceed  pending  the  dedsiou 
of  the  question  of  ord«>. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-Xhe  list  of  pain 
reads  as  follows : 

PAIRS.  ' 


Against  the  BUI. 

Wood, 

Klrchhtdrer, 

Baker, 

McMillan. 

HingBton, 

Polrler, 

Lougheed, 

Owens, 

McKay, 

MacKeen, 

Bolduc, 

Gowan, 

Forget, 

Casgraln  (Windsor), 

McLaren, 

Merner. 


For  the  Bill. 
King. 

Thompson, 
Kerr  (Toronto), 
Pelletier, 
David. 
Godbout, 
Jones, 
Domvllle, 
Ellis, 
B^lque, 
Edwards, 
Wark. 
Fulford. 

J.  P.  B.  Casgraln, 
McHugh, 
Mc  Mullen, 

Hon.  Sir  MAOKHNZIB  BOWBLL-The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Portage  la  Prairie 
has  taken  advantage  of  a  motion  to  adjourn 
fn  order  to  accomplish  that  which  he  couM 
not  otherwise  accomplish,  namely,  haviiig 
the  pairs  recorded.  Now  it  is  supposed- 
and  it  Is  a  mere  supposition  I  must  admit 
that  the  conduct  of  this  House  should  A>I- 
low  the  practice  of  the  Hoase  of  Lords  hi 
England  as  nearly  as  practicable.  Such  a 
proposition  as  that  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  made  was  never  heard  of  In  Eng- 
land, and  the  question  is  whether  we  should 
reduce  this  House  to  the  position  of  the 
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Democratic  branch  In  every  particular.  The 
bon.  gentleman  has  taken  advantage  of  the 
motion  to  adjourn  to  accompUsh  that  which 
he  conld  not  accomplish  In  any  other  way. 
In  the  House  of  Gommona  it  Is  an  Qnd«r- 
Btood  thing  that  the  pairs  shall  be  recorded. 
In  order  that  the  constituencies  may  see 
how  their  representatives  would  or  would 
not  vote.  I  am  not  persooally  opposed  to 
the  course  pursued,  but  I  ask  in  all  serious- 
ness whether  we  should  adopt  the  principle 
that  is  carried  oat  in  the  Democratic  branch 
altogether  In  matters  of  this  kind.  It  is 
very  well  known  that  it  should  t)e  done 
where  the  members  hare  to  appeal  to  their 
constituents,  where  tbey  may  be  brought  to 
account  for  not  being  present  to  cast  their 
vote.  Then  it  Is  quite  proper  to  say  :  It 
Is  true  I  was  not  there  ;  I  had  to  leave 
upon  private  or  other  business,  but  my  vote 
would  have  been  recorded  in  favour  of  or 
against  the  measure,  and  in  order  to  estab- 
lish the  fact  that  I  had  not  opposed  the 
measure,  or  was  In  favour  of  it,  I  paired 
with  so-and-so,  who  held  views  different  to 
mine.  That  Is  really  the  rule,  and  I  think 
It  is  a  great  pity  that  we  are  Introducing 
In  the  Senate  the  practice  of  tbe  Democratic 
branch  In  the  manner  in  which  we  are  do- 
ing. We  have  travelled  wltMn  the  records 
a  good  wblie.  I  am  not  saying  I  am  less 
guilty  than  the  rest,  but  the  closer  we  ad- 
here to  the  practice  in  EJngland,  the  more 
It  will  be  to  the  credit  of  the  Senate  in  this 
aod  some  other  matters.  I  give  my  views 
upon  this  question,  because  I  am  in  favour 
of  adhering  as  closely  as  practicable  to  the 
usages  of  the  House  of  which  we  are  sup- 
posed, to  be  the  counterpart,  so  far  as  our 
Democratic  institutions  and  the  circnmstuu- 
ces  of  our  country  would  admit 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  would  just  like  to 
say  that  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  wants  to  read  me  a  lecture 
for  doing  what  I  have  done. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-No,  I 
am  just  giving  my  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Last  session,  on  a 
vote  on  this  same  measure  the  pairs  were 
recorded. 

Hon.  Hr.  I4ANDRT— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.     The  hon.  gentleman  baa  already 

spoken. 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentle^ 
man  la  quite  right  I  have  00  right  to 
speak.  But  I  shall  see  that  tbe  hon.  gen< 
tlemen  keeps  in  order  after  this. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  quite  prepared 
to  agree  with  the  views  of  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  as  far  as  the  past  is  con- 
cerned, but  when  the  hou.  leader  of  tbe 
opposition  wants  to  Impose  upon  this  House 
of  progress  and  modem  ideas  tbe  methods 
and  Ideas  of  tbe  past,  I  think  I  am  In  n 
position  to  protest  against  that  Tbe  bon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  suggested  that  this 
honourable  House  should  follow  tbe  proce- 
dure and  practice  which  has  been  followed 
for  the  past  seven  years  in  the  old  country. 
We  are  here  In  an  era  of  progress  and  devel- 
opment of  Ideas,  and  X  do  not  think  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVlLLB>-WIll  the 
hon.  gentleman  allow  me  one  word?  It 
Is  stated  in  our  rules  that  we  should  follow 
tbe  practice  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- If  It  Is  in  our  rules, 
we  are  old  enough  to  remedy  the  rules,  if 
necessary.  I  do  not  oppose  the  Ideas  of 
the  bon.  gentleman  as  coming  from  old 
stock,  but  we  of  the  younger  generation  do 
not  proiwse  to  be  governed  by  ideas  that 
prevail  three  or  foor  or  five  hundred  years 
ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLBY— Tbe  bon.  I^ider  of 

the  opposition  Is  not  that  old. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— But  be  speaks  to 
practice  and  Ideals  that  are  three  or  four 
tiundred  years  old. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWELL— They 
arc  Just  as  much  in  force  to-day  as  ever. 

Hoii.  Hr.  CLORAN— Tbey  should  be  en* 
forced  to-day  If  accepted,  but  I,  as  one  of 
the  younger  members  of  the  House,  re- 
presenting the  young  Ideas  of  the  country, 
the  development  of  thought  and  progress, 
do  not  wish  to  say  that  the  Ideals  of  the 
past  are  not  worthy  of  respect  and  venera- 
tion. Far  from  it ;  but  I  sny  here  to-nlgbt  in 
response  to  tbe  hon.  leader  of  tbe  opposition 
that  when  action  Is  taken.  Just  as  tbe  hon. 
member  from  Portage  la  Prairie  has  done, 
that  It  flbonld  not  be  thrown  In  his  face 
that  he  is  violating  the  rules  of  tlie  House 
because  such  rules  were  adopted  one  or  two 
hundred  years  ago.     Under  these  clrcum- 
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atances  1  do  not  think  the  hon.  member 
shonld  be  called  to  order  by  the  hon.  leader 

of  tlie  opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  hope  my  hon. 
friend  from  Portage  la  Prairie  will  give 
this  matter  his  earnest  consideration,  be- 
cause  I  think  It  a  pity  we  shonld  depart 
from  what  has  been  the  custom  of  the 
House.  1  know  it  was  done  Inst  year. 
Members  scarcely  observed  what  my  hon. 
friend  bad  done.  He  bad  come  from  the 
other  branch  of  parliament;  and  it  was  done 
before  It  was  fully  realized  that  the  record 
was  made  In  this  way.  It  was  the  first  time, 
I  am  told  that  such  a  record  had  ever  been 
made  In  the  Senate  of  Canada,  that  is  what 
other  members  have  told  me.  I  think  it 
is  a  pity  that  we  should  depart  from  the 
traditions  of  the  House  of  Lords,  which  we 
are  bound  by  our  rules  to  follorr.  There 
Is  another  reason  why  we  should  not  do  it, 
and  that  is,  it  may  be  nil  very  well  In  an  as- 
sembly such  as  the  House  of  Commons, 
which  Is  recognized  to  be  a  partisan  Honse, 
with  two  pai>ties,  but  the  Impression  Is 
generally  held  in  this  country  that  this 
House  Is  more  Judicial  in  character  and  that 
members  cannot  be  counted  upon  with  cer- 
tainty beforehand  as  to  their  views  on  any 
measure,  as  they  are  In  the  other  branch  of 
parliament.  I  hope  that  Is  the  opinion 
of  members  of  this  House.  How  can  any 
hon.  gentleman  therefore  make  out  a  list 
of  members'  names  stating  bow  they  wonl<^ 
have  voted  if  they  had  been  here,  on  motions 
that  they  could  not  possibly  have  any  notice. 
They  knew  that  on  the  third  readigg  of  the 
BUI  the  principle  of  the  Bill  was  to  be  de- 
cided, and  there  would  be  no  harm  in  count- 
ing them  in  the  way  they  agreed  between 
their  brother  members  that  they  should  pair 
with  other  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON—I  only  give  It  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
narrows  it  down  to  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  that  that  should  be 
done.  If  It  is  permissible , in  one  case.  It 
would  bo  permissible  In  other  eases.  I  hope 
it  could  not  be  positively  certain  how  every 
member  would  vote  on  the  motions  which 
cnuie  up  he^e  to-night.  That  being  so,  Is  It 
not  more  In  keeping  with  the  dignity  of  the 
House  tlint  such  n  record  should  not  be 
HoQ.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


made.  It  is  all  very  well  to  make  it  In  tae 
House  of  Commons,  but  our  Honse  is  dlOer- 
ently  constituted,  and  we  should  make  an 
effort  to  ke^  this  chambn  from  behig  re- 
garded as  a  mere  popular  branch,  ecboing 
the  views  of  the  two  parties  In  the  country. 
Then  section  124  of  our  rules  provides : 

In  all  unprovided  cases  the  rules,  uaagea  and 
forms  and  proceedings  of  the  House  ol  Lords 
are  to  be  followed. 

This  Is  an  unprovided  case.  There  is  no 
rule  with  reference  to  it.  The  rule  Is  all  m 
favour  of  a  dlflarent  course  with  tlie  re- 
ception of  last  year  and  I  think  there  Is 
nothing  to  be  gained,  but  much  to  be  lost 
In  the  way  of  the  dignity  of  this  House  in 
iidoptiug  this  practice. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— There  has  been  an 
endeavour  to  place  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Portflge  la  Prairie  in  a  false  position.  Ue 
was  uot  ^rmitted  to  make  an  explanatton, 
a  courtesy  which  Is  generally  allowed  to  all 
members  in  this  House.  He  was  shut  ©IT 
by  uu  hon.  gentleman  who  made  hlmBeit 
particularly  objectionable  by  stanumg  up 
and  forclug  the  rule  and  he  possibly  Is  tnc 
one  who  violated  the  rules  In  every  shape 
and  form  more  than  any  other  member  of 
the  House,  and  trespasses  more  on  the  pa- 
tience and  good  will  of  the  House  than  anr 
hon.  gentleman.  The  hon.  member  from 
Portage  la  Prairie  was  merely  explaining 
that  he  was  uot  Imposing  his  views  on  tlie 
House  at  all.  He  was  only  giving  informa- 
tion to  the  House  of  the  views  that  certahi 
members  hold  here,  who  were  absent  for 
and  against  the  Bill,  and  he  was  doing  tbU 
lit  the  request  of  many  of  those  members, 
members  representing  both  sides  of  tbe 
question  in  so  far  as  voting  for  or  against 
the  Bill.  He  wished  to  have  this  informa- 
tion recorded  in  the  debates  so  that  they 
could  refer  to  it  afterwards  as  having  twen 
placed  on  record  on  this  measure  and  i 
notice  that  while  niy  hon.  friend  from 
Marshfield  would  suggest  that  in  these  votes 
it  Is  impossible  to  foretell  how  hon.  mem- 
bers would  have  voted  who  are  absent,  If 
we  look  at  the  record  of  the  vote  taken  here 
to-night,  there  is  a  remaritable  coincidence 
that  In  all  the  different  measures,  so  far  as 
either  side  was  concerned,  they  were  wed- 
ded to  their  opinions  and  stuck  to  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Wed- 
ded to  their  party. 
The  Senate  adjourned. 
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THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  June  24,  SBO^. 

'Xbe  SFBAKBK  took  the  Cbalr  at  'I'bree 
o'clo<A. 

Prajers  and  roDtine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESBRYE  FUND  LIFE 
ASSOCIATION. 

UOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN,  from  the  committee 
appointed  to  investigate  the  position  In  Can- 
ada of  the  Mutual  Beserre  Life  Assoclatiou 
of  New  York,  presented  their  fifth  report 
as  follows  :— 

The  Seoate, 

Committee  Room  No.  8. 

Fridar.  Mth  June,  1904. 
The  Select  OommKtco  appointed,  by  the  Se- 
nate made  19th  Mar,  1904.  to  loTeetlcate  the 
position  in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserre  Fund 
Life  Association  of  New  Tork,  beg  leave  to 
make  their  Fifth  Report,  as  follows  : — 

1.  Iq  the'  course  of  the  inqulrj  now  being 
made  bf  Tour  Committee.  Oeorge  D.  Eldrldge, 
of  the  Citr  of  New  Tork,  Vtce-PresldeDt  of  the 
Untuat  Beserre  Life  Insurance  Company, 
formerly  known  as  the  Mutual  Reserre  Fund 
Life  Association  of  New  Tork,  having  been  duly 
summoned,  appeared  as  a  witness  before  Tour 
Committee  and  was  examined  upon  oath. 

2.  During  the  examination  of  the  said  witness 
this  day  certain  qu«BttoQS  w<ere  put  to  him  by 
the  Honourable  Mr.  Landry,  which  questions 
the  wlinees  declined  to  answer.  The  said  ^ee- 
tlMM  and  the  replies  made  thereto  were  taken 
down  by  the  shorthand  writer  employed  by 
Tour  CoonmUtee.  as  follows 

"  Q.  What  is  the  salary  of  the  President  T— 
A.  1  respectfully  decline  to  answer. 

"Q.  What  Is  the  salary  of  the  Vice-President? 
~A.  I  respectfully  deollne  to  answer. 

■■Q.  There  are  two.Vloe-PresldeDtB  ?— A.  Tea. 

"  Q.  The  same  answer  applies  to  hoth  vice- 
prtsldents  ?-  A.  Tes. 

"  Q.  What  is  the  salary  of  the  Secretary  ?— 
A  I  req>ectfully  decline  to  answer. 

"Q.  What  Is  the  sali^  of  the  Treasurer  1^ 
A.  I  respectfully  decline  to  answer. 

"  Q.  Is  there  any  other  offlcer  A.  The  Comp- 
troller. 

"  Q.  What  Is  the  salary  of  the  Comptroller  T— 
A  1  respectfully  decline  to  answer. 

"  Q.  What  is  the  salary  of  the  Medical  Di- 
rector ? — A.  I  reepecttully  decline  to  answer. 

"  Q.  Is  the  counsel  a  member  of  the  Assocla- 
Uoa  ?— A.  I  think  he  Is  a  constitutional  offlcer 
under  Uie  present  constitution. 

"Q.  At  aU  events,  if  he  is.  what  is  Ms  salary? 
—A.  I  reepeotfully  decline  to  answer. 

"  Q.  Is  there  any  other  offlcer  ?— A.  There  are 
two  Aaslstant  Secretaries  that  a^e  constitu- 
tional officers,  I  think. 

"  Q.  What  are  the  salaries  of  each  of  the  two 
AAsistaot  Secretaries  ?— A.  I  respectfully  de- 
ollne to  aofiwer. 

"  Q.  Do  you  know  what  those  salaries  are  ? 
—A.  From  memory  I  could  state  some  of  th«n, 
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and  from  memory  I  cottld  not  state  azaotlr 
others. 

"  Q.  Tou  could  tell  what  Is  your  own  ? — A. 
I  could, 

"  Q.  But  you  detains  7 — A.  I  respectfully  de- 
olioe  to  answer. 

"  Q.  Why  do  you  decline  ?— A.  Because  I  re- 
gard the  Information  as  coming  to  me  conSdent- 
laHy  in  my  poaition  as  Cbalrmon  of  the  Execu- 
tive Committee.  I  regard  It  as  a  matter  of 
great  detrlmeot  to  the  policy-holders  of  ths 
Company  to  have  thla  IntOrmatitm  spread  upon 
the  publio  records  to  be  printed  and  scattered 
broadcast.  In  addition  to  that,  under  the  law 
of  ths  Dominion  of  Canada  to  which  we  ara 
subject,  there  is  an  offlcer  established  who  has 
the  absolute  power  to  visit  our  offleo,  and  as- 
certain any  ioformattion  that  he  may  desire  in 
connection  wLth  the.Company  ;  and  in  addition 
to  that  I  have  to  say  that  the  InourMice  Depart- 
ment of  New  Tork,  In  the  State  of  New  Tork 
under  our  lurisprudenna  gives  absolute  credence 
and  faith  to  every  Aot  of  tbe  Insurance  Depart- 
ment with  reference  to  Oonadlao  oompanies. 
and  we  are  entitled  to  the  same  credence  and 
the  aame  treatmeot  In  reference  to  the  Acta 
of  our  own  Insurance  Department  as  the  Acts 
of  the  Canadtoji  Department  are  given  In  refe- 
rence to  Canadian  coimpairies.  And  further- 
more, that  my  ded-intng  t«  answer  la  by  advice 
of  my  counsel." 

3.  And  being  thereupon  ordered  by  Tour  Oom- 
mitAee  to  answer,  the  witness  persisted  farther 
in  his  refusal. 

4.  Tour  Committee  being  of  opinion  that  the 
questions  should  be  answered,  as  bedng  mate- 
rial to  the  tnveatigation,  repa«»t  tbe  r^usal  of 
the  said  George  D.  BldrMce  to  convly  with  the 
Order  of  Tour  Comnrittee  In  these  particulars, 
and  request  the  actilon  of  the  Senate  tberaon. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

H.  J.  CLORAN,  Chairman. 

He  said :  It  now  rests  with  me  to  move 
Immedlirte  concurrence  In  tb«  report,  or 
that  it  be  considered  at  a  future  day*  In 
the  opinion  of  the  committee  it  is  well 
that  tbe  Senate  should  pronounce  at  once 
upon  the  merits  of  this  issue.  A  witness, 
Mr.  Eldridge,  vice-president  of  this  com- 
pany, has  been  under  examination  through 
the  hands  of  counsel  and  members  of 
tbe  committee  and  baa  refused  to  answer 
Questions  put  to  b!m,  as  shown  by  thla  re* 
port.  The  committee  did  not  desire  to  take 
action  then.  Finally  the  committee  deemed 
It  necessary  that  an  answer  should  be  given, 
although  refused  in  the  first  place.  Tbe 
question  being  put  and  finally  refused,  the 
committee  deemed  It  necessary  to -report 
the  fact  to  the  House.  What  action  the 
House  shall  take  Is  quite  ludiCfereut  to  me 
us  chairman  of  the  committee,  hut  It  Is  fot 
tbe  Senate  to  say  whether  a  witness  should 
be  compelled  to  answer  questions  which 
bave  a  direct  bearing  on  the  subject  of  iu> 
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vestlgatloD.  I  therefore  move  that  tbls  re- 
port be  concurred  In. 

Hod.  Mr.  DeBOUCHBRVILLB— This  is 
a  matter  of  such  Importance  that  it  shoald 
be  discussed  with  closed  doors. 

Hon.  Mr.  9G0TT— It  cannot  be  discussed 
until  we  know  something  of  the  report.  1 
understand  that  the  report  has  been  very 
much  emasculated,  that  a  good  deal  of  thv 
evidence  given  this  morning  has  been  struck 
out  It  ongbt  to  be  referred  back  to  j^ve  us 
tbe  facts  as  they  appeared.  They  may  be 
in  the  report,  but  certtrlnly  it  cannot  be 
adopted  now.  It  must  stand  until  a  future 
day. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— As  cbnirman  of  thai 
committee,  I  cannot  allow  the  accusation  to 
go  forth  to  the  country  that  the  report  is 
emasculated.  I  am  uot  responsible  for  tho 
Information  furnished  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  bnt  I  am  respon^ble  for  what  has 
transpired  in  tbe  committee,  and  tbls  is  what 
I  say  :  The  bon.  senator  from  Stadacoon 
(Hon.  Mr.  Landry),  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, objected  to  only  one  point,  and  that 
was  the  refusal  of  the  witness  to  answer 
bis  questions.  He  did  not  object  to  tbe 
evidence  that  liad  been  taken  for  three 
bours  during  the  morning  ;  he  simply  asked 
the  committee  to  put  on  record  tbls  fact, 
that  the  witness  George  D.  li^ldrldge,  vice- 
president  of  the  company,  refused  to  an- 
swer questions  put  by  him  specially,  and 
that  is  the  only  matter  referred  to  the 
Senate.  The  bon.  gentleman  Is  perfectly 
within  his  rights  In  referring  to  what  he  con- 
siders aji  irregularity  in  tbe  taking  of  the 
evidence ;  so  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
should  not  say  that  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee is  emasculated. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understood  the  com- 
mittee was  to  report  the  evidence  to  the 
House,  and  that  a  good  deal  of  the  evidence 
taken  this  morning  is  not  reported. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-Certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  should  have  tbe 
whole  of  it  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Whoever  has  told 
tbe  bou.  Secretary  of  State  that  a  good 
deal  or  a  portion  of  the  evidence  given  tills 
Hon.  Ur.  CLORAN. 


morning  has  not  been  reported,  or  has  twen 
struck  out,  has  done  it  for  tli«  imrikose  «( 
poisoning  his  mind  against  the  committee. 
It  could  not  be  for  any  other  purpose.  What 
are  tbe  facts  ?  I  submitted  a  statement 
with  regard  to  the  amounts  received  froai 
policy-holders  of  tbe  New  York  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  from  1886  down 
to  1902.  Unfortunately,  in  eoiiyUi;?  thi' 
figures  out  of  the  annual  returns.  I  took 
the  reports  of  the  Now  York  Mutual  Life 
Instead  of  the  reports  of  the  New  York  Mutu- 
al Reserve  Fund  Life  Association.  My  liou. 
friend  laughs  ;  he  will  laugh  diflTerently,  if 
he  Is  in  the  Interest  of  tbe  company,  wben 
I  tell  blm  the  other  side  of  tbe  question. 
When  they  dr^w  my  attention  to  the  fatrt 
that  I  was  in  error  I  suggested  that  that 
should  be  struck  out,  and  I  would  substitute 
the  correct  figures.  I  went  to  the  library, 
took  down  the  annua!  returns  for  sixteen 
years  and  extracted  the  correct  figures  and 
submitted  them  to  the  committee.  Now. 
what  are  they  ?  They  are  virtually  this  :  tb« 
New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Life  admit  tbat 
they  have  drawn  in  assessments  out  of  the 
policy-holders  and  those  wbo  have  been 
policy-holders  In  Canada  since  1886  down  to 
the  present  time  a  little  over  $5.10U.OOO. 
They  claim  they  have  paid  to  the  policy-hold- 
ers something  in  tbe  neighbonrbood  of  93;- 
060,000.  which  leaves  a  balance  tbat  sboald 
be  in  their  bands  of  $2,100,000.  They  claim 
that  ont  of  tbat  they  bare  paid  $990,000 
for  expenses  during  the  sixteen  years,  or  a 
little  over  $50,000  a  year,  which  their  brancli 
of  business  in  Canada  Is  costing  them. 
Taking  that  out,  they  should  have  over 
$1,000,000  to  the  credit  of  the  policy-holders, 
but  all  they  have  Is  $22S,0U0  in  tbe  hands  of 
the  Dominion  government  These  are  the 
figures  I  submitted  In  place  of  the  figures 
to  which  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  bss 
drawn  attention,  as  having  been  eliminated. 
When  we  found  the  mistake  we  made  the 
correction.  I  am  very  glad  the  Investiga- 
tion is  being  made.  I  only  hope  the  people 
of  Canada  will  have  their  eyes  opened  to 
the  true  state  of  affairs. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Have  we  any  re- 
port of  this  committee  with  their  fluding  in 
regard  to  the  transactions  of  tbli  company 
before  us  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Not  yet. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JUKE  24.  1904 


611 


Hod.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Then  why  is  my 
boD.  friend  discussing  tbe  position  of  tlie 
company  without  any  report  before  us  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— He  Is  diseusslng  a 
charge  made  here  against  tbe  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  lias  nothing 
to  do  with  what  purports  to  be  a  fact  as- 
certained by  tbe  committee,  that  such  and 
sQcb  is  tbe  record  of  tbe  company.  Is  there 
any  report  of  the  committee  malting  a  find- 
ing of  that  kind  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  McMULLEN— What  led  me  to 
make  tbe  statement  as  submitted  is  this  : 
Tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  drew  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  fact  tbat  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  tbe  evidence  given  this 
morning  had  been  eliminated  from  the  evi- 
dence required  to  be  brought  to  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— I  have  made  my 
statement  in  reply  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — I  do  not 
understand  there  is  a  question  about  it.  As 
I  nnderstand  tbe  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, the  whole  of  the  evidence  talien  this 
morning  had  been  omitted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAX— Tbe  evidence  talcen 
this  morning  will  be  submitted  to  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Is  it  before 
m  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— All  the  evidence  will 
not  be  here  until  the  printers  furnish  printed 
copies.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadaconn, 
as  a  member  of  the  committee,  with  due 
power  to  examine  the  witness,  put  certain 
questions  to  Mr.  Eldridge  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  committee,  were  perfectly 
legal  and  in  tbe  interest  of  the  policy-holders 
III  Canada.  Tbe  witness  refused  to  answer. 
All  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacoim 
wishes  to  do  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  Geo.  D.  Eldridge, 
vice-president  of  the  company,  has  refused 
to  answer  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  cannot  discuss  tlie 
report  until  all  the  evidence  Is  before  us. 

EoD.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  humbly  beg  to  dif- 
fer from  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  with 
reference  to  that  matter. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  object  to  the  motion 
to  adopt  tbe  report  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — This  Is  not  a  regular 
report ;  It  Is  slmpty  a  report  of  an  Incident 
in  tbe  investigation,  which  the  committtee 
has  a  right  to  submit  at  any  time.  The  bon. 
member  from  Stadacona  is  perfectly  with- 
in his  right  as  a  member  of  this  House,  to 
bring  the  matter  to  the  attention  of  the 
Senate.  This  honourable  House  can  deal 
with  tbe  matter  as  It  pleases. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— You  want 
to  compel  an  nnwilllng  witness  to  give  evi- 
dence ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Yea. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — ^Ttae  point  before  the 
Senate  Is  whether  this  report  shall  be  con- 
sidered now  or  at  a  future  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— When  we  have  all  the 

evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Tbe  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  has  pointed  out  tbat  it  is  unfair  to 
ask  the  House  to  pass  an  opinion  until  they 
have  time  to  examine  the  clrcomstances, 
because  this  report  Is  somewhat  unusual  in 
character.  Therefore,  we  must  proceed 
with  greater  care  and  caution,  and  when 
the  hon.  senator  from  Wellllngton  made 
bis  explanation  a  moment  ago  I  fancy  he 
misunderstood  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State. 
The  leader  of  the  House  did  not  refer,  I 
fancy,  to  tbe  incident  which  be  mentioned, 
but  to  tbe  fact  that  only  a  portion  of  tbe 
proceedings  which  surround  this  incident  we 
are  asked  to  pass  Judgment  on  has  been 
reported  to  tbe  House.  Possibly  If  that 
explanation  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State,  the  hon.  senator  from 
Wellington  would  not  have  been  called  upon 
to  make  any  statement  at  all.  I  am  not 
finding  fault  with  him,  because  if  he  felt 
it  applied  specialty  to  what  be  refers  to, 
be  was  Jnsti&ed  In  defending  himself.  The 
question  is  whether  we  are  In  a  position 
to-day  to  discuss  this  report.  This  is  a  very 
delicate  and  somewhat  intricate  matter,  and 
It  would  be  well  io  postpone  tbe  considera- 
tion of  this  report  to  a  future  day,  as  tbe 
judgment  of  the  House  may  decide.  Cer- 
tainly the  good  sense  of  tbe  House  will  not 
dictate  that  the  report  should  be  considered 
How,  when  no  one  outside  of  those  who  sat 
on  tbe  committee  Is  ftimllfar  with  the  clr- 
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cnmstances  BurroiindUig  tlie  Incident  wblcb 
has  elicited  this  special  report  from  tbe 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBLET — understaad  that 
the  witness  would  not  answer  certain  ques- 
tions. I  expected  tbe  bon.  gentleman  would 
move  some  resolution  referring  to  the  re- 
fusal to  ansn^er,  I  do  not  see  bow  we  can 
discuss  the  question  until  the  witness  an- 
swers tbe  questions. 

Bon.  Mr.  LANDRX— Tbe  matter  brought 
before  the  House  Is  very  simple.  The  com- 
mittee was  going  on  with  the  bnsinesa,  when 
the  witness  refused  to  answer  certain  ques- 
tions. What  had  we  to  do  ?  We  could  only 
report  to  Uie  House  that  the  witness  refused 
CO  answer.  We  were  oDstructed  In  tbe 
work  we  were  doing,  and  tbe  bon.  Secretary 
of  State  pretends  that  we  come  here  with  a 
false  report 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  I  said  that  they 
were  reading  the  report,  when  I  came  In, 
nud  until  I  knew  what  It  contained  It  was 
not  fair  to  ask  my  approval. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  be  does  not  know 
what  the  report  contains,  what  right  had 
he  to  criticise  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  I  understood 
a  portion  of  the  report  bad  been  suppressed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- It  was  not  sup- 
pressed. We  just  took  the  Incident  which 
occurred  in  the  committee  and  made  a  spe- 
cial report  of  It  to  the  House.  This  Is  not 
the  first  time  that  sucb  a  case  bas  come  be- 
fore parliament  In  1881,  in  tbe  House  of 
Commons,  when  the  Connolly  affair  came 
up,  Michael  Connolly,  one  of  the  witnesses, 
refused  to  produce  certain  papers,  and  .hand 
over  his  books.  What  was  the  course  taken 
on  that  occasion  ?  The  committee  reported 
the  fact  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeKOUUHKKVlLLE— Michael 
Connolly  was  a  British  subject,  was  be  notv 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNO — Does  the  chairman  of 
tbe  committee  consent  to  postpone  the  re- 
port of  tbe  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  not  speaking 
about  the  report  of  tbe  committee. 

Hon,  Mr.  YOUNG — I  am  not  addressing 
tbe  bon.  gentleman;  I  am  addressing  the 
chairman  of  tbe  committee. 
Hon.  Mr.  YOUNO. 


Hon.  Mr  LANDRY— The  bon.  gentleman 
bas  no  r^ht  to  inteirupt  me  when  I  am 
speaking.  I  say  in  1881  tbe  report  of  tbe 
committee  was  laid  on  the  table.  No  motion 
was  made  to  adopt  the  report,  but  the  Min- 
ister of  Justice,  Sir  John  Thompson,  made 
a  motion.  In  this  House  tbe  government  do 
not  seem  Inclined  to  take  action.  They  are 
In  tbe  dark,  and  dare  not  take  tbeh-  proper 
position  in  tbiB  House.  It  Is  left  for  private 
members  to  vindicate  the  bonour  of  tbe 
Senate.  I  find  In  tbe  Votes  and  Proceedhigs 
of  the  House  of  Commons  for  1881^  page  222. 
the  following  entry  : 

Od  motloti  of  Sir  John  Thompson  it  tu 
resolved  that  Michael  Connolly,  the  wltneM 
named  In  the  flr»t  report  o(  the  Standlns  Com- 
mittee on  Privileges  and  Elections,  be  ordeN4 
to  attend  at  the  bar  of  this  House  on  Uoadir 
next,  the  8th  Inst.,  at  three  o'clock  in  the 
afternoon. 

What  bad  Mr.  Connolly  refused  to  do  ? 
He  had  refused  to  answer  a  question  and  to 
obey  tbe  order  of  tbe  committee  to  hsnd 
over  books  in  bis  possession.  The  commlttte 
reported  the  facts  to  tbe  House  of  Commons, 
and  the  Minister  of  Justice  offered  a  motion 
to  compel  Mr.  Connolly  to  attend  at  tbe  tur 
of  the  House,  a  few  days  later.  A  day  was 
fixed,  but,  In  tbe  meantime,  the  death  of  Slr 
John  Macdonald  occurred,  and  it  was  post- 
poned until  after  the  funeral.  Bashig  my 
action  on  this  precedent,  I  mpve : 

That  an  order  ot  this  House  be  iHued  tor 
the  attendance  on  Tuesday  the  28th  day  of  Jnae 
loBt.,  at  thre«  o'clock  in  tbe  atternoon,  at  the 
bar  of  tbe  House,  of  Geo.  D.  Eldr'tdge,  of  tlw 
city  of  New  York,  now  in  Ottawa,  Tice-presl- 
deat  ot  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Associati« 
Co.,  the  witness  named  In  the  report  of  said 
committee  appointed  to  Investigate  the  pod* 
tion  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Auoclt- 
tloii  of  New  York  In  Canada. 

The  House  may  take  what  course  seems 
best  when  tbe  witneqff  appears  at  the  bar. 
We  shall  have  the  reasons  presented  Aes- 
Our  position  will  be  defined  by  tbe  actton 
of  the  House  when  Mr,  Eldrldge  appears 
and  Is  examined  at  tbe  bar. 

lion.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  must  stand  as  a 

notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  give  It  as 
n  notice  of  motion 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Otherwlse  I  shall  move 
an  amendment  that  it  stand  until  Tuesday 
next 
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Hon.  Ur.  If  I  nnderatand  tHe 

boo.  gentleman  be  asks  to  have  It.  stand 
as  a  notice  ot  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  can  stand  as  a  notice 
ot  motion  until  Xaesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  I^ANDRT— I  do  not  offer  It  as 
a  notice  of  motion  ;  It  Is  a  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  hon.  member 
should  let  It  stand  until  Tuesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— As  I  under- 
stand, tbe  hon.  gentleman  Is  entirely  out  of 
order  In  making  a  motion  at  all.  Tbere  Is 
the  motion  of  tbe  cbalrman  to  concur  in  the 
report,  and  tbe  bon.  gentleman  Is  entirely 
out  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  motion  of  tbe  hou. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  is  in  order.  Wc 
bare  a  precedent  In  our  own  House ;  In 
that  case  the  motion  was  that  the  report  be 
adopted.  The  report  was  adopted  first,  and 
then  a  motion  of  this  character  was  im- 
mediately proposed  and  passed,  Inasmuch  as 
there  was  nothing  Jn  tbe  report  which  re- 
quired that  it  be  adopted.  This  report 
simply  states  facts,  and  I  do  not  think  ther*" 
is  any  necessity  for  the  adoption  of  tbe  re 
port  as  preliminary  to  the  introduction  of 
this  motion.  Farther,  inasmuch  as  this  is 
a  matter  which  affects  the  business  of  a 
committee  of  this  House,  which  cannot  l>e 
conducted  without  action,  the  motion  Is  a 
proper  one.  If  the  motion  was  that  Mr.  Eld- 
ridge  be  called  to  the  bar  this  afternoon,  I 
should  see  an  objwtioii  to  it  ;  but  it  is  that 
he  be  called  to  the  bar  next  Tuesday,  and 
that  gives  Mr.  Eldridge  time  to  prepare  t« 
act  then.  I  am  not  trying  to  Influence  the 
Hoose,  I  simply  say,  as  a  matter  of  order, 
tbe  motion  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona  Is,  In  my  opinion,  perfectly  In 
order,  and  I  therefore  shall  put  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Notwithstanding  the 

other  motion. 

The  SPEAKER—Tes.  I  think  some  dis- 
position should  be  made  of  the  other  motion 
first.  I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Tictorla  (Hon.  Mr.  Cloran)  to  moye  that  the 
report  be  adopted.  He  must  either  with- 
draw his  motion  or  take  this  as  an  amend- 
ment 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN~I  fully  concur  Id  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Speaker  &ud  his  de- 
cision.   He  has  set  forth  the  situation  in 


a  perfectly  correct  manner.  There  was 
absolutely  no  need  myself  or  any  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  to  move  the  adoption 
of  the  report.  I  .therefore,  with  the  con- 
sent of  tbe  House  and  my  seconder,  ask 
permission  to  withdraw  tbe  motion  I  made. 
The  duty  of  tbe  committee  was  to  report 
the  facts  to  the  House,  and  leave  any  mem- 
ber oC  the  committee  to  take  action.  The 
hon.  meml>er  from  Stadacona  has  taken 
action  on  that  report  I  therefore,  with  the 
consent  of  the  Honse  and  my  seconder, 
withdraw  my  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  assent  of 
the  House  must  be  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tes. 

Hou.  Mr.  KERR '(Toronto)— Then  I  call 
tbe  atteutlon  of  the  Speaker  to  tbe  fact  that 
until  tbe  motion  is  withdrawn,  which  can 
only  be  with  the  consent  of  the  House,  I 
am  perfectly  In  order  In  saying  that  tbe 
bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  cannot  move 
his  motion, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— One  motion  la  an 
amendment  to  the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— There  is  no  necessity 
for  an  amendment;  with'  the  concurrence 
of  the  House  and  my  seconder,  1  ask  plr- 
mission  to  withdraw  my  motion  as  unneces- 
sary. 

Hon.  Mr.  <McMULLE}N— As  seconder  I 
give  my  consent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— I  object  to  the 
motion  being  withdrawn:  Let  us  see  where 

we  are. 

Hou.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  submit  that  this  re- 
port if  we  follow  tbe  practice  which  has 
prevailed  in  the  past,  must  stand  over, 
for  future  consideration.  I  refer  to  page 
555.  of  the  last  edition  of  Bourinot'  with 
reference  to  concurrence  In  reports,  whore 
it  is  laid  down  that  motions  for  concur- 
rence in  reports  of  select  committees  are 
allowed  to  pass,  but  it  is  the  general, course 
to  give  notice,  and  It  Is  always  done  when 
objection  is  -taken  by  one  or  more  members 
and  a  debate  is  likely  to  arise.  This  is  a 
subject  which  the  House  should  be  seized  of 
before  discussing  it  Out  of  this  report 
arises  a  proposed  action  which  is  unusual. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE-I  must 
still  call  tbe  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
importance  of  this  motion.  If  Mr.  Bldridge 
were  a  British  subject  we  would  have  a  full 
right  to  put  him  under  arrest,  but  he  is  a 
forelKuer— I  think  that  is  the  word— and  It 
wonid  be  well  to  refer  the  qnestton  to  a  sub- 
committee to  Inquire  if  we  have  really  a 
right  to  compel  him  to  appear  before  the 
bar  of  the  House.  At  all  events  if  we 
discuss  this  publicly  as  we  have  done,  these 
things  will  be  In  the  papers,  and  we  shall 
have  to-morrow  probably  articles  In  the 
United  States  and  perhaps  In  tbe  English 
papers,  saying  that  we  are  couductiug  af- 
fairs too  hastily,  and  without  taking  time 
for  reflection.  I  move  an  amendment  that 
tbe  consideration  of  this  report  be  post- 
poned. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON—I  fully  concur  in 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  member 
from  MontarvlUe.  This  la  a  matter  of  very 
serious  importance.  We:  Eldrldge,  no  donbt. 
fpom  the  position  be  occupies,  is  a  promin- 
ent citizen  of  the  United  States.  He  certain- 
ly has  been  very  patient  in  answering  ques- 
tions of  all  kinds,  giving  all  necessary  infor- 
mation, and  cheerfully  repeating  It  over  and 
over  again,  up  to  one  point  When  he  Is 
asked  to  state  tbe  salaries  of  individual  of- 
flc»s  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Association,  he  declines  to  answer,  be- 
cause be  is  advised  by  his  counsel  to  refuse. 
1  am  informed  that  corporations  of  that 
description.  Insurance  companies,  banks, 
loan  companies,  &c.,  take  a  lump  sum  for 
the  payment  of  salaries.  The  annual  re- 
port does  not  state  what  the  salaries  of  tbe 
Individual  officers  are.  Mr.  Eldridge  stated 
to  the  committee  that  the  Inspector  of  In- 
surance, who  bad  the  right  to  go  to  New 
York  and  ascertain  any  of  those  facts,  if 
he  thought  fit  to  do  so,  but  he  was  advised 
by  counsel  -that  he  should  not  state  the  in- 
dividual salaries.  The  only  object  of  get* 
ting  at  the  salaries  is  to  ascertain  the  cost 
of  doing  business  in  Canada,  and  if  the 
lump  sum  Is  stated,  that  Is  all  the  infor- 
mation that  is  necessary.  I  say  it  would 
not  be  fair  treatment,  and  1  submit  to  some 
members  of  that  committee  and  to  all  mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  have  heard  the  In- 
vestigation, that  Mr.  Eldrldge  has  been  snb- 
Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG. 


Ject  to  a  most  absurd  examination.  He  has 
been  told  

Hon.  Mr.  LAMDRT— I  rise  to  a  pohit  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  have  the  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
must  sit  done  when  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  bon.  gentleman  front 
Portage  la  Prairie  must  take  his  seat  until 
tbe  point  of  order  is  decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— My  point  of  order  i» 
this  :  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  making  refer- 
ence to  what  took  place  In  tbe  committee, 
and  be  says  the  examination  In  that  com- 
mittee was  the  most  absurd  thing  be  ever 
beard.  He  baa  no  right  to  say  that,  and  I 
want  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  am  speaking  of  tbe 
report  before  the  House  which  deals  witb 
that  question.  If  I  am  out  of  order  tbe 
report  Is  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  tbe  rnlhig  of 
tbe  Speaker  on  that  question— he  said  tbe 
examination  was  most  absurd. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  do  say  that 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  do  not  want  to 
have  the  Senate  gagged.  The  bon.  gentle- 
man (Hon.  Mr.  Landry)  thinks  he  is  free 
to  state  what  he  likes  as  to  what  was  done 
in  the  committee,  while  no  one  else  Is  per 
mitted  to  do  so. 

The  SPEAKER— The  bou.  member  can 
discnss  tbe  report  of  the  committee,  but  not 
tbe  means  taken  to  arrive  at  it. 

Hon..  Mr.  WATSON— I  shall  refer  to  wbit 

has  been  admitted  in  this  cliamber.  A 
member  of  the  committee  has  stated  tb^ii 
he  examined  Mr.  Eldrldge  at  length  about 
a  different  company  altogether  from  tbe 
one  under  examination.  Why  bring  a  wit- 
ness from  New  York  to  examine  him  about 
n  company  he  does  not  belong  to.  and  ttaen 
tell  him  that  be  is  a  fraud  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  he  Is  a  perjurer. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— As  a  member  of  tfaat 
committee,  having  taken  part  in  tbe  pro* 
ceedlngs  since  I  was  appointed  to  It,  I 
am  In  a  position  tp  say  that  Mr.  Eldrldge 
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tias  been  a  cbeerful  wltneBS.  He  baa  been 
examined,  cross-examined,  and  re-cross- 
gaestioned.  It  is  a  serious  matter  to  bring 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  before  the  bar 
of  tbia  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDONALD  (Ra)— Not  a  bit. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  agree  with  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Montarvllle  (Hon.  Mr^  De 
Boucberville)  who  says  it  is  a  serious  matter. 
There  Is  no  comparison  betwen  the  case  of 
Mr.  coiuioliy,  wbleb  has  been  cited,  and  tbis 
—DO  comparison  at  ail.  (Jonnoliy  was  cbarg- 
ed  with  fraud  as  a  contractor,  baTing<  wrong- 
fully secured  public  money  from  the  Dom- 
inion of  Canada,  and  I  say  W6  ought  to  go 
slow  and  hare  tbe  evidence  before  this 
House  before  we  attempt  to  even  suggest 
that  this  gentleman  ought  to  be  brought  to 
the  bar  of  tbe  House  to  answer  questions. 
I  say  be  has  been  advised,  and  I  am  in- 
formed by  bank  managers  and  presidents 
that  it  is  usual  for  loan  companies  and  insti- 
tutions of  that  kind,  to  do  what  the  Mutual 
Reserve  has  been  doing,  submitting  these 
things  In  lump  sums  with  no  details,  and  I 
consider  it  is  drawing  tbe  line  very  tight  to 
say  that  when  this  gentleman  will  not  come 
before  us  and  answer  questions  which  are 
not  answered  by  bank  managers  and  presi- 
dents of  other  financial  corporations,  he 
should  be  brought  before  tbe  bar  of  tbe 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDONALD  (B.G.)-If  a  com- 
mittee of  this  House  has  the  power  to  sum- 
mon any  witness  before  It,  it  does  not  mat- 
ter whether  they  have  tbe  power  to  make 
the  witness  give  his  evidence ;  they  have 
tbe  right  to  come  back  to  this  House  for 
power.  It  is  in  tbe  power  of  the  Honse  to 
compel  this  witness  to  give  bis  evidence.  It 
does  not  matter  if  he  comes  from  Jericho. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tbe  question  has 
gone  outside  of  the  limits  of  the  report, 
bat  not  through  any  fault  of  mine.  I  have 
simply  asked  the  House  to  endorse  the  ac- 
tion of  the  committee,  when  a  certain  wit- 
ness was  asked  a  certain  qnestiou  and  de- 
clined to  answer  that  question.  The  opin- 
ion of  the  committee  was  that  tbe  witness 
was  bound  to  answer  the  question,  but  tbe 
witness  still  declined.  Our  power  ceased 
there ;  we  have  no  power  to  imprison  a 
witness  or  inflict  a  fine.  We  have  no  power 
to  send  bim  to  Jail  for  contempt  of  court. 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— That  Is  very  fortu- 
nate. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— We  simply  report  his 
declinhig  to  answer  tbe  question,  and  all 
the  House  has  to  do  Is  to  any  whether  he 
shall  be  compelled  to  answer  the  question — 
not  to  discuss  the  actions  of  the  committee 
and  say  that  they  were  absurd. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— They  were  absurd. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
luis  no  right  to  rise  in  that  capacity,  and 
say  the  action  of  the  committee  was  ab- 
surd. All  that  the  chairman  of  this  com- 
mittee asked  is  whether  this  Honse  will  con- 
sent to  force  Mr.  Eldridge  to  answer  the 
question,  yes  or  no,  and  nothing  else.  Tb-it 
is  the  question  we  have  to  decide.  Tlio 
hon.  senator  from  Toronto  has  objected  to 
my  withdrawing  the  motion.  I  cannot  with* 
draw  It  if  be  objects. 

The  SPEAKER— I  did  not  put  tbe  mo- 
tion (tf  tbe  bon.  gentleman,  and  It  Is  not 
tiefore  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Th^n  the  next  mo- 
tion before  the  Honse  Is  tbe  motion  of  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona.  Wuat  Is 
It  ?  He  asks  this  honourable  House  to  call 
tbe  witness  to  the  bar  and  ask  him  why  be 
does  not  answer,  and  if  be  does  not  answer 
it  Is  for  tbe  Honse  to  take  action. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER — There  Is  a  niotlon  that 

tbe  matter  shall  be  postponed  till  Tuesday, 
and  I  confess  that  the  request  of  the  leader  of 
tbe  government  of  tbe  House  would  be  suffi- 
cient for  me  to  support  bis  proposition,  be- 
cause be  is  the  constitutional  leader  of  the 
House,  and  so  far  as  some  matters  of  pro- 
cedure are  concerned,  although  I  do  not 
always  see  eye  to  eye  with  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  everything  pertaining  to 
the  control  of  the  House,  unless  under  very 
exceptional  circumstances,  I  should  feel  con- 
strained to  support  him,  and  I  shall  voto 
for  the  amendment  of  my  bon.  friend  to  m^ 
right. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— I  may  say  In  refer- 
ence to  tbe  report,  it  sets  forth  some  facts. 
It  says  tbiit  certain  questions  were  asked 
of  the  witness,  which  be  refused  to  answer. 
I  take  it  for  granted  that  all  the  questions 
that  he  objected  to  answer  are  tbe  ones  In- 
cluded In  that  report,  and  he  gave  as  a 
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reason  for  refusing  to  answer  those  ques- 
tions, that  there  was  an  officer  of  this  gov- 
eroment  who  had  authority  to  go  and  ex- 
amine their  books,  and  another  reason  that 
he  thought  It  was  unfair  to  the  company 
to  have  It  spread  <hi  the  minutes  and  pro- 
ceedings of  that  committee,  and  go  broad- 
cast over  the  country,  as  to  what  salaries 
the  company  were  paying  their  officers.  I 
tbiuE  the  committee  might  very  well  uo- 
cede  to  that,  because  the  government  officer 
£an  go  there  and  be  can  furnish  any  member 
of  that  commltttee  with  the  Information 
they  are  trying  to  obtain.  I  think,  in  Jus- 
tice to  that  company,  that  he  should  not 
be  asked  to  expose  something  that  might 
lujure  them  in  the  business  they  are  doing. 
If  he  gave  It  in  a  lump  sum,  that  Is  all  that 
is  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  policy- 
holders. 

Htm.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — We  have  that 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— Then  let  them  get 
It  through  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance, 

and  then  each  member  can  see  It  and  it  does 
not  become  public  property  and  go  Into  pub- 
lic print,  and  for  these  reasons  believing  the 
witness  was  perfectly  In  his  right,  and  act- 
ing In  the  interest  of  the  company,  I  think 
we  should  not  take  the  course  suggested. 

Hon.  Mr,  WII/SON— We  were  Informed 
lb  the  flrsf  place  that  the  evidence  given  In 
the  committee  to-day  was  not  before  the 
House;  that  we  were  not  seized  of  the  facta 
In  a  sufficient  manner  to  act  upon  the  in- 
formation. We  were  also  told  that  the  re- 
port was  emasculated  to  a  very  great  ex- 
tent. What  are  the  facts  ?  The  hon.  gentle- 
man who  moved  the  first  resolution,  merely 
Stated  what  actually  took  place  in  the  com- 
mittee. He  asked  for  no  further  Instructions, 
and  nothing  else.  Those  facts  were  before 
the  House  and  were  read  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man and  placed  on  the  record,  and  every- 
one knew  perfectly  well  what  were  the 
grounds  of  his  moving  In  the  matter.  There- 
fore, I  say  the  House  was  seized  of  all  the 
information  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
act  Have  we  not  the  Information  that  this 
witness,  Eldrldge,  was  deliberately  asked 
several  times  to  answer  certain  questions. 
Is  that  Information  not  before  this  House  7 
Is  the  House  not  seized  of  those  facts 
sufficiently  to  give  an  Intelligent  vote  Y  1 
Hod.  Mr.  McHUOH. 


regret  exceedingly  that  any  boo.  gentle- 
man of  this  House  should  not  be  In  a  posi- 
tion to  record  his  vote  one  way  or  the  othor. 
So  much  for  the  report.  I  believe  that  all 
tne  necessary  Information  respecting  tbla 
report  Is  before  the  House.  As  fax  as  the 
charge  that  the  report  Is  being  emasculated 
Is  concerned,  that  report  was  not  before  tbe 
House.  It  is  not  a  question  that  is  before 
the  House.  Therefore,  I  contend  that  it  is 
not  right  that  we  should  discuss  this  report 
Some  hon.  gentlemen  say  we  should  move 
slowly,  that  we  shall  get  ourselves  into 
difficulty.  Are  we  In  any  way  to  sacrifice 
tbe  honour  and  Integrity  of  this  chamber  by 
allowing  the  witness — it  may  be  Eldridge 
to-day  and  someone  else  another  day— to 
refuse  to  give  us  the  information  we  are 
entitled  to  ?  One  hon.  gentleman  saj-s : 
'  Send  an  expert  to  New  York.'  That  might 
be  all  right  on  this  occasion,  bat  on  eome 
future  occasion  the  witness  might  t>e  from 
some  other  foreign  coUlitry  In  Burope,  and 
we  could  not  send  an  expert  for  evidence. 
The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  the  special 
committees  are  not  permitted  to  compel  > 
witness  to  answer  every  question  that  is  pat. 
Would  that  be  a  reasonable  proportion? 
Are  you  going  to  hamper  the  authority  of 
this  legislature  in  that  manner  ?  If  you  do 
you  are  lowering  the  dignity  of  this  House, 
and  I  for  one,  feeling  that  that  witness 
should  be  obliged  to  answer  tbe  question 
put  to  him  in  the  committee,  say  that  be 
should  be  called  before  the  bar  of  this  House 
and  compelled  to  give  his  reasons.  It  is  said 
it  Is  customary  in  banking  institutions  and 
organizations  that  nothing  more  than  the 
ordinary  lump  sum  Is  given.  We  can  get 
the  salaries  of  each  and  every  one  of  the  offi- 
cers of  every  society  In  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  It  is  said  in  this  case  that  absurd 
questions  were  asked.  Who  is  to  be  the 
Judge  of  tbe  absurdity  of  questions— hoo. 
members  In  this  House  or  the  hon.  member 
who  asked  the  Information  ?  It  is  eas?  for 
IIS  to  report  Idle  words,  but  it  Is  difficult  for 
us  to  feel  fully  seized  of  the  facts,  of  Trhat- 
ever  question  the  examiner  might  feel  dis- 
posed to  ask  of  a  witness.  It  was  not  an 
Idle  word  or  absurd  question  put  when  he 
was  asked  tbe  salary  of  these  officials,  and 
in  future,  when  the  report  comes  up,  and 
Ills  evidence  is  before  us,  we  will  be  able 
to  show  why  these  questions  were  put,  and 
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we  will  be  able  to  show  they  were  not  ao- 
swered,  and  that  they  were  Important  gues- 
tlous.  and  should  hare  been  answered.  Feel- 
ing that  way  I  shall  vote  for  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Btadacona. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— The  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  Just  resumed  bis  seat  appears  to 
have  expressed  the  mind  of  a  great  many 
hon.  gentlemen  of  this  House,  that  Mr. 
Eldridge  had  no  right  to  refuse  to  answer 
the  questions  which  were  put  to  him  by  n 
member  of  this  committee  this  morning  and 
that,  consequently,  upon  this  report  tlie 
Seuate  is  not  guarding  sufficiently  its  own 
dignity  If  It  does  not  take  immediate  action 
upon  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacoua  to  bare  this  man  summoned  to 
the  bar  of  the  House.  While  that  opinion 
may  be  correct,  I  feel  that  I  am  not  sufll- 
dently  couvlnced  of  the  oorrectnera  of  the 
position  to  take  the  responBibillty  of  voting 
for  a  motioD  of  that  kind  on  this  occasion, 
and  I  should  like  to  remind  hon.  members 
of  this  House  that  when  the  question  was 
put  which  this  witness  refused  to  answer 
be  did  so  under  the  advice  of  counsel,  and, 
ai  I  am  Informed  since,  under  the  advice  of 
most  eminent  counsel.  We  have  not  so 
far  bad  the  advice  of  eminent  conusel  to 
assist  us  in  deciding  whether  the  gentle- 
man's course  was  right  or  not,  and  for  my 
own  part  I  think  It  would  be  much  more 
becoming  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  If  we 
proceeded,  as  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
has  suggested,  cautiously  In  this  matter, 
and  only  adopt  such  line  of  action  as  has 
been  marked  out,  after  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration and  after  consulting  the  best 
constitutional  advisers  we  can  find.  We 
must  remember  that  this  gentleman  is,  as 
my  hon.  friend  has  said,  a  foreigner.  How 
that  effects  his  position  here  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  makes 
no  difference. 

Hon.  Mr.  WOOD— I  will  not  pretend  to 
express  any  opinion,  but  as  a  member  of  the 
committee  who  consented  to  the  report 
which  has  been  presented  to  the  House,  I 
did  not  see  any  reason  why  the  witness 
should  not  have  answered  the  questions 
which  were  put  to  him  ;  but  he  took  that 
course  deliberately  after  taking  the  advice 
of  eminent  counsel,  and  it  would  become 
us  now.  under  those  circumstances,  to  pro- 


ceed cautiously  before  we  adopt  any  such 
steps  as  are  proposed.  I  am  sorry  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  did  not  accede 
to  tbe  request  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
to  allow  this  to  stand  as  a  notice  of  mottoni 
and  no  doubt  the  Secretary  of  State  will 
be  able.  In  the  meantime,  to  confer  with 
the  hon.  Minister  of  Justice,  and  tbe  best 
legal  advisers  whom  tbe  government  have, 
and  give  us  some  light  upon  the  question, 
so  that  we  can  act  more  intelligently  on 
Tuesday  next,  and  If  the  matter  Is  pressed 
to-day  I  Shalt  certainly  vote  for  the  amend- 
ment to  defer  It  until  Taesday  next. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

BILLS  INTRODUOED. 

Bill  (37)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Exchequer 
Court  Act— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 

BUI  (39)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Yukon 
Territory  Act.— <Hon.  Mr.  Scott) 

BUI  (101)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Steamboat 
luspectiou  Act,  1898.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 

Bill  (54)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Dominion 
Fire  Insurance  Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

Bill  (102)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Shipping 
Casualties  Act,  1901.-(Hon.  Mr.  Temple- 
raan.) 

Bill  (181)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Farm- 
er's Bfcnk  of  Canada.— (Hon.  Mr.  SuUlvan.) 

l.MA^xAMI  RAILWAY  COMPANY  BILL. 

DEBATE  ADJOURNED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  resum- 
ing the  adjourned  debate  on  the  considera- 
tion of  the  amendments  made  by  the  Stand- 
ing Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and 
Harbours  to  (Bill  94)  An  Act  respecting  the 
Timagami  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Landry.) 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— This  Bill  Is  one 
which  stands  in  my  name.  A  discussion 
took  place  on  It  a  few  days  ago.  when  I 
was  absent  The  object  of  the  Bill  Is  to  ex- 
tend tbe  time  for  the  construction  of  tlie 
road,  and  to  remove  from  the  provisional 
directors  of  the  company  the  names  of  cer- 
tain persons.  A  good  deal  of  time  was 
taken  In  the  dlscQsston  of  this  Bill  In  com- 
mittee. I  am  not  myself  a  member  of  that 
committee,  and  I  admit  that  when  the  Bill 
was  handed  to  me  I  knew  nothing  of  its 
merits  so  far  as  the  removal  of  the  'direc- 
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tors  Is  concernel,  and,  therefore,  took  uo 
part  in  tbe  debate  upon  It  before  tbe  com- 
mittee. With  regard  to  the  Interna)  affairs 
of  a  chartered  company  1  do  not  think 
they  should  be  Interfered  with  hy  this 
House.  Parlament  should  not  deal  with 
sncb  a  matter.  If  finally,  it  becomes  ap- 
parent that  the  provisional  directors  of  tlie 
company  cannot  work  together  and  there 
is  nothing  wrong,  lei  proper  evidence  of  the 
facts  be  brought  before  parliament,  but  to 
simply  say  that  an  arrangement  bas  been 
made  by  them,  whereby  certain  directora 
are  to  disappear  and  that  they  cannot  have 
a  meeting  of  their  board  because  of  tbe  ab- 
sence of  some  of  tbeir  directors,  I  do  not 
think  It  is  at  all  a  reason  why  parliament 
should  Interfere.  Let  the  company  have 
tbeir  meeting  and  they  can  then  displace 
any  of  the  directors  they  feel  disposed  to 
drop.  It  Is  easy  for  a  gentleman  to  appear 
here  and  make  statements  that  some  of 
the  gentlemen  have  sold  out ;  tbis  House 
baa  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  that  matter. 
If  they  have  sold  out,  then  it  is  a  matter 
for  the  company  to  deal  with,  and  not  a 
matter  for  parliament  Further,  one  of  the 
provisional  directors  who  is  interested  says 
that  he  has  matters  of  considerable  Import- 
ance to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  commit- 
tee. That  gentleman  should  be  given  a 
hearing.  He  should:  have  every  opportuni- 
ty of  bringing  before  the  committee  every 
matter  which  he  considers  important  in 
connection  with  the  Bill,  I  therefore  move  : 

That  tbe  amendments  mad©  in  committee 
aflectlng  BUI  94  be  not  now  concurred  la,  but 
that  said  Bill  be  referred  back  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telesrapbs  and  Harbours 
fo."  further  conslderatloti. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— This  Bill  has 
been  before  the  Hallway  Commlttte  on  two 
occasions,  occupying  practically  the  whole 
sitting  on  each  occasion.  On  the  flrst  occa- 
sion, aftti-  11  long  discussion,  at  the  request 
of  Father  Parudis.  a  postponement  was  bad 
in  order  to  enable  him  to  bring  a  witness 
who  would  establish  his  contention  with  re- 
ference to  the  position  he  occupies  towards 
the  company.  On  the  second  occasion,  tbe 
witness  appeared,  and  the  result-  of  the 
wlioie  business,  of  hU  own  statement  In 
writing  and  of  the  statement  of  the  wit- 
ness wuo  was  called  afterwards,  the  facts 
were  all  brought  out,  and  the  House  is  as 
able  to  deal  with  it  now  as  if  the  Bill  went 
Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS. 


back  to  the  committee.  I  shall,  therefore, 
trouble  the  House  with  a  recital  of  the  cir- 
cumstances. This  company  was  incorporated 
some  years  ago  for  the  construction  of  a 
railway  in  north  Onterio.  The  railway  was 
not  built  within  the  time  required,  and  an 
extension  of  time  was  granted,  that  exten- 
sion being  granted  to  the  same  persons 
who  bad  been  incorporated  before.  They 
were  still  unable  to  make  arrangements  for 
tbe  building  of  the  road.  Ultimately  Mr. 
Brenmer,  who  was  In  this  country  repre- 
senting capitalists  In  England,  who  hare 
|)urch!ised  and  established  very  large  worts 
at  Sturgeon  Falls  for  the  manufacture  of 
pulp  and  paper,  made  an  arrangement  to 
purchase  tbe  charter  and  rights  of  tbe  com- 
pany from  Father  Paradls  and  the  otber 
jjrovisional  directors.  In  order  that  he  uiiglit 
place  It  before  capitalists  in  England,  and 
secure  money  to  build  the  road,  which  was 
of  great  Imiwrtance  to  the  large  wmrks  they 
have  established  at  Sturgeon  Falls.  An 
an'aiigement  was  made  with  Father  Paradls. 
For  $100  he  sold  out  his  interest  lo  tbe 
company,  and  executed  an  agreement  ac- 
kno%vledgIng  tbe  receipt  of  tbe  money  then 
[lald  to  him,  and  which  be  admits  he  bas 
retained  ever  since.  It  was  agreed  that  if 
the  charter  should  be  sold,  there  should  be 
paid  In  addition  to  that  one-thirtieth  of  tbe 
profit  realized  from  the  sale  of  the  charter 
in  England,  that  oue-thlrttetb  to  be  dividal 
among  the  other  provisional  directors,  wbo 
also  had  largely  sold  out  tbeir  Interests  id 
tbe  road.  Father  Paradls  gave  the  most 
ample  authority  to  act  In  his  name  by  power 
of  attorney.  Under  a  power  of  attorney 
of  that  kind,  there  Is  no  power  to  repre- 
sent a  provisional  director.  A  man  mast 
appear  in  person  at  tbe  board,  so  long  as 
he  remains  a  member  of  the  board.  TbJt 
was  the  arrangement.  He  desired  tbe  o!'- 
portunity  of  calling  Mr.  Armstrong  to  sns- 
taln  his  contention,  that  he  was  entitled  to 
something  more,  and  he  stated  there  was, 
contemporaneously  with  that  agreement,  an- 
other agreement  fey  which  Mr.  Armstrong 
was  to  protect  him  and  have  some  say  in 
tbe  matter.  When  Mr.  Armstrong  was 
cnllcd  a  document  was  produced  which  left 
it  in  the  hands  of  Mr,  Armstrong  to  deter- 
mine what  was  to  be  done  with  reference 
to  the  consideration  that  was  to  be  paid 
Bremner  out  of  tbe  proceeds  of  the  sale 
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— In  other  words,  what  apportionment  f>( 
the  expenses  there  should  be,  and  In  the 
absence  of  any  apportionment,  of  course. 
Father  Paradis  would  be  entitled  to  only 
one-efffhth  of  the  one-thlrtletb  part  of  the 
consideration.  It  also  appeared  from  Mr. 
Armstrong  that  one  part  of  the  arrange- 
ment was  that  Father  Paradis  was  to  re- 
tire at  once  from  the  board..  On  that,  Mr. 
Breiiiner  went  to  England  to  place  the  mat- 
ter in  the  hands  of  capitalists,  who  took  up 
the  scheme,  and  who  have  been  ready  to 
go  ou  with  the  constroctioa  of  the  road.  He 
Kpeot  a  large  sum  of  money  In  the  prelim- 
inary work,  and  made  arrangements  for  the 
completion  of  the  road. 

It  Is  necessary  that  the  time  should  be 
extended,  and  it  Is  under  tbose  circumstances 
that  they  come  here  to  parliament  and  ask 
for  an  extension  of  time,  and  for  a  change 
Id  the  names  of  the  provisional  directors 
who  win  liare  control  of  the  expenditure  of 
the  money  In  the  construction  of  the  work. 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  proposition  that 
should  be  received  and  acted  upon.  Father 
Paradis,  having  agreed  to  retire  from  the 
board,  having  sold  his  Interest  for  $100  and 
this  proportion  of  profit  which  Mr.  Bremner 
is  to  account  for,  should  be  no  longer  con- 
sidered in  the  matter.  The  other  proTlBional 
director  whose  name  is  to  be  stricken  out  is 
dead,  and  the  name  should  therefore  be  re- 
moved, not  merely  because  be  cannot  attend, 
but  because  his  name  being  there  he  would 
figure  in  the  number  of  the  quorum  required 
to  transact  business.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, it  seems  not  unreasonable  that  this 
Bill  should  pass.  The  agreement  covers 
the  whole  ground  that  Father  Paradis 
should  drop  out  of  it,  that  his  consideration 
has  been  secured  to  him  by  Mr.  Bremner, 
and  he  has  since  proven  his  claim  by  filing 
It  with  the  trust  company  on  the  estate  of 
Mr.  Bremner,  who  died  after  the  sale  of  the 
charter  in  England.  Everything,  therefore, 
so  far  as  Mr.  Bremner  Is  concerned,  is  to  be 
carried  out,  because  the  estate  is  liable,  and 
the  trustee  who  holds  It  would  be  account- 
able. Everything  the  present  owners  have 
arranged  to  be  done  can  be  carried  out. 
They  have  done  their  part,  and  are  ready  to 
go  on  and  build  the  road.  It  is  of  consider- 
able consequence  for  the  large  enterprise 
at  Sturgeon  Falls  that  they  should  be  allow- 
ed to  go  on  with  the  work  without  inter- 


ference on  the  part  of  people  who  have 
ceased,  or  ought  to  have  ceased,  to  have  any 
right  to  take  part  In  the  proceedings  of  the 
company.  Under  the  circumstances,  I  oppose 
the  reference  back  to  the  committee.  The 
whole  of  the  facts  were  known;  It  received 
a  great  deal  of  consideration;  and  the  con- 
clusion was  arrived  at  finally  that  the  only 
thing  to  do  after  hearing  the  representative 
of  the  English  capitalists  who  Is  here,  and 
who  showed  the  large  amount  of  Interest 
they  have  taken  in  the  work,  and  their  readi- 
ness to  go  on  with  the  construction  of  the 
road,  and  it  is  only  right  that  the  Bill  should 
pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-;-It  Is  alleged  that 
Father  Paradis  sold  his  rights,  and  that  the 
bargain  Is  complete.  I  dispute  that,  The 
bargain  is  not  complete.  The  transaction 
took  place  between  Father  Paradis  and  Mr. 
Bremner.  Certain  conditions  were  to  be  ful- 
filled which  have  not  yet  been  fulfilled,  and 
parliament  is  asked  to  Intervene  and  declare 
by  legislation  that  Father  Paradis  is  no 
more  a  director  of  the  company.  Father 
Paradis,  like  the  other  directors  of  the  com- 
pany, sold  out  his  share  under  certain  con- 
ditions. They  all  sold  to  Mr.  Bremner,  and 
Mr.  Bremner  hod  power  of  attorney  to  ne- 
gotiate in  England,  but  there  were  condi- 
tions attached  to  his  power  to  negotiate 
which  were  not  fulfilled.  The  other  direc- 
tors, as  soon  as  Mr.  Bremner  came  back, 
were  taken  Into  the  company  with  the  ex- 
ception of  two,  and  Father  Paradis  was  one 
of  the  exceptions.  This  Bill  asks  for  an 
extension  of  time;  no  one  objects  to  that, 
but  it  also  nsks  that  the  name  of  Father 
Paradis  be  dropped  from  the  provisional 
board  of  directors.  Have  we  a  right  to  in- 
terfere in  a  family  quarrel  ?  The  law  Is 
there.  If  the  directors  want  to  dispense 
with  the  services  of  Father  Paradis  or  any 
other  director  they  have  the  means  In  tbeir 
owh  hands.  Let  them  meet  and  choose  their 
own  directors,  but  let  us  not  attempt  by 
law  to  settle  a  dispute  which  Is  now  pending 
before  the  courts.  My  hon.  friend  from  To- 
ronto said  that  feather  Paradis  bad  signed 
an  agreement.  That  agreement  provides 
that : 

In  consideration  of  tlOO  of  lawful  mooey  of 
Canada  paid  to  me  (that  is.  Father  Paradis) 
at  or  before  the  ilgnlng  thereof,  on  the  allot- 
meot  to  me  of  my  share  of  thirty  per  cent 
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Intereit  to  be  allotted  amons  the  proTlBional 
directors  of  the  Tlmacaml  Rallvar,  I  do  asaign 
Ac. 

Father  Paradls  assigned  for  $100  and 
thirty  per  cent,  that  is  nearly  one-third,  not 
one-thirtieth.  But  besides  that  condition 
which  lias  never  been  compiled  with,  Mr. 
Bremner.  who  Is  the  party  In  tbe  case, 
signed  another  agreement  which  I  bold  in 
my  hand,  which  contains  the  following  :— 

Referring  to  tbe  agreement  ot  even  date,  I 
am  willing  and  agree  to  pay  you  on  the  basli 
that  may  be  approved  by  Hr.  V.  O.  Armitrong 
in  addition  to  the  terms  named  in  Bald  agree- 
ment. 

Mr.  Bremner,  by  this  document,  confesses 
that  there  are  other  conditions,  and  that 
Mr.  Armstrong  is  the  party  who  will  settle 
the  whole  thing.  Well,  Mr.  Armstrong  has 
never  settled  that  difficulty.  Ihe  bargain 
has  never  been  completed,  and  we  are  asked 
to  strike  out  the  name  of  Father  Paradls 
and  thereby  do  what  the  directors  or  the 
shareholders  conld  do  themselves.  I  hope 
that  this  Bill  will  be  returned  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Railways,  Telegraphs  and  Har- 
bours for  further  consideration,  to  provide 
that  no  injustice  shall  be  done  to  Father 
Paradls  or  any  one  else.  We  do  want  the 
committee  to  be  neutral  In  the  question, 
but  If  the  company  wants  an  extension  of 
time,  to  grant  It  and  let  them  settle  their 
own  internal  quarrels  among  themstves. 

Hon,  Mr.  GIBSON— Under  the  rules  of 
the  House,  I  am  not  permitted  to  state  what 
occurred  in  committee,  but  the  motion  made 
to  refer  the  report  back  to  committee  simply 
because  the  hon.  gentleman  who  makes  the 
motion  and  who  bad  charge  of  the  BUI  was 
not  present,  is  showing  want  of  confidence 
In  the  committee.  This  matter  was  not 
dealt  with  in  a  bap-hazard  way.  The  Bill 
was  discussed  at  two  different  sittings  of 
the  committee  and  the  whole  time  of  the 
last  sitting  was  given  to  this  particular 
Bill.  Every  detail  was  considered.  Father 
Paradls  came  there  with  a  witness  to  sub- 
stantiate what  he  complained  about,  and 
when  the  evidence  was  brought  out  that 
very  witness  warned  the  people  to  have  no- 
thing to  do  with  Father  Paradls.  The 
gentlemen  connected  with  the  railway  are 
not  the  men  who  formed  the  railway  com- 
pany originally,  A  new  company  bought 
out  the  first  promotors  of  this  enterprise. 
Hon.   Mr.  LANDRT. 


It  was  felt  by  the  first  promoters  that  the 
name  of  Father  Paradls  was  not  a  source 
of  strength,  and  Father  Paradls  admits,  and 
the  receipt  was  laid  before  the  committee, 
that  he  took  flOO  to  retire  from  the  cDre^ 
torate  of  the  company.  He  admitted  that 
the  money  was  paid  to  him  on  a  Sunday, 
but  he  waived  the  legal  question  that  migbt 
arise  on  that  account  A  bargain  was  made, 
which  he  signed,  with  regard  to  his  retire- 
ment from  the  provisional  directorship.  Mr. 
Bremner  said  before  he  would  go  to  Bng- 
land  with  the  charts  that  be  bad  to  remove 
the  name  of  Father  Paradls  from  the  direc- 
torate ;  otherwise  he  could  not  sell  the 
charter.  Father  Paradl«  had  sold  out  his 
position  but  he  was  not  debarred  from  re- 
ceiving a  proportion  of  the  proceeds  of  tbe 
sale  of  this  charter,  and  it  was  agreed  hy  Mr. 
Bremner  tbat  thirty  per  cent  of  the  money 
received  from  the  sale  should  be  eqaaliy 
divided  among  the  other  directors  on  the 
provisional  board. 

Now,  the  hon.  gentleman  who  got  tbe 
money  for  this  charter  got  It  In  good  faitb, 
and  without  the  name  of  Father  Paradls, 
and  on  the  strength  that  Father  Paradls  baJ 
sold  out  bis  directorship.  The  clahn  of 
Father  Paradls  against  the  Bremn«  estate 
is  still  good,  and  as  the  estate  amounts  to 
about  $00,000,  the  security  Is  ample.  The 
bon.  gentleman  says  we  are  not  to  Inter- 
fere is  a  family  quairel  ;  tbat  Is  a  good 
reason  why  we  should  not  take  up  the  case 
of  Father  Paradls,  because  he  has  parted 
witn  his  interest  by  barter  and  sale.  It  Ima 
been  pointed  out  In  the  committee  tbat  ever 
since  the  commencement  of  this  railway, 
that  Father  Paradts  has  been  its  most  per- 
sistent opponent.  My  hon.  friend  from  StaJ- 
ncona  is  incorrect  when  he  says  that  Father 
Paradis  was  the  only  man  removed  from 
the  board.  Changes  were  made,  and  new 
inemljers  were  put  on  the  board,  and  Fa- 
ttier I'nradis'  name  wag  allowed  to  drop  be- 
cause he  had  expressed  a  deshre  that  It 
should,  and  because  he  had  sold  out  Now 
he  asks  this  honourable  House  to  reinstate 
him  after  be  had  sold  out  all  bis  Interests  in 
tlie  directorship.  This  legislation  will  uot 
deprive  Father  Paradls  and  his  co-directors 
of  the  thirty  per  cent  of  the  amount  paid 
for  the  charter.  I  understand  the  Eiudlab 
capitalists  paid  $12,000  for  the  charter.  They 
were  fools  to  pay  it,  because  they  could  bare 
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come  to  parliament  and  got  a  charter  tot 
Dothiiig.  Howem,  Ur.  Btemner  agreed  to 
give  Ills  colleagnes  80  per  cent  of  the  pro- 
ceeds, which  would  amoant  to  $3,600.  Ac- 
cording to  the  undertakings  given  by  Mr. 
Bremner  to  Father  Paradls,  that  amount 
sbould  be  divided  according  to  Mr.  Arm- 
strong's arrangement  They  are  applying  for 
this  $3,600,  and  I  hope  they  will  get  It  No 
member  of  either  side  of  the  House  has  any 
desire  to  deprive  Father  Paradls  of  his  fair 
proportion  of  this  $8,600.  When  this  report 
was  presented  to  the  House,  a  motion  was 
made  by  the  hon.  member  from  Stadacoua 
to  hold  it  up,  and  I  therefore  move  that 
tbe  report  of  the  Committee  on  Railways, 
Telegraphs  and  Harbours  be  now  concurrad 
In. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  Tbe  amendment  cannot  be  a  mere 
reversal  of  the  main  motion. 

Hou.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — The  motion 
wlilcb  was  made  before  «vas  to  concur  In 
the  report.  Then  the  hon.  member  from 
Stndflcona  moved  that  the  consideration  of 
tbe  report  be  pos^ned. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— What  the  hon.  mem- 
be?  from  Stadacoua  asked  for,  was  a  post- 
ponement of  a  consideration  of  the  report 
nnd  tbnt  motion  was  never  concurred  In. 

Hou.  Mr.  EDWARDS— With  regard  to 
the  sus^estion  made  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Toronto,  the  motion  to  which  he  re- 
ferred Is  not  before  the  House,  Is  not  on 
record.  Is  not  formally  dealt  with  at  all,  and 
therefore  Is  the  same  as  if  It  had  not  been 
made. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  ask  the  Speaker's 
ruling  with  regard  to  it. 

Tue  SPEAKER— A  good  deal  Abends 
upon  the  condition  of  the  record.  But  If 
the  motion  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  says  be  thinks  he  made,  was  ac- 
tually made,  then  tbe  motion  moved  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rockland  would  be  an 
amendment  to  that  If  no  motion  of  that 
kind  was  made,  then  the  hon.  gentlemau'a 
amendment  would  be  out  of  order.  There 
was  no  motion  before  the  House  to  amend. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Would  there  not  be  a 
motion  before  the  House  to  adopt  the  re- 
port? 


The  SPEAKEB-The  chairman  of  tlW 
committee  on  Railways,  Telegrapb*  and 
Harbomrs  r^;H>rted  the  Bill,  and  some  hon. 
gentleman  moved  that  tbe  report  be  con- 
curred In  ;  but  I  d»  not  think  the  question 
was  actually  put  from  the  chair,  and  It 
was  suggested  that  the  consideration  of  the 
report  be  postponed,  because  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Rockland  was  not  here ; 
and  the  same  thing  happened  when  tbe 
matter  came  up  again.  The  hon.  gontle- 
man  from  Stadacoua  asked  that  the  matter 
stand  over  until  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Rockland  was  present  Now  he  Is  here  and 
substantially,  of  course,  tbe  question  Is  whe- 
ther tbe  report  of  the  committee  be  adopted 
or  whether  this  amendment  shall  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  seems  to  me 

that  the  order  as  It  appears  on  the  paper 
to-day  a^ta  forth  the  whole  question.  It  is 
a  resumed  debate  upon  that  report.  There 
Is  no  'motion  before  tbe  House  except  tbe 
one  which  I  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUIXEN— I  was  In  the  Rail- 
way Committee  when  this  question  was 
fully  discussed.  Father  Paradls  had  every 
opportunity  of  presenting  bis  case.  If  my 
hon.  frleud  In  presenting  the  resolution  he 
has  to-day  for  a  reference  of  this  Bill  was 
prei^ared  to  state  before  this  House  that 
new  evidence  had  come  to  light  that  It  would 
be  well  In  connection  with  this  Bill  to  place 
before  the  committee,  there  might  be  some 
reason  why  we  should  seriously  consider 
whether  it  would  be  proper  on  our  part  to 
refer  the  Bill  back,  but  every  single  point 
that  has  been  referred  to  by  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman from  Stadacoua  was  fully  threshed 
out  In  committee.  I  cannot  see  any  ground 
at  all  for  referring  the  Bill  back  to  com- 
mittee, unless  my  hon.  friend  Is  prepared  to 
show  to  the  House  that  things  have  since 
transpired  which  can  be  brought  forward  to 
prove  that  a  great  injustice  has  been  done 
to  this  man.  I  do  not  think  we  should  In- 
terfere with  the  bargain.  I  have  no  doubt 
Mr.  Bremner's  estate  Is  equal  to  any  cove- 
nant he  entered  Into,  and  I  cannot  see  what 
can  be  gained  by  a  further  reference,  for 
the  committee,  after  fully  threshing  out  the 
whole  question  and  considering  every  point 
that  has  been  mentioned  to-day,  decided  to 
make  this  report  and  it  is  now  before  the 
House.  I  do  not  see  on  what  ground  we 
should  refer  It  back. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McHUOH— This  honoarable 
House  has  given  a  good  deal  of  attention 
to  this  particular  Bill.  It  was  before  as  In 
1898,  and  again  In  1900.   The  records  of  the 

House  show  that  they  sp^t  two  full  days 
discussing  this  question.  Father  Paradis 
was  here  opposing  the  legislation  that  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  wanted  at  that  time. 
Matters  occupied  a  good  deal  of  time  In  the 
other  House.  The  Bill  came  from  the  other 
House  and  the  Senate  made  certain  amend- 
ments to  it— and  I  must  say  that  when 
Bills  come  from  the  other  House  and  are 
amended  and  are  sent  back,  the  custom  of 
the  House  Is  to  accept  our  amendments ; 
but,  on  that  occasion,  they  felt  that  they 
couid  not  agree  to  the  amendments.  They 
were  looking  after  the  Interests  of  the  com- 
pany, and  if  they  were  going  to  give  them 
a  Bill  at  ali  they  wanted  to  gire  them  one 
that  was  useful.  They  felt  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  company  would  suffer  by  the 
amendments  made  by  the  Senate  ;  that  they 
were  made  only  for  the  purpose  of  blocking 
the  enterprise  and  to  work  a  villainy.  They 
asked  the  Senate  to  reconsider  their  amend- 
ments, and  they  were  taken  out  of  the  Bili. 
X  feel  that— and  I  speak  in  all  fairness  of 
Father  Paradis— in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
pany his  name  should  be  stricken  from,  the 
Bill.  I  think  it  is  doing  bim  a  kindness  to 
have  him  remored  from  the  board  where  his 
colleagues  do  not  want  lilm.  It  would  be 
doing  bim  and  them  a  kindness.  It  will 
place  the  company  in  a  position  that  tliey 
can  go  and  carry  out  the  completion  of  the 
road.  For  that  reason,  I  will  support  the 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.B.I.)-The 
argument  advanced  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
who  has  Just  spqken  should  operate  in  the 
very  opposite  way  from  that  in  which  be 
advanced  it.  If  one  member  differs  from 
the  rest  of  the  board,  is  that  board  to  come 
to  parliament  and  ask  us  to  legislate  in 
order  to  put  out  a  person  who  is  a  member 
of  the  board  ?  I  say  It  Is  most  extraordin- 
ary legislation  and  should  not  be  connten- 
nnced  by  parliament  There  Is  n  proper 
place  for  settling  matters  of  tbnt  kind  and 
that  is  before  the  courts,  and  I  tliiuk  the 
arguments  that  have  been  advanoed  here 
respecting  this  matter  ought  to  tend  in  the 
opposite  direction  from  that  advanced  by 
hon.  gentlemen  on  the  other  aide.  The  fact 
that  this  legislation  bas  been  before  purlla- 
HOD.  Ur.  HcMULLBN. 


ment  at  three  different  times,  and  that  at 
each  time  parliament  has  rejected  such  a  Bill 
as  was  attempted  te  be  passed*  is  a  very  good 
reason  that  we  should  again  follow  the  same 
course.  If  this  gentleman  bas  not  at  this  mo- 
ment any  Interest  In  the  charter  or  in  tbe 
road  which  has  been  chartered,it  Is  very  easy 
for  those  who  are  holders  of  the  charter  and 
who  are  members  of  the  corporation  to  pat 
him  off  if  be  deserves  It,  or  If  it  is  in  the 
Interest  of  the  compnny  that  he  should  be 
pnt  out  of  the  board ;  but  It  is  not  good 
legislation  for  this  parliament  to  legislate 
a  man  off  a  board  to  which  he  was  elected, 
and  on  which  he  certainly  had  a  right  to  be 
ns  long  as  his  name  was  in  the  charter 
granted  to  that  railroad. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Before  the  mo- 
tion Is  pnt  to  tbe  Hous«v  I  wish  to  say  I 
am  a  member  of  tbe  committee,  and  at- 
tended one  of  the  meetings  for  a  sbort  time. 
I  was  called  away,  and  was  not  able  to  hear 
the  whole  statement  of  the  case.  As  far 
as  I  did  hear  it,  it  seemed  to  me  to  be  rather 
complicated,  and  it  was  rather  difficult  to 
find  out  the  merits  of  the  case  as  between 
Father  Paradia  and  Mr.  Craig,  who,  I  think, 
represents  the  other  Interest  in  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  to  my  mind,  there  to  one  consldera* 
tton  which  appears  almost  conclusive,  and 
that  Is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  who  bad 
charge  of  the  Bill,  who  proposed  it  to  tbe 
House  and  bad  charge  of  it  in  the  commit- 
tee, the  hon.  gentleman  from  Russell,  a  gen- 
tleman who  bas  had  a  great  deal  of  experi- 
ence In  such  matters  as  this,  after  the  Bill 
went  through  the  committee,  and  this  ac- 
tion was  taken,  on  a  careful  survey  of 
the  situation,  thinks  that  Justice  had  not 
been  done,  and  he  moves  that  it  be  sent 
back  to  the  committee.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, and  from  the  regard  which  we  nil 
have  for  the  opinion  and  Judgment  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Ottawa,  I  think  this  step 
should  be  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  bon.  geotlemtn 
from  Marshfield  has  Just  stated  that  be- 
cause the  member  who  had  chai^  of  tbe 
Bill  asks  to  have   it  referred  back,  tbe 

House  should  refer  tlie  report.  The  hon. 
gentleman  explained  to  the  House  n  few 
moments  ago  that  be  was  not  at  the  com- 
mittee, and  was  not  aware  of  'the  arguments 
advanced  before  that  committee. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— He  Is  not  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  bat  everybody 
on  the  committee  knows  this  matter  was  de- 
bated at  length,  that  all  the  evidence  we 
bnve  here  was  heard,  that  It  was  sent  back 
for  one  week  to  afford  Father  Paradls  nn 
opportunity  to  bring  a  witness  there,  and 
his  witness  came,  and  his  evidence  was 
really  against  Father  Paradls. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATMON— He  wrote  letters  to 
the  gentleman  who  owned  and  coDtrolled 
the  charter,  which  he  produced,  warning 
him  that  he  had  better  hare  Father  Paradis 

off  the  board.  That  letter  was  read  by  a 
gentleman  who  had  put  his  money  into  the 
charter,  and  expected  to  build  the  road, 
ic  seems  to  me  nothing  can  be  gained  by 
sending  the  Bill  back  to  the  committee.  We 
had  put  In  two  hours  on  It  listening  to  all 
the  evidence,  and  the  conclusion  was  prac- 
tically unanimous. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  Is  quite  true 
that  I  did  not  hear  the  second  day's  pro- 
ceedings In  the  committee,  but  I  heard  the 
first  day's  proceedings,  and  what  I  am  ar- 
guing for  It  not  what  one  gentleman  or 
another  may  have  said.  What  I  am  arguing 
for  is  a  sound  principle,  that  parliament 
liftving  granted  a  cHarter  should  not  step  In 
and  interfere  with  the  internal  matters  of 
a  company  so  chartered.  I  am  not  defend* 
iug  Father  Paradis  at  all.  nor  finding  fault 
with  any  one  on  the  other  side,  but  I  con- 
tend firmly  for  the  principle  that  parlia- 
ment should  not  interfere  with  the  Internal 
affairs  of  the  company  In  ,thi8  respect.  It 
is  evident  to  every  one  that  there  is  a  quar- 
rel between  tbem.  This  ■parliament  granted 
llie  charter,  and  under  It  certain  provisional 
directors  are  named.  It  Is  quite  In  oi>der 
for  that  company  to  meet.  They  have  never 
met  They  adiffit  that  When  they  meet 
they  can  arrange  their  own  affairs,  and  I 
hold  that  it  Is  entirely  Improper  for  parlia- 
ment to  interfere.  The  hon.  gentleman  from 
Lincoln  made  the  statement  that  I  was  dis- 
respectful To  the  committee  in  my  netloii. 
I  am  not  here  to  represent  the  views  of  any 
commutes.  1  have  a  right  to  my  own  opin- 
ion, and  It  Is  my  opinion,  and  always  will 
be  my  opinion,  that  parliament  shouM  not 
be  exactly  as  paternal  as  parliament  some- 


times assumes  to  be.  The  internal  affairs 
of  a  company  should  be  dealt  with  by  the 

members  of  the  company,  and  parliament 
should  not  Interfere  at  all  until  it  becomes 
evident  that  it  Is  absolutely  necessary  iu 
the  Interests  of  the  people  that  it  should 
do  so.  There  is  no  evidence  that  that  Is 
the  condition  In  this  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  want  to  call 
attention — 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDONALD  (B.G.)-The  hon. 
gentleman  has  spoken.  * 

Hon.  Mr.  KEJRK  (Toronto)— I  have  a 
right  to  speak  to  the  amendment.  What  I 
want  to  point  out  Is  this  :  that  the  general 
rule  or  principle  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  the  Ottawa  district  has  cited  Is  tt 
very  sound  one,  and  I  should  like  to  see 
it  applied;  but  this  Is  entirely  dtlterent 
This  is  not  the  case  of  a  company  coming 
to  have  a  director  removed.  It  is  the  case  of 
a  company  who  has  had  a  charter  with  this 
gentleman's  name  in  it' and  the  time  for 
the  operation  of  the  charter  has  expired  or 
Is  about  to  expire,  and  parliament  Is  prac- 
tically granting  a  new  charter  for  a  new 
company,  and  It  says  the  conditions  and 
terms  on  which  they  should  grant  it  is 
without  that  name  in  It 

Hon.  Mr.  McGREGOR-^ust  before  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rockland  rose  to  speak 
I  was  about  to  express  the  same  opinion  as 
he  has  placed  before  the  House.  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  posltton  be  taXea. 

The  SPBAKER^t  Is  moved  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rockland  that  this  Bill  be 
referred  back  to  committee,  and  then  it 
Is  moved  in  amendment  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Lincoln  that  the  report  be  con- 
curred In. 

Hon.  Mr.  lANDRY— The  main  motion  is 
the  concurrence. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— Hear,  hear. 

The  SPEAKER— I  quite  agree  that  In 
an  ordinary  case,  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
be  right ;  but  this  Bill  appears  to  be  singu- 
lar in  various  respects,  and  as  a  matter  of 
fact  no  motion  was  made  for  concurrence 
In  the  report.  Some  hon.  gentleman  moved, 
but  the  motion  w&s  not  seconded,  and  no 
question  was  put  and  some  hon.  gentleman 
—the  Hon.  Mr.  Tessler,  I  think— moved  that 
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the  further  consideration  of  the  report  be 
postponed  tUI  a  future  day.  When  the  con- 
sideration of  the  amendment  came  up  to- 
day It  was  moved  by  .Hon.  Mr.  Bdmtrde— and 
that  was  the  first  motion— that  the  r^rt 
be  referred  back  to  the  committee.  Then  it 
was  perfectly  legitimate  for  the  lion,  gentle- 
man from  Lincoln  to  move  that  the  amend- 
ments be  concurred  In. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Allow  me  a  word 
in  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNQ— Order.  The  Speaker 
baa  given  hts  ruling. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBX— I  want  to  know  if 
there  Is  any  motion  at  all? 

Hon.  MEMBERS— Order,  order. 
Hon.  Mr.  I«ANDBY— If  there  is  no  motion 
at  all  why  sfaouldr- 

Hon.  MEMBERS— Order,  order. 
Hon.  Mr.  FBROUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  the  consent  of  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— If  that  Bill  was  In 
the  orders  of  the  day,  does  that  fact  not 
suppose  there  was  a  motion  to  refer  it? 

The  SPEAKER^Tbe  report  got  on  our 
order  paper  from  the  motion  moved  by  the 
Hod.  Mr.  Tessler,  seconded  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Landry,  that  the  further  consideration  of 
the  report  be  postponed,  and  it  was  post- 
y>oned,  so  that  the  hon.  gentlemui  from 
Rockland  might  be  present ;  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Rockland  being  present  to- 
day and  having  to  deal  with  the  report 
of  the  committee,  moved  that  the  report 
be  referred  back  to  the  committee,  and  then 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lincoln  moved 
that  the  amendments  recommended  by  the 
committee  be  concurred  In. 

The  House  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  carried  on  the  foUoiflng  divi- 
sion : 

Contents  16,  Non-contenta  13. 

ContentB  : 
The  Hoa.  Messieurs 


Non-Coutents  : 
The  Hod.  Measlenrs 


Black, 

Church, 

Coffey, 

Domvllle, 

Edwards, 

Ferguson, 

Landry, 


Hacdonald  (P.B.I.), 

Macdonald  (Victoria), 

McOresor, 

McSweeney, 

Merner, 

Hontplalslr, 

Perley.— IJ. 


Dobson, 

Frost, 

Olbsoo, 

Kerr  (Coboura), 
Kerr  (Toronto), 
Lovltt, 
HcHugh, 
McKay, 

The  SPEAKER. 


McHullen, 

Power  (Speaker), 

Scott, 

Watson, 

Wllion, 

Yeo, 

Young.— 16. 


Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— I  paired  with  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Sullivan. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON  moved  the  third  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  pohit  «I 
order.  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  right  to  make  that  motion  when  the 
hOD.  gentleman  In  charge  of  the  Bill  Is  here. 

non.  Mr.  WILSON— The  Bill  Is  the  pro- 
perty of  the  House,  and  after  the  report  of 
the  committee  has  been  adopted  anyone  can 
move  that  the  Bill  be  proceeded  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  seems  to  me  to 
be  futile  to  offer  any  further  oppotfUon.  I 
am  not  going  to  raise  any  objection. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (123)  An  Act  to  Incwporate  the  King- 
ston and  Dominion  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Sullivan.) 

Bill  (126)  An  Act  respecting  certahi  Pa- 
tents of  Siegfried  Glroncolt— <Hon.  Mr. 
I'oirier.) 

Bin  (180)  An  Act  respecting  the  Boron 
and  Ontario  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr.  Cobourg.) 

CAiSADA  TEMPERANCE  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOVITT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  BUI  (119)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Gin- 
ada  Temperance  Act 

Hon.  Sir  JOHN  CARLING— Will  the  hon. 

gentlemau  explain  the  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LOVITT— It  Is  a  copy  of  the  old 
'law  with  the  exception  of  the  words  '  With 
or  without  hard  labour.*  It  gives  the  magis- 
trate the  option  of  inflicting  hard  labour. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Bill  has  passed 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  it  Is  asked  for 
by  a  considerable  number  of  persons  la  tbe 
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provinces,  particularly  In  Nova  Scotia,  where 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  Is  In  force,  and 
in  the  county  from  which  the  promoter  of 
the  Bill  comes,  I  am  informed,  a  license  has 
not  been  issued  for  over  forty  years.  At 
the  same  time,  there  la  a  pretty  general  sale 
of  liquor  by  men  of  straw,  who  are  put  up 
at  the  Instance  of  other  parties,  and  who, 
when  called  upon  to  pay  a  fine,  are  quite 
onnble  to  do  bo.  This  Blil,  therefore,  pro- 
vides u  mouth's  Imprisonment  for  the  first 
offence.  Under  the  law  as  it  stood  the  pen- 
alties are  not  different  from  the  penalties 
under  this  Bill.  It  is  simply  the  substitution 
for  the  earlier  penalties  of  imprisonment. 
Under  the  law  as  It  stands,  a  man  had  to 
be  convicted,  I  think,  twice  before  be  could 
be  imprisoned.  I  will  read  the  words  of  the 
statute  as .  they  stand  now.  They  nre 
exactly  the  same  down  to  the  twelfth  Hue. 
The  clause  of  the  present  Bill  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

100.  Every  oae  who,  by  himself,  his  clerk, 
servant  or  agent,  exposes  or  keeps  for  sale,  or 
directly  or  iodlrectly,  on  any  pretense  or  by 
any  device,,  sells  or  bartM-B,  or  Id  consideration 
ol  the  purchase  of  any  other  property,  gives 
to  any  other  person  any  intoxicating  llqnor.  In 
Tiolatlon  of  the  second  part  of  this  Act,  shall, 
on  summary  conviction,  be  liable  to  a  penalty 
for  the  first  offence  of  not  less  than  fifty 
dollars,  or  imprisonment  for  a  term  not  ex- 
ceeding one  month,  with  or  without  hard  la* 
bour,  and  for  a  second  offence  to  a  fine  of  not 
lesa  than  one  hundred  dollars,  or  imprisonment 
for  two  months,  with  or  without  hard  labour, 
and  for  the  third  and  every  subsequent  offence, 
to  Imprison  naent  for  a  term  not  exceeding  four 
monthE,  with  or  without  hard  labour. 

*j)8  proposes  to  give  tlie  power  of  Im- 
prisonment at  the  earlier  stages,  mot  wait- 
ing for  the  commission  of  the  third  offence. 
The  iwnaltleB  are  the  same,  fifty  dollars  for 
the  first,  and  a  hundred  dollars  for  the  se- 
cond. The  only  change  really  is  In  the  Im- 
prisonment, the  Imprisonment  being  rather 
at  the  earlier  stages  than  on  the  third  con- 
dition. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLEB— My  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  this  gives  very  arbi- 
trary powers  to  magistrates  without  any 
appeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  does  not  chaz^  the 
law  as  it  stood  with  reference  to  the  ques- 
tion of  appeal  in  any  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLiBEB— I  was  told  that  It  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  Under  the  law  as 
it  ftOod,  Imprisonment  could  not  be  Imposed 
40. 


except  after  the  second  offence.  It  must 
be  on  the  third  charge  that  imprisonment 
should  be  imposed.  This  Bill  proposes  to 
allow  the  convicting  magistrate  to  Impose 
imprisonment  on  the  first  and  second  offen- 

(%S. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  that  a  government 
Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  it  Is  not.  As  I 
happen  to  be  familiar  with  the  law.  Mr. 
Lovitt  asked  me  to  speak  about  it 

Hon.  Mr.  OLOBAN— I  should  like  to  say  a 
word  or  two  with  regard  to  the  principle  of 
the  BUI  before  It  Is  endorsed.  I  understand 
it  went  through  the  House  of  Commons 
Without  any  scrutiny  and  it  la  now  In  the 
hands  of  the  hon.  senators. 

Hon.  Mr.  McGBEGOR~Where  did  yon 

understand  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— From  parties  inter- 
ested on  both  sides  of  the  question— those 
who  want  the  amendment  and  those  who 
are  opposed  to  it  At  the  prftent  moment  I 
speak  not  only  on  behalf  of  those  who  are 
opposed  to  the  amendment  of  the  law, 
but  from  my  experience  lu  regard  to  the 
administration  of  license  law.  The  amend- 
ment proposes  to  place  In  the  hands  of  the 
magistrates  who  are  charged  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  license  law,  whether 
under  the  Scott  Act  or  under  the  provincial 
license  law,  It  proposes  to  put  In  their 
hands  power  which  would  be  dangerous. 
I  am  not  speaking  now  from  personal  ex- 
perience but  from  what  I  have  heard  from 
persons  who  are  sulferlng  from  the  admin- 
istration of  Justice.  Statements  are  made 
that  magistrates  in  certain  counties  where 
the  Scott  Act  is  enforced,  have  too  much 
power  already.  This  amendment  proposes 
to  give  them  further  power,  namely,  to  send 
a  man  to  jail  with  hard  labour.  To-day 
their  powers  are  restricted  to  flue  and  Im- 
prisonment, or  both.  These  defendants  can 
be  sentenced  to  hard  labour— they  cannot 
be  called  criminals  because  that  has  been 
decided  in  Quebec,  In  a  case  in  which  I 
took  part,  that  a  man  violating  the  license 
law  Is  not  a  criminal.  I  was  prosecutor  in 
a  case  in  which  I  asked  the  court  to  have 
the  defendant  sentenced  to  the  penitentiary 
on  that  ground,  but  the  court  would  not 
hold  with  me.  It  is  a  serious  thing  to  put 
In  the  heads  of  ordinary  magistrates  such 
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"a  power.  I  bare  here  a  statemeot  made  on 
1>ebalf  of  the  interests  which  are  opposed  to 
this  amendment.  It  Is  a  circular  sent  forth 
by  the  Nova  Scotia  Hotel  Association.  I 
suppose  these  men  have  some  rights,  as  well 
as  the  men  who  are  favouring  the  amend- 
ment. I  will  not  asanme  responsibility  for 
the  statement,  bat  this  Is  the  statement 
which  they  send  out  and  for  which  they  are 
responsible  : 

We  further  beg  leave  to  point  out  that  there 
Is  DO  appeal  from  the  DMsistrate'a  court,  who. 
Id  most  cases.  Is  not  graced  vith  legal  acumen, 
but  Is  selected  mostly  for  his  known  sympathy 
with  the  prosecutlOD  and  has  been  known  on 
several  occasions  to  carry  a  typewritten  Judg- 
ment, la  favour  of  the  Inspector,  with  him  for 
Immediate  use  after  the  trial.  His  prejudices 
being  one-sided,  he  frequently  eonvlcts  without 
evidence  worthy  of  the  Dane. 

Now,  that  is  a  very  serious  chaise  made 
against  the  magistracy  of  this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  McGBBGOR— Who  Is  malfing  it? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN—The  Hotel  Associa- 
tion of  Nova  Scotia,  signed  by  D.  McDer- 
mott,  secretary,  I  suppose  a  responsible 
body.  We  have  a  similar  association  in 
Ontario,  the  Licensed  Victuallers,  a  very 
respectable  body,  who  cater  to  the  wants 
of  the  public,  and  I  suppose  the  Nova  Scotia 
Hotel  Association  Is  on  a  similar  basis, 
and  commands  the  respect  of  the  community 
in  which  they  reside.  This  is  the  statement 
made  by  that  association,  so  that  I  do  not 
think  it  is  proper  to  ask  this  House  to 
consent  at  once  to  endorse  the  principle  of 
Inci-easiiig  the  power  of  magistrates  who  are 
able  to  act  this  way.  I  am  speaking  on 
behalf  of  people  I  do  not  know,  but  I  like 
falr-pIay  and  Justice.  I  know  in  our  own 
province,  Quebec,  there  is  great  repugnance 
to  Inflicting  upon  the  defendant  in  a  liquor 
case  the  full  penalty  of  the  law.  I  know 
In  my  own  case,  as  prosecutor,  the  Judges 
have  asked  me  time  and  again  to  allow  the 
minimum  penalty  to  be  Inflicted.  It  de- 
pends upon  circumstances  whether  the 
offence  against  the  law  is  a  serious  or  a 
trivial  one.  A  hotel-keeper  who  will  give 
liquor  to  a  child  or  n  drunken  man  Is  not  In 
the  same  position  as  the  hotel-keeper  who 
will  sell  liquor  to  a  man  who  comes  off 
the  train  at  three  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
and  wants  a  stimulant ;  and  we  cannot  put 
these  dlscretionarjr  matters  in  the  law.  So 
that  to  increase  the  powrir  of  magistrates 
who  are  openly  charged  before  the  Senate 
Hon.  Hr.  CIX>RAN. 


and  before  the  public  as  being  Incompetent 
to  administer  the  law  as  It  exists,  wooM 
not  be  proper. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  Bill  only  in- 
terests, directly  at  all  events,  such  parts  of 
the  country  as  have  adopted  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act.  I  believe  that  is  not  the 
state  of  the  affairs  In  the  larger  provinces 
of  Quebec  and  Ontario.  In  Quebec  the 
evil  effects  which  my  hon.  friend  appears 
to  anticipate,  will  have  no  effect  because 
the  Ganadii  Temperance  Act  Is  not  adc^ted 
there.  I  come  from  a  province  where  we 
have  the  Canada  Temperance  Act  In  force  lo 
all  the  counties,  and  I  may  say  there  is  a 
very  strong  feeling  amongst  the  people  of 
the  province  of  Prince  Bdward  Island  In 
favour  of  making  the  provisions  of  that  law 
more  stringent  than  they  are. 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  know 
that  the  present  amendment  has  been  sug- 
gested from  my  province  in  any  way.  I 
have  not  heard  that  it  was,  but  I  do  know 
from  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the  people 
there,  and  their  views  on  this  question, 
that  they  regard  this  as  a  very  useful  amend' 
ment  in  helping  them  to  carry  out  what  Is 
the  will  of  the  people  of  the  province  of 
Prince  Edward  Island  or  the  will  of  the 
majority  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  MeSWEENEY— I  come  from  a 
province  in  many  parts  of  which  we  hare 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  In  the  dty 
to  which  I  belong  we  have  had  it  for  twenty- 
two  years,  and  I  must  say  it  bos  woAed 
%-ery  badly.  Before  we  had  the  Canada 
Temperance  Act  we  had  thirteen  hous?3 
where  liquor  was  sold  under  licenses.  Under 
the  Canada  Temperance  Act  we  have  fifty 
people  selling  without  license,  and  thej- 
linve  been  at  It  for  twenty-three  years.  It 
Is  going  from  bad  to  worse,  and  I  am  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  Instead  of  decreastag 
drunkenness  is  increasing.  I  see  many  peo- 
ple now  under  the  influence  of  liquor,  par- 
ticularly on  Sunday,  minors  passing  in  the 
place  where  I  live,  half  dozen  at  a  time, 
drunk,  and  I  never  saw^  it  under  the  old 
license  law.  They  have  made  every  effort 
to  improve  the  condition  of  affain.  Tbey 
have  sent  SMne  to  Dorchester ;  they  bare 
fined  others,  and  imprisoned  some,  yet  sttll 
it  is  worse  than  ever.  What  are  the  facti  i 
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In  the  first  election,  In  1884,  the  Temperance 
Act  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  thirty-one. 
In  a  district  (Ward  No.  5)  where  the  major- 
ity of  the  Itqnor-sellers  were,  the  vote 
stood  forty-one  to  ten.  Those  pe<^le  were 
perfectly  satisfied  ;  it  suited  them  down,  be- 
cnnse  they  knew  that  nnder  a  license  law 
tbey  conld  not  get  a  license,  but  nnder 
the  Scott  Act  they  conld  sell  without  li- 
cense, and  they  hare  been  aelUng.  Who 
are  the  people  that  are  now  fined  ?  The 
respectable  hotel-keepers,  who  run  houses  to 
accommodate  the  public  ;  while  the  Illicit 
sellers  are  not  touched.  In  Moncton  they 
have  an  arrangement  by  which  they  fine 
ttie  leading  hotel  people  fifty  dollars  every 
iiuarter,  which  Is  equal  to  a  license  fee 
of  ¥200  a  year.  In  Fredericton  they  are 
doing  the  same  thing,  and  all  over  the  pro- 
vinces tiie  Act  Is  a  dead  failure.  It  Is  the 
same  in  Prince  Edward  Island,  as  the  re- 
turns show.  There  is  more  rum  brought  into 
Prince  £dward  Island  now  than  ever  there 
was.  In  some  parts  of  Nova  Scotia,  where 
the  Scott  Act  Is  in  force,  it  Is  a  dead  letter. 
It  is  so  in  Cape  Breton.  It  fa  a  perfect 
humbug  to  amend  this  law.  Under  the 
present  Act  there  is  a  i^e  of  not  less  tiian 
flity  dollars  for  the  first  offence,  and  this 
law  is  to  be  administered  by  the  magis- 
trates throughout  the  country,  many  of 
wliom,  as  we  know,  are  irresponsible  peo- 
ple, and  it  Is  proposed  to  give  these  magis- 
trates power  to  add  to  the  fine,  Imprison- 
ment at  hard  labour.  Look  at  the  position 
la  whlctr  ^St  puts  a  respectable  man. 

HoU  Mr.  WILSON— A  man  who  violates 
the  law  is  not  respectable. 

Hod.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— The  proprietor 
of  the  Qaeen'a  hotel  In  Fredericton  was  put 
In  Jail  for  violating  the  law,  and  he  had  a 
perfect  levee  in  Jail,  and  the  very  first  man 
that  called  on  liim  was  the  Anglican  Bishop. 
What  ii  the  use  of  having  a  law  on  the 
statutes  which  is  a  dead  letter  ?  For  a 
second  offence,  the  fine  Is  the  same  as  for 
the  first,  but  tor  the  third  offence  there  Is 
Bdded  two  months*  imprisonment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— For  the  third  offence 
tfi«  pnnfAment  is  the  same  as  the  present 
law. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWBENET— They  have  ad- 
dett  two  mtniths.   It  was  two  months*  Ini- 
40* 


prisonment.  now  it  is  '  not  exceeding  four 

months.'    It  is  a  "bad  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  McGREGOR— I  am  sorry  I  can- 
not agree  with  the  hm.  gentleman  from 
Northumberland. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENBT— I  am  sorry  too. 

Hon.  Mr.  McORBGOR— This  assertion  tiiat 
the  sale  of  liquor  has  been  Increased  be- 
cause of  the  Temperance  Act  is  all  non- 
sense, and  is  always  the  argument  used  by 
those  who  violate  the  law.  In  the  county 
from  which  I  come  the  Act  lias  been  in 
force  for  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— How  does  It 
work  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McGREGOR— Very  well.  Those 
who  violate  the  law  say  there  is  more  liquor 
sold  than  before  we  had  the  law,  but  that 
la  absurd.  In  any  bualness  the  more  public 
yon  make  it,  the  more  business  you  do. 
The  more  stores  you  bare,  the  more  yon 
will  sell,  and  the  man  who  says  that  be- 
cause you  have  a  more  stringent  law  there 
will  be  more  people  to  buy  liquor  and  get 
drunk,  states  what  is  absurd.  Some  hon. 
members  besides  'myself  have  received  a 
circular  from  the  Nova  Scotia  Hotel  Associa- 
tion. I  consider  the  sending  of  sndi  a  cir- 
cular to  hon.  members  a  piece  of  Impropriety. 
Some  of  the  members  of  this  aasocfatlon  are 
violators  of  the  law,  and  they  are  the  people 
who  are  anxious  to  have  the  Scott  Act  re- 
pealed. The  circular  states : 

We  further  beg  leave  to  point  out  that  there 
Is  DO  appeal  trom  a  maslstrate's  court,  who 
Is  not  In  moBt  cases  xraced  with  lejral  acumen, 
but  ia  selected  mostly  for  his  known  sympathy 
with  the  proaecutlon,  and  has  been  kdown  on 
several  occaalons  to  carry  a  typewritten  Judg- 
ment in  favour  of  the  inspector  with  him  for 
Immediate  use  after  the  trial.  Hla  sympathies 
being  0D«-8lded,  he  frequently  convlcta  with- 
out evldenec  worthy  the  name. 

I  never  heard  of  such  a  thing.   I  do  not 

believe  there  is  a  Justice  in  the  county  where 

I  live  who  would  be  guilty  of  carrying  a 

typewritten  Judgment  In  his  pocket,  ready 

to  be  delivered  before  he  heard  the  evidence. 

I  am  sorry  to  have  to  make  these  remarks, 

but  they  are  called  for  by  the  langnage  of 

the  circular.   Who  are  the  people  who  are 

anxious  about  this  ?  The  circular  says  : 

We  further  beg  leave  to  point  out  the  vlslos- 
ary  character  of  the  men  who  are  hounding  on 
legislation  ot  this  sort. 
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What  are  the  difficulties  now  ?  When 
these  hotelmen  are  convicted  of  a  first 
offence,  and  afterwards  of  a  second  offence, 
the7  drop  out  and  hire  a  young  man  to  take 
charge  of  the  bar.  He  will  be  fined  for  a 
first  and  second  offence  also.  They  never 
win  get  a  third  convlcdon  against  him.  For 
the  first  and  second  offence  they  go  to  the 
prosecutor  and  say,  '  we  accept  service  and 
will  confess  judgment,'  and  then  they 
change  bar-keepers,  and  the  trooble  is  you 
can  never  catch  them  on  a  third  offence. 
They  are  afraid  that  the  magistrates,  may 
have  the  power  to  Imprison  them  at  hard 
labour  for  violating  the  law.  I  approve  of 
the  Bin  aud  shall  give  It  my  support. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMTJLLBN— We  should  be  very 
careful  about  adopting  this  clause.  The 
Scott  Act  is  a  permlBsive  law  ;  each  muni- 
cipality must  adopt  It  before  it  goes  Into 
force.  It  has  been  adopted  In  many  parts 
of  Canada  ;  if  we  now  amend  its  provisions 
and  declare  that  a  first  violation  of  the  law 
renders  the  (lender  liable  to  imprisonment, 
we  insert  a  penalty  which  the  law  did  not 
contain  when  It  was  adapted  by  the  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Tlfat  Is  a  good  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMtlLLBN— If  we  so  amend  a 
law,  and  a  case  arises  under  It  which  is 
carried  to  the  higher  courts,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  the  conviction  would  be  quashed  on 
the  ground  that  the  conviction  was  under  a 
law  which  was  not  adopted  by  the  people. 
Can  parliament  amend  a  permissive  law  of 
that  kind  and  Insert  provisions  which  have 
not  been  adopted  by  the  people  ?  The  point 
is  well  worthy  of  consideration.  I  have 
known 'cases  where  men  have  been,  unfor- 
tunately, tempted  to  sell  iiquor  in  violation 
of  the  iaw.  If  those  men  could  on  a 
first  offence  be  sent  to  Jail  for  thirty  days, 
it  would  be  a  very  serious  and  arbitrary  act- 
I  do  not  like  the  idea  of  giving  a  police 
magistrate  power  to  impose  such  a  penalty. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  have  had  a 
trial  of  the  Scott  Act  The  people  of  On- 
tario must  have  had  some  wisdom  when 
they  tried  it  and  kicked  It  out  In  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec  the  experience  has  been 
the  same,  and  they  now  echo  the  sentiment 
of  the  song  : 

Hang  biB  eres  If  ever  he  tries  to  rob  a  poor 
man  of  his  beer. 

Hon.  Mi.  HcGRBGOR. 


Instead  of  passing  this  Bill,  It  would  be 
better  If  the  government  introduced  a  Bill 
to  repeal  the  present  Act  and  if  such  legir 
lation  is  considered  expedient  to  pass  a  Uw 
applicable  to  all  parts  of  Canada  alike.  Is 
It  right  to  give  the  people  of  Ontario  tiw 
power  to  decide  what  they  shall  eat  drhik 
and  wear  and  deny  to  the  people  of  the  mari- 
time proviuces  the  same  freedom,  if  by  a 
catch  vote  this  Act  can  be  brought  into 
force  ?  By  the  revenue  returns,  we  And 
that  the  consumption  of  liquor  is  Increasing 
in  this  country  and  It  must  be  used  surrep- 
titiously in  many  parts  of  the  Domlidon 
where  the  Scott  Act  is  In  force.  The  gov- 
ernment have  no  objection  to  drawing  a 
revenue  fi-om  the  importation  and  sale  of 
liquor,  and  they  should  not  sanction  sncb 
legislation  as  .this.  This  measure  proposes 
to  put  a  terrible  instrument  In  the  bauds 
of  country  magistrates,  whose  intentions 
may  be  good,  but  whose  prejudice  might 
lead  them  to  render  unfair  decisions  from 
which,  as  I  understand,  there  Is  no  appeal. 
It  might  often  happen  that  a  worthy  nun 
who  furnishes  ale  to  his  guests,  might  be 
sent  by  a  vindictive  magistrate  to  prison, 
as  was  done  in  Frederlctou  in  the  case  ot 
Mr.  Edwards,  a  very  respectable  man.  We 
know  how  It  works  In  the  maritime  pro- 
.vinces.  The  fines  are  Imposed  as  the  sab- 
stltute  for  license  fees.  I  am  not  Jostifyhig 
the  use  of  liquor  ;  I  am  objecting  to  puttli^ 
an  arbitrary  power  In  the  bands  of  the 
magistrate.  Under  present  conditions  a  re- 
spectable hotelkeeper  pays  fines  amounting 
to  $200  a  year  ;  under  this  Bill,  by  threaten- 
ing Imprisonment  the  fines  could  be  In- 
creased to  ?300  per  year.  I  ask  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  to  take  time  to  consider 
this  question,  and  the  promoter  of  the  BUI 
to  allow  It  to  stand  until  next  week. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOViTT— It  has  already  been 
hanging  over  for  some  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  can  be  discussed  In 

cbinmltt'ee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  opposed  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  I  do  not  waat 
to  affirm  the  principle  by  voting  for  « 
second  reading.  I  should  have  to  ask  the 
House  to  divide  on  the  question  #Detber  It 
is  right  to  give  a  magistrate  the  arbltraiy 
power  of  sending  a  man  to  Jail  because 
hns  sold  liquor.  It  Is  not  a  question  wtie- 
ther  the  temperance  principle  Is  right  ct 
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wrong,  bat  whether  such  an  arbitrary  act 
may  be  committed  under  a  law  which  is 
In  force.  In  my  opinion,  unfortunately,  in 
the  maritime  provinces.  My  friends  tell 
me  that  it  is  not  working  well,  that  it  wonld 
be  better  to  have  a  high  license  Act,  and 
not  lead  people  to  drink  In  secret  Let  ns 
have  a  high  license  Act  and  proper  inspec- 
tloD,  and  see  that  only  good  liquors  are  sold. 
I  shall  move  the  adjournment  of  tbe  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN — In  view  of  the  very 
serious  point  raised  by  tbe  boo.  senator 
from  Wellington,  1  think  it  would  be  In  the 
interest  of  the  administration  of  the  law 
to  submit  the  point  to  the  Department  of 
Justice  whether  this  amendment  la  ultra 
vires  or  not  We  should  have  an  opinion 
on  tbnt  l>efore  passing  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOVITT— The  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice put  this  through  tbe  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— This  point  was  not 
raised. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  when  tbe 
House  adjourns  It  stand  adjourned  until 
Tuesday  at  three  o'clock. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>OHyiLLB — I  would  point  out 
that  our  witnesses  are  here  at  great  disad- 
vantage to  themselves,  and  great  loss  of 
money  and  time.  They  are  prepared  to  go 
on  with  the  investigation  into  the  condi- 
tion of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Assoda- 
tlon.  They  would  have  gone  ofp  to-day  at 
four  o'clock  to  their  homes  had  they  known 
that  Liils  adjournment  was  to  be  proposed. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— The  bon.  gentleman  has 
a  rlgbt  to  object  to  the  adjournment 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— Then  I  object. 

The  Senate  adjourned  nntil  Monday  next. 


TEE  SEHATE. 

Ottausa,  Monday,  June  27,  190^. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  tbe  €balr  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

ICE-BREAKERS  ON  THE  ST.  LAW- 
RENCE. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBIiL  rose  to  : 

C&ll  tbe  fvttantloa  of  tbe  governmeot  to  tbe 
following  despatch  from  Moiitrea!,  pubUfthed  la 
tb«  Toronto  '  aiobe,*  of  tlM  17th  May  : 


(Special  despatch  to  tbe  '  Globe.' 

UODtreal,  Hay  16. — Captain  Spiin  and  Lieat.- 
Colonel  Andereon,  of  tbe  Department  of  Marine 
and  Flsberles,  beld  a  conf«rence  here  to-day 
with  a  number  of  harbour  commlssiOQers  and 
shippers  in  order  to  get  an  ezpresBlon  of  opin- 
ion regarding  the  goveromen't'B  proposal  to 
place  ice-breakers  on  the  St.  Lawrence  to  pro- 
long the  season  of  narlgatloa.  Ca^MaiD  Spain 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  1300,000  had  been 
placed  in  the  Dominion  estimates  for  an  Ice- 
breaker. While  nothing  had  been  deoidad  upon 
definitely,  it  was  thought  that  a  vessel  measur- 
ing 200  teet  long,  4S  feet  beam  and  drawing  18 
feet  of  water  would  about  flU  the  bill.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  Armstroog,  Wbitworth  A  Com- 
pany, of  Newcastle-on-Tyne.  would  be  tbe  build- 
ers, as  they  bad  more  experience  than  any  other 
company,  Uiey  being  tbe  bullden  of  the  Russian 
ice-breaker  '  Ermak  '  and  other  large  vessels. 

Colonel  Anderson  remflrhed  <hat  it  would  re- 
quire a  latrg^r  vessel  to  do  the  work  below  Que- 
liec.  and  Intimated  that  tbe  government  had  in 
hand  tbe  question  of  placing  a  vessel  of  suS- 
1  cient  capacity  to  keep  the  Ice  out  of  Cape 
Rouge. 

Mr.  Thomas  Harllnc.  ot  the  Canadian  Ocean 
and  Inland  Company,  who  recently  returned  from 
England,  said  that  be  had  a  conversation  with 
Mr.  Miller,  of  Armstrong,  Wbitworth  ft  Gom- 
,  pany,  the  builders  of  the  '£frmak,'  and  that  the 
I  experleace  with  these  tce-breakors  had  been 
very  satisfactory  Indeed.  He  suggested  that 
with  tbe  Ice-breaker  might  be  also  a  wrecking 
steamer,  the  only  additional  equipment  required 
being  pumps. 

A  resolution  was  passed,  approving  of  the 
scheme  for  the  winter  season  of  1H4-B,  the 
government  to  havf  at  least  one  breaker. 

And  Inquired : 

1.  Whether  It  Is  the  intention  of  tbe  govem- 
ment  to  purchase  Ice-breakers  ? 

2.  If  so,  how  many  ? 

3.  Have  tenders  been  asked  for  in  connection 
with  the  construction  of  these  ice-breakers  t 

4.  If  so,  was  any  Canadian  shlp-buUding  flm 
asked  to  tender,  and  U  so,  what  finn  or  flnos 
were  asked  to  tender  ? 

5.  If  tenders  have  not  yet  been  asked  for,  is  It 
tbe  Intention  of  the  government  to  Invite  ten- 
ders from  Canadian  Bhlp-botlders  T 

<.  Has  the  government  committed  Itself  to 
any  firm  or  Individual  to  purchase  one  or  more 
of  these  ice-breakers  ? 

7.  If  no  Canadian  sblp-hulldlng  firm  has  been 
asked  to  tender  for  one  or  more  of  these  Ice- 
breakers, what  are  the  reasons  why  such  ten- 
ders wwe  not  asked  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— The  answers  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  question  are  as  follows  : 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Two. 

3.  Yes. 

4.  No  Canadian  shlp-bulIding  firm  was 
asked  to  tender,  for  tbe  reason  that  after 
consulting  with  tbe  Canadian  firms  and 
stating  that  these  vessels  must  be  ready 
and  on  their  stations  on  or  before  the  flrst 
of  December,  It  was  deemed  quite  Impossible 
for  any  firm  In  tbis  country  to  be  able  to 
carry  out  tbe  contract  in  such  a  short  time  : 
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moreoTer,  It  was  considered  advisable  to  get 
tenders  from  firms  wblch  have  a  specialty 
of  building  tbls  kind  of  vessel. 

6.  When  another  Ice-breaker  Is  required, 
it  is  tlie  Intention  of  the  government  to  have 
the  same  constructed  in  Canada.  I  may  say 
here  the  proposal  of  the  minister  was  that 
on  the  upper  lakes  there  should  be  an  ice- 
breaker or  two  and  that  they  would,  neces- 
sarily, be  buflt  in  Canada. 

6.  Tes.  One  of  these  boats  Is  under  con- 
struction, to  be  delivered  at  Quebec  on  tbe 
Ist  of  December,  1904. 

Question  No.  7  Is  answered  by  No.  4. 

I  understood  they  were  rattier  for  the 
lower  St.  Lawrence,  and  another  reason 
which  I  heard  given,  which  is  not  in  these 
answers,  was  that  they  necessarily  could 
not  pa«s  through  the  lakes — those  that 
would  be  required  in  the  lower  St.  Law- 
rence. If  I  understood  the  minister  correct- 
ly the  ice-breakers  jequlred  for  tlie  upper 
lakes  would  be  built  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Where 
were  tbe  Russian  ice-breakers  constructed  ? 
In  England  V 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  really  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWKLL— Under 
the  circumstances,  I  snppose  there  would 
be  no  objection  to  bring  down  the  corres- 
pondence.   I  therefore  move,  seconded  by 

tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson  : 

That  «D  bumble  addreu  be  presented  to  His 
Exceilencr  <the  Governor  General ;  in-ayins  that 
His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  on  the  table 
ot  the  Senate,  copies  of  all  corrfl&pondencd  with 
ebip- builders  and  others,  relatlns  to  tbe  pur- 
chase, or  building  oC  ice-breakers,  for  use  on 
the  St.  Lawrence,  or  other  Canadian  waters. 

Sfy  reasons  for  asking  these  questions 
were,  first,  tliat  I  am  not  aware  that  any 

appropriation  has  been  yet  made  by  parlia- 
ment authorizing  the  purchase  of  tbese  ice- 
breakers. If  such  be  the  case,  it  is  only 
another  evidence  of  the  government  taking 
upon  Itself  the  responsibility  of  entering 
into  contracts  for  large  amounte  of  money 
without  authority  of  parliament.  I  might, 
however,  be  in  error,  but  I  think  X  am  not 
If  ice-breakers  are  to  be  obtained 'I  cannot 
understand  why  the  Canadian  ship-builders 
should  not  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
stating  whether  they  could  furnish  them. 
We  do  know  that  tbe  ship-building  estab- 
lishments In  Canada  have  a  hard  struggle 
Hmi.  Hr.  SOOTT. 


to  keep  In  existence  ;  that  they  have  a  diffi- 
culty in  finding  sufficient  employment  at 
the  price  received  for  the  construction  of 
ships  when  they  come  In  competition  with 
those  from  other  countries.  Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Canadian  slUp-buUdm 
should  have  an  opportunity  at  least  of  tend- 
ering for  this  work.  The  Bngllsb  ships  bnilt 
under  tbe  Merchants*  Shipping  Act  have  s 
right  to  come  in  without  payment  of  duty 
of  any  kind.  Formerly,  vessels  bougbt  in 
tbe  United  States  were  taken  to  the  British 
ports  and  there  entered  under  the  British 
registry.  If  my  recollection  serves  me 
right  tbe  present  government  have  given  an- 
other Interpretation  to  the  law  in  that  res- 
pect I  know  that  during  the  time  of  tbe 
late  government  that  matter  was  considered 
very  fully,  and  under  correspondence  tbat 
took  place  under  the  interpretation  of  tbe 
law  by  law  officers  of  the  Crown  at  tliat 
time  It  was  thought  we  bad  not  the  power 
or  authority  to  exact  duty  under  the  circam- 
stances  to  which  I  call  the  attention  of  tbe 
House.  While  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
under  the  Merchants  Shipping  Act  en  Im- 
perial Act,  British  vessels  could  come  in 
without  payment  of  duty,  It  was  a  grave 
question  whether  a  United  States  ves- 
sel or  a  vessel  built  and  owned  in  the 
United  States  could  be  taken  to  a  Brltlali 
port  and  there  registered  and  admitted  tree 
of  duty  as  a  British  vessel.  X  know  tbat 
was  the  interpretation  put  upon  tbe  law  at 
that  time,  and  it  was  acted  upon.  Express- 
ing my  own  Individual  opinion,  I  am  very 
glad  to  see  that  the  government  have  taken 
this  course,  because  it  is  ano'ther  step  to- 
wards protecting  the  shlp-bulldlng  Industry 
of  Canada.  There  are  Ice-breakers  on  tbe 
Detroit  river  which  were  built  in  Canada, 
I  understand,  and  if  they  could  be  built  lo 
Canada  why  should  not  an  opportunity  he 
given  to  Canadian  shlp-bullders  to  supply 
whatever  may  be  required  for  use  on  the  St 
Lawrence  ?  There  may  be,  as  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman has  pointed  out  a  question  as  to 
whether  the  ships  of  tbe  size  that  would 
be  required  could  he  taken  through  the  St 
Lawrence  canals  to  the  lower  ports.  Tia 
government  have  shipyards  where  they 
build  their  own  dredges  and  do  other  worit 
of  that  kind.  We  have  In  Ontario,  the  Pol- 
son  works  and  the  Bertram  works,  Toronto, 
and  a  shlp-bullding  establlsbment  at  Col- 
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Unffwood,  besides  the  goTenunent  esflab- 
Uabment  and  some  of  tbem  bare  already 

bnllt  Ice-breakera.  However,  when  we  get 
the  correspondence  we  can  better  judge 
the  reasons  why  Canadian  ship-luillderB 
bave  been  Ignored.  I  suppose  tbere  are 
sblp-building  establishments  in  tlie  mari- 
time provinces.  Whether  tbey  have  the  ap- 
pliances necessary  for  constructing  Ice- 
breakers of  the  cbarncter  required  to  keep 
the  St.  Lawrence  <H>en,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say,  but  I  think  in  all  cases  of  this  kind 
where  Canadian  industries  can  be  employ- 
ed, the  work  should  be  given  to  them.  I  am 
glad  to  learn  that  If  ice-breakers  should  be 
requh-ed  for  the  upper  lakes  they  will  be 
constructed  by  Canadian  milp-hnllders.  I 
am  quite  satisfied  that  if  our  Canadian  estab- 
lishments were  given  sufficient  time  they 
would  be  able  to  supply  the  government 
with  all  the  vessels  of  this  kind  that  may 
be  required. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCCirr— The  policy  of  the  gov- 
ernmeot  is  quite  in  accord  with  the  line  my 
bon.  friend  has  Indicated,  and  it  was  only 
eicoptlonal  circumstances  that  prevented 
the  government  following  it  In  this  Instance. 
A  few  months  ago  an  agitation  arose  as  to 
tbe  propriety  of  keeping  the  St.  Lawrence 
river  open  below  Qaebec.  It  was  thought 
that  by  doing  so  we  could  extend  the 
season  of  navigation.  That  was  the  Qrst 
Bu^estlon  that  prompted  the  making  of  the 
order,  and  the  minister  entrusted  with  tbe 
order,  as  we  are  advised  here,  ascertained 
that  the  Canadian  firms  would  not  be  In  a 
position  to  deliver  Ice-breakers  as  early  as 
they  would  be  really  needed.  If  tbey  are 
built  on  the  upper  lakes  there  would  be  a 
difficulty  in  getting  them  to  the  lower  St. 
Lawrence.  There  will  no  doobt  be  more  Ice- 
breakers required  if  we  are  to  lengthen  the 
season  of  navigation  on  Lake  Superior.  It 
has  been  suggested  tbat  by  the  use  of  ice- 
breakers the  lake  ports  could  be  kept  open 
ten  or  fifteen  days  longer  in  the  fall.  Bven 
that  would  be  a  very  valuable  extension — 
and  tee-breakers  might  be  built  for  tbat  pur- 
pose on  the  upper  lakes-  Speaking  from 
my  own  experience,  the  best  Ice-breaker 
tbat  I  have  ever  seen  was  that  used  at  tbe 
Straite  of  Mackinaw.  I  Itave  gone  across 
the  Straits  in  mld-wlnter  when  Hiere  was  a 
■olid  mass  of  ice  to  be  broken  through,  even 
at  the  docks,  before  the  vessel  could  get 


out,  she  tiad  to  break  a  way  for  herself  and 
work  out  in  that  most  difflcolt  channel.  It 
struck  me  that  nothing  could  be  stronger 
or  more  effective  than  the  Ice-breaker  I  saw 
there.  In  regard  to  the  other  question,  tbe 
Merchants  Shipping  Act,  my  hon.  friend  is 
aware  that  owing  to  representations  made 
by  the  present  government  the  law  has  been 
changed-  Formerly  it  was  found  that  a 
foreign  vessel  registered  in  a  colony  such  as 
Newfoundland,  for  Instance,  could  come  into 
Canada  and  compete  for  Canadian  trade. 
That  seemed  very  Improper,  and  the  ob- 
jection to  it  became  apparent  at  last,  and 
we  were  able  to  remove  thft  objection. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
law  bas  not  been  changed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  the 
statute  Is. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BQWBLL— The 
Interpretation  of  the  law  has  been  changed. 
Has  there  been  any  appropriation  taken  by 
parliament  or  authority  given  for  entering 
into  these  contracts  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  are  now,  I  think, 
two  or  three  Bills  tbat  really  have  not  been 
printed  yet,  and  I  presume  the  appropriation 
will  be  found  in  one  of  those  Bills  when  tbey 
come  down.  The  supplementary  estimates 
for  the  coming  year,  have  not  been  printed 
yet  and  I  hope  they  will  contain  something 
of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
government  has  taken  the  responsibility  of 
entering  Into  contracts  Involving  the  ex- 
penditure of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dol- 
lars without  consulthig  parliament  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — We  have  confidence 
enough  In  parliament  that  they  will  votft 
tbe  money. 

CANADA  TEMPERANCK   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  RBADINO. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called : 

Resumiog  tbe  adjourned  debate  on  tbe  second 
reading  (Bill  119)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Canada 
Temperance  Aot.— (Hon.  Mr.  Domvllle.) 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE  said:  When  I 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  it  was 
not  with  any  view  of  causing  obstrocUon, 
nor  wag  it  with  any  view  of  ei^resslng  an 
opinion  as  to  the  legality  of  tills  clause  until 
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I  could  coQBDlt  with  some  1^1  men.  It  was 
not  unreasonable  to  expect  tbat  those  res- 
ponsible for  the  legislation  of  parliament 
shoold  have  time  to  think  what  they  were 
doing,  and  what  eCTect  such  iegislation  as 
this  might  hare  on  the  public  or  on  In- 
dtTtdnala.  I  have  not  changed  my  mlod  on 
this  subject  since  I  spoke  last  It  strikes 
me  that  If  parliament  allows  the  manofac- 
ture  nud  sale  of  liquor  in  the  country  and 
derive  a  large  revenue  from  the  six  or  eight 
million  gallons  of  spirits  manufactured  by 
our  distillers,  it  is  somewhat  unfair  that  a 
portion  of  the  community  which  may  be  In- 
fluenced by  prejudice  are  to  be  allowed  to 
trample  on  the  rights  of  others.  This  la  a 
permlsslTe  Act  and  we  know  how  It  baa 
worked  where  It  has  been  tried.  It  has  proved 
a  failure  In  Ontario  and  Quebec.  Evidently 
a  majority  of  the  people  think,  whether 
wisely  or  unwisely,  that  they  should  have 
a  right  to  use  spirit.  I  for  one  should  be 
very  sorry  to  set  myself  up  as  a  Judge  as  to 
what  people  should  drink,  In  view  of  the 
fact  that  Her  Majesty  used  liquor  and  the 
present  King  uses  it.  Why  should  we  In- 
terfere with  a  poor  man's  chance  of  earning 
an  honest  livelihood,  by  keeping  a  hotel 
and  supplying  his  guests  with  refreshments. 
I  have  been  round  a  good  deal,  and  I  find 
that  guests  do  not  stay  long  at  a  temperance 
hotel.  In  my  own  county  the  Act  has  been 
adopted,  and  we  all  know  bow  difficult  it 
Is  to  repeal  the  Act  when  It  Is  once  In  force. 
People  do  not  choose  to  go  to  the  front  and 
express  an  opinion  against  the  temperance 
people.  I  respect  the  clergy  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  but  I  do  not  follow  them  very 
far.  I  would  find  It  difflcalt  to  decide  which 
denomination  I  would  belong  to.  All  of 
them  have  something  good,  and  so  It  Is  with 
this  temperance  question.  One  man  says  if 
you  drink  alcohol  it  Is  bad  for  you,  tbat  is 
as  a  beverage,  but  If  you  take  It  as  a  me- 
dicine it  Is  all  right.  In  our  county,  If  you 
want  liquor  as  a  medicine  you  .can  get  all 
you  want. 

Hod.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— And 
sometimes  more  than  yon  want 

Hon.  Mr.  DOSIVILLB— Yes,  sometimes. 
In  this  age  of  enlightenment,  with  the  Lib- 
eral party  in  power.  It  seems  strange  that 
people  should  be  found  anywhere  who  seek 
the  poww  of  arbitrarily  coercing  their  brotb- 
Hon.  Ur.  DOHVILLB 


OTB.  Why  should  they  aadertake  to  redalm 
the  world  J  Is  the  ordinary  man  who  dlffert 

In  opinion  from  them  to  be  made  the  victim 
of  some  magistrate  who  wonld'send  bim  to 
JfliI  at  hard  labour,  because  he  supplies  hi" 
guests  with  liquor  ?  There  Is  a  good  detj 
to  be  said  on  the  liquor  qoestlon.  The  gor- 
ernnient  should  appoint  inspectors  to  see 
that  only  good  liquor  Is  sold.  Under  thli 
wretched  Act  young  men  who  might.  p«- 
haps,  be  satisfied  with  one  drink  at  a  b«r, 
secure  it  by  the  bottle  now,  and  do  not  stop 
until  the  bottle  Is  finished.  Why  this  legis- 
lation is  to  be  forced  upon  unwilling  people 
I  cannot  understand.  I  have  no  doubt  by 
the  legal  advice  I  have  obtained  that  If  this 
measure  Is  In  force  there  will  be  no  end  of 
litigation.  There  Is  a  new  plea  coming  up. 
They  say  the  law  which  they  voted  for  Is  not 
the  law  which  will  be  In  force  under  Uils 
amendment,  and  there  will  be  five  hundred 
cases  right  nway  lu  regard  to  this  matter. 
Every  man  who  Is  fined  will  set  that  up  as  a 
defence.  Would  It  not  be  better  for  us  to  do 
one  of  two  things  ?  If  this  honourable  body 
feels  that  there  should  be  prohibition,  bring 
in  a  prohibitive  Act  to  prevent  the  manufac- 
ture, sale. or  consumption  of  Ilquof  in  the 
country.  If  they  think  that  liquor  most  be 
produced  here  and  used,  why  not  make  the 
manufacture  of  It  a  government  mon<«>oly  ? 
Let  us  have  a  ^irltnal  minister,  and  adopt 
the  Gothenbei^  system  which  has  worked 
so  well  In  Sweden,  by  which  the  state  gets 
all  the  revenue,  and  there  Is  no  object  In 
selling  to  make  money  out  of  It  The  dis- 
tillers have  a  right,  under  the  existing  lav, 
to  carry  on  their  business,  and  they  make 
a  grtat  profit  out  of  the  manufacture  of 
liquor,  which  the  government  could,  under 
the  Swedish  system,  have  a  part  of  the 
revenue  of  the  country. 

I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  with  the  grow- 
ing population  we  have,  that  If  the  govetD- 
ment  took  that  matter  up  we  would  barOlj 
require  any  taxes  at  all.  The  profit  on  6,(XW- 
000  gallons  of  alcohol  or  whisky  would  five 
us  such  a  revenue  as  would  lately  go  to 
redeem  the  public  debt  or  give  us  a  large 
surplus  for  public  Improvement ;  but  soaie 
people  do  not  think  that  On  the  other 
hand,  if  selling  liquor  Is  such  a  criminal  Act 
that  a  magistrate  can  commit  a  man  to  Jail 
on  the  first  offence,  why  not  abolish  the  Act 
altogether  ?  There  la  one  of  two  things  tbat 
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mast  happen  In  this  country,  and  there  is  no 
tue  in  hiding  behind  the  bnafa.  We  must 
have  freedom  all  over,  or  we  must  compel 
the  people  to  be  temperance  men  if  It  Is  pos- 
sible for  them  to  be  so.  I  do  not  think 
tbere  is  any  line  to  he  drawn  between  the 
tw&  I  speak  with  every  reqpect  to  the  tem* 
perance  people.  I  respect  all  the  clergy,  and 
1  speak  with  respect  of  the  members  of  this 
House  and  elsewhere  who  may  have  the 
desire  to  help  their  brother  men.  We  all  know 
that  a  great  many  public  men  have  been  un- 
fortunate In  respect  of  their  drinking  habits, 
but  a  friend  told  me  the  other  day  that  on 
looking  over  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
Senate  be  found  that  of  the  old  members  the 
only  snrrlTora  are  those  that  took  some 
whisky.  The  rest  are  all  gone.  It  Is  a  very 
funny  statement,  but  looking  at  a  picture  of 
some  eighty  or  ninety  members  of  this  House 
the  only  survivors  of  the  early  days  of  con- 
federation are  those  who  use  whisky. 

Hon.  Mr.  McGregor— Where  Is  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Samla  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB — He  was  not  In 
that  picture  ;  but  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Samia,  on  a  pinch,  I  think,  would  not  ob- 
ject to  anybody  taking  eomething  for  his 
stomach's  sake  or  for  his  many  Infirmities. 
I  feel  that  this  is  a  serious  matter.  I  come 
from  St  John,  in  the  county  of  King's,-  where 
we  have  good,  law-abiding  citizens.  Men 
who  try  to  do  their  best,  men  standing  up 
for  the  constitution  of  the  country,  men 
who  sent  out  their  bods  to  South  Africa  to 
fight  tor  the  liberty  of  British  subjects  there, 
are  to-day  met  with  this  Bill  which  says 
they  mast  go  to  Jail  if  they  sell  liquor— not 
only  go  to  Jail  but  imprisonment  with  bard 
labour.   If  that  is  fair-play  I  cannot  see  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McGregor— They  would  he 

the  better  of  a  little  exercise. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Then  they  had 
better  send  them  to  the  Senate  and  they 
would  get  lots  of  exercise  because  they 
could  walk  up  and  down  fbe  corridors.  I 
think  hon.  gentlemen  should  consider  this 
Bill.  There  are  many  of  them  Interested, 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  this  matter  should 
be  postponed  to  another  session.  It  may 
have  merit  In  it,  that  I  do  not  aee  at  the 
'  moment.  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  this  Bill 
being  passed  in  its  present  atate.    If  any- 


thing is  to  be  done  it  should  be  In  a  different 
shape.  I  do  not  think  I  hav6  endeavoured 
In  any  way  to  pvejudlee  the  can. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  oh. 

Hon.  Mr.  DUMVILIiE- What  does  the 
hon.  gentleman  aay  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOdTT— Jnst  a  mere  exclama- 
tion of  Burprfse. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMTILLB— It  does  not  take 

much  to  surprise  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
have  been  more  surprised  than  he  has. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLET— The  hon.  gentleman 
will  be  surprised  before  the  end  of  the  seft- 
sion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  do  not  know 
what  Is  coming.  I  suppose  I  have  to  meet 
the  great  future  as  well  as  anybody  else.  I 
would  &Bk  t&e  Senate  to  consider  this  mat* 
ter  and  let  it  stand  over  for  another  year. 
Then  we  might  get  a  general  expression  all 
round  and  might  arrive  at  a  better  conclu- 
sion.  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  ftda  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAIRD — ^l  have  listened  with 
considerable  attention  to  the  last  speaker 
and  I  fall  to  see  that  he  has  advanced 
any  strong  arguments  In  opposition  to  the 
measure  now  before  us.  His  one  argument 
is  that  the  government  collect  duty  upon 
liquor,  allow  It  to  be  manufactured,  and 
therefore  It  should  be  sold.  The  govern- 
ment take  very  good  care  not  to  allow  It  to 
t>e  sold  where  the  majority  Is  against  its 
being  sold,  and  this  Bill  only  applies  to 
counties  which  have  the  Scott  Act  where  the 
majority  of  people  ore  opposed  to  the  sale 
of  ilquor  on  any  terms,  and  I  can  see  no 
reason  why  this  House  should  not  give  them 
the  proper  machinery  for  working  It  out.  A 
great  many  people  have  said  that  the  Scott 
Act  Is  a  failure.  It  has  done  an  immense 
good  to  the  country.  In  the  counties  ad- 
joining the  county  in  which  I  reside  I 
know  parts  of  the  country  where  liquor  was 
formerly  sold  every  five  or  six  miles  and  I 
can  truthfully  say  that  the  Scott  Act  Eas 
completely  abolished  the  sale  of  liquor  In 
every  district  where  It  is  In  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWBBNBY— Is  it  in  force 

In  your  county  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BAIRD— No.  bat  it  Is  in  the  ad- 
joining county.  We  never  tested  It  in  my 
county  because  we  felt  the  majority  would 
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not  TOte  for  It ;  but  In  the  adjoining  county 
they  have  had  the  Act  in  force,  I  think,  from 
tlie  second  year  after  It  became  law,  and 
It  lias  completely  abolished  the  sale  of  liquor 
In  the  country  districts.  Tliere  Is  only  one 
small  town  where  it  is  sold,  and  there  is 
very  little  sold  there.  I  am  in  favour  of  this 
BUI,  because  I  think  it  will  be  the  means  or 
helping  to  carry  out  the  object  of  the  Act  No 
persons  need  feel  alarmed  about  the  work- 
ing of  this  measure  If  they  are  not  offenders. 
Following  out  the  logical  conclusion  of  the 
argument  which  the  bou.  gentleman  has 
Just  made,  the  more  stringent  you  malce  the 
law  the  more  people  there  will  be  who  will 
violate  it.  If  that  be  the  case,  then,  we 
had  better  repeal  all  the  laws  upon  our 
statute-book  against  forgery,  theft  and  mur- 
der. That  would  be  the  logical  coneluslou 
of  his  argument-  I  believe  the  Act  has  done 
a  great  good  in  the  different  counties  in 
which  it  has  been  enforced,  ^.like  every 
other  law  it  wlU  not  enforce  Itself.  There 
must  be  behind  it  a  good,  strong  public 
sentiment  in  order  that  it  may  be  opera- 
tive. It  has  been  a  good  educator,  and  It 
has  educated  public  opinion  in  every  coun- 
ty that  has  adopted  it.  I  have  not  any 
doubt  that  in  the  counties  in  which 
the  Act  is  enforced  it  Is  w<»rking  well. 
It  is  working  well  in  the  counties  of 
^ew  Brunswick.  Of  course  there  are  some 
places  where  people  sell  liquor  contrary  to 
law.  In  that  same  place  there  may  be  peo- 
ple who  would  commit  forgery,  who  steal, 
and  who  sometimes  commit  murder.  There 
is  a  very  stringent  law  against  these  crimes, 
but  we  should  not,  therefore,  say  that  we 
should  abolish  all  these  laws.  We  find  vio- 
lators of  the  law  all  over  the  country.  My 
Idea  is  to  give  this  law  the  proper  machinery 
to  put  it  (n  force  and  the  law  will  be  ob- 
served. Therefore  I  am  In  favonr  of  the 
measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  no  right  to 
/speak,  as  I  have  already  apoken  on  this 
question,  but  I  rise  to  make  an  explanation 
In  the  absence  of  an  hon.  member  who  asked 
me  to  mention  the  matter.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  London  ■ 

An  hon.  MEMBER— He  is  a  brewer. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— But  a  member  of 
this  Senate.  He  desired  me  to  ask  this  hon- 
Hon.  Hr.  BAIRD. 


onrable  body  to  pwmit  this  Bill  to  atand  over 
until  after  the  adjournment,  which  is  to  take 

place  either  to-morrow  or  Thursday.  I 
am  simply  laying  his  request  before  the 
House,  and  I  have  nothing  more  to  lay  at 

present 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK — I  crave  the  indulgence 
of  this  honourable  body  while  I  make  a  few 
observations  on  the  Scott  Act  Having  bad 
for  the  last  flfty  years  some  experience  in  re- 
gard to  temperance  work,  and  more  parti- 
cularly in  observing  the  result  of  temper^ 
ance  efforts  in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia, 
I  was  a  little  surprised  to  hear  one  hon.  gen- 
tleman, on  the  occasion  of  the  former  debate 
on  this  measure,  state  that  is  was  a  dead 
letter  where  It  was  in  operation  ta  Xova 
Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVU^LEJ— If  I  said  Nova 
Scotia,  I  meant  New  Brunswick. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— I  don't  refer  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay.  I  refer  to  tbe 
remarks  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  West- 
moreland. My  experience  in  regard  to  the 
operation  of  the  Scott  Act  in  various  coun- 
ties where  it  has  been  in  operation  in  Nova 
Scotia  is  that  where  there  Is  a  strong, 
healthy,  moral  temperance  sentiment  tbat 
the  Scott  Act  works  admirably,  and  Jn 
places  where  a  very  strong  antl-temperance 
feeling  obtains  that  the  Scott  Act  ia  not  so 
effective,  because  there  Is  not  enough  moral 
influence  behind  the  working  of  the  Ac^  to 
enforce  it  This  is  a  very  small  matter  that 
we  have  before  us  to-day.  I  do  not  think 
it  calls  for  a  full  discussion  of  the  whole 
of  the  temperance  enactments  in  this  coun- 
try. Most  of  US  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
believe  in  responsible  government ;  and 
whereas  In  Nova  Scotia,  and  especially  In 
most  of  the  counties  of  Nova  Scotia,  a  pre- 
ponderating influence  is  in  favour  of  tem- 
perance, and  in  adopting  the  Scott  Act  they 
had  an  overwhelming  majority.  They  are 
only  carrying  out  thla  permissive  measure 
on  the  lines  of  responiUble  goveniment,  and 
I  do  not  see  why  any  hon.  gentleman  should 
say  that  we  are  in  that  Instance  cramming 
things  down  people's  throats.  On  the  other 
hand,  I  do  not  know  why  the  man  who 
rebels  against  this  enactment  and  wbo 
violates  the  law,  shoald  send  a  circular  • 
to  thla  honourable  Senate  of  Canada  and 
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protest  a^nst  any  amendment  to  this 
Act  he  himself  being  a  cnlprit  It 
seems  to  me  that  it  Is  on  a  par  with 
a  prisoner  dictating  to  the  jndge  what  his 
sentence  shall  be,  for  these  men  to  tell 
08  what  amendments  we  should  enact  In  re- 
gard to  the  Temperance  Act,  and  the  penalty 
ihey  should  be  subject  to  when  'they  vio- 
late this  law.  I  rather  think  this  amend- 
ment is  of  a  benevolent  character.  If  a  man 
has  violated  the  law  of  his  conntry  and  is 
iDcarcerated  In  prison  where  he  has  time  to 
meditate  upon  his  evil,  It  Is  rather  a 
rrilef  to  that  man  to  give  him  some- 
thing to  do^  I  am  an  IndnstriotiB  man  my- 
self, and  I  think  It  would  be  adding  hCHTor 
to  confinement  to  allow  a  prisoner  to  hare 
nothing  to  do  bnt  meditate  on  the  number  of 
young  men  whom  he  has  led  astray  by  his 
billiard  tables  and  the  Intoxicating  cup  and 
the  domestic  happiness  he  has  destroyed.  I 
think  It  Is  a  very  benevolent  proposition  to 
let  that  man  have  eomethlng  to  do.  We 
often  hear  our  anti-temperance  friends  say, 
when  they  are  opposing  any  temperance 
enactments,  that  it  Is  in  the  Interest  of  the 
friends  of  temperance.  I  think  it  is  in  the 
Interest  of  convicted  iiqnor  sellers  that  tbey 
should  have  hard  labour  rather  than  let 
them  lie  in  a  moody,  vllent  spirit  to  meditate 
upon  these  evils  I  have  described.  I  am  not 
one  of  those  who  say  that  everything  that 
temperance  people  do  and  want  is  right.  I 
think  tbey  have  made  mistakes  ;  they  have 
generally  been  tinkering  with  the  license 
bnstnesB,  and  they  say  that  In  some  in- 
stances amendments  to  the  license  Act 
have  rqiealed  the  Scott  Act  Well,  they 
have  repealed  it  In  cases  to  which  I  have 
referred,  where  there  was  a  strong  feeling 
against  the  Act,  not  where  the  people  were 
a  temperance  people  and  willing  to  enforce 
it  In  that  case  we  find  It  easy.  But  who 
>re  the  people  who  want  to  repeal  the  Scott 
Act  ?  We  find  all  over  this  country  wher- 
ever there  Is  an  efPort  to  repeal  the  Scott 
Act  it  comes  from  the  violators  of  the  law, 
and  when  we  find  that  the  men  who  vio- 
late the  Scott  Act  are  oppose*  to  any 
amendments  being  enacted,  it  should  be  a 
logical  reason  why  we  should  TOte  for  this 
amendment.  I  am  not  here  to  say  that  a 
man  who  runs  a  hotel  or  prahaps  sapplies 
the  traveller  to  wliom  my  bon.  tileDd  refers. 
Is  not  a  respectable  man.  But  those  are  not 


the  men  that  the  Scott  Act  pinches.  The 
men  that  the  Scott  Act  takes  hold  of,  are 
the  men  that  in  the  lanes  and  in  the  dark 
places  set  up  billiard  saloons  and  open  up  a 
gambling  rendezvous  and  enUce  young  men 
in  to  gamble  and  drink.  These  men  cannot 
lay  very  good  <daims  to  high  position.  These 
are  the  men  we  want  to  stop  from  this  ne- 
farious business,  and  this  amendment  to  the 
law  will  teach  them  that  there  Is  some- 
thing besides  paying  a  paltry  fine,  that  they 
are  to  be  under  a  little  more  stringent  pen-i 
altles.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Westmore- 
land, In  discussing  the  subject  the  other  day, 
said  that  these  men  were  respectable  men, 
that  it  would  lead  to  the  Incarceration  of 
respectable  meu.  I  should  like  to  know  how 
you  can  call  a  man  respectable  who  Is  pun- 
ished for  a  violation  of  the  law  ?  It  seems 
to  me  Illogical.  I  cannot  understand  it  I 
will  be  excused  if  I  make  a  very  short 
speech  on  such  a  large  subject  because  this 
is  one  of  the  things  upon  which  the  wise' 
men  have  had  something  to  say  and  have 
exhausted  their  wisdom  in  regard  to  it.  But 
I  will  say  that  to  make  this  evil  doing  easy 
is  to  make  the  law  lax  and  inoperative,  but 
to  fasten  up  the  channels  so  that  a  man 
cannot  sin  easily  Is  a  matter  in  ^the  inter- 
ests of  those  who  sbonid  be  protected,  not 
the  man  who  wants  to  make  a  ilttle  money 
out  of  an  Illegal  traffic.  We  want  to  con- 
sider to-day  the  Interests  of  the  great 
masses  of  the  people,  the  mothers,  the  wives, 
the  children,  and  to  make  it  hard  for  men 
who  place  temptation  In  the  way  of  men 
from  factories  and  shops,  in  order  that  they 
may  make  a  little  money  by  their  downfall, 
instead  of  letting  them  take  their  earnings 
home  to  their  wives  and  families.  I  say 
they  appeal  more  strongly  to  us,  and  I  hear 
their  voice  all  over  the  country  saying. 
'  Sires,  Senators,  protect  our  homes.' 

Hon.  Mr,  EDWARDS— I  am  a  very  well 
known  tetotaler  and  bave  been  all  my  life. 
But  on  some  p<rints  I  thoroughly  agree  with 
my  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay.      I  have 

strong  misgivings  as  to  prohibitive  legisla- 
tion. This  subject  has  taken,  a  far  wider 
range  this  afternoon  than  the  matter  pro- 
posed in  this  amendment  warrants.  Just  so 
long  as  the  manufacture  of  liquor  is  a  legal 
business  In  this  country,  .1  have  my  sincere 
doubts  about  laws  In  restriction  of  the  sale 
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of  it,  and  I,  farther  tblnk  that  moral  Bnaslon 
will  do  far  more  for  the  temperance  ques- 
tion than  legislation  will.  Of  course  these 
views  come  from  the  fact  that  I  am  such 
a  well-known  free  trader.  I  do  not  believe 
In  restriction.  Just  so  long  as  the  manu- 
facturing of  any  article  la  legalized  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— And  endorsed. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWAB1>S— But  this  question 
Is  not  Involved  at  all  this  afternoon.  Th^e 
Is  on  the  statute-books  of  Canada  to-day  a 
Temperance  Act  and,  until  that  Act  Is  re- 
pealed, those  in  the  different  portions  ef 
Canada  who  desire  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  Act  have  a  right  to  do  so.  Further,  I 
suppose  it  Is  those  counties  tb^at  nave  the 
Act  In  operation,  and  who  desire  to  make 
it  operative,  and  who  are  not  at)le  to  make 
It  operative  because  perhaps  of  the  laxity 
of  tDe  law  in  some  respect,  are  asking  for 
this  amendment.  They  are  not  asking  any- 
tliing  new  at  all  excepting  that  they  may 
secure  prohibition  by  a  more  stringent  enact- 
ment than  it  is  now.  It  Is  in  consequence 
of  this,  I  am  compelled  to  vote  for  the 
amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — It  may  well  be  sup- 
posed from  the  length  of  my  life  and  my 
prominence  on  the  temperance  question  that 
I  should  have  something  to  say  with  regard 
to  this  measure.  I  entirely  concur  in  the 
remarks  which  have  been  uttered  by  recent 
speakers,  that  we  are  not  dealing  with  the 
general  question  of  prohibition.  We  are 
dealing  with  a  small  matter,  the  amendment 
of  an  Act  to  make  ft  more  operative  than 
It  has  been  found  to  be  hitherto,  and  if  we 
would  confine  ourselves  to  that  discussion 
It  ueed  not  be  much  prolonged.  I  would 
have  no  objection  whatever  to  discussing 
the  large  and  full  question,  for  In  my  Judg- 
ment it  is  a  more  important  one  for  the 
country  than  anything  that  can  be  mention- 
ed. I  believe  that  if  we  could  manage  in 
this  country  of  ours  to  carry  a  prohibitory 
law  which  wonid  do  away  entirely  with  the 
manufacturing  and  sale  of  liquor  for  drink- 
ing we  would  take  a  position  which  would 
give  us  a  high  place  In  the  world.  Where  do 
we  stand  to-day  7  Does  Canada  not  stand 
high  above  all  civilized  countries  In  this  very 
matter  of  the  ufle  of  intoxicating  liquors  ? 
A  smaller  proportion  is  consumed  by  Cana- 
dians individually,  in  proportion  to  popula- 
Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDa 


tlon,  than  in  any  othw  dvUlied  conntir  la 
the  world.  How  has  that  come  abontl 
Was  it  by  the  efforts  of  those  who  are  now 
opposing  this  Bill,  for  Instance  ?  Have 
they  done  anything  to  bring  that  state  of 
sobriety  into  operation  In  this  country  3  Is 
it  not  rather  the  result  of  the  labours  of 
those  who,  like  myself,  have  been  for  sixty 
years  working  for  this  object  ?  Is  it  not 
rather  the  necessary  and  natural  result 
of  the  educational  Influence  which  has  gone 
out  from  those  opposed  to  the  use  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  ?  And  see  what  it  has 
■lone  in  Canada.  Can  yon  go  to  any  othw 
country  where  you  will  have  public  dlnnen, 
and  large  gatherings  of  people  where  yon 
will  see  no  liquor  brought  to  the  table  at 
all  ?  I  can  remember  In  my  terly  days  at 
a  public  dinner,  it  might  be  the  Governor 
General's  dinner,  where  many  gentlemen 
would  be  under  the  influence  of  liquor.  It 
would  be  wrong  to  call  them  drunk,  hot 
by  the  words  to  which  they  i^ye  utterance 
It  was  quite  clear  their  minds  were  uubliig- 
ed  and  not  in  the  right  condition,  and  that 
they  were  doing  what  would  have  brooght 
a  blush  of  shame  upon  their  face  in  tbelr 
hours  of  sobriety.  To-day  spirituous  iiqnot 
has  entirely  disappeared  from  many  pnblk: 
functions,  and  to  be  a  total  abstainer  brings 
no  reproach  as  it  did  In  these  days  I  sp^^  of 
64  years  ago.  It  cost  something  to  be  an 
at>stalner  then.  A  man  had  to  lose  a  good 
many  social  enjoyments  and  entertainmenti 
because  of  his  peculiar  views  on  that  score. 
But  the  temperance  principle  has  grown  so 
largely  that  the  whole  community  is  edo- 
cated  In  the  matter  and  now  it  la  no  disgrace 
to  a  man  to  proclaim  bimaelf  a  total  ab- 
stains and  a  prohibitionist.  So  fu  from 
being  ashamed  of  it,  I  am  proud  to  be  claflB- 
ed  among  tbem,  and  it  is  a  pleasing  incident 
In  my  long  life  that  tor  23  yea«  I  was 
president  of  the  Dominion  Alliance  for  tie 
suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic.  It  Is  aot 
necessary  for  us  to  now  go  into  the  merit* 
of  firobibltlon  as  if  there  were  an  attempt  to 
repeal  the  Scott  Act  All  we  are  ODntider 
Ing  to-day  is,  shall  we  mAke  more  effective 
a  clause  which  has  been  found  inoperatiTe 
ou  account  of  its  defects.  That  is  the  whole 
question  before  us.  We  are  not  even 
creating  an  offlence,  the  offence  exists  now, 
as  has  been  already  mentioned,  under  the 
existing  law.  It  Is  found  In  counties  where 
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the  Scott  Act  Is  in  force  that  the  violations 
of  the  law  are  such  that  It  Is  rendered  In  a 
great  measnre  inoperative,  and  the  people 
are  asking  as  to  provide  a  remedy  that  Is  In 
harmony  vrith  all  tiie  rest  of  tbe  Act  not 
intrDdndnff  a  dngle  new  feature,  unless  It 
may  be  tlie  Increasing  of  tlie  punishment  to 
which  a  person  would  render  himself  lia- 
ble for  violating  the  law.  It  is  well  known 
that  iu  many  cases  where  tbe  law  is  fre- 
qnently  violated  and  a  man  is  brought  be- 
fore the  ma^strate,  he  may  be  convicted  of 
tlie  offence  a  doeen  tUnea,  but  tlw  magis- 
trate has  seen  fit  to  call  eacb  one  a  first 
oCfence,  and,  consequently,  there  was  no 
second  offence  and  no  Increasing  of  the  pnn- 
iBhment  such  as  is  sought  for  by  this  Bill. 
Adding  a  little  to  the  term  of  imprisonment 
would  be  better  than  Increasing  the  money 
penalty.  Many  a  man  engaged  in  this  traffic 
iM  quite  willing  to  pay  the  fines  over  and 
over  again,  but  he  would  not  be  willing  to 
spend  thirty  or  sixty  daj;s  in  Jail.  That 
wonid  be  a  different  matter.  Consequently, 
I  think  this  amendment  is  necessary  to  give 
effect  to  the  legislation  already  on  our 
statutes,  and  from  whom  does  the  opposition 
come  to-day  ?  Does  it  come  from  tbe  counties 
or  provinces  where  the  Act  Is  In  operation  ? 
Not  at  all.  Tbe  main  objection  comes 
from  the  provinces  where  they  know  nothing 
about  the  working  of  tbe  Scott  Act.  The 
men  who  are  trying  to  direct  us  In  our  legis- 
lative duties  have  no  Interest  as  citizens  of 
the  country  which  will  be  affected  by  tbis 
legislation  living  in  a  place  where  tbe  law 
is  not  in  operation,  and  I  think  that  should 
bave  some  effect  in  forming  our  judgment. 
Shall  we  give  to  those  who  are  oper- 
ating tbe  law  and  finding  it  satisfactory, 
the  increased  assistance  which  they  re- 
quire In  order  to  keep  it  in  effect  and  doing 
good  ?  I  can  give  statements  such  as 
have  already  been  quoted  as  to  the  good 
which  has  resulted  from  tbe  Scott  Act,  and 
although  in  Ontario  it  was  repealed,  it  was 
aot  because  there  was  any  change  of  sentl- 
n-ent  with;  respect  to  the  question  of  pro- 
hibition and  tbe  value  of  the  law,  but  simply 
because  it  was  rendered  Inoperative,  by  tbe 
authorities  of  Ontario  some  years  ago  who 
were  decidedly  opposed  to  doing  the  least 
tbiug  in  the  world  to  aid  In  Its  raforcement 
We  were  met  with  the  statement :  '  It  Is  a 
Dominion  Act  and  let  the  Dominion  enforce 
It,*  a  very  unvrlse  statement  to  make  by 


persons  who  have  charge  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  tbe  law  in  the  province,  and  who 
should  guard  It  in  all  respects ;  but  it  was 
really  tbe  cause  of  its  repeal  In  Ontario. 
Many  of  the  municipalities  all  over  Ontario 
bare  been  using  the  more  limited  power 
which  is  conferred  upon  them  by  the  pro- 
vincial Act  to  pass  tbe  same  kind  of  law  in 
the  municipalities,  showing  their  desire  for 
it,  and  surely  It  cannot  be  forgotten  by  any 
of  us  that  the  enormous  vote  which  was 
taken  two  or  three  years  ago  for  prohibition 
In  Ontario,  shows  that  It  was  not  regarded 
as  a  political  party  question  at  all.  I  think 
we>  will  only  be  doing  an  act  of  justice  and 
propriety  In  complying  with  the  request  to 
{jrant  this  legislation. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR — On  principle  I  am 
favourable  to  all  that  will  do  away  with 
tbe  abuse  of  intoxicating  liquor  and  dimin- 
ish tbe  use  of  It  When  the  Scott  Act  was 
passed,  I  was  greatly  in  favour  of  It  al- 
most enthusiastic  over  It,  becanse  I  thought 
its  effect  would  be  all  that  was  anticipated 
by  tbe  framer  of  tbe  Act  We  have  bad  all 
sorts  of  experiences,  especially  down  in  the 
lower  provinces,  with  that  Act.  I  have 
watched  tbe  operations  of  It  with  an  open 
mind,  starting,  as  I  said,  with  favourable  in- 
tentions towards  it.  I  find  that,  except  in 
a  few  places,  particularly  In  mining  dis- 
tricts, that  the  Act  has  not  worked  satisfac- 
torily. It  Is  in  those  few  places  where  my 
hon.  friend  speaks  of,  that  is  In  Pictou  county 
and  about  Sydney,  where  it  has  certainly 
worked  well,  and  wby,  because  public  opin- 
ion was  favourable  to  the  Act ;  but  in  most 
of  the  other  counties,  I  might  say  pretty  well 
in  all  of  the  other  counties  it  bas,  if  anything 
worked  the  other  way,  and  why  ?  Because 
at  no  time  in  the  world's  history  have  men 
been  able  to  enforce  sumptuary  laws,  and 
tbis  is  one  of  them,  if  public  opinion  is 
against  it.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  how  tbe 
itings  of  England,  when  tbey  were  most 
powerful,  and  the  kings  of  France,  tried  to 
I  I'l'ost-'  suniiitiiary  laws  on  their  subjects, 
and  bow  tbey  failed.  The  Scott  Act  is  n 
failure  wherever  It  is  in  force  in  the  lower 
provinces,  except  In  those  few  counties  I 
mentioned.  In  tbe  case  of  this  Bill,  in  my 
estimation  It  is  tbe  choosing  between  the 
two  evils  ;  which  Is  tbe  worst,  .licensed  bars, 
or  the  Scott  Act  ?  The  Scott  Act  does  not 
prevent  the  selling  of  liquor  as  it  is  en- 
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forced  In  eight-tenths  of  cases.  It  Is  simply 
a  ditCerent  way  of  licensing  the  selling  of 
llqnor.  A  man  can  get  a  drink  in  the  open 
licensed  bars,  but  children  are  forbidden  by 
law,  and  a  sense  of  shame  preTents  older 
people  from  taking  children  to  bars.  A  man 
would  not  care  to  go  with  a  child  Into  an 
open  saloon,  and  as  there  are  no  places  to  get 
liquor  except  In  the  bars,  the  consequence  is 
that  eggs  that  are  rotten  remain  rotten  ; 
men  that  drink  will  continue  to  drink,  bnt 
that  fresh  sound  eggs  will  not  be  contamin- 
ated. Where  the  Scott  Act  Is,  liquor  selling 
Is  a  hidden  thing  and  it  works  evil  In  many 
ways.  First,  it  Is  an  understood  thing 
that  a  seller  of  liquor  will  be  con- 
victed if  prosecuted.  People  will  go  on 
the  sly  to  places  where  liquor  is  sold  and 
get  a  drink  under  cover,  or  will  send  their 
children  to  get  It  for  them.  Children  will 
learn  to  drink,  though  they  would  not  so 
readily  learn,  if  the  bar-rooms  were  li- 
censed by  the  law.  For  that  reason  I  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  ttie  Scott  Act, 
however  salutai?  It  may  appear  on  the  sta- 
tute-book, and  however  lofty  in  its  object, 
has  been  pretty  much  of  a  failure  in  Its 
application  ;  notwithstanding  Its  compara- 
tive failure  people  will  continue  the  Scott 
Act  where  it  is  in  operation,  for  diverse 
reasons ;  though  many  of  them  would  be 
glad  Indeed  if  It  was  the  other  way.  Prohi- 
bitionists have  an  air  of  superior  sanctl^,  I 
won't  call  It  hypocrisy,  but  it  savours  of  hy- 
pocrisy. The  Scott  Act  favours  the  break- 
ing of  the  law,  which  should  sot  be  the 
case.  If  we  amend  the  Act,  as  proposed, 
and  if  my  conclusions  are  right,  what 
position  will  we  be  in  ?  The  Scott 
Act  is  an  Act  that  is  voted  upon  and  ac- 
cepted by  districts.  The  government  can- 
not force  the  Scott  Act  upon  a  county.  It 
is  optional  with  the  people  and  must  be 
adopted  by  a  majority  of  the  voters  of  the 
county,  before  it  can  be  brought  Into  opera- 
tion. Now  where  the  Scott  Act  has  been 
adopted,  the  people  have  voted  for  the  Act 
ns  it  appears  In  the  statutes,  but  have  not 
voted  for  this  amendment  What  will  be  the 
consequence  ?  Here  we  are  dealing  with 
the  law  which  can  only  be  put  In  force  by 
the  legally  expressed  will  of  the  community. 
We  are  forcing  an  amendment  of  the  Act 
upon  people  who  have  not  been  called  to  vote 
upon  it.  The  first  effect  will  be  a  bountiful 
Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR. 


harvest  of  lawsuits.  Lawyers  will  take 
exception  to  it  whenerw  an  opportunity  oc- 
curs, and  cases  wU  be  carried  to  tlie  hitter 
courts,  certainly  to  the  Supreme  Courts  of 
the  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— la  not  the  hoo. 
gentlemen  aware  that  the  parliament  ot 
Canada  has  made  many  amendments  to  the 
Scott  Act,  and  it  has  never  been  contended 
even  that  the  amending  of  t^e  law  would 
invalidate  the  Act  where  It  has  been  adopt- 
ed ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— I  am  not  aware  tHat 
the  parliament  of  Canada  tiave  made  ameod- 
ments  of  this  nature. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh  yes,  It  has. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER-^t  all  events  it 
would  be  a  source  of  litigation,  and  the  Ibv- 
yers  will  reap  the  benefit  of  this  legisla- 
tion and  there  will  be  no  benefit  to  the  pub- 
lic at  large.  I  shall  be  surprised  If  it  can 
be  shown  that  atuendments  of  this  nature 
liave  been  made  to  the  Canada  Temperance 
Act  For  these  reasons  and  others  which  1 
could  give,  I  cannot  see  my  way  to  sui^wrt 
this  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB — I  have  no  experience 
in  the  working  of  the  Scott  Act  but  bo  iQQS 
as  it  remains  on  the  stiltiiteft  we  fthoald  act 
refuse  to  amend  It  so  as  to  make  it  effecttve. 
I  would  appeal  to  the  hon.  gentlnnan  from 
Shedlac  (Hon.  Mr.  Polrier)  whether  It  wonW 
not  be  better,  if  he  disapproves  of  the  Scott 
Act,  to  give  It  a  full  trial.  He  objects  to  It 
because  be  says  It  baa  not  worked  well  ap 
to  the  present  time.  Those  who  favoar  tbe 
Scott  Act  ask  that  they  be  given  the  means 
of  property  enforcing  it  Let  them  have  the 
means,  and  then  if  it  is  found  that  notwith- 
standing this  amendment  they  are  unable 
to  enforce  It,  possibly  parliament  woald  M 
disposed  to  support  a  Bill  to  repeal  the  Act 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay,  who  has 
spoken  against  the  Bill,  is,  I  believe,  a  resi- 
dent of  tbe  county  of  Kings.  On  turning  to 
the  Statistical  Year  Book  of  Canada,  for 
1902,  page  028,  I  find  that  the  Scott  Act  vai 
carried  by  a  vote  of  2,080  to  370.  Surdy  in 
that  case  public  opinion  was  strongly  la 
favour  of  tbe  Act  and  It  should  be  effective. 
The  hon.  member  for  Sbediac  (Hon.  Mr- 
Poirler)  says  that  the  Act  Is  ^ectlve  when- 
ever It  is  favoured  by  public  opinion :  tbe 
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hoQ.  member  for  Rotbesay  must  tbereforf 
have  had  experience  of  a  very  effective  mea- 
rare  In  Iris  own  county.  If  It  was  a  taw 
applying  to  parties  holding  licenses  I  sbouM 
hesitate  before  adt^tlng  this  amendment, 
Iwcanse  the  owner  of  a  ^license  might  >  hp 
condemned  for  the  act  of  his  servants,  while 
be  himself  was  acting  In  good  faith  ;  but 
where  the  Scott  Act  is  In  operation  and  no 
license  can  be  issued.  I  fail  to  see  that  any^ 
body  on  whose  premises  liguor  is  sold  can 
be  In  good  faith.  He  is  clearly  violating 
the  law,  and  the  law  cannot  be  too  severe  to 
prevent  the  offender  continuing  to  violate 
the  law.  I  agree  with  hon.  gentlemen  who 
have  called  the  attention  of  this  House  to 
the  fact  that  the  question  does  not 
involve  the  consideration  of  the  Scott 
Act,  as  to  whether  It  should  be  con- 
tinued In  force  or  not.  It  is  on  the  statutes, 
and  I  believe  In  the  principle  of  that  Act. 
because  it  is  tlie  application  of  popular  gov- 
ernment. Hhe  voters  in  each  county  are 
given  the  importunity  of  declaring  whether 
the  «ale  of  liquors  In  a  county  will  be  per- 
mitted. It  is  a  permissive  Act,  and  I  be- 
lieve in  It,  because  It  is  the  means  of  re- 
moving temptation  ;  but  whether  we  favour 
the  Act  itself  or  not,  so  long  as  it  la  on  tbo 
statutes  we  should  not  refuse  the  means 
of  enforcing  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX)RAN— I  understand  that  I 
am  not  in  order  In  moving  an  amendment, 
as  I  have  already  spoken,  but  if  the  Honse 
will  not  permit  me  to  move  a  motion  now 
other  means  will  be  taken.  , 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWBENBT— I  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  to  give  the  hon. 
gentleman  a  chance  to  move  his  amendment. 

Hon.  31r.  FBBOUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
an  cannot  move  an  adjonmment,  be  has  al- 
ready spoken  on  the  question. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  hav- 
ing already  spoken,  is  not  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man was  making  a  motion  on  the  merits  of 
the  question  I  could  understand  it,  but  he 
Is  merely  moving  the  adjournment  of  the 
Honse  which,  I  understand,  a  member  can 
do  at  any  time. 

The  Honse  divided  on  the  motion,  which 
was  adopted  by  the  following  vote : 


Non-contenW. 
The  Hon.  HessleiirB 


McSweenoy, 
Memer, 
Miller, 
Poirler.— 8. 


Cloran, 
DobBon. 
Domvllle, 
McKay  (Truro), 


Contents  : 
Ttie  Hon.  Messieurs 


McGregor, 

McLaren, 

Moatplalslr, 

Owens, 

Perley, 

Power  (Speaker), 
Scott, 

Templemaa, 
Vida], 

WatBOQ, 

Wood, 

Yeo, 

TouQg.— 26. 


Baird, 
B^ique, 
B«rnler. 
BUek, 
Bowell- 

(Sir  Hackensle), 
Church, 
Coffey, 
Edwards, 
FerguaoQ, 
Fleet, 
Oodbout, 
Lovitt, 

Macdooald  (P.B.I.), 
The  Bill  was  read  the  second  time. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (29)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Cana- 
dian Credit  Indemni^  Company. 

Bill  (97)  An  Act  respecting  the  Trans- 
Canada  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Tes- 

sler.) 

Bill  (121)  An  Act  respecting  the  Century 
Life  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Per- 
ley.) 

Bill  (122)  An  Aot  respecting  the  Ottawa 
I'^ire  Insurance  Company.— (Hon.  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell.) 

Bill  (M)  An  Act  respecting  the  Pacific 
Bank  of  Canada.~(Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SEKATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuetdas,  June  28,  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
AN  ADJOURNMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— About  the  end  of  last 
week,  a  number  of  gentlemen  mentioned  to 
me  that  they  would  like  to  be  absent  during 
the  present  week,  and  as  Friday  is  a  holiday^ 
and  there  would,  therefore,  be  only  two  sit- 
ting days.  Wedaesday  «mfd  Thursday,  I 
saw  no  objection  to  an  adjournment  over 
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'  this  week.  I  therefore  gave  the  notice  ou 
the  paper  with  a  view  to  moving,  as  I  do 

now  : 

That  vbea  the  House  adjourns  on  Tuesday 
next.  It  do  stand  adjourned  until  Uie  foUovlng 
Tuesday,  at  three  o'clock  In  the  afternoon. 

I  think  it  will  be  more  convenient  to  ad- 
journ this  week,  than  on  a  later  date.  Dur- 
ing the  next  fortitfght  at  all  events,  the 
House  of  Commons  will  be  occupied  with 
tli«  estimates,  and  I  do  not  know  of  nny 
important  measure  that  Is  likely  to  come 
down.  The  most  important  measure  before 
tbe  parliament  Is  the  Militia  Bill,  and  that 
Is  not  hi  a  position  yet  to  be  presented  to 
the  Senate. 

Hou.  Mr.  WATSON— No  doubt  all  that 
has  been  said  by  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  about  the  business  of  the  House  in 
general  Is  perfectly  correct,  but  I  should 
like  to  call  tbe  attention  of  hon.  gentlemen 
to  the  fact  that  the  committee  investigating 
the  business  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association,  In  Canada,  Is 
sitting  from  day  to  day.  It  sat  for  four 
hours  in  the  forenoon  yesterday  \  it  sat  last 
night  and  again  this  mornlug,  and  will  have 
another  sitting  this  evening,  and  I  am  In 
hopes  it  will  finish  the  investigation  to- 
morrow. It  is  Important  that  tbe  business 
of  the  coinujittee  should  be  finished  before 
we  ndJouiTi.  It  is  impossible  that  the  com- 
mittee should  sit  with  the  House  not  In  ses- 
sion. It  is  a  matter  the  Senate  should  con-< 
sider  before  agreeing  to  an  adjournment  of 
the  House  from  to-da7. 1  auggest  it  would  be 
better  to  make  the  motion  to  adjourn  ou 
Thursday.  Tbe  chances  are  the  committee 
will  be  able  to  complete  its  work  before 
then. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  House  has  power 
to  authorize  the  committee  to  sit  during  an 
adjournment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MILLER— In  this  House  it  has 
the  necessary  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  personally  -regard 
the  report  of  that  committee,  In  whatever 
direction  it  may  be,  as  absolutely  valueless. 
It  can  only  damage  those  interested,  and  It 
would  be  inconsistent  with  my  view  to  hold 
the  House  for  the  report  of  a  couimittee  in 
which  I  can  place  no  confidence  whatever. 
No  good  can  flow  from  It  Tbe  public  are 
Hon.  Mr.  BCX>TT. 


well  advised  of  that  now,  and  I  am  In  do^ 
bound  to  apeak  caodidly  on  the  subject 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  consider  it  my 
duty  to  entirely  dissent  from  the  atatemeat 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  bu  made  to 
thli  House,  wlth,r^ard  to  that  committee. 
The  committee  has  elicited  most  valuable 
Information  in  tbe  Intereste  of  the  policy- 
holders of  that  company  In  this  country,  and 
I  quite  agree  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Portage  la  Prairie.  Tae 
committee  should  conclude  its  lalrours  be- 
fore the  House  rises.  There  are  two  or 
three  witnesses  here  from  New  York  who 
are  staying  here  day  after  day  expecting  to 
be  called  upon  to  give  their  evidence.  The« 
men  should  be  examined  and  allowed  to  go 
home.  By  to-morrow  the  business  of  that 
committee  could  be  completed,  and  the  re- 
port could  be  printed  and  ready  to  be  hand- 
ed in  when  the  House  assembles  again.  It 
would  be  much  better  to  do  that,  and  tbea 
adjourn  for  a  week,  or  longer,  if  business  is 
In  a  condition  that  will  warrant  us  in  d(^f 
so.  I  met  some  gentlemen  last  night  who 
said  they  expected  there  was  to  be  a  meet- 
ing of  the  Railway  Committee  to-morrow, 
and  they  had  made  preparations  to  be  here 
to  attend  it  They  had  got  notice,  they  said, 
that  the  Railway  Committee  was  to  meet 
on  Thursday.  The  business  of  the  Mntnal 
Reserve  Fund  Investigation  Committee 
should  be  wound  up  before  tbe  House  rises, 
and  the  evidence  will  be  printed  and  ready 
for  submission  to  tbe  House  when  hon.  gen* 
tlemen  return. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON- 1  confess  I  do  not 
feel  any  great  admiration  for  tbe  investiga- 
tion Into  the  affairs  of  the  New  York  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  ;  at  the  a^me 
time  we  have  to  deal  with  things  as  tbey 
are.  That  Investigation  was  ordered  by 
this  House,  I  think,  very  imwisely.  It  was 
ordered  nevertheless  by  this  House,  and  that 
being  so,  and  witnesses  being  present 
should  Bit  until  Thursday,  or  to-morrow  at 
all  events,  to  enable  these  witnesses  to  be  ex- 
amined and  the  Investigation  brought  to  a 
conclusion.  Probably  It  will  be  found  that 
by  doing  so,  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will 
be  enabled  to  vary  his  proposition  In  sach  a 
way  as  would  met  the  convenience  of  a  very 
large  number  of  the  members  of  this  Hooae. 
There  is  sometbliig  itlll  on  our  «<der  pv^* 
More  business  is  coming  to  iu.    I  presume 
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there  will  be  a  report  on  the  Bill  Introduced 
by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  (Hon, 
Mr.  Kerr)  in  relation  to  tbe  Mutual  Reserve 
policy-holders.  If  this  business  Is  attended 
to  to-morrow  and  Thursday,  looking  at  tbe 
slate  of  businees  ia  both  ends  of  this  build- 
ing, I  bellere  we  could  then  adjourn  until 
the  Tuesday,  not  of  next  week,  but  until 
Tuesday,  tbe  12tb  of  July,  and  that  the 
public  business  would  not  suffer  in  conse- 
qoence.  The  Lower  House  will  be  engaged 
for  a  week  or  two  yet  on  the  estimates,  and 
there  will  be  no  important  business  coming 
from  the  Honse  of  CommonB  tot  the  next 
week.  We  could,  ttierefore,  adjouni  from 
Tboreday  next  until  the  Tuesday  of  tiie  week 
following,  and  we  would  likely,  when  we 
got  back,  have  work  to  occupy  us  until  tbe 
close  of  the  session.  I  hope  the  leader  of 
tbe  House  will  accept  the  suggestion  and 
give  us  tbe  adjournment  until  the  12Ui  July, 
from  Thursday  next. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  entirely  disagree 
with  the  faoD.  Secretary  of  State  and  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Marshfield  when  they  say 
tbey  have  no  confidence  In  the  work  that  Is 
being  done  by  tbe  special  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  did  not  say  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— The  hSk.  gentleman 
said  he  did  not  anticipate  that  any  good 
would  result  from  the  Investigation,  so  that 
It  comes  to  the  same  thing.  For  my  part  I 
have  given  a  good  deal  of  my  time  to  that 
investigation^  and  If  I  thought  that  no  good 
would  result  from  it,  I  surely  would  have 
been  saved  the  trouble  of  sitting  on  that 
committee.  We  may  not  all  be  agreed  as  to 
the  manner  in'whlcb  the  proceedings  are  con- 
dncted.  but  I  am  sure  that  good  will  result 
from  the  investigation.  If  It  were  only  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  from  the  mind  of 
tbe  public  tbe  impression  that  much  more 
harm  te  being  done  than  there  actually  Is, 
and  showing  exactly  to  what  extent  the 
Canadian  policy  holders  have  been  affected, 
I  repeat  I  am  confident  that  the  result  of  the 
iDvestigatlon  will  be  beneficial,  and  it  la  lin- 
iwrtant  that  It  should  be  brought  to  a  close 
as  soon  as  possible.  I  do  not  think  It  Is  open 
to  any  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House  to  an- 
ticipate what  may  be  the  r^rt  of  that  com- 
mittee. There  may  be  majority  and  minority 
r^rts  or  we  may  all  agree  and  no  hon. 
member  has  a  right  to  anticipate  the  result 
41 


and  say  he  has  no  confidence  in  the  result 
of  the  InvestigatioD.  The  committee  has 
been  appointed  by  this  honourable  House 
and  everybody  must  submit  to  that  decision, 
and  try  to  do  things  fairly  and  give  the  pub- 
lic some  benefit  from  tbe  Investigation.  I, 
therefore,  urge  upon  tbe  Secrttary  of  state 
the  advisability  of  allowing  this  luTestlgation 
to  be  closed  as  soon  as  possible,  and  I  think 
It  can  be  closed  to-morrow,  before  we  ad- 
journ. It  Is  idle  to  suggest  that  tbe  House 
should  adjourn  and  the  committee  sit  Tbe 
members  of  the  committee  will  oot  remain 
L<ere  If  the  House  adjourns. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLUBAN— As  chairman  of  that 
committee  I  bflve  tq^stiy  that  personally  I 
have  no  objection  whatever  to  tbe  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House  for  the  next  two  or  three 
weeks.  Tbe  convenience  of  this  House  will 
be  my  convenience,  but  I  am  in  charge  of 
other  Interests  besides  my  own.  There  are 
on  this  committee  Severn  1  members  of  tbe 
Senate  who  will  not  feel  like  sitting  here 
after  the  House  adjourns.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  is  perfectly  right  ia 
that  statement,  and  I  would  not  feel  like  It 
myself.  We  are  on  n  laboup  of  love,  but 
there  Is  a  limit  to  love  in  a  matter  of  tlUa 
kind,  and  I  do  not  propose  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  that 
tbe  committee  can  sit  after  the  House  rises. 
As  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
has  stated,  we  have  been  devoting  consider- 
able time  to  this  investigation.  Tbi-ee  hours, 
in  the  mornings  and  two  hours  or  more  at 
night,  so  that  we  are  working  from  ten  in 
the  morning  until  ten  in  the  evening  and  It 
Is  not  rlgfat  that  we  should  be  asked  to  do 
90.  So  far  as  thnt  is  concerned  I  have  no» 
objection  to  tbe  adjournment,  but  as  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  and  on  behalf  of  the- 
committee,  I  do  protest  against  the  adjouxn- 
ment  under  tbe  circumstances.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  when  he  repudiates  any  denuuela- 
tlon  of  this  committee  either  as  to  its  forma- 
tion or  manner  of  procedure.  The  commlt> 
tee  has  been  constituted  by  this  honourable 
body,  and  I  do  not  tbink  any  hon.  senator 
lias  a  right  to  say  that  It  Is  a  valueless  com- 
mittee. It  Is  an  imputation  upon  the  wis- 
dom and  prudence  of  this  honourable  House. 
Tbe  Senate  has  sanctioned  the  creation  of 
the  committee.    One  hon.  member  said  he 
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has  no  admiration  for  it ;  that  is  a  mild 
criticism ;  it  may  pass.  We  are  not  sitting 
these  for  admiration  ;  we  are  there  for  otlier 
purposes — ^to  be  severely  criticised  tlie 
friends  of  the  pollcy-holderst  who  do  not 
think  we  are  doing  our  work  rightly.  These 
criticisms  will  not  affect  the  Judgment  or 
action  of  the  committee  ;  so  I  pass  them 
over.  As  regards  the  work  of  the  commit- 
tee and  the  mode  of  its  proceeding,  tt  must 
be  borne  In  mind,  notwithstanding  the  opin- 
-lon  of  some  of  the  members  of  this  House— 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Did  my  hon. 
"friend  understand  me  to  say  that  I  had  no 
■  admlratlott  for  the  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  took  down  the 
Tfford. 

Hon.  Mf.  FERGUSON— No.  I  said  I  had 
-no  admiration  for  the  Investigation,  but  l 
may  say  more,  that  I  have  the  most  pro- 
found admiration  for  the  hon.  gentleman 
and  great  respect  for  the  members  of  the 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  the  hon.  gpntle- 
man  has  no  admiration  for  the  object  for 
which  the  committee  exists,  then  be  can 
have  very  little  admiration  for  the  commit- 
tee. If  he  has  no  admiration  for  the  ob- 
jject  for  which  the  committee  exists  he  cnn- 
•not  come  l>efore  the  House  and  say  be 
■favours  the  nistence  of  the  committee.  But 
.that  is  apart  from  the  merits  of  tiie  situa- 
tion. To  come  back  to  the  point  I  was 
stating  to  the  honourable  House,  I  want  it 
to  be  borne  in  mind  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee that  we  are  not  sitting  there  in  any 
•way  as  a  judicial  body.  We  are  simply 
-sitting  there  as  a  body  to  Investigate  and  to 
:flud  out  the  truth  by  all  l^al  means  pos- 
sible. We  are  not  sitting  there  as  a  coart 
-governed  by  Judicial  rules  by  any  means,  so 
-tliat  I  am  not  s'arprised  at  members  who 
stray  Into  the  committee  once  In  a  while  to 
see  how  things  are  going  on  making  re- 
marks altogether  Irrevelant  against  the  di- 
gnity and  honour  of  the  committee.  These 
things  are  pardonable  because  the  gentle- 
men who  made  these  remarks  are  not  cogni- 
sant of  all  that  has  transpired  from  the  first 
sitting  of  the  committee  until  now.  so  that 
these  matters  I  pass  over.  As  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  de  Salaberry  says,  the  com- 
mittee is  doing  work  which,  if  it  does  not 
.^tisfy  the  policy-holders  that  they  have  not 
.Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


been  fairly  dealt  with  by  the  company,  it  is 
work  that  will  favour  the  company,  If  is 
shown  that  they  have  done  all  In  thebr  power 
to  advance  and  protect  the  InteresT  of  tne 
policy-holders.  We  are  simply  there  to  as- 
certain what  the  company  has  been  doing 
with  the  proceeds  of  the  Canadian  bnsineae. 
That  is  the  sum  and  substance  of  the  In- 
vestigation. On  behalf  of  the  witness  here, 
and  on  behalf  of  the  Finance  Uepartment, 
and  the  eiQ>ense  -of  the  InvestigatlOD,  and 
on  behalf  of  members  who  will  have  to  at- 
tend— I  ask,  not  personally  for  I  am  in 
favour  of  an  adjournment,  but  on  behalf  of 
these  Interests  I  ask  that  the  adjonrnment 
do  not  take  place  to-night 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDTJRAND— With  the  per 
mission  of  the  leader  of  the  House  I  would 
suggest  that  the  motion  be  that  when  tbis 
House  adjourns  on  Thursday  it  stands  ad- 
journed nntil  the  11th  or  12tb  of  July  next 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  is  Dr.  Spronle's 

day. 

Hon.  Ur.  SCOTT— I  think  the  better  way, 
if  the  feeHng  of  the  House  is,  we  ahouM  sit 
to-morrow  and  the  day  after,  is  to  leave  the 

date  of  adjournment  an  open  question.  1 
could  not  really  at  this  late  period  of  tlie 
session  consent  to  an  adjournment  over  the 
second  week.  There  are  no  other  important 
measures  to  come  before  the  Commons  ex- 
cept the  MiUtia  Bill  and  the  estimates,  and 
sometimes  the  Commons  makes  a  pretty  ra- 
pid rush  when  they  want  to  get  away,  and 
it  would  not  seem  proper  or  decorous  for  the 
Senate  to  decide  on  an  adjournment  for  a 
fortnight  from  now.  It  would  surely  not  be 
rational.  Having  learned  the  feelings  of  the 
House  we  will  allow  the  question  of  an  ad- 
journment to  stand  until  Thursday,  and  we 
must  decide  on  Thursday  according  to  the 
state  of  public  business. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am  not  par- 
ticular as  far  the  adjournment  Is  cooceroed 
whether  It  takes  place  to-morrow  or  Thtus- 
day.  I  generally  oppose  long  adjoomments, 
and  I  do  think  It  would  be  a  fatal  mistake  at 
this  late  period  of  the  session  to  adjoarn  for 
ter  of  twelve  days.  I  sympathize  with  those 
gentlemen  who  live  at  a  distance  and  cannot 
take  advantage  of  a  short  adjournment,  but 
i  we  have  the  Interest  of  the  business  of  tli^ 
j  country  to  consider  first,  and  to  adjourn  for 
■  ten  days  or  a  fortnight  at  this  period  of  the 
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setutou  would  uot  be  tii  ucc-ordauce  with  the 
diffnitr  of  the  House. 

Whatever  adjournmeut  ^kes  place,  au 
adjouimneiit  for  a  week  ought  to  be  the 
longest  period  that  should  be  accepted  by 
the  House.  Tbe  snsgestloii  made  hj  the  hou. 
Secretary  of  State- to  let  the  matter  stand 
antU  Thursday,  when  it  can  be  fully  con- 
sidered. Is  quite  correct,  and  there  was  very 
much  force  in  the  remarks  made  by  tbe  hon. 
geatlonan  who  asked  for  to-morrow  and 
Thursday  In  order  to  complete  the  work  of 
the  committee.  I  shall  not  express  any 
opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of  the  work  of 
the  committee.  I  Toted  for  tbe  committee 
and  I  hope  Its  InTestigation  will  result  in 
good  both  to  the  company  and  to  tlie  coun- 
try. Perhaps  it  was  altogether  unnecessary 
to  iDtroduce  a  question  as  to  the  effect  which 
the  iuTestigatlon  may  have  at  the  present 
time.  It  is  very  well  to  urge  the  necessity 
of  sitting  until  the  work  of  the  committee 
Aonld  be  finished,  bnt  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  opressed  very  strong  views  upon  this 
question  from  Its  inception  in  this  House. 
Whatever  the  reaxtlt  may  be,  let  us  have  au 
end  to  it  at  the  earliest  possible  date.  I 
hope  the  Secretary  of  State  and  others  will 
not,  at  this  period  of  the  session,  agree  to 
adjourn  for  a  week. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand  until 
Thorsday. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (111)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Edmou- 
toa  Street  Railway. — (Hon.  Mr.  Caagralu,  de 
Lanaudl^.) 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION OF  NEW  YORK  IN- 
VESTIGATION. 

SIXTH  REPORT. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLORAN,  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  examine  into  (be  condi- 
tion of  the  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association 
o!  New  York  presented  their  sixth  report 

Tha  Senate. 

Committee  Room  No.  2, 
TueBdR7,  28th  June.  1904. 
The  Select  Committee  appointed  by  order 
of  tbe  Seoate  made  19th  Ua7,  1904,  to  inves- 
tlgate  fbe  position  In  Canada  of  the  Mutual 
RcBerre  Fund  Lite  ABsoclation  of  New  York, 
be  gleave  to  make  tbelr  Blxth  report,  as  Col- 
lows  :— 

That,  at  tbe  meeting  of  your  committee  held 
this  day.  It  was,  on  motion  of  the  Honourable 
Kr.  Bfiique,  reaolved,  that  a  further  report  be 
41i 


made  to  the  Senate  that  the  witness,  Mr.  EU- 
riOse,  haa  volunteered  to  give  for  each  year 
tbe  amount.  In  the  aggregate,  but  uot  in  de- 
tail, paid  to  the  offlcials  of  the  company,  as 
asked  for  by  the  committee. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submlttad. 

H.  J.  CLORAN, 
Chairman. 

He  said  :  In  connection  with  this  report, 
I  may  state  that  tbe  committee  came  to  the 
conclusion  to  have  it  presented  to  this 
honourable  House,  because  there  were  pres- 
ent at  the  meeting  to-day,  two  or  three 
members  who  were  not  present  on  Friday, 
when  It  was  unanimously  decided  by  the 
committee  to  report  to  the  Senate  one  wit- 
ness under  Inquiry  declined  to  answer  cer- 
tain questions.  The  members  of  that  com- 
mittee who  put  in  an  appearance  this  morn- 
ing, asked  as  a  matter  of  information  to  the 
Senate  to  r^rt  this  one  fact,  that  In  the 
examination  of  the  witness,  Mr.  Eldrldge, 
he  stated  he  would  answer  questions  as  to 
the  aggregate  amount  of  the  salaries,  but 
he  declined  to  answer  questions  In  detail, 
on  his  own  responsibility,  and  that  he  so 
declined  on  the  advice  of  bis  counsel.  That 
explanation  I  may  v  /  was  given  on  Friday 
last  to  the  committte.  Mr.  Eldridge  de- 
clined to  answer  the  questions  put  to  him 
by  the  hon.  senator  from  Stadaeona  (Hon. 
Mr.  Landry)  but  at  the  same  time  expressed 
his  willingness  to  state  the  aggregate 
amount  of  the  salaries.  We  had  that  ex- 
planation last  Friday  to  the  committee. 
Notwithstanding  that  excuse  of  tbe  witness 
for  declining  to  answer,  tbe  committee  re- 
solved unanimously  to  report  that  the  wit- 
ness declined  to  answer  the  questions  put 
to  him.  To-day,  to  satisfy  the  hon.  mem- 
bers who  were  not  present  on  that,  occasion, 
It  was  decided  to  make  tbe  report  that  I 
nave  presented  to  the  House  this  aftemooQ. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  this  report  super- 
sede tbe  report  on  the  order  paper  to-day? 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— It  Is  simply  a  sup- 
plementary fact  which  has  direct  bearing 
on  the  refusal  of  the  witness  to  say  whe- 
ther the  committee  was  right  in  demanding 
this  information  from  the  witness. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-JTheu  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  item  three  will  still  be  called  on 
the  order  paper  and  moved. « 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Certainly.  I  sup- 
pose with  the  consent  of  tbe  House  the  two 


Digitized  by 


Google 


644 


8KNATE 


reports  can  be  considered  together.  One  Is 
supplemeutary  to  the  other.  The  secoud  1*6- 
port  is  the  Justiflcatloa  of  the  witness  tor 
his  refusal  to  answer.  If  necessary  I  shall 
move  that  this  r^ort  he  taken  Into  consi- 
deration at  the  same  time  as  the  report  on 
the  order  paper  for  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— Do  I  understand 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  aggregate 
amount  which  the  witness  is  willing  to  give, 
is  for  each  year,  or  a  certain  p«*iod  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— For  each  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— To  a  great  extent, 
that  ought  to  be  satisfactory. 

Hon.  Mr.  €LORAN— He  is  to  give  the  ag- 
gregate salaries  of  the  officers  for  eadi  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— It  Is  a  matter  of 
Internal  economy. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  has  been  all 
discussed  by  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSOX— I  would  suggest  that 
this  report  be  agreed  to  uow.  Its  object  being 
to  put  the  House  in  possession  of  certain 
Information.  I  see  no  objection  to  moving 
the  adoption  of  this  report  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Sap^ 
pose  you  do  coocar  In  the  report,  what  have 
you  concurred  in  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  understand  by  the 
rules  of  the  House  if  any  one  objects  notice 
of  this  motion  would  have  to  be  given. 

Hon.  Sir  MACICENZIE  BOWELI^They 
simply  report  a  fact. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  caiiert  ; 

That  an  order  do  Issue  for  tbe  attendaaea  oa 
Tuesday,  the  2Sth  lost.,  at  Three  o'clock  in  tta« 
aTternooB.  at  the  Bar  of  this  House,  of  Mr. 
George  D.  Eldridge.  of  the  City  of  New  York, 
now  In  Ottawa.  Vice-President  and  Actuary  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insurance  Company, 
the  witness  named  In  the  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  Investigate  tlie  position 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  AsBOClatlon  et 
New  York,  in  Canada.— (Hon.  Mr.  Landry.) 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Hon.  Mr.  Landry  Is 

absent,  and  I  have  been  requested  to  «ct  in 
his  absence.  I  do  not  want  to  take  the  res- 
ponsibility of  disposing  of  this  motion.  I 
am  simply  spokesman  of  that  committee.  If 
It  is  necessary  to  preserve  tbe  position  of 
the  hon.  senator  from  Stadacona  I  shall 
move  it,  but  i/  not  I  shall  not  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  must  be  apparent  to 
every  one  that  it  is  trifling  with  the  House 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


to  have  motions  of  this  kind  on  our  orders. 
The  committee  have  evidently  reconsidered 
the  queetion,  and  think  It  only  necessary 
now  that  the  witness  should  give  the  aggre- 
gate amount  of  the  salaries.  The  Home 
should  decide  what  Is  the  proper  course. 
As  I  understand  the  explanation   of  tbe 
chairman  of  the  committee,  on  Friday,  a 
point  arose   as   to   whether  Mr.  Eldridge 
should  be  obliged  to  answer  a  question  call- 
ing upon  him  to  name  the  individual  salaries 
of  the  staff  of  management   He  declined  to 
answer  on  the  advice  of  counsel.   Now.  it 
I  understand  it  right,  some  mei]ffbers  of  tbe 
committee  would  be  satisfied  If  Mr.  Eldridge 
gave  the  cost  of  the  management  of  tbe 
association  for  a  series  of  years  back,  « 
that  the  public  would  be  able  to  learn  what 
the  actual  disburaementB  in  connection  witb 
the  management  really  were.   If  ire  decide 
that  point  to-day,  it  would  shorten  up  tbe 
investigation.   I  shall  give  my  reasons  wby 
I  think  the  committee  ought  to  be  satisfied 
with  the  offer  made  by  Mr.  Eldridge  to  give 
the  figures  eu  bloc.      Tlie  parliament  of 
Canada  when  passing  the  Insurance  Act  de- 
cided what  Information  the  insurance  com- 
panies should  be  bound  to  furnish  year  by 
year.  The  provision  Is  contained  in  section 
26  of  the  Act.   I  am  informed  by  tbe  de- 
partment having  charge  of  the  Insurance 
matters,  that  In  the  United  States  where 
this  company  was  incorporated,  the  retnm* 
require  that  the  cost  of  management,  that  is 
the  salaries  of  officials  in  the  home  ofDce, 
shall  be  given  en  bloc,  not  in  detail.  I  am 
advised  that  a  similar  rule  prevails  not  oslj 
in  Insurance  companies  but  in  banks  and 
analogous  corporations.  A  similar  rule  bu 
always  been  observed  in  Canada,  I  bare 
not  beard  that  any   exception   has  been 
taken  to  it    I   presume,  therefore,  that 
It   ought    to    be    satisfactory    to  tbe 
Senate,  when  parliament  has  decided  vbat 
information  those  companies  ought  to  ^ve. 
We  ought  not  to  go  behind  that  unless  there 
Is  some  very  Important  interest  to  be  served, 
which  I  cannot  see  arising  in  this  investiga- 
tion.  The  book  published  by  the  insnnince 
department  contains  those  reports.   I  asked 
Mr.  Fitzgerald  particularly  whether,  since 
the  change  of  management  which  occurred 
some  years  ago  in  the  Mutual  Beserve  Con)- 
imny.  be  bad  any  reason  to  suspect  the  bns- 
ness  had  been  extravagantly  managed-  Be 
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at'd  not ;  on  the  contrary  ta«  thought  it  was 
IS  fairly  and  honestly  conducted  as  any 
otiicr  insurance  company,  and  bf>  referred 
tne  to  the  figures  showing  year  by  year  tbP 
sauis  paid  by  the  management  of  the  com- 
pany. 

Th«i  I  had  the  curiosity  to  uk  him  : 
'  How  does  it  compare  with  other  compa* 
nles.'  He  said :  *  You  can  look  them  op  in 

the  book.'  I  therefore  took  the  policies  In 
force  iiccordiug  to  the  offlcin!  return.  It  was 
61,701,  the  commission  and  bonuses  to  agents 
which,  I  nnderstaud,  are  25  per  cent,  amount- 
ed to  $300,991.  The  salaries  of  officers  In 
borne  office.  f285,722.  The  Mutual  Life  of 
Canada  issued  23,622  polldea,  which  Is  about 
one-tlilrd  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  see.  It  will 
be  GO  as  counted  with  94,— one-third  of  the 
policies  Issued  by  the  Mutual  Reserve.  They 
pay  for  salaries  and  commlsions  9190,UU0. 
The  Manufacturers  Life  have  policies  ex- 
tant on  the  31st  of  December,  1902,  21,9^, 
commissions  and  salaries,  f233,000.  I  have 
]ast  given  the  number  of  policies. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  would  respect- 
fully call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  to  this  point,  that  we  have  not  got 
any  report  as  to  the  position  of  that  com- 
pany before  ns,  and  It  wilt  be  very  inconve- 
oient  to  go  into  a  discussion  Just  now  as  to 
vhat  the  position  of  the  company  is.  I  liaTe 
DO  desire  to  interrupt  my  hon.  friend,  but  if 
he  proceeds  other  hon.  members  will  wisli 
to  speak,  and  we  will  have  a  discussion  pro- 
<^ted  on  the  House  as  to  whether  this 
company  is  solvent  or  In  a  good  position, 
whldi  should  not  take  place  until  we  have 
the  report 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— We  are  face  to  face 
with  the  proposition  that  Mr.  Eldrldge  shall 
be  brought  before  the  Bar  of  the  House  to 
answer  certain  questions,  and  I  am  endea- 
voarlDg  to  show  tliat  the  proposition  that  the 
Mutual  Reserve  has  not  given  sufficient  in- 
formatiou  to  satisfy  the  committee  is  found- 
Btlonless,  Inasmuch  as  parliament  has  laid 
down  exactly  what  return  and  what  report 
the  company  shall  make,  and  I  am  showing, 
from  the  cnrsory  glance  I  have  made  as  to 
other  companies  in  Canada,  that  theUr  com- 
mig^Ds  and  salaries  are  not  in  excess,  and, 
in  many  instonce,  are  less  than  those  of 
other  companies  doing  buslnes  In  Canada. 
That  is  the  whole  object.  I  am  not  going 
into  the  details  of  It   I  will  band  It  to  the 


reporter,  and  will  give  the  page  of  the  blue- 
book  on  which  those  reports  are  contained. 
It  Is  to  this  extent  satisfactory,  because  hon. 
gentlemen  may  hare  formed  the  opinion  that 
the  amounts  paid  were  excessive.  They  do 
look  so  to  my  mind,  but  on  examining  other 
companies  we  find  that  they  are  all  oztra- 
vagant  I  find  so  much  cost  for  commissions 
and  so  much  for  sabtiles,  but  it  is  the  pre- 
vailing practice.  It  Is  not  peculiar  to  any 
one  company.  Looking  over  this  book  you 
will  find  it  is  the  proportion  everywhere,  po 
that  you  will  And  the  Mutual  Besttve  have 
considtfable  less  expense  than  some  compa- 
nies now  doing  business  in  Canada.  On  the 
face  of  It,  we  shonld  not  l)e  carried  to  a  con- 
clusion that  the  Mutual  Reserve  is  paying 
extravagant  rates  to  its  officers.  I  gather 
my  deductions  from  other  companies.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Westmoreland  sug- 
gested in  the  discussion  the  other  day,  when 
this  question  first  came  np,  that  he  would 
like  to  know  the  ofrihilon  of  the  Minister  of 
Justice  before  adopting  this  motion.  I  con- 
sulted the  Minister  of  Justice,  and  his  opinion 
la  the  same  as  my  own,  that  we  have  the 
right,  hot  that  It  would  be  very  uu* 
wise  to  exercise  it  In  this  case. 
The  witness  is  not  charged  with  any 
crime,  as  in  the  cases  quoted  In 
past  years.  He  Is  simply  a  witness  coming 
here  voluntarily,  not  being  ordered  to  come, 
but  coming  of  his  own  accord  and  i-emahi- 
Ing  here  in  order  to  give  this  committee  all 
the  information  he  possesses  in  reference  to 
the  iuterunl  nfTnirs  of  the  company,  and,  as 
far  ns  I  can  learn,  he  has  been  regarded  as 
a  very  fair  and  reasouau.e  witness,  giving 
his  evidence  without  any  seeming  prejudice 
or  feeling  one  way  or  the  other,  and  refusing 
to  answer  the  question  as  to  those  details 
simply  bec.mse  it  was  confldeiitia]  and  be 
did  not  consider,  under  the  l:iw.  he  was 
bound  to  disclose  it.  and  he  was  bo  guided 
in  that  Judgment  and  decision  by  the  advice 
of  a  very  eminent  counsel.  For  these  rea- 
sons I  should  like  that  this  order  would  be 
refused.  In  view  of  the  other  proposition 
made  by  the  hon.  chairman  of  that  commit- 
tee, tliat  the  committee  should  be  satisfied 
with  the  answer  being  en  bloc  of  the  sums 
paid  for  the  long  period  of  years,  i  pre- 
sume the  House  now  will  come  to  the  con- 
clusion tlint  that  will  answer  all  purposes, 
and  that  the  order  on  the  paper  to-day  will 
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not  be  pushed  to  the  extreme  extent  that  It 
was  at  one  time  contemplated,  of  calling 

this  gentleman  to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and 
If  he  still  refuses  leading  us  into  a  very  un- 
pleasant result  I  need  not  sny  what  that 
may  be,  but  certainly  If  the  House  once 
made  an  order  he  must  answer.  The  House 
most  go  further  if  he  refused  to  do  so,  and 
It  would  scarcely  look  proper  or  seemly  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate  In  the  case  of  a  gen- 
tleman coming  here  of  his  own  accord,  not 
bound  to  attend,  not  under  subpoena,  coming 
from  the  United  States,  having  glren  all  the 
Information  the  parliament  of  Canada  re- 
quires and  that  the  department  requires,  and 
the  department  being  amply  satisfied  tbat 
the  returns  made  by  this  company  are  true 
tbat  Is  since  the  change  of  management.  1 
think  it  Is  pretty  well  conceded  that  be- 
fore the  present  management  came  into 
office,  when  Mr.  Wells,  who  seems  to  be 
rather  a  favourite  with  some  gentlemen, 
was  connected  with  the  company  the  busi- 
ness was  managed  with  great  extravagance 
and  waste.  We  are  all  agreeing  on  that, 
but  it  is  many  years  gone,  and  we  cannot 
get  back  tbe  money  ;  It  Is  wasted,  and  this  is 
not  t^e  only  Insurance  company  that  has 
been  played  vrlth  In  that  way.  On  a  former 
occasion  I  showed  this  chamber  tbat  there 
were  thirty  or  forty  assessment  couipauies 
that  must  go  to  tbe  wiill.  The  principle  Is 
absolutely  unsound  nn:l  nothing  but  ruin 
meets  them  In  the  end  If  they  last  over  forty 
or  fifty  years,  unless  a  new  generation 
comes  In  and  they  get  new  blood  from  the 
newer  members.  It  was  very  uufortunnre 
no  douL)t,  tbat  In  1S85  tliis  parliament  passed 
tbe  Act.  I  think  I  read  on  a  former  occa- 
sion the  opinions  of  a  number  of  senators, 
denouncing  the  cbanire  then  made.  I  do  not 
kn%fv  what  Influence  brought  it  about.  Mr. 
Wells  claimed  the  honour  of  haviug  placed 
it  on  the  statute.^.  ITe  said  he  was  here 
In  1.SS4  and  did  not  succeed,  but  In  3885  be 
succeeded.  He  was  n  member  oC  the  com- 
pany during  ali  the  time  this  waste  of 
money  was  practised  by  tbe  management,  In 
which  vast  sums  of  money  were  lost,  and, 
no  doubt,  hastened  the  contingency  of  ruin 
to  every  man  who  Is  connected  with  It  on 
the  assessment  basis.  That  the  company 
itself  recognize  that  the  system  was  wrong 
Is  obvious  from  the  fact  that  some  five  or 
six  years  npo.  when  parliament  had  under 

consideration  .«ome  changes  in  the  Act,  they 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT 


withdrew  tbe  assessment  system  and  bare 
not  been  issuing  any  such  poll<des  since.  I 
therefore  hope  the  conclusion  the  Hoase 
shall  come  to  will  be  that  we  shall  refuse  to 
adopt  the  proposition  submitted  to  us,  and 
accept  tbe  ofCer  made  by  the  vice^iresi- 
dent  of  this  company  to  give  evidence  of  the 
cost  of  management  en  bloc  for  a  series  or 
years  back. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— When  I  Uiterrapt- 
ed  my  hon.  friend,  I  was  under  the  Impres- 
sion he  was  going  into  «  general  discussion 
of  the  alTatrs  of  the  company,  and  I  tbonght 
It  would  be  a  pity  if  tbat  wonld  be  preci- 
pitated just  at  this  stage.  Later  on  be  wns 
confining  himself  to  the  question  as  to  whe- 
ther we  should  insist  upon  answers  being 
i  given  to  questions  before  the  committee  as 
reported  to  the  Senate.  I  have  no  doubt 
whatever  that  we  have  the  power  to  Insist  on 
answers  being  given  to  these  questlcnis,  It 
we  consider  It  in  the  pnblic  interest  and  ex- 
pedient to  exercise  it.  My  bon.  friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  has  pointed  very  properly 
to  the  power  that  legislation  gives  to  the 
government  with  regard  to  securing  rettims 
from  insurance  companies,  but  if  my  hon. 
friend  will  look  at  section  25  of  the  Intm- 
ance  Act,  subsection  11,  he  will  find  tiut 
there  is  very  much  more  inquisitorial  power 
than  that  contained  in  clause  20  which  deals 
with  returns.  It  is  in  the  power  of  tbe  Min- 
ister of  Finance  to  institute  an  ln%'estigatlon 
through  the  superintendent  of  the  Insur- 
ance Into  the  afTairs  of  all  these  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  quoted  that  the  other 

day. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERGVSON— It  has  a  direct 
bearing  on  the  question  now  before  us,  and 
1  will  read  It  for  the  information  of  bon. 
gentlemen.    It  is  as  follows . — 

The  minister  may  from  time  to  time  lostraet 
the  superinteodent  to  visit  tbe  bead  office  ottnr 
company  licensed  under  tbis  Act  and  Incorffor- 
ated  or  legally  formed  elsewhere  tHaa  in  Can- 
ada and  to  examine  into  the  general  condltlost 
and  affalns  of  sucb  company,  and  if  sucta  com- 
pany (Inclines  to  permit  of  such  examination  or 
refuses  to  give  any  information  necessary  for 
.such  purposes  In  Us  poserasion  or  control,  tbo 
license  shall  be  withdrawn. 

So  that  there  Is  most  ample  power  in  tbe 
hands  of  the  department  to  go  to  tbe  office  of 
any  company,  whether  Canadian  or  foreign 
and  insist  on  the  department  becoming  setted 
of  all  Information  embracing  such  things  as 
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are  covered  by  these  questions,  but  to  my 
mind  tbe  spirit  of  oar  legislation  in  dealing 
witb  railway  companies,  banks  and  Insur- 
ance companies — not  only  the  spirit  but  the 
letter  of  our  legislation,  does  not  call  for 
such  detailed  Information  of  tbe  al^alrs  of 
the  company  to  be  published.  There  is 
no  return  containing  any  such  information 
as  this  required  under  the  Bank  Act. 
We  have,  under  the  Insurance  Act,  the  most 
perfect  power  of  going  to  the  head  ottlce  of 
tbe  company  and  getting  the  Information, 
but  It  is  not  supposed  for  a  moment  that  tbis 
detailed  Information  with  regard  to  the  do- 
mestic affairs  of '  tbe  company  sbould  bo 
pablished.  It  never  Is  published.  I  have 
no  doubt  the  insurance  department  have 
been  compelled  on  many  occasions  to  make 
such  Inquiries  one  way  or  the  other  into  the 
aflahrs  of  the  Insurance  companies,  but  not 
for  publication.  Tbeu  take  tbe  unllway 
Act  If  bon.  gentlemen  will  look  at  the 
statistical  clauses  from  302  onward  to  the 
end  of  the  Act,  will  find  that  they  call  for 
tbe  most  complete  returns,  as  explained  in 
schedule  1  of  the  Railway  Act,  of  the  affairs 
of  the  company  ;  but  while  we  call  for  all 
kinds  of  Information,  that  information  is 
regarded  as  confidential  this  far,  that  it 
most  not  be  published  by  the  commissioners, 
and  if  any  officer  of  tbe  Railway  Board  dis- 
closes any  part  of  tbe  Information  that  is 
communicated— if  any  officer  shall  disclose 
the  information,  he  Is  liable  to  a  fine  of  $500 
and  imprisonment  The  section  reads  as 
follows 

The  Governor  in  Council  may  call  for  Infor- 
matioD  and  tbe  board  may  publish  It,  but  if 
there  is  any  part  of  that  information  which  ther 
tblnk  the  cotupaay  would  object  to  publish  they 
muit  not  publish  It  uotll  they  call  the  company 
before  them  and  until  they  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  why  the  iatormation  sbould 
not  be  published. 

In  regard  to  the  Bank  Act  and  ttip  Insur- 
ance Act  the  spirit  of  our  leglBlatlon  is  that 
these  details  are  not  to  be  gh-en  to  the 
public.  We  have  provided  apalnst  it.  If  the 
gentleman  was  compelled  to  answer  these 
questions  wbat  would  we  be  doing  7  we 
vonid  be  applying  a  different  rule  to  th»* 
Untual  Reserve  than  Is  applied  to  other 
Institutions  doing  business  in  the  country, 
that  is,  as  long  as  our  general  legislation 
■with  regard  to  these  corporations  remains 
as  it  is  at  present  It  may  not  be  right. 
Bon.  gentlemen  may  take  a  different  view, 


and  say  all  this  information  should  belong- 
to  the  public.  They  may  be  right,  but  while- 
that  Is  the  policy  of  our  legislation  we  should 
deal  Impartially  with  all,  and  I  will  say  that 
if  Mr.  Eldrldge  was  called  upon  and  com- 
pelled to  give  these  details,  which  he  sayv 
are  regarded  as  confidential  in  his  company, 
and  they  were  spread  out  on  the  }oumal» 
of  this  House,  so  that  the  agents  of  any  other 
insurance  company  would  be  able  to  repro- 
duce these  answers  and  distribute  them  audi 
make  a  canvass  against  tbe  company  on  tbe 
ground  that  they  were  payii^  extraordinary 
salaries,  while  vei^  likely,  If  the  same  in- 
formation were  brought  out  with  regard  to 
the  other  companies,  it  would  be  found 
they  were  paying  quite  as  much. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEKNIER-That  would  be  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  not  going  to 
say  anything  about  that.  But  It  would  be- 
only  right  providing  our  laws  call  tor  pre- 
cisely the  same  information  coming  out  with 
regard  to  other  companies.  It  would  not  be 
right  to  single  out  any  one  company  and 
compel  It  to  disclose  information  which  we 
do  not  obtain  from  other  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Where  does  the  taw 
prohibit  that  Information  ? 

Hon.-  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  spirit  of  the 
law  prohibits  the  bringing  out  of  such  in- 
formation as  this  lu  the  publication  of  re- 
turns with  regard  to  a  railway  company, 
unless  the  railway  company  Is  beard  with 
respect  to  anything  they  would  be  likely  to 
have  an  objection  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— My  hon.  friend  has 
not  answered  tbe  question.  He  stated  dis- 
tinctly that  our  laws  prohibited  the  publica- 
tion of  that  information. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  entirely  misunderstood  me.  I  said 
tbe  spirit  and  intention  of  our  law  is  that 
this  information  is  not  to  he  brought  before 
the  public  In  the  way  of  publication  of  re- 
turns, and  if  my  hon.  friend  is  prepared  to 
controvert  that  statement  I  shall  be  glad  to 
hear  him.  I  have  referred  to  the  Bank  Act 
and  say  that  no  such  inf onnaUon  Is  called  for 
there.  I  have  looked  over  the  General  Insui^ 
mice  Act  and  have  gone  over  our  Railway  Act, 
and  I  am  perfectly  correct  lu  saying  that 
the  spirit  of  all  this  legislation  Is  that  in- 
formation such  as  this,  of  tbe  domestic 
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affairs  of  a  company  Is  uot  called  for  or  tbere 
la  no  provision  made  In  tbe  law  for  Its  pnbll- 
catton.  and.  in  practice,  it  is  never  publlshecL 
My  contention  Is  tbat  such  being  the 
spirit  of  our  legislation  all  through  that 
we  should  not  in  this  case  Insist  upon 
tbe  answer  to  ijaestlons  which  wonld 
be  putting  this  company  In  a  different 
position  from  that  of  any  other  com- 
pany. My  hon.  friend  from  Blgin,  by  the 
question  he  asked  me,  clearly  misunderstood 
me.  There  is  no  doubt  we  have  the  power 
to  do  this.  There  Is  no  question  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada  bad  tbe  power  to  make  our 
Hallway  Act  difC«rent  from  what  It  Is.  We 
might  have  said  in  tbe  Insurance  Act  tbat 
when  the  superintendent  of  Insurance  went 
to  Toronto,  say  to  tbe  head  office  of  any  in- 
surance company,  and  ascertained  the 
amount  of  salaries  or  any  other  expenditure, 
that  be  should  publish  that.  Parliament 
could  certainly  say  so,  but  parliament  has 
not  said  so.  The  information  Is  obtained 
and  It  is  left  for  the  d^rtment  to  decide 
what  part  of  this  information  shall  be  given 
to  tbe  public,  and  up  to  the  present  time 
such  Information  as  is  contained  In  these 
questions  has  not  b^n  called  for  In  any 
of  the  returns  or  has  not  heen  spread  out 
in  any  report  before  the  public. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  acc^ted  my  hon. 
Mend's  denial  with  reference  to  the  state- 
ment, yet  be  was  not  satisfied,  and  if  I  Und 
observed  him  correctly  I  would  have  had  the 
reporter  read  what  he  said.  He  conveyed  the 
impression  distinctly,  as  far  as  I  was  con- 
cerned, and  I  think  the  hon.  members  of 
this  House  so  understood  it  tbat  there  was 
no  law  to  compel  him  to  do  so  and  so.  How- 
ever, I  shall  wait  until  we  receive  tbe  re- 
port of  the  debate  and  then  we  will  be  In 
a  better  position  to  judge  ;  but  I  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  there 
Js  no  motion  before  the  chair.  My  hon, 
friend  who  placed  this  matter  on  the  order 
paper  bas  not  moved  the  adoption  of  this 
report,  which  tbe  Honse  refused  "oli  Friday 
to  discuss  for  lack  of  information.  I  <?bn- 
gratulate  the  leader  of  the  House,  if  he  sees 
his  opportunity  to  go  into  the 'whole  matter 
of  InsnrHnce,  and  to  discuss  not  only  this 
report  but  the  report  which  is  to  be  taken 
up  aod  considered  to-morrow.  Further  I 
say  that  we  bad  a  definite  understanding 
that  when  tbe  House  met,  and  tbe  second  1 
Hod.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


supplementary  report  came  in,  that  the  two 
r^orts  should  go  together.   I  appeal  to  tola 

honourable  House  that  we  should  have  tHoso 
two  reports  together,  so  that  we  can  con- 
sider them,  If  they  contain  Information  for 
us  to  consider.  We  cannot  consider  them 
now  on  account  of  the  lack  of  information. 
What  information  have  we  to-day  to  enable 
us  to  consider  the  matter  Intelligently  and 
cast  an  intelligent  vote,  further  than  we  bad 
on  Friday  last  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  the  Honse 
understood  me  clearly.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  draw  tbe  distinction  between  the 
words  which  I  do.  Perhaps  X  do  not  uodff- 
stand  tbe  meaning  of  the  words,  or  we  do 
not  understand  them  alike.  I  said  parlia- 
ment had  power  to  compel  tbe  witness  to  an- 
swer. We  have  power  to  make  a  law  tliit 
nil  companies  should  supply  tbe  informa- 
tion, but  we  have  not  made  that  law. 

The  SPEAKEB— The   hon.  gentlemen 

from  Elgin  has  raised  a  question  In  respect 

of  the  resolution  before  the  House.   I  read 

from  the  Minutes  of  Friday  last,  as  follows ; 

That  aa  order  of  this  House  do  Issue  for  t&e 
attendance  od  Tuesday,  28tfa  Jane,  tastant,  U 
three  o'clock  In  the  afternoon  at  the  bar  id  tUi 
House,  of  Hr.  George  D.  Btdridge,  of  the  citr  of 
New  York,  now  In  Ottawa,  vice-president  ind 
actuary  of  ttie  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insuruce 
Company,  tb«  witness  aamed  In  tbe  report  of 
the  select  committee  appointed  to  Invettlgat* 
tbe  position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Association  of  New  Tork  In  Canada. 

Tbat  was  substantially  a  motion  for  con- 
currence in  tbe  report.  Then  the  Hon.  Mr. 
DeBouchervlIie  moved  the  amendment,  se- 
conded by  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson  : 

That  further  action  wHh  respect  to  the  refusal 
of  Mr.  George  D.  Eldrldge  to  answer  cereals 
questions  put  to  him  as  a  witness  before  tbe 
select  committee  appointed  to  Investigate  the 
poaltloD  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
clatiOD  of  New  York  In  Canada  be  postponed  to 
Tuesday  next. 

That  pimply  postponed  the  dealing  wltb 
the  original  motion  until  to-day.  Tbe  order 
paper,  I  think.  Is  qul1%  correct.  This  motlim 
of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Landry  Is  the  motion  now 

before  tbe  House,  an&  if  It  does  not  meet 
the  approval  of  the  House  some  bon.  sen- 
tlemen  can  move  an  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTJE — I  propose  to  aiove  in 

amendment  to  the  motion,  tbat  all  the  words 

after  tbe  word  '  That '  be  struck  out  and  tbe 

following  substituted  therefor  : 

The  offer  made  by  the  witness  George  D. 
Eldrldge  to  give  tor  each  year  tbe  amount  la 
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tba  acKregatfi,  but  not  In  detail,  paid  to  tb« 
offlclals  of  tbe  company,  will  aatls^  the  re- 
quirements of  tbe  iiiTesttsatlon. 

And  In  support  of  my  motion,  I  desire  to 
,  say  that  I  entirely  agree  with  tlie  remarlis 
ivliicb  have  just  been  made  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Marshfield.  It  is  the  policy  of 
tbe  law  as  It  stands  on  our  statute-book  not 
to  exact  from  insurance  or  railway  compa- 
nies any  details  of  that  kind.  For  my  part 
I  am  rather  Inclined  to  think  that  the  sooner 
the  law  Is  amended  to  exact  fuller  informa- 
tion the  better  It  will  be  ;  but,  until  the  law 
is  amended,  I  do  not  think  that  It  would  l« 
proper  to  single  out  any  one  company  and 
place  them  at  a  disadvantage  as  regards 
their  competitors,  and  we  have  here  to  deal 
wUh  quite  a  serious  matter.  It  Is  a  matter 
in  which  we  are  dealing  with  a  foreign  com- 
pany, and  it  is  a  well  known  principle  of 
intemational  law  that  foreigners  are  en- 
titled to  be  treated  as  citizens  of  the  state 
and  if  It  ia  not  wltiiin  the  policy  of  the 
Canadian  law  to  exact  such  Information,  I 
think  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  exact  It  from 
a  foreign  corporation,  and  it  mIgDt  give  rise 
to  serions  complication. 

Hon.  Blr.  WIL.SON— The  hon.  gentleman 
says  it  is  not  the  law  to  give  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  aay  it  is  not  the 
policy  of  tbe  Canadian  law,  not  the  spirit  ot  ^ 
oor  law  as  It  stands  on  our  statute-book,  to 
exact  details  of  that  kind  and  I  say  that  a  ! 
company  from  whidi  we  would  exact  such  i 
details  in  being  singled  out  for  the  purpose  j 
would  be  made  to  occupy  a  disadvantageous 
position  as  regards  their  competitors,  and 
therefore    that    this    foreign    corporation  \ 
would  have  the  right  to  ask  to  be  respected ' 
ia  that  respect,  and  that  we  should  not  open  j 
np  a  question  of  that  kind.    Moreover,  is  i 
there  any  necessity  for  anything  of  the  kind? 
The  hon.  member  from  Marshfield  and  the 
hOD.  Secretary  of  State,  on  a  former  occasion, 
and  tlie  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  on 
snother  occasion,  aiso  drew  the  attention  of 
this  House  to  the  words  of  the  statute  un- 
der which  it  is  open  to  the  government  to 
have  these  very  facts  ascertained  trom  the 
tMwks  of  tbe  company.   Tbe  superintendent 
of  hisurance  can  go  to  New  York  and  ex-  [ 
amlQe  into  all  the  books  of  tbe  insurance  j 
company,  and  that  Is  surely  a  better  mode  | 
of  obtaining  information  than  resorting  to  I 
forcing  the  witness  to  give  Information  when  ' 


he  says  that  be  considers  that  his  duty  to- 
wards the  association  Is  not  to  divulge  tlint 
information  to  the  public :  that  It  would 
place  the  company  at  a  disadvantage,  and 
that  be  has  no  objection  to  give  tbe  Informa- 
tion in  the  aggregate,  but  not  in  detail  as  to 
salaries  being  paid  to  each  individual,  it 
we  get  this  information,  whether  It  be 
$20,000  or  9!50,000,  when  we  have  the  total 
amount  paid  each  year  for  tbe  nineteen 
years,  the  company  has  been  carrying  on 
operations,  will  it  not  be  all  that  Is  neces- 
sary ?  The  witness  has  offered  to  name  tbe 
Individuals,  whether  they  be  six,  seven  or 
eight,  wiiat  positions  th^  occupy  In  the 
company,  and  to  give  the  lump  amount  paid 
to  them  ail.  I  submit  that  It  is  all  the  In- 
formation that  is  required  to  deal  with  that 
matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
amendment  of  my  bon.  friend  anticipates 
one  that  I  had  drafted  myself.  I  take  tne 
same  view  precisely  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
expressed,  and  I  had  an  amendment  pre- 
pared, wblch  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  ac- 
cept instead  of  bis  own.  It  glrea,  as  he  will 
see,  the  source  from  which  the  information 
came,  that  Mr.  Bldridge  was  willing  to  furn- 
ish tbe  aggregate  amount  paid  to  the  oiH- 
clals.   My  amendment  is  as  follows  : 

That  in  view  of  the  sLatemeat  contained  In 
the  supplementarr  report  ol  the  select  com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  posltlOD  ot 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of 
New  York  in  Canada,  presented  this  day,  that 
Mr.  Eldrldge  bad  volunteered  to  give  for  the 
information  of  the  committee  the  aKgregate 
sum  paid  annuallr  to  the  olBcIals  of  the  asso- 
ciation, be  it  resolved  that  auch  Informatloa 
be  accepted  as  sufficient,  and  that  the  motion 
to  summon  Mr.  Qeorge  D.  Eldrldge  to  the 
bar  of  the  Senate  be  discharged. 

I  am  not  particular  which  amendment  H 
adopted,  but  this  gives  the  reason  why  we 
take  the  course  suggested. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — have  no  objection 
to  accepting  the  wording  of  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman's amendment. 

The  SPEAKEQ^As  I  understand,  witli 
the  consent  of  the  House,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  accepts  this  amend- 
ment instead  of  his  own. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVlLLE— When  1 
moved  on  Friday  last,  that  this  question  b" 
adjourned  until  to-day,  I  said  I  thought  tbnt 
there  might  be  some  complication  on  accoui.t 
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of  tbe  gentleman  wiho  was  to  be  ordered  to 
appear  at  the  bar  being  a  foreigner,  and 
that  tbe  bon.  Secretary  of  State  should  con- 
sQlt  tbe  Minister  of  Justice  and  have  his 
opinion  on  the  point  I  raised.  It  may  be  tbe 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  has  spoken  on  that, 
poiDt,  bat  I  did  not  hear  htm  if  be  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  stated  that  I  had 
consulted  the  Minister  of  Justice  and  his 
opinion  was  that  though  we  have  the  (Tower 
to  summon  the  witness  to  the  bar.  It  would 
be  very  Injudicious  and  imprudent  to  do  so. 
that  the  circumstances  were  not  such  as 
would  justify  as  in  taking  that  action. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  reason  why 
the  committee  thought  It  necessary  to  bring 
the  matter  of  Mr.  Eldridge's  refusal  to  an- 
swer questions  was,  that  the  New  iork 
afntnal  Reserve  Life  is  before  parliament 
with  a  Bill,  to  recast  their  system  ot  doing 
business.  In  18S5,  when  tbey  came  before 
parliament  asking  power  to  become  a  cor- 
porate body  In  Canada,  authorized  to  do 
business  here,  and  make  a  deposit  with  the 
government,  positive  assurances  wete  given 
by  them  that  tbey  were  prepared  upon  terms 
very  much  less  than  were  charged  by  the 
old  line  companies,  to  accept  and  carry  on 
Insurance  in  Canada.  In  view  of  that  assur- 
ance, the  parliament  of  Canada  granted 
them  a  license  to  do  business.  Now,  at  the 
end  of  nineteen  years,  they  come  back  for 
more  legislatlou,  franlily  confessing  that  the 
basis  of  their  system,  the  money  gathered 
to  meet  the  demands  on  tbeir  company,  is 
iiibuiueleut.  They  are  here  to  ask  us  for  a 
Bill  to  do  one  of  two  things,  either  Impair 
the  policies  to  a  sum  at  which  the  insured 
would  get  a  policy  In  an  old  line  company, 
or  else  be  authorized  to  ask  tbe  boIUers  of 
policies  to  contribute  an  Increased  sum  over 
the  assessments  they  have  been  paying.  If 
they  want  to  continue  their  policies  at  the 
amount  now  existing.  What  the  committee 
thought  was  that  it  would  be  well  to  probe 
to  the  bottom  tbe  causes  which  had  led  up 
to  the  necessity  of  tbeir  coming  to  parlia- 
ment for  such  legislation.  1  believe  the  aim 
of  every  member  of  that  committee  is  to  do 
the  best  we  can  for  tbe  policy-holders  In  the 
unfortunate  dilemma  they  are  In  to-dny.  in 
view  of  all  that,  we  thought  It  would  be  well 
If  we  could  ascertain  whether  the  payment 
of  exorbitant  salaries  had  contributed  to  the 
company  getting  Intg  tbe  position  they  now 
Hon.  Ur.  DeBOTTOHBRVILLa, 


oecnpy.  That  Is  why  pressed  to  urn- 
tain  whethw  extravagant  salaries  was  ooe 

of  the  causes  that  led  up  to  the  present 
condition  of  things.  However,  as  far  as  i 
am  concerned,  I  have  no  desire  to  force  tbis 
company  to  disclose  what  they  wish  to  con- 
ceal unless  it  Is  in  the  interests  of  tbe  poUcj- 
holders.  If  It  Is  consldoed  that  a  statement 
of  the  sum  en  bloc  of  the  salaries  paid  eacb 
year  will  enable  us  to  form  an  accurate 
opinion  as  to  whether  those  payments  cou- 
tributed  to  bring  at>out  the  condition  of 
things  Which  now  exist,  Z  am  perfectly  sa- 
tisfied. I  have  no  desire  to  find  out  tbe 
different  amounts  paid  to  them  as  otbciais. 
It  has  been  said  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
Montreal,  and  the  statutes  have  been  quoted 
In  support  of  his  view,  that  Insurance  com- 
panies are  not  required  to  give  in  detail  tbe 
salaries  paid  their  officials  ;  but  that  applies 
to  companies  which  are  on  a  financial  basis 
that  Is  satisfactory  to  their  potlcy  holders ; 
companies'  ttiat  are  not  under  the  necessity 
of  coming  to  parliament  to  get  legislation. 
This  company,  &ttet  nine  years  doing  bIls^ 
ness,  are  now  before  us  asking  us  to  clothe 
them  with  power  to  exact  from  policy-hold- 
ers more  than  the  amount  covenanted  for  In 
their  policies.  In  justice  to  the  pollcy-uold- 
ers,  should  we  not  eikteavonr  to  know  whe- 
ther any  acts  of  the  managers  of  ttiat  com-, 
pany  have  contributed  to  bring  about  the 
condition  of  things  tiiat  necessitates  their 
coming  here  ?  That  is  one  reason  vhy  it 
was  thought  we  should  have  the  Informa- 
tion. However,  I  have  no  desire  to  deal 
with  this  gentleman  If  the  House  comes  to 
the  conclusion  that  tbe  Information  en  bloc 
Is  sufficient  to  enable  bon.  gentlemen  to  form 
an  accurate  Idea  as  to  what  we  should  do 
with  the  company  and  tbe  Bill ;  I  was  s6rTj 
to  hear  an  expression  that  fell  from  tbe  111^ 
of  the  hou.  Secretary  of  State  In  connection 
with  this  matter.  He  stated,  and  the  state- 
ment will  go  abroad  throughout  this  coun- 
try, that  all  Insurance  companies  are  extn* 
vagant. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  said  I  tbougnt  we  ■» 

paid  too  much  tor  our  insurance  and  when 
I  come  to  be  advised  that  an  ageut  gets  25 
per  cent  commission,  besides  the  salaries 
paid  to  managers,  I  have  nothing  to  with- 
draw.  It  Is  a  palpable  fact. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Of  recept  JMn 
insurance  has  cost  more  to  get  it  tiian  l^ 
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cost  In  years  gone  by.  but  to  sny  tlmt  every 
compaoy  Is  extravagent  

Hon.  Mr.  8G0TT— I  qaailfy  tliat. 

Hon.   Mr.  McMULLKN — There  nre  com- 
panies in  this  country  whieb  are  admirably 
conducted.    The  Ontario  Mutual  Life,  with 
wbich  Six  Wilfrid  Laurler  Is  couuected,  is 
well  and  economically  managed.   It  would 
be  entirely  unfair  to  say  that  company  is 
fflctravngant.   I  am  glad  to  bear  tbe  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  say  be  did  not  intend  to 
convey  that  Idea,  because  we  must  not  for- 
get that  there  are  no  organizations  to  which 
Canada  lends  ber  sanction  that  are  more 
important  to  the  people  tJiau  life  insurance 
companies,  in  which  people  Invest  such  a 
large  amount  of  money.  There  are  very  few 
families  that  are  not  pinching  themselves, 
in  some  Cflses,  denying  themselves  even  ne- 
cessaries of  life,  to  keep  uii  their  insunince. 
When  a  life  insurance  company  falls  to  carry 
out  its  covenants  with  Its  poKcy-holders, 
parliament  Is  justified  la  demanaiug  froiii 
them  full  iu'formatioii  before  giving  them 
more  legislation,  and  tegnlizing  them  to  do 
business  with  the  public.   When  n  company 
comes  before  parliament  asking  for  amend- 
ing legislation,   it   virtually  acknowledges 
that  its  system  in  tbe  past  has  not  worked 
out  well  in  the  interest  of  tbe  i>olicy-homers, 
and  we  should  know  before  granting  ^tbeiu 
le^slatlon  whether  we  should  virtually  re- 
commend them  to  tbe  public  by  acceding  to 
tbelr  request.    We  should  guard  Insurance 
legislation  in  the  interest  of  the  public. 
When  this  company  came  to  Canada  iu  1S»5 
the  line  companies  said  to  parliament:  Ton 
are  backing  up  a  tramp  off  the  road  without 
any  reeponfrlblllty,  without  any  record,  with- 
out any  means,  without  any  assets,  and  you 
are  asked  to  legalize  them  to  do  business 
with  the  people  of  Canada,  and  the  argu- 
ment that  this  company  will  use  will  he  that 
'having  deposited  $50,000  with  tbe  govern- 
ment It  Is  safe  to  do  business  with  us. 
Tbe  government  have  looked  Into  our  affairs 
have  pronounced  us  good  and  sound  finan- 
cially and  we  nsk  you  to  insure  with  us.' 
Xow,  After  nineteen  years  experience  they 
come  to  us  and  say  '  We  find  that  the  basis 
of  our  system  was  not  sound.'   Are  we  not 
Justified  in  probing  to  the  bottom  the  causes 
wblcb  have  lead  up  to  this   condition  or 
tilings.  In  view  of  tbe  fact  that  we  are  ask- ' 


ed  to  clothe  these  people  anew  with  legal 
status  before  the  people  of  Canada  to  do 
business  again  ?  That  is  why  I,  as  one  of 
tbe  committee,  strongly  supported  the  get- 
ting of  all  the  Information  we  should  get. 
That  I  believe  was  also  the  reason  of  other 
members  of  the  committee.  In  view  of  tne 
wording  of  the  Act.  and  the  fact  that  the 
witness  is  a  foreigner,  I  have  no  desire  to 
be  barsh,  and  am  perfectly  willing,  if  tbe 
House,  so  desire,  to  accept  tbe  statement  be 
proposes  to  make  of  tbe  yearly  expenditure, 
and  let  us'  come  to  the  best  conclusion  we 
can  on  bis  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERXIEIt— It  Is  contended  by 
some  hon.  senators  that  because  the  law  as 
It  stands  gives  us  certain  directions  for  deal- 
lug  with  these  questloos.  we  should  not  per^ 
slst  in  our  action  with  referrence  to  a  wit- 
ness who  has  refused  to  answer  questfulis 
put  to  him.  The  argument  has  no  founda- 
tion whatever.  Parliament  is  tbe  maker  of 
laws,  and,  outside  of  tbe  sanction  of  parlia- 
ment, the  law  must  prevail :  but  when  par- 
liament Is  In  session  It  must  have  the  power 
of  exacting  all  requirements  it  can  enact 
by  law.  If  It  were  not  so.  this  company 
would  be  on  a  better  footing  than  Canadian 
companies.  The  fact  that  the  gfentleman  Is 
a  United  State  citizen  Is  of  uo  avail.  He  is 
on  our  soil,  and  a  wituess  in  connection  with 
business  transacted  In  Canada  under  Ctma- 
dlan  law.  There  cannot  be  any  complica- 
tion with  tbe  United  States  if  wfe  Insiat  up- 
on his  answering.  This  company  is  flcBug 
a  large  business  Id  Canada.  Many  serious 
eomplaiuts  have  been  made  against  the 
methods  of  the  company.  Now  the  Senate 
has  ordered  an  investigation  of  these  mat- 
ters, and  it  seems  but  right  that  we  should 
go  on  with  It  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
SoeretaiT  of  State  that  we  should  not  go  be- 
yond tbe  statement  that  the  statute  requires 
them  to  report,  Is  absurd. 

Suppose  this  company,  or  any  com- 
pany should  make  a  report  in  which  we 
would  have  reason  to  believe  there  Is  some- 
thing wanting,  would  not  the  House  of 
Commons  or  this  Senate  or  parliament  have 
a  right  to  go  beyond  that,  and  make  an 
investigation  ?  There  is  reason,  as  repeat- 
ed hy  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Welling- 
ton, to  inquire  whether  tbe  witness  Is 
receiving  an  exorbitant  salary.  There  is 
a  rumour  In  circulation  that  this  gentle- 
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man  la  recelvlug  the  nice  sum  ot  $45,000  a 
year  for  bis  salary.   If  tliat  be  true,  tbat 

would  be  a  scaudal.  Tbat  would  be  taking 
Illegitimately  a  .portion  of  money  tbat  should 
belong  to  tbe  poHcyiholders.  If  we  were  to 
make  an  investigatioa  of  tbe  affairs  of  all 
the  Insurance  companies  we  might  find  other 
cases  of  tbe  taking  by  illegitimate  means  of 
moneys  that  should  go  to  tbe  credit  of  the 
policy-holders,  and  which  the  policy-holders 
were  given  to  understand  would  go  to  them. 
Some  years  ago  on  tbe  retirement  of  a  man- 
ager of  an  insurance  company,  the  directors 
voted  bim  as  superannuation  a  sum  of 
$12,000  or  $13,000  aunuaily.  I  say  that 
this  should  not  be  tolerated.  It  is  tak- 
ing from  the  earnings  of  the  policy-hold- 
ers, money  that  should  return  to  them.  Part 
of  it  at  least  should  return  to  tbem  and, 
under  tbe  circumstances  it  seems  to  me  tbat 
the  Senate  should  adhere  to  the  recommen- 
datiou  of  tbe  committee.  If  tbe  witness 
should  again  refuse  to  answer,  we  need  not 
go  beyond  tbat  If  it  is  not  thought  proper 
to  do  so,  because  that  refusal  would  do 
more  barm  to  tbe  company  than  good,  and 
under  the  circumstances,  I  would  not  insist 
myself  on  proceeding  further. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Before  the  amend- 
ment Is  put  I  have  to  express  my  regret 
tbat  action  Is  taken  In  tbe  matter,  altbougb 
I  suppose  that  it  is  impossible  to  do  other- 
wise in  the  absence  of  tbe  hon.  senator  wlio 
made  the  motion.  He  would  have  been  In 
a  position  to  give  tbe  views  of  tbe  com- 
mittee more  fully,  and  probably  more  effec- 
tively than  any  other  member  on  it.  In  tbe 
meantime  1  have  to  express  my  surprise 
at  the  attitude  taken  by  several  of  our 
leading  senators  In  tbis  honourable  House  as 
to  how  ^oint  stock  companies  and  banks  and 
other  institutions  sbould  be  treated  in  re- 
gard to  tbe  salaries  of  their  officers.  I  do 
not  know  whether  It  is  that  *  a  fellow  feeling 
makes  us  wonderous  kind,'  but  institutions 
that  are  chartered  and  are  working  under 
incorporation  Acts  of  this  parliament  should 
have  nothing  to  bide  from  tbe  policy-bolders 
or  share-holders.  It  is  a  false  policy  to 
assert  before  the  people  of  this  country  tbat 
it  would  be  detrimental  to  a  company, 
whether  Insurance,  banking,  railway  or 
otherwise,  to  let  tbe  world  know,  to  let  tbe 
stock-holders  or  policy-holders  know,  where 
their  money  is  going.  On  what  ground  do 
Hot.  Hr.  BE^NIER. 


hon.  senators  base  that  provision  !  Not  oa 
the  law,  but  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from 

MarshQeld  said,  on  tbe  spirit  of  tbe  law. 
Will  be  tell  me  what  Is  tbe  spirit  of  tbe 
law  ?  Who  is  to  ascertain  tbe  spirit  of  the 
law  ?  Who  Is  to  Interpret  the  spirit  of  tlie 
law  ?  Is  It  the  man  who  pays,  or  tbe  man 
who  refuses  to  tell  what  be  collects  ?  Id 
this  case,  it  Is  the  pollcy-liolders  who  have 
a  right  to  interpret  the  spirit  of  the  law, 
and  tbe  interpretation  of  tbe  law  is  tbat 
the  men  who  receive  their  money  should  tell 
bow  much  they  get,  and  how  bon.  senaton 
can  endorse  an  opposite  principle  Is  more 
than  I  can  understand.  There  is  another 
reason  why  this  committee  was  anxions 
to  get  at  the  details  of  the  salaries  of  tbe 
different  officers  of  this  company.  We  did 
not  ask  for  tbe  salaries  or  the  payments 
to  ordluary  agents  throughout  the  United 
States,  Canada,  England  or  other  countries. 
We  asked  for  information  regarding  tbe  ex- 
penses of  tbe  whole  office  to  wbicb  the 
policy-holders  of  Canada  have  contrlbated 
a  very  large  share.  Out  of  $5,038,000  con- 
tributed during  nineteen  years  by  Caaadiaits 
to  tbe  treasury  of  tbat  company,  that  com- 
pany only  returned  to  the  widows  and 
orphans  $3,068,000,  leaving  within  a  few 
thousand,  $2,000,000  to  be  accounted  for. 
They  accounted  for  two  portions  of  that; 
but  not  for  a  tblrd,they  account  of  |909.- 

000  pdd  paid  to  ordinary  agents  throngh- 
ont  Canada,  and  other  expenses  of  office 
work  and  so  forth,  but  that  money  remaiaed 
in  the  hands  of  Canadians.  That  explains 
one  portion  of  the  extra  $2,000,000  they  re- 
ceived from  Canadians.  Then  they  aay 
'  we  explain  the  difference  by  saying  that 
in  the  bands  of  the  government  there  are 
$228,000.  That  leaves  a  balance  of  $758,000-' 

1  may  add  that  Mr.  Eldridge,  the  vice 
president  of  tbe  company,  said  that  apart 
from  the  $228,000  In  tbe  treasury  of  Can- 
ada there  were  $16,000  in  the  banks  of  Csu- 
ada,  but  what  banks  he  did  not  let  us  know. 
I  put  tbe  question  to  him  '  If  you  Issued 
the  cheques  to-day  that  money  could  be 
taken  out  of  tbe  banks.'  He  said  '  certainly.' 
Consequently,  all  tbe  money  in  tbe  haaiis  of 
the  people  of  Canada  is  $228,000.  Take  the 
$909,000  and  the  $228,000,  and  It  gives 
200,000,  leaving  a  balance  to  be  explsii^ 
of  over  $700,000.  When  he  was  aslied 
where  that  went  to,  what  did  he  say? 
For  tbe^  maintenance  of  the  borne  office, 
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for  the  expenses  of  the  company,  as  at 
New  Tort,  and  so  forth.  Now,  under  these 
circumstances,  the  company  should  state 
how  much  of  this  money  has  gone  for  rent, 
how  much  of  this  money  has  gone  to  pay 
salaries.  We  can  get  no  information  be- 
yond the  fact  that  the  money  went  over  to 
New  York,  that  it  was  in  the  hands  of  the 
company,  and  that  there  was  no  specific 
amounts  either  charged  np  or  down  ;  It  was 
there  en  bloc.  There  was  another  matter 
the  committee  had  under  consideratloii,  al- 
though not  publlc3y,  and  it  was  this :  Evi- 
dence was  given  that  the  business  of  this 
company  is  udminlstered  by  a  board  ot 
directors  to  the  nnmber  of  twelve.  Are 
they  men  Independent  of  the  institntlon  ? 
Are  they  men  who  are  not  subject  to  the 
administration  ?  Why,  no.  Nine  out  of  the 
twelve  directors  are  paid  officers  of  the  com- 
pany, so  that  practically  the  board  of  di- 
rectors meets  and  votes  salaries  to  them- 
selves, nine  out  of  twelve.  That  is,  there  are 
e^fat  directors  who  are  pftid  officers,  whose 
salaries  are  r^nilated  by  themselves,  and 
there  is  one  employee,  who  is  also  a  direc- 
tor, making  nine  out  of  the  twelve.  Here 
you  have  a  <board  of  directors  who  vote 
money  to  themselves,  the  money  of  thoU' 
sands  of  policy-holders  of  this  Dominion  : 
yet  we  are  toid  by  the  witness  that  htt  will 
ii5>t  answer  onr  question,  and  say  what  he 
Is  getting,  or  what  the  president  and  the 
other  five  or  six  officers  of  the  comipany  are 
getting  as  salaries.  It  was  under  these  cir- 
cumstances that  the  committee  unanimously 
made  the  report  asking,  not  for  vengeance, 
not  to  have  Mr.  Eldridge  enjoy  the  privilege 
and  honour  of  being  locked  up  behind  the 
bara  of  this  House,  bat  simply  to  put  the 
president  ot  the  company  In  a  position  to 
defy  the  people  of  Canada,  and  say :  *  We 
will  take  your  money,  and  not  tell  you  how 
or  why.' 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  seems  to  me  the 
question  before  the  House  at  the  moment  is 
not  one  ^hat  involves  all  the  ramifications 
hon.  members  are  indulging  In.  The  ques- 
tion before  the  House  is  this,  as  I  under- 
stand it  The  committee  dealing  with  this 
matter,  a  few  days  ago.  made  a  report  to 
the  House,  in  which  it  stated  that  a  witness 
refused  to  answer  certain  questions.  To-day 
In  the  committee  an  alternative  proposition 
was  made  with  r^ard  to  the  saJaries.  which 


was  that  he  declined  to  answer  the  glvlug  of 
salary  of  each  official,  but  would  give  the 
aggregate  of  the  salaries  ;  and  the  ques- 
tion,  as  I  understand  it,  before  the  Senate- 
now  Is  whether  this  alternative  proposition 
will  be  accepted.  This  debate  has  taken  a 
very  wide  range,  as  seems  to  be  frequentiy- 
the  case  in  this  deliberative  body,  and  we' 
are  travelling  all  over  the  compass,  so  far 
as  financial  managers  are  concerned.  I  am 
not  a  stockholder,  I  am  not  a  bank  director,, 
and  have  no  Interest  whatever  In  the  banks 
of  Canada,  excepting  that  I  am  a  borrower 
from  them,  and  I  hope  long  to  be  a  borrow- 
er from  them  ;  bat  I  have  some  knowledge 
ns  to  the  fonndation  on  which  the  banklng^ 
system  of  Canada  rests,  and  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  a  little  knowledge  with  re- 
gard to  the  matter  of  our  banking  institu- 
tions would  be  a  dangerous  thing.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  the  stockholders  gen- 
erally of  onr  banks  know  very  little  of 
banking,  and  necessarily  mnst  never  know 
very  much  of  banking.  That  is  understood 
by  the  general  managers  of  our  banks  ani 
by  the  directors  who  administer  the  affairs 
of  the  banks  ;  and  It  would  he  an  exceed- 
ingly dangerous  thing  Indeed  If  they  at  all 
times  Imparted  all  the  knowledge  that  they 
possess  In  so  far  as  our  banking  is  concern- 
ed. My  hon.  friend  who  has  just  spoken 
referred  to  that  matter  and  seems  to  think 
that  

Hen.  Mr.  MoMILLAN— The  stockholders 
of  a  bank  and  the  stockholders  of  all  onr 
financial  institutions,  as  well  as  the  stock- 
holders of  every  industry  of  Canada,  are 
entitled  to  know  all  the  internal  workings 
of  the  company  they  are  Interested  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  BDWABDS— Not  denying  for 
one  moment  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
friend,  who  is  a  director  of  a  bank,  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  tell  him  that  I  have  had  a  little 
more  experience  than  be  has,  or  will  have 
If  he  remains  a  director  for  some  years  to 
come,  and  I  know  that  the  statement  I 
make  Is  correct,  that  It  would  be  a  danger- 
ous thing  to  disclose  this  Information,  and 
before  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  a  director  very 
much  longer  he  will  find  that  the  directors 
conceal  very  much  with  regard  to  the  raml- 
Scdtlons  of  our  banking  institutions.  He 
will  know  it  later  on. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McUII/LAN— But  they  bave  no 
riffht  to  do  It 

Hon.  Mr.  BDWARDiS— I  am  talking  about 
a  matter  oC  policy,  I  am  not  talking  about 
right  I  wlBh  to  say  a  few  words  with  re- 
gard to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Wellington.  While  not  desiring  for 
one  moment  that  this  investigation  shall 
De  Irarked,  the  Senate  harlng  nndertafcen 
the  responsibility,  my  honest  desire  la  that 
the  affairs  of  the  Institution  shall  be  ascer- 
tained as  fully  aa^can  be,  and  that  finally 
the  very  beet  shall  be  done  for  the  Insured 
In  this  company,  who  are  practically  the 
stockholders  ;  but  If  I  am  a^ed  my  private 
opinion  as  to  the  rights  of  this  Senate  to 
interfere  in  family  matters,  as  It  Is  doing 
in  this  respect  I  must  say,  as  one  senator,  I 
shall  have  to  dissent.  This  company  Is  com- 
posed of  the  policy-holders.  If  It  bad  been 
organized  in  Canada,  it  would  be  subject  to 
the  laws  of  Canada  Just  to  this  extent  that 
those  gentlemen  wlko  hare  become  the  ^are- 
holders  are  elected  directors  and  manage  the 
afFalrs  of  the  company,  and  it  would  be  un- 
der the  supervision  of  the  Insurance  Depart- 
ment. That  Is  the  extent  of  the  responsibili- 
ty to  Canada.  This  company  is  organized  in 
another  country,  however. 

Hon.  Mr.  WII^ON— Wonl^  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman allow  me  to  ask  him  if  the  policy- 
holders form  the  company,  are  the  policy- 
holders either  directly  or  indirectly  entitled 
to  the  information  as  to  the  salaries  of  the 
various  officers  of  the  company  ?  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  the  only 
point 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— I  will  answer  the 
hon.  gentleman.  They  perhaps  are,  but  not 
through  this  instrumentality.  If  hon.  gen- 
tlemen win  allow  me,  I  shall  proceed  to 
make  my  argument  Every  Incorporated 
company  in  Canada  administers  Its  own 
affairs.  I  hold,  as  a  matter  of  principle, 
that  we  have  no  more  right  to  investigate 
the  affairs  of  this  company  than  this  com- 
pany has  to  investigate  the  affairs  of  my 
company— not  a  particle  more.  If  I  became 
insolvent  the  conditions  would  be  Just  the 
same  ;  this  parliament  would  have  no  right 
to  interfere. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— That  Is  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— This  insurance 
company  Is  doli«  business  in  Canada  undei 

Hod.  Mr.  EDWARDS. 


a  Canadian  license  to  do  business,  and  it 
answerable  to  our  Insurance  I>epartmeDt 
and  to  no  one  else. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  would  be  pro- 
per for  the  Insurance  Department  If, they 
were  not  satisfied  with  the  repwts  made, 
to  Investigate. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Will  the  hon.  gMitle- 
man  allow  me  to  correct  him  ?  We  have  it 
in  writing  from  the  Finance  Minister,  wbo 
is  the  head  of  the  Insurance  D^artment— 
that  we  can  proceed  with  the  investlKanon, 
ai>d  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  him  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man say  that  the  Finance  Department  ap- 
prove of  the  action  of  the  Committee  V 

Hon.  MX,  CLORAN— They  did  approve  ot 

It 

Hon.*  Mr.  SCOTT — I  beg  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's pardon. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— The  advice  was  to 
get  counsel  if  we  considered  it  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  declined  to  gl« 
counsel  at  first 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  take  some  time  putting  me  right 
from  his  point  of  view.  I  hold  that  this  1b 
entirely  a  domestic  affair  ;  it  is  a  mntter 
entirely  between  the  policy-holders  wbo  com- 
pose this  company,  and,  as  Is  the  case  with 
every  other  company,  they  control  their  own 
affairs,  and  if  they  are  lUssatlBfled  with  the 
management  tb^  have  the  remedy  In  their 
own  hands  at  the  annual  meeting.  That 
is  the  principle  I  hold,  and  In  that  re- 
spect my  hon.  friend  from  W^lington  is 
entirely  wrong.  As  to  my  hon.  friend 
saying  the  Finance  Department  said  you 
could  do  so  and  so,  I  suppose  the  Senate  csn 
do  what  is  right  but  I  hold  the  principle  Is 
wrong  and  that  we  are  doing  something 
properly  should  not  do.  Referring  again 
for  a  moment  to  this  matter  of  ascertaining 
certain  facts  from  the  officials.  It  Is  the  g^- 
eral  practice  that  the  information  that  bas 
been  asked  for  Is  not  given  with  re^)ecf  to 
such  matters.  I  think  that  Is  the  position 
In  regard  to  banking  instltutiona  generally, 
but  coming  right  down  to  the  question,  in 
so  far  as  these  policy-holders  are  concerned. 
Is  It  not,  after  all,  the  aggregate  of  that  ex- 
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pendlture  In  that  comnectlou  that  we  are  in- 
terested in  if  we  are  interested  at  all  ?  It  Is 
the  aggregate  amount,  and  In  bo  far  as  I  am. 
concerned  I  shall  be  perfectly  satisfied  with 
the  alternative  'saggestion  tbat  was  made 
and  shall  vote  for  the  amendmeot. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B'OWEEL— I  wish 
to  make  a  suggestion  ae  to  changing  tUls 
motion  with  the  consent  of  the  House,  i  In 
drafting  It  rapidly  I  thiiJE  I  left  out  a  few 
words  that  should  be  Inserted.  I  desire  to 
have  it  read  In  thto  way  :  *That  in  view  of 
the  statement;  ftc. 

Be  It  roBOlred  ttiat  the  IntonoatloD  contained 
be  mcceptad  as  sufflclent  and  the  order  dla- 
charsed. 

Tbat  makes  It  more  explicit 

Hon.  Mr.  DOAIVILLE— I  think  this  de- 
hate  might  have  been  conducted  with  a  little 
more  calmness.  This  debate  might  bave 
been  conducted  with  more  calm  deliberation. 
I  do  not  see  any  necessity  for  the  bon. 
Secretary  of  State  going  Into  a  line  of  at- 
tack on  various  kinds  of  business.  It  Is  an 
unfortunate  debate  sprung  upon  ns  without 
knowing  it  wag  coming  up  and  in  antldpa- 
tlon  largely  of  what  the  committee  cannot 
report  until  the  investigation  ends.  We 
have  been  anticipating  the  report  of  the 
committee  all  along  In  this  matter.  I  think 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Ue  Salaberry  said 
he  had  no  confidence  in  what  the  committee 
VRi  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUB— I  take  exception  to 
aaythlng  of  the  kind  being  said. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Then  I  did  not 
,  hear  the  bon.  gentleman  correctly.  Another 
hon.  gentleman  said  be  could  not  see  what 
good  It  was  making  this  investigation. 
There  Is  one  thing  before  us  ;  while  we  may 
be  ingenious  here  In  arguing,  while  we  may 
be  anxious  to  serve  one  side  or  defend  the 
■other  Bide,  we  have  ranged  on  the  side  that 
I  am  supporting  In  this  matter  the  poUcy- 
boldeni  throughout  Canada  whose  money 
hag  been  squandered.  Under  the  other  ban- 
ner are  arranged  those  who  wish  to  find 
some  defence  for  the  company.  What  wll! 
the  public  say  ?  They  are  watching  this 
thing,  i  have  letters  from  some  of  those 
who  have  been  robbed.  When  the  facts 
reach  the  policy-holders  throughout  the 
-coiuitry,  what  will  they  think  of  those  who 
-do  not  wish  to  have  all  the  facts  known  ? 


They  want  to  know  where  their  money 
went    I  might  have  the  Idea  myself  of 

immense  salaries  being  paid,  out  of  all  pro- 
portion to  the  work  done,  and,  In  addition  to 
salaries,  perquisites  and  emoluments  which 
cannot  be  stated.  It  is  all  very  well  to  say 
that  parliament  has  no  right  to  interfere, 
but  It  Is  an  empty  excuse  to  the  people  of 
Canada  who  have  lost  their  money  in  this 
company.  The  company  are  asking  for 
special  legislation,  and  the  Senate  has  every 
right  to  know  what  their  position  Is  before 
granting  or  even  looking  at  their  legislation. 
There  Is  no  desire  to  persecute  Mr.  Eldrldge. 
I  should  be  sorry  to  see  him  under  the  care 
of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  because  it  might 
give  our  official  a  good  deal  of  work,  and  the 
country  would  lose  H  a  day.  It  amounts 
to  this-the  information  cannot  be  obtained 
that  parliament  ordered  should  be  given. 
The  witness  took  bis  oath  to  tell  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth, 
but  he  has  declined  to  tell  the  whole  truth. 
The  committee  was  obliged  to  report  that 
fact  to  the  Senate.  We  were  not  satisfied 
to  take  a  large  sum  en  bloc  as  evidence 
without  getting  details ;  .  the  president 
might  have  taken  nearly  all  of  it  himself 
for  anything  we  know.  We  want  to  know 
why  those  who  are  managing  the  company 
have  been  paid  such  large  amounts.  It 
would  have  been  better  not  to  have  in- 
structed the  committtee  to  get  the  facts, 
than  to  consent  to  a  suppression  of  part  of 
them.  However,  when  the  evidence  is 
printed,  the  people  can  see  how  matters 
stand  for  themselves.  To-day,  in  Uie  com* 
mittee,  It  was  decided  to  report  Mr.  El 
dridge's  willingness  to  give  the  same  state- 
ment which  be  had  offered  to  give  on  a 
previous  occasion,  and  which  tht  commit- 
tee had  declined  to  accept,  and  the  com- 
mittee now  asks  parliament  to  accept. 
Why  did  not  the  Senate  apologize  to  him  ? 
Let  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  aitologize  to 
the  insurance  companies  of  Oanada.  He 
says  they  are  all  charging  too  much— that 
they  are  extravagant.  I  cannot  agree  with 
the  hon.  senator  from  Russell  (Hon.  Mr. 
Edwards)  when  he  compares  banking  and 
other  great  Institutions  of  this  country 
which  have  millions  of  surplus  funds  and 
are  paying  large  dividends,  with  a  company 
that  is  not  a  company  at  all,  but  a  fraternal 
association,  who  have  agreed  to  assew  them- 
selves and  pay  claims  through  their  officers. 
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The  hou.  Secretary  of  State  says  that  all  tbP 
assessment  companies  must  go  to  the  wall. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,"  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DO1MVILLE--I  am  not  pret- 
pared  to  dispute  what  my  hon.  friend  says, 
but  it  Is  unfortunate  to  ring  the  death 
knell  of  '  the  Foresters  and  other  as- 
sessment associations  in  Canada.  We 
are  charged  with  hurting  this  com- 
pany, but  my  hon.  friend  is  attack- 
ing all  the  assessment  companies  In 
Canada.  I  cannot  snbscribe  to  his  state- 
ment that  the  Foresters  and  other  kindred 
aesoclatlona  m.ast  go  to  the  wall ;  but  If 
it  Is  true,  who  is  responsible  for  allowing 
this  thing  to  go  on  ?  My  hon.  friend  says 
that  the  parties  are  only  answerable  to  the 
insmance  inspector.  If  that  be  so,  the  in- 
surance Inspector  Is  superior  to  the  Senate ; 
and  U  he  thinks  It  right  to  let  this  thing  go 
on  he  can  do  so,  and  nobody  Is  responsible 
to  the  public.  The  public  rely  upon  the  re- 
port of  the  Insurance  Department,  yet  while 
that  department  reports  that  these  assess- 
ment companies  are  all  right,  the*  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  says  that  they  must  all 
go  to  the  wall.  It  must  be  thoroughly  un- 
derstood that  while  the  committee  presented 
this  supplementary  report  to-day,  with  the 
exception  of  one  or  two  members,  the  com- 
mittee are  In  favour  of  those  questions  being 
answered.  But  my  hon.  friend  says  it  is 
not  wise  to  test  those  questions,  and  that 
is  something  to  be  considered.  But  if  the 
witness  can  refuse  to  answer  those  ques- 
tions, he  may  refuse  to  answer  others.  We 
have  been  tiding  to  find  out  one  fact— 
where  all  this  moaey  Is  gone  and  who  got  It, 
but  when  we  toncb  an  Important  point  the 
witness  declines  to  answer,  and  says : 
'  You  cannot  compel  me.'  The  House  Is 
now  asked  to  declare  that  the  witness  shall 
not  be  compelled  to  answei-,  and  therefore 
the  committee  will  be  frnsti-nted  in  its  at- 
tempt to  Investigate  the  condition  of  the 
company  In  Canada.  Those  who  are  trying 
to  frustrate  the  Investigation  mnst  put 
themselves  on  record,  and  the  people  can 
judge  whether  their  interests  have  been  con- 
sidered or  not  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
asks,  why  single  out  one  compiuiy  '!  Does 
he  want  us  to  take  up  all  the  insurance 
companies  In  Canada  ?  If  he  does  we  can 
begin  next  session,  and  the  hon.  gentleman 
can  give  us  the  name  of  the  company  he 
Hon.  Mr.  DOHVILLB. 


wishes  us  to  take  up  first  TUm  is  the  only 
one  that  is  seeking  legislation  or  relief  at 
present 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  company  is  not 
seeking  relief. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIIiLB— Who  is  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  policy-holders. 
The  Bill  Is  brought  in  by  the  poUcy-boklerB 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIIiI;B— At  whose  re- 
quest ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— At  my  request,  as  tlif 
only  way  of  saving  anything  for  the  poIicT^ 
holders  in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWElENEY— Did  not  Mr. 
Eldridge  write  to  the  policy-holders  tbat  this 
Bill  was  being  brought  in  for  their  benefit  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  never  heard  of  It  He 
may  have  done  so  after  the  Bill  was  intro- 
duced. Certainly  It  was  not  done  tbrough 
his  inspiration.  It  was  my  own  moaon. 
Those  who  represented  the  company  heat- 
tated  at  flrat,  but  I  said  It  was  absolotelr 
necessary  that  the  policy-holders  should  get 
relief,  and  that  I  saw  was  the  only  taugible 
way  it  could  be  afforded. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Mr.  Eldrldge  ex- 
plained to  the  committee  tbat  be  a^ed  lor 
:t  two  years  ago  himself. 

Hou.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  never  heard  of  It 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  Object  to  tmt 
gentlemen    expressing   (H>iQlens  until  tbe 
whole  of  the  evidence  is  In.    So  far  we 
heard  from  only  one  side.    It  may  torn  out 
that  matters  will  take  a  different  form,  but 
j  that  can  only  be  known  after  the  invpstlgr- 
1  tloa.   You  cannot  tell  what  a  hog's  sbtn 
1  worth  until  after  the  bristles  arc  o7.  As 
j  the  hou.  member  for  Stadacouu  Is  not  ben, 
'  and  there  is  a  general  desliv  that  uo  hanit 
j  measures  should  be  iido;itea.  It  would  M 
I  better  to  postDone  the  coiis:tIeratIou  of  tlt^s 
!  report.    If  we  are  to  accept  tlie  situatioii 
that  a  witness  shall  -not  be  required  to 
swer  questions,  It  would  be  wise  to  tfiiU 
over  the  matter  for  a  day  or  two.  By  tint 
time  we'  may  have  Mr.  Landry  here  ui 
we  will  understand  the  matter  betttf.  i 
have  110  desire  to  deal  harshly  with  anyMdy. 
I  therefore  move  the  adjournment  of  the  ^ 
bate. 

The  motion  was  declared  lost 
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The  Senate  divided  on  tbe  amendmeat. 
irhtcb  wag  adopted  on  tlie  following  vote  : 

ConteatB  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 


Baker. 

Black, 

Boucher vi  He,  de 
Bowell 
(Sir  HackflQSie). 

Coffey, 

Dandurand, 

Bdwartls, 

Bills, 

Ferguson, 

Prost, 

Fulford, 

Oodbout, 

Kerr  (Toronto), 

LoTlU, 


Macdonatd  (P.B.I.)> 

McGregor, 

McHugh, 

McKay  (Truro), 

Mitchell. 

Parley, 

Power  (Speaker), 
Scott. 

Templeman, 

Thibaudeaa  (Rlgaud), 

Vidal, 

Wills  on. 

Wood, 

Yeo. 

Tomig.— 30. 


Beniier, 
Church, 
Clorari, 
Dobson, 
Domville, 
Fiset, 
Legrls, 

Uacdoaald  (Vlotorla), 
HcDonald  (C.B.), 


Non-Content3  ; 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 
McLaren, 


McMillan, 

McMulIeu. 

McSweeney, 

Merner, 

Montplalsir, 

Poirier, 

Wilaon.— 17. 


SECOND  READINQS. 

Bill  (129)  An  Act  respectiug  certain 
Patents  of  Edward  R.  Caboone. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Cobonrg.) 

BUI  (5^  An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  Do- 
minion Fire  insarance  Companj. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Yonng.) 

Bill  (131)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  Farm- 
ers* Bank  of  Canada.~(Hon.  Mr.  Sullivan.) 

Bill  (L)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  British 
America  Pulp,  Paper  and  Railway  Company. 
—(Hon.  Mr.  Gibson.) 

Bill  (97)  An  Act  respecting  the  Trans- 
Canada  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Tes- 
8ler.) 

BUI  (122)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Ottewa 
Fire  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bowell.) 

GRAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  ALT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

NOTICE  OF  AMENDMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-— I  beg  to  give 
notice  of  an  amendment  to  Bill  (34)  An  Act 
rejecting  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway 
Company.  The  directOTS  of  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  Company  have  found,  since 
the  Transcontinental  Railway  Act  passed, 
13 


that  they  were  assuming  more  powers  tt 
themselves  than  were  necessary  for  tbe  car- 
rying out  of  the  obligation  entered  into  by 
tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  and 
were  somewhat  trespassing  on  the  rights 
and  privU^s  of  the  shareholders  of  tbe 
company.  They  would  have  under  this 
amendment  to  refer  to  their  shareholders 
for  any  outside  or  wider  power,  that  they 
may  need.  I  make  this  explanation  iu 
order  to  make  It  clear  to  those  who  ars. 
present  this  evening.  The  clause  which  I 
propose  to  move  is  as  follows  : 

"  7.  Except  lo  tbe  extent  and  for  the  purposes 
mentioned  in  Sections  three  and  four  of  the 
Act  to  ameud  the  National  Tranacostioental 
Railway  Act  passed  at  the  present  Session  and 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  the  deposit  men- 
tioned in  the  Scheduled  Agreements,  the  Direc- 
tors of  the  Grand  Truuk  Company  sball  not  en- 
gage the  credit  ol  the  Grand  Trunk  Companr 
nor  enter  into  any  stock  of  the  said  Company 
or  any  securities  held  or  owned  by  the  said 
Company,  nor  apply  any  money  so  realized  or 
any  such  stock  or  securitlea  or  the  proceeds 
thereof,  without  the  assent  oC  the  shareholders 
of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Company,  which  assent 
may  be  given  by  a  majority  of  the  votes  of  the 
persons  present  or  represented  by  proxy  aad 
enthled  to  vote  at  any  general  meeting  of  the 
Qrand  Trunk  Company  duly  called. 

"The  certificate  In  writing  of  the  Chairman 
of  such  meeting  that  such  assent  was  duly  given 
may  be  filed  In  the  office  of  tbe  Secretary  of 
State,  of  Canada,  and  a  copy  thereof,  certified 
by  the  said  Secretary  of  State,  should  be  taken 
and  accepted  in  all  Courts  of  Law  as  sulilclent 
evidence  of  such  assent." 

This  limits  the  power  given  to  tbe  direc- 
tors of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany to  tbe  Implementing  of  the  agreements 
with  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  government  of  Canada. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 
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CAPTAIN  BBRNIBR  AND  THB  CREW 
OF  THB  STBAMBB  'GAUSS.' 

INQUIRT. 

Hon.  Sir  SIAGKENZIB  BOWBLL  rose  to 
call  attention  to  tbe  following  telegram 
pabUsbed  in  the  '  Mall  and  Bmplre*  on  tbe 
8tb  day  of  this  month  : 

CaptatD   Bernler  complains  of  jxueH  BuppUed  him 
— Politloal  pull  the  rea«oD— Ooe  man  was 
shipped  as  suaner  ailthough  tbe  '  Qauss  '  has 
no  gmw— Wairted  freoh  bread. 
(Special  to  the  '  Hall  and  Empire.') 

Quebec,  Jane  14. — Captain  Bernler.  who  arriv- 
ed here  yesterday  with  his  Arctic  vessel,  the 
'  Oaues,'  after  a  thirty-six  days'  cruising,  is  far 
from  •atiefied  with  the  personoel  of  his  crew. 
He  clalnM  that  with  the  exception  of  four  men, 
InoludlnK  his  first  and  second  officers,  the  crew 
of  twenty-four  was  foisted  upon  htm  at  Mont- 
real by  the  Dominion  government. 

They  were  not  of  my  choice,  and,  with  the 
exception  of  s  few  sood  men,  all  laadluhbers,  or 
fresh  water  saVlCNre,  who  never  went  aloft  in 
their  lives  or  knew  how  to  read  a  compass. 

Some,  DO  doubt,  thought  because  the  '  Gauss ' 
was  a  government  vessel  they  were  going  on  a 
picnic,  but  the  moment  we  started  from  Brem- 
erhftven  I  gave  them  to  understand  that  I  was 
master  of  the  veeeel.  Neverthelese,  they  were 
unfit  for  work. 

I  stipulated  with  the  government  before  leav- 
ing Canada  that  I  required  six  mea  for  each 
watch,  but  I  found  when  we  set  sail  that  I 
oouid  only  have  three  ;  the  others  were  of  no 
use.  Consequently  my  otBcers  and  myself  had 
to  do  double  duty,  and  I  was  on  tbe  bridge  the 
whole  of  every  day  untl-I  we  came  to  anchor  In 
the  port  of  Quebec. 

Shipped  as  a  guaner. 

Among  tbe  crew,  as  gunner,  was  a  young  man 
named  Laferriere,  who,  I  have  since  learned,  is 
connected  with  a  Montreal  French  paper.  I  do 
not  know  why  he  was  given  to  me,  because  the 
'  OauBS  '  has  no  guns  oq  board,  and  was  in  con- 
sequence not  In  want  of  a  gunner,  but  I  presume 
Influence  was  respoiwible  for  his  appointment. 
I  aileo  had  a  steward  who  was  forced  on  me 
though  I  objected  to  hhn,  and  who  had  the  fur- 
nieblng  of  the  meat  at  his  own  discretion  to  the 
crew. 

With  regard  to  complaints,  made  aboat  the 
quality  of  the  provisions,  Captain  Bernler  said  : 

The  provisions  consisted  of  salt  pork,  hams, 
salt  beef,  sea  biscuits  and  flour.  The  crew  re- 
belled against  the  biscuits.  They  wanted  fresh 
bread,  and  you  can  Judge  for  roursalf  what  kind 
of  sailors  they  were  when  they  refused  biscuits. 
I  have  sailed  the  ocean  for  thirty-five  years  as 
a  master,  and  In  alit  my  experience  never  heard 
of  such  a  crew,  end  In  future  I  will  have  the 
Bhipptaig  of  my  own  men  or  know  Uie  reason 
why. 

And  Inquired  of  the  government : 
1.  Have  any  steps  been  taken  to  ascertain 
"Whether  Capt.  Beroler  uttered  the  language  | 
nttrlbuted  to  him  In  the  above  telegram,  re- 
flecting upon  members  of  the  government  In  ' 
acctising  them  of  having  foisted  upon  him  In-  ! 
competent  men  to  man  the  steamer  '  Oauss  *  T  , 

i.  If  so,  has  he  assumed  the  responsibility  of 
making  the  charges,  and  will  a  eub-Commlttee  | 
of  Council  be  appointed  to  Investigate  and  re- 


port npon  this  act  of  Insnbordinatlon  oa  the 
part  of  Capt.  Bernier  In  charging  minltten 
with  forcing  upon  him  "  landlubbers  "  to  ma  t 
vessel  purchased  hy  the  government  to  be  wed 
In  the  discoverr  of  the  North  Pole  T 

8.  For  what  reason,  and  for  what  purpose  wu 
a  gunner  appointed  for  duty  on  the  ■tetmer 
'  Oauss  ',  there  being  no  gun  upon  the  vessel  T 

He  said  :  I  think  I  need  hardly  say  to  my 
hon.  friend  tbe  Secretary  of  State  that  these 
charges  made  bj  Captain  Bernler  are  of  8 
serlottB  cbaracter,  tbat  men  totally  unfit  to 
assist  In  tbe  navigation  of  a  vessel,  wfam 
tbe  lives  of  the  crew  and  all  on  board  were 
at  stake,  were,  as  tbe  captain  says,  foisted 
upon  blm.  This  appears  to  me  to  be  nn  net 
of  Insubordination  quite  equal,  if  not  of 
a  much  more  serious  character,  than  that 
for  which  tbe  government  have  dismissed  a 
very  eminent  military  officer.  Is  the  cotm- 
try  to  understand  that  In  matters  of  tbU 
kind,  where  human  life  is  put  In  Jeopa^y 
tbat  government  Influence  is  to  be  ased  to 
provide  pleasure  trips — because  tbe  appoint- 
ment of  this  gunner  could  have  been  for  no 
other  purpose — for  men  totally  unused  to 
the  sea  and  know^g  notblng  of  navigation  1 
Since  I  put  this  notice  on  tbe  paper,  I  eaw 
It  stated  that  Captain  Bernler  has  denied 
having  used  expressions  of  this  kind.  It  Is 
somewhat  singular,  tbe  House  will  think  so, 
that  any  reporter  would  deliberately  concoct 
fl  story  of  this  kind  witbont  any  fonndatloa 
In  fact.  Not  only  was  this  report  telegraph- 
ed to  the  Toronto  papers,  but  It  appeared 
also  In  some  French  papa:  In  the  city  of 
Montreal.  If  my  reeoUecUon  serves  me 
right  It  was  In  '  La  Presse.*  Tbe  diargea 
are  of  such  a  serious  character  tbat  I  think 
we  ought  to  have  some  pronouncement  of 
the  policy  of  tbe  government  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  shall  say  nothing  further  until  I 
bear  from  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  what 
he  has  to  say  In  explanation  In  tbe  anavera 
be  may  make  to  tbe  questions. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  understood  from 
various  flources  that  Captain  Bernler  bi> 
pronounced  tbe  report  a  forgery — ^that  he 
never  made  euch  a  statement  The  answers 
from  the  department  only  reached  me  jnst 
before  coming  to  the  Senate.  They  are  not 
as  full  as  I  should  like  to  find  them.  The 
answer  to  tbe  first  question  Is :  On  receipt 
of  the  various  reports  an  officer  was  Imme- 
diately despatcbed  ^m  tbe  department  to 
Investigate  tbe  trouble ;  tbe  evidence  wii 
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taken  tinder  oath  and  the  matter  Is  now 
onder  consideration. 

I  undtfstood  Captain  Spain  was  the  offi- 
cer, but  I  have  not  seen  his  r^jtort,  and  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  Is  yet  prepared.  I 
presnme  that  It  vlil  give  w  full  Information. 

Question  No.  2  is  answered,  therefore,  by 
answer  No.  1. 

In  regard  to  the  speclflc  quegti^ia  of  the 
appointment  of  a  gunner  the  answer  Is  ; 
A  gunner  was  appointed  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  into  touch  with  and  drilling  the  men 
at  Tarioos  drills  and  exercises  which  are  ne- 
cessary on  board  ship.  He  was  selected  for 
his  experience  In  the  mllltla,  having  receiv- 
ed certificates  as  drill  Inspector  In  that  arm 
of  the  service. 

,  I  presume  until  we  can  get  Captain  Spain's 
report,  I  shall  be  unable  to  give  any  further 
Information  than  the  department  has  fur- 
nished me. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Do  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  state  that 
when  this  report  Is  received,  it  will  be  laid 
on  the  table  of  the  House  7 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOTT— I  am  not  able  to  say. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  more  for  papers, 
I  shall  send  it  to  the  department  Of  course. 
I  cannot  answer  ofl-baodedly  what  the  de- 
partment will  do.  I  shall  be  glad  to  get  the 
papers  In  question. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
answer  giving  the  reason  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  this  gunner,  is,  he  was  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  drilling  the  men.  Captain 
Bernier  says  there  are  no  guns  on  the  ves- 
sel, so  I  suppose  he  was  put  there  to  teach 
the  hay-foot,  straw-foot  drill.  I  think  the 
answer  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  first 
question  Is  not  In  accord  with  the  answer 
given  In  the  lower  House,  to  this  same  ques- 
tion. It  was  there  declared,  as  reported  In 
the  newq?apa»,  that  this  man  was  taken  on 
as  an  experienced  seaman.  Now  It  appears 
lie  was  a  military  man,  sent  to  drili  the 
crew.  I  shall  act  upon  the  suggestion  the 
hon.  gentleman  makes,  and  will  put  on  the 
ord»  paper  a  notice  that  I  intend  to  move 
for  the  report  of  Captain  Spain  and  any 
other  Information  there  may  be  on  this  sub- 
ject 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  had  not  seen  the  re- 
port of  the  answer  in  the  House  of  Com- 
4S| 


mons,  I  was  not  aware  that  any  r^ply  was 
given. 

Hon.  Sir  UAOKENZIB  BOWELL— AH  I 
have  heard  Is  that  the  captain  declared  the 
report  to  be  a  forg«7. 

Hon.  Ur.  YOUN€l — I  understand  the  bon. 
Minister  of  Marine  announced  In  another 
place,  that  he  had  a  formal  denial  over  the 
signature  of  Captain  Beruier,  of  the  truth 
of  this  report. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI>-The 

minister  was  asked  to  produce  it,  and  he 
said  be  would,  but  he  has  not  done  so  ;  and 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  reads  a  little  further, 
he  will  find  the  minister  did  not  know  whe- 
ther it  was  by  a  telegram  or  a  letter,  or  how 
he  got  the  denial. 

THE  AUDIT  ACT. 

UOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD  (O.B.)  moved  : 

That  Id  the  opinion  ot  the  Senate  ot  Canada 
the  Kovernment  should  during  the  present  ses- 
sion of  parliament,  amend  the  Audit  Act  In  ae- 
oordancfl  with  the  recommendation  of  the  Audl- 
tod  General,  and  thereby  retain  the  services  of 
that  ofDclal  whose  mental  vigour,  courage, 
ability  and  long  ezperienc«  well  quality  him  to 
discharge  the  duties  of  his  office,  with  advant- 
age to  the  people  of  Canada. 

He  said :  I  was  induced  to  put  this 
notice  on  the  paper  by  the  comments 
made  by  the  Canadian  press  the  last 
two  or  three  years.  The  reported  resigna- 
tion of  the  Auditor  Oenwal  has  been  Areely 
commented  upon  throughout  the  Dominion 
and  the  sentiments  of  the  press  of  all  shades 
of  politics  are  In  favour  of  the  retention  of 
Mr.  McDougall  In  that  office.  The  Liberal- 
Conservative  press,  the  Liberal  press,  and 
last  but  not  least,  the  Independent  press  of 
Canada  criticised  the  reported  resignation 
of  Mr.  McDougall  and  the  action  of  the 
SEOvemment  adversely  in  not  meeting  his 
wishes  with  respect  to  the  amendment  of 
the  Audit  Act  I  find  that  Mr.  McDougall's 
letter  applying  for  superannuation  was  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  House  of  Commons 
yesterday.  I  shall  read  a  portion  of  it  which 
refers  to  his  application  for  a  superannua- 
tion and  his  retirement  from  office : 
Auditor  Generars  Office, 

Ottawa,  June  21,  1904. 
To  His  Excellency '  the  Oovernor  Oeneral  in 

Council  : 

I  have  the  honour  to  request  the  gorerameDt 
to  superannuate  me,  to  take  effect  from  the  ist 
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July  next.  This  may  be  done  hj  superuinuatlng 
anr  time  durlns  ttdm  mimth.  The  siverannua- 
tton.  If  the  time  is  not  named,  counts  from  tlia 

first  of  the  foUowiog  month. 

This  Is  in  pursuance  nt  the  followlnjB  sen- 
tences In  the  preliminary  part  of  my  report : 
'  The  magnitude  and  number  of  the  transactions 
going  through  this  .office  are  now  so  bicreased 
that  I  feel  parliament  should  seriously  consider 
also  the  amendment  of  the  Audit  Act  along  the 
other  lines  suggested  in  a  former  report,  to  en- 
able this  office  to  cope  with  the  expansion  of 
the  business  of  the  country.  I  feel  so  strongljr 
on  this  point  that  if  parliament  does  not  see  its 
way  to  bring  the  matter  up  this  session  I  shall 
at  the  end  of  the  session  ask  to  be  superannu- 
ated.' 

The  session  is  not  ended,  but  from  the  re- 
marks of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Minister 
of  Justice  on  Mr.  Lennox's  motion  for  a  com- 
mittee. It  Is  plain  that  the  Audit  Act  will  not  be 
amended  this  session,  and  therefore  there  is  no 
purpose  In  delaying  my  superannuation. 

Thnt  ie  sufficient  to  sbow  what  Mr.  Mc- 
Uougall  lias  done.  It  is  plain  tbat  he  lias 
given  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  Canada, 
and  to  all  governments  up  to  tbis  date.  He 
bas  been  acting  as  administrator  of  tbc 
Audit  Act  for  about  twenty-six  years.  Tbat 
Act  is  antiquated.  Very  few  Acts  are  on 
tbe  statutes  that  bare  not  been  amended 
since  it  was  enacted.  I  believe  Mr.  Mc- 
Dongall  is  eminently  qualified,  from  long 
experience  In  the  office,  to  say  what  tbe 
amendments  to  the  Audit  Act  should  be. 
He  has  discussed  the  matter  with  the  kot- 
ernment  for  many  years  and  without  dlsre- 
sjK'ct  to  any  on*.  I  think  Mr.  MoDougall  is 
as  qualified  from  his  ext>erience  in  that 
office,  to  recommend  what  amendments  are 
required  as  any  minister  of  the  Crown.  Mr. 
McDougail  as  Auditor  General  has  shown 
himself  to  be  a  man  of  great  conrage.  It 
Is  a  difficult  thing  for  a  civil  servant  to  op- 
pose the  views  of  any  minister.  All  minis- 
ters are  powerful,  and  unless  a  civil  ser- 
vant is  a  courageous  and  determined  man, 
he  is  always  likely  to  yield  to  the  minister. 
It  Is  much  more  so  when  several  ministers 
combine  against  a  civil  servant.  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougail, although  in  the  civil  service,  is  a 
servant  of  parliament,  and  perhaps  the  fact 
that  the  governmrat  is  not  able  to  dismiss 
him  without  a  vote  of  parliament  has  for- 
tified him  In  his  position. 

But  I  believe  Mr.  McDougail,  Independent 
of  that,  is  a  man  of  courage,  a  man  of  in- 
dependence and  of  at]  men  tbat  I  know  is 
best  qualified  for  tbe  position  which  be  has 
occupied  for  twenty-five  years.  It  Is  evident 
that  Mr.  McDougail  would  not  resign  the 
position  of  Auditor  General  If  tbe  govern- 
Hon.  Mr.  HcDONALD  (G.B.>. 


ment  had  seen  their  way  clear  to  amend  tlie 
Audit  Act  as  be  suggested — not  aUogeth«T 
08  he  suggested,  but  there  Is  no  doubt  he 
intended  to  help  the  government  In  malcing 
an  amendment  to  the  Act  that  would  salt 
the  altered  circumstances  of  the  country. 
Mr.  McDougail,  in  his  application  for  super- 
annuation, suys  he  is  sixty-five  years  of  age. 
Although  be  has  reached  that  nge,  there  la 
no  man  fn  Canada,  if  I  had  tbe  appointment, 
tbnt  I  would  appoint  to  tbe  office  of  Auditor 
General  sooner  than  Mr.  McDougail.  His 
physical  appearance  Justifies  the  belief  tliat 
lie  has  many  years  of  usefulness  before  him. 
Considering  tlie  fact  that  the  public  press 
of  Canada,  from  one  end  to  the  other,  ore 
practically  unanimous  in  favour  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougaii's  retention  in  office,  and  in  favour 
of  tlie  government  not  accepting  Iiis  appii- 
nation  for  superannuation.  I  have  put  th]a 
motion  on  the  paper  with  a  view  to  test  the 
opinion  of  the  House  on  the  question,  aad  to 
see  whether  this  Is  in  accord  with  what  I 
believe  to  be  the  unanimous  opinion  of  the 
people  of  Canada  as  represented  bythepreas. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Whatever  views  or 
opinions  the  government  may  have  of  the 
propriety  of  making  any  amendment  to  the 
Audit  Act.  It  is  not  now  possible  at  this 
period  of  the  session  to  take  any  action.  The 
government  does  not  propose  to  make  any 
amendment  during  the  present  session.  I 
should  regret  tbat  that  decision  should  In- 
volve the  resignation  of  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral. He  was  appointed  by  an  administra- 
tion of  which  I  was  a  member.  It  was  the 
Mackenzie  administration  that  placed  tbe 
Audit  Act  on  the  statute-book.  I  bad  charge 
of  the  measure  In  this  chamber,  and  derived 
great  assistance  from  the  members  generally 
In  the  consideration  given  to  that  Act  in 
1878.  Mr.  McDougail  was  selected  as  the 
Auditor  General,  being  a  gentleman  of  the 
highest  Integrity  and  possessing  all  the 
qualities  tbat  fitted  him  to  discharge  tbe 
duties  of  thot  office.  I  see  no  reason  for 
changing  the  views  that  I  then  held,  and  I 
am  quite  prepared  to  join  In  many  of  the 
observations  made  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  Cape  Breton.  I  feel,  however,  as  many 
others  feel,  that  as  years  went  on  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougail from  evolution,  from  no  motive 
other  than  a  feeling  of  intense  interest  in  the 
work  of  his  department  gradually  extended 
and  enlai^ed  tbe  scope  that  was  orlghi- 
ally  Intended  under  the  Act   The  Act  bai 
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been  on  the  statute-book  since  1878.  Tbere 
have  been  no  amendments  In  tbe  direction 
of  enlarging  the  scope  of  Mr.  McDougall's 
work.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  tbat, 
daring  tbe  eighteen  years  of  Gonservatlve 
administration,  theire  was  considerable  fric- 
tion between  the  members  of  tbat  gorern- 
ment  and  the  Auditor  General.  Tbat  was 
qnlte  natural.  The  tendency  of  any  official 
who  has  a  sincere  desire  to  do  his  duty, 
particularly  in  the  auditing  of  the  public  ac- 
counts, is  necessarily  to  become  snsiiicious 
of  all  disbursements  that  do  not  meet  with 
his  npproval.  His  powers  under  tbe  Audit 
Act  were  first  to  see  that  in  every  case  pre- 
sented for  payment  there  was  an  appropria- 
tion by  parliament.  If  contracts  were  given 
ont  Improperly,  it  was  his  duty  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  parliament  to  the  fact.  He  Iield 
office  by  the  will  of  parliament  practically, 
as  bis  removal  from  office  must  be  approved 
by  parliament  and  therefore,  be  Is, 
in  a  sense  nn  independent  official,  and  one 
that  I  recognize  has  rendered  tbe  coun- 
try very  great  and  valuable  service,  and  I 
should  regret  myself  that  the  decision  tbat 
I  have  aiinouiiepd  would  lead  to  the 
conclusion  of  his  services  and  his  with- 
drawal from  his  present  position.  X  do  not 
at  all  agree  with  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  introdnced  this  motion, 
tbat  tbe  press  has  so  universally  approved 
of  Mr.  McDougall  In  all  Instances.  They 
have  recognized  him  as  an  honournble  and 
painstaking  officer,  but  they  have  at 
the  same  time  criticised  Mr.  Mctlougall  on 
very  many  occasions  ns  devoting  too 
lai^e  attention  to  tbe  small  matters  that 
come  under  the  notice  of  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral's Department,  and  hon.  gentlemen  will 
quite  understand  that  the  tendency  of  that 
office  has  l>een  to  expand  and  enlarge  Its 
powers.  For  very  many  years  after  the 
Act  was  passed,  and  during  the  early 
eighties,  the  report  published  by  the  Auditor 
General  yearly  was  a  reasonable  volume 
giving  in  succinct  form  fair  and  proper 
criticism  of  the  main  subjects  of  expenditure. 
I  happen  to  have  in  my  hand  the  volume 
Issued  In  38S2.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  see  the 
size  of  It.  That  has  expanded  into  the  two 
large  volumes  Issued  recently.  I  ask  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  the  business  of  the  coun- 
try expanded  to  such  a  degree  as  would  war- 
rant the  publication  of  the  Auditor  Oeneral'g 
Reftort  to  the  extent  of  2.500  pages. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  forgets  It  is  a  '  growing 
time.* 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  a  growing  time, 
but  I  do  not  think  we  have  grown  quite  so 
fast  as  that.  The  Auditor  General  has  some 
very  superior  men  In  his  employ,  but  be  has 
one  or  two  other  officials  who  probably  like' 
to  delve  and  peer  Into  ihatters  which  pro- 
bably are  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  that 
department.  As  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has 
quoted  tbe  press  as  at  all  times  praising  the 
Auditor  General.  I  shall  quote  for  his  infor- 
mation a  leading  organ  of  the  Conservative 
party,  the  Montreal  'Gazette.'  which  Is  a 
strong  party  paper  and  generally  expresses 
the  views  of  the  Conservative  party.  lu 
discussing  this  question  ou  Friday  last  they 
say : 

Almost  Immediately  thereafter  a  Conservative 
government  oame  into  power  and  remained  ia 
power  for  eighteen  veara.  Mr.  McDougall's  re- 
ports were  the  cauae  of  iQany  troubled  hours  to 
Us  members  ;  they  have  been  possibly  more 
bothersome  to  the  Liberal  minlstera  who  are 
now  In  the  place  of  power. 

I  shall  simply  quote  one  or  two  paia- 

graphs  : 

One  of  the  duties  of  the  Auditor  Qeseral  Is 
to  make  a  report  to  parliament.  From  one  tbls 
has  grown  with  the  growth  of  the  country's 
affairs  to  two  huge  volumes  of  about  2,600  [Mgei. 
Some  of  the  contents  are  valuable  ;  some  are 
not.  They  Include  a  record  of  the  payioents  on 
behalf  of  the  government  from  the  interest  on 
the  debt  to  the  price  of  half  a  dozen  cakes  of 
Boap,  and  the  cost  of  washing  the  towels  of  a 
public  office.  It  is  proper  and  neceesar;  that 
even  the  smallest  of  accounts  should  be  audited. 
It  Is  hard'ly  needful  that  their  details  should  be 
compiled  and  printed  ye«r  after  year  at  con- 
siderable cost  to  the  country.  They  are  not  In 
a  large  number  of  cases  of  any  value,  either  in 
themselves  or  relatively.  They  are  made  use  of 
In  the  House  of  Commons  chiefly  during  the 
discussion  of  the  estimates,  and  tor  tbe  worry- 
ing  of  the  ministers.  This  does  not  as  a  rule 
make  tor  the  dlgatty  of  parliament. 

That  Is  the  opinion  of  tbe  leading  Con- 
servative organ.  I  cannot  say  that  I  agree 
with  ail  those  observations.  I  recognize  that 
ns  years  went  on.  the  office  has  been  no 
doubt  magnified  and  the  powers  of  the  Au- 
ditor General  have  sought  to  be  enlarged.  I 
am  not  finding  fault  with  the  Auditor  Gene- 
ral because  1  think  it  was  a  proper  thing 
to  call  tbe  attention  of  parliament  to  It 
The  Auditor  General  sometimes  puts  him- 
self above  the  law.  We  bad  the  Civil  Service 
Act  before  ns  Inst  year,  and  in  that  Act 
there  w.ns  a  clause  authorizing  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  civil  servant  who  had  not  passed 
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the  examination,  bat  who  had  been  In  the 
employ  of  the  government  for  a  period  of 
years.  I  may  say  that  the  former  admlnls- 
ti'atloD  had  passed  a  similar  Act  and  limited 
Its  operation  to  one  or  two  years,  the  period 
In  which  that  right  had  to  he  exercised.  It 
was  for  the  purpose  of  giving  the  oppor- 
tunity to  many  of  the  employees  of  the  gov- 
ernment who  have  been  for  a  long  series  of 
years  falthfnl  servants,  the  chance  of  being 
plaoed  on  the  permanent  list.  We  know  that 
In  the  Public  Works  and  Railways,  and  In 
other  departments  there  are  men  who  have 
been  there  for  20,  25  and  SO  years.  Some  of 
them  desired  to  be  on  the  permanent  ser- 
vice, and  that  clause  was  Introduced  as  a 
similar  one  had  been  introduced  some  years 
ago,  but,  limited  to  a  short  period,  and  the 
Auditor  General  took  the  stand  that  it  was 
not  proper  legislation,  and  for  a  very  con- 
siderable time,  he  declined  to  recognize  ap- 
pointments made  by  persons  who,  although 
on  the  staff  of  the  guverument,  had  not  pass- 
ed the  civil  service  exftiuluatlon.  I  am  not 
now  criticising  fbe  Auditor  General  for  his 
action.  I  am  merely  showing  that  in  the 
opinion  of  many  he  assumed  to  hold  powers 
larger  than  parliament  authorized.  Parlia- 
ment was  responsible  for  the  legislation  ; 
If  it  was  a  mistake,  and  I  am  not  prepared 
to  defend  11^  it  was  for  parliament  to  correct 
It  There  are  other  instances  of  a  similar 
kind  where  the  Auditor  General  has  Inter- 
fered even  iu  defiance  of  Acts  of  parliament. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  any  Interference  on 
his  part  has  always  been  from  a  conscien- 
tious feeling.  Nobody  can  question  that  the 
Auditor  General  has  been  most  anxious  to 
perform  In  the  most  pei'fect  manner  all  the 
duties  Incidental  to  his  office,  but  the  tend- 
ency of  an  officer  In  his  position  is  to  con- 
stantly enlarge  the  scope  of  his  power.  The 
hon.  gentleman  making  this  motion  did  not 
point  out  any  special  amendments  to  the 
Audit  Act,  that  he  thought  should  be  Intro- 
duced. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^He 
said  they  were  In  line  with  the  suggestions 
of  the  Auditor  General. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  could  not  at  the 
moment  say  what  they  are.  During  the 
administration  of  which  my  hon.  friend  was 
a  member  for  eighteen  years,  it  was  not 
thought  necessary  to  add  to  the  powers  pos- 
sessed by  the  Auditor  General.  Some  few 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


amendments  were  made,  but  not  In  that  di- 
rection. They  were  more  as  to  the  detalli 
of  the  (^ce,  and  not  in  any  sense  enlargtaic 
the  power  of  the  Auditor  General.  It  wu 

only  after  the  change  of  government,  when 
the  political  friends  of  the  Auditor  General 
came  Into  power,  that  he  pressed  for  changes 
In  the  Audit  Act  The  amendments,  I  be- 
lieve, will  be  found  Ip  one  of  tals  earlier  re- 
ports, after  the  change  .of  government  In 
1886.  The  government  would  regret  ^onld 
It  be  made  the  occasion  of  Mr.  McDoagall's 
withdrawal  from  his  present  position.  We 
would  very  much  rather  he  would  remain 
where  he  Is.  Although  there  has  necessarily 
been  friction  from  time  to  time  between  him 
and  the  departments  It  always  passed  away, 
and  has  left  no  lll-feellng.  In  referring  to 
the  action  of  the  Auditor  General's  staff  in 
devoting  too  much  time  and  attention  to 
minor  matters,  I  might  remind  the  Honse 
that  there  have  been  some  very  large  ex- 
penditures which  have  been  Improperly 
made  that  the  Auditor  General  was  unable 
to  take  any  control  over  whatever.  That  Is, 
he  has  not  been  able  to  check  them.  I  would 
refer  to  a  subject  that  hon.  gentlemen  are 
perfectly  familiar  with,  that  is  the  Curran 
bridge,  where  the  estimate  was  $125,000;  tbe 
cost  was  Increased  to  half  a  million,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  large  frauds  were  perpe- 
trated. The  Auditor  General  failed  to  check 
that  expenditure.  Of  course  he  could  not.  I 
am  not  finding  fault  with  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral for  that  or  any  other  matter,  because 
there  are  so  many  that  have  to  do  with 
the  expenditure  after  a  public  work  is  en- 
tered upon,  and  yon  cannot  always  readily 
detect  the  men  who  will  commit  frauds.  I 
may  mention  the  frauds  that  were  dl8C0ve^ 
ed  In  the  Militia  Department  It  was  be- 
yond the  power  of  the  Auditor  General  to 
check  them.  So  many  people  have  to  be 
trusted,  that  frauds  will  be  perpetrated,  no 
matter  how  anxious  the  government  may  be 
to  avoid  them,  or  the  Auditor  General  1» 
check  the  accounts.  He  can  «nly  know  the 
circumstances  after  tliey  are  brought  to  hlB 
notice,  and  parliament  has  bad  cognizance 
of  them.  There  was  a  waste  of  nearly  a  mil- 
lion dollars  in  what  were  known  as  tbe 
McGreevy  and  Connolly  frauds  In  Qnebec. 
The  Auditor  General  could  not  control  that 
expenditure,  simply  for  the  reason  that 
frauds  can  be  committed  where  you  have  to 
deal  with  parties  outside.  You  cannot  always 
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rely  even  on  those  who  ought  to  certify  to 
accounts,  and  therefore  I  do  not  hold-  the 
Auditor  General  responsible  for  those  defal- 
cations ;  bnt  I  do  recogoSxe  a  good  deal  of 
trutb  In  the  observatioDB  made  by  the  bon. 
eentleman  from  Montreal,  who  said  It  would 
be  better  if  more  attention  were  given  to 
larger  matters,  and  less  to  minor  matters. 
As  to  the  contingencies  In  the  departments. 
It  ought  not  to  be  necessary  to  spread  ont  In 
tbe  Auditor  General's  Report  In  detail  the 
correspondence  relating  to  small  expendi- 
tures. It  Is  In  that  way  the  volumes  hare 
been  enlarged  to  the  size  they  are  to-day.  The 
Auditor  General  can,  of  course,  call  tbe  atten- 
tion of  parliament  to  improper  expenditures. 
That  is  his  duty.  As  a  rule,  the  Committee 
on  Public  Accounts  every  session  take  up  all 
those  questions.  It  Is  rather  creditable  to 
this  government  that  during  the  present  ses- 
sion, the  Fnbllc  Accounts  Committee  have 
not  met  more  than  two  or  three  times. 
There  have  been  no  serious  charges  to  bring 
before  It  for  examination,  and,  therefore, 
there  has  been  less  for  the  committee  to  do 
than  in  other  sessions.  I  do  not  know  what 
reports  the  Auditor  General  has  made  to 
them  of  improprieties  In  the  past  year.  He 
always  reports  to  parliament  on  expendi- 
tures that  he  considers  are  not  warranted, 
where  contracts  have  been  given  out  with- 
out calling  for  tenders,  and  where  contracts 
have  been  given  not  to  the  lowest  tender, 
but  to  a  higher  one,  and  various  matters  of 
that  kind.  I  have  not  heard  that  any  ques- 
tions have  arisen  In  the  Fabllc  Accounts 
Committee  In  any  way  criticising  seriously 
the  action  of  the  government  during  the  past 
year.  Under  the  circumstances,  tbe  gov- 
ernment la  quite  unable  to  accept  a  propo- 
sition of  this  kind,  which  they  would  re- 
gard as  extremely  unreasonable,  and  the 
Senate  Is  not  tbe  chamber,  I  tbiuk.  to  intro- 
duce a  proposition  of  this  kind.  The  House 
of  Commons  has  to  deal  more  particularly 
with  the  subjects  which  come  under  the 
notice  of  the  Auditor  Genera).  Tbe  govern- 
ment, of  course,  have  no  Intention  Just  now 
of  making  any  change  in  the  Audit  Act.  As 
I  said  before,  bon.  gentlemen  opposite  bad 
control  of  the  Act  for  eighteen  years.  I  do 
not  know  whether  they  were  pressed  to 
make  amendments  or  not.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  said  that  the  Act  Is  ont  of  date. 
It  was  a  very  good  Act,  and  has  been  found 
to  work  very  well.   I  do  not  know  of  any 


weakness  In  It ;  It  certainly  has  not  come 
ander  my  notice.  The  power  of  the  Auditor 
General  In  regard  to  all  subjects  committed 
to  his  control  is  practically  unlimited.  He 
can  only  be  overruled  by  the  Treasury  Board, 
in  matters  that  would  properly  come  before 
that  tribunal.  All  govemmenta  have  from 
time  to  time,  overruled  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral. I  do  not  know  that  there  have  been 
more  OTer-mllngs  during  tbe  last  eight  years 
than  there  were  during  tbe  preceding  eight 
years.  I  am  quite  aware  that  the  Treasury 
Board  has  from  time  to  time  had  to  differ 
from  the  Auditor  General.  He  gives  bis 
reasons.  Tbe  Auditor  General  has  a  right 
to  counsel,  and  he  from  time  to  time  con- 
sults the  leading  counsel  In  Canada  as  to 
the  action  which  he  takes.  If  hon.  gentie- 
men  choose  to  read  the  reports  from  time 
to  time,  they  will  find  that,  as  a  rule,  be 
was  governed  by  the  advice  of  the  most 
eminent  counsel  that  could  be  obtained, 
with  a  view  of  keeping  him  within  tbe  fair 
scope  of  bis  duties.  I  do  not  wish  to  mini- 
mize In  any  way  the  valuable  services  that 
the  Auditor  General  has  rendered  to  this 
country.  Whatevw  criticisms  may  have 
been  expressed,  whatever  faults  he  may 
have  been  charged  with,  they  have  all  been 
on  tbe  right  side.  His  desire  has  invariably 
been  to  save  the  public  revenue  and  restrict 
rather  than  to  enlarge  tbe  public  expendi- 
ture. Those  who  are  req>onsible  for  tbe  ex- 
penditure are  the  government  of  the  day. 
While  the  Auditor  General  may  have  erred, 
It  has  always  been  on  tbe  side  of  economy 
and  the  protection  of  the  public  revenue. 
The  government,  in  declining  at  the  present 
time  to  make  any  changes  In  tbe  Audit  Act, 
still  recognize  that  the  Auditor  Genei-al  has 
been  au  efficient  servant,  and  they  hoped 
that  their  decision  not  to  make  a  change  at 
the  present  time  would  not  lead  to  his  with- 
drawal. His  resignation  has  not  been  ac- 
cepted, and  I  hope  It  will  be  reconsidered, 
and  that  he  will  remain  In  the  service  of  the 
country. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGIJSON— I  deem  it  due  to 
myself  that  I  shall  explain  to  bon.  gen- 
tlemen something  with  regard  to  the  no- 
tice I  placed  on  the  order  paper  some  Ume 
ago.  I  then  gave  notice  that  I  would  ask 
the  government  whether  It  was  thdr  inten- 
tion to  amend  the  Audit  Act  In  the  manner 
indicated  by  the  Auditor  General  In  his  re- 
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port.  That  notice  I  gnve  Immediately  be- 
fore the  May  vacation,  and  before  I  returned 
to  this  House  the  question  had  been  taken 
np  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  dis- 
cussion there  divested  the  matter  of  a  good 
deal  of  its  novelty  and  interest.  At  all  events 
It  seemed  nsel?ss  to  discuss  a  question  which 
had  already  been  answered  by  the  premier 
elsewhere.  However,  1  am  entirely  In  ac- 
cord with  the  resolution  which  has  been 
moved  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Cape  Breton. 
It  is  one  that  Is  well  worthy  of  the  consi- 
deration of  parliament,  and  I  am  only  sorry 
to  learn  from  the  bon.  Secretary  of  Stnte 
that  It  will  not  receive  the  support  anl  sanc- 
tion of  the  government.  When  Mr.  McDon- 
fiall  was  appointed  Auditor  General  by  the 
out-going  Macl^en/Je  administration  be  at 
once  came  In  contact  with  the  In-coming 
government  led  by  Sir  John  Maolonald. 
Buch  an  audit  as  he  was  empowered  to  maice 
under  that  Act  was  something  new  In  Can- 
ada, and,  as  a  consequence,  friction  arose 
between  the  Auditor  General  and  many  of 
the  departments  and  some  of  the  ministers. 
That  continued  for  many  years,  and  it  was 
not  much  wonder  If  the  idea  seized  many 
members  of  the  government  and  their 
friends  that  Mr.  McDougall  was  pushing  the 
matter  in  the  Iiiten^st  of  tlie  political  party 
from  which  be  bad  received  his  appoint- 
ment. That  impression  I  know  prevailed 
for  many  years.  I  am  told  that  the  late 
Sir  John  Macdonald,  wlien  premier  of  Can- 
ada, rose  entirely  above  such  a  feeling  as 
that,  and  whenever  he  was  approached 
by  any  of  bis  colleagues  the  ministers  In  the 
way  of  criticising  the  Auditor  General  he 
upheld  Mr.  McDougall  as  being  a  useful 
officer.  I  have  no  doubt  that  a  ministry 
wishing  to  govern  the  country  in  the  public 
Interest  would  find  an  able  and  experienced 
Auditor  General  of  very  great  service.  What- 
ever feeling  may  have  existed  in  the  minds 
of  many  Conservatives  with  regard  to  Mr. 
McDougall's  political  feelings  before  the 
change  of  government,  they  have  bad  am- 
ple evidence  from  that  time  forward  that 
Mr.  McDougall  has  been  acting  in  a  most 
Impartial  manner  for  he  continued  to  be  the 
same  fearless,  independent  and  able  critic 
of  the  conduct  of  the  present  administration 
that  he  had  been  during  all  the  long  years 
he  had  been  auditor  under  the  previous  gov- 
ernments, and  no  one  can  successfully  point 
to  anything  Mr.  McDougall  as  Auditor  Gen- 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


eral  has  done  under  any  government  to  In- 
dicate that  he  was  animated  by  p<dltica] 
feeling  or  deshred  to  serve  the  purposes  of 
any  party.   On  the  contrary,  his  sole  aim, 

throughout  has  been  to  work  In  the 
Interest  of  the  people  of  Canada  and 
prevent  wrong  doing  In  the  expenditure  of 
the  public  revenue.  I  regret  the  retirement 
from  the  public  service  of  such  a  valuable 
public  servant,  In  what  may  be  regarded  as 
the  prime  of  Ufe— of  such  an  able,  fear- 
less and  Independent  man.  At  any  time 
It  would  be  a  loss.  The  experience  he  has 
gained  In  the  performance  of  his  duty  Is 
simply  invaluable,  and  no  man,  however 
good  he  may  be.  can  become,  for  years,  as 
efficient  an  officer  as  Mr.  McDougall  is  to- 
day. The  retirement  of  such  a  public  otHcer 
would  at  any  time  be  a  loss  to  the  country, 
but  I  hold  at  the  present  time  it  Is  a  very 
serious  matter  to  the  people  of  Canada,  bf>- 
cause  we  are  launching  Into  enormous  ex- 
penditures and  pledging  the  credit  of  the 
Dominion  to  an  enormous  amount.  Our  re- 
venue has  expanded,  but  our  expenditure 
Cias  kept  pace  with  It  That  has  been  the 
case  under  normal  conditions,  but  we  are 
approaching  what  I  call  abnormal  condi- 
tions, with  the  construction  of  this  great 
National  Transcontinental  Railway,  and  I 
hold  there  has  been  no  time  In  the  history 
of  Canada  when  a  public  servant  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougall's ability,  courage  and  experience 
has  been  required  so  much  as  It  is  to-day. 
My  hon.  friend,  the  Secretary  of  State,  was 
fairly  complimentary  to  Mr.  McDougall,  yet 
his  speech  was  in  the  line  of  fanlt-findlng- 
He  was  ready  to  join  with  those  who  said 
that  Mr.  McDougall  magnified  small  mat- 
ters in  bis  reports.  We  all  know  that  In  the 
performance  of  such  duties  as  he  had  im- 
posed upon  him,  nothing  is  too  small  to  re- 
quire that  It  shall  be  done  right  That 
ground  la  Indisputable.  In  addition  to  tbat 
my  hon.  friend  went  further  and  referred  to 
some  transactions  in  the  past  political  his- 
tory of  Canada  in  which  he  alleged  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougall had  not  been  successfu]  In  prevent- 
ing frauds  or  corrupt  expenditure  of  the 
public  money.  I  am  not  going  to  follow  the 
hon.  gentleman ;  I  think  It  Is  rather  unfor- 
tunate in  the  discussion  of  this  question  that 
a  debatable  matter  should  be  brought  in, 
sucli  as  the  Curran  hrldge  or  the  Mc- 
Greevy  contract  questions.  There  Is  no  ne- 
cessity to  bring  them  In.  It  would  be  found. 
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If  they  were  discussed,  that  there  was  con- 
slderabie  difference  of  opinion  with  r^ard 
tu  the^e  matters,  and  if  dlscnssed  at  all  they 
would  immediately  lead  us  away  from  the 
point  we  haTQ  b^ore  ns. 

.  Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  hold  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougall  responsible  In  any  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man did  not  find  him  responsible,  bat  he 
went  so  far  as  to  say  that  bis  watchfulness 
and  skill  were  not  sufficient  to  prevent 
wrong-doing.  I  dare  sny  if  we  examined 
the  Auditor  General's  Report  It  would  be 
found  that  Mr,  McDougall  was  as  vigilant 
on  that  as  on  other  occasions.  My  hon. 
friend,  although  he  Introduced  the  subject 
In  a  way  to  prevent  the  Auditor  General 
getting  the  credit,  wants  it  now  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  does  not  hold  Mr.  McDougall 
responsible  for  anything  that  occurred  at 
that  time.  I  shall  not  go  luto  the  question 
now,  or  go  Into  the  details  of  another  trans- 
action which  has  occurred  more  recently, 
and  which  has  come  before  the  public  mind 
in  connection  with  the  proposed  retirement 
of  the  Auditor  General,  and  that  is  the  Davis 
contract  for  ItghUng  the  Cornwall  canal.  I 
want  Just  to  point  this  out  and  if  hon.  gen- 
tiemen  will  take  the  Auditor  General's  Re- 
port, as  many  of  them  no  doubt  have,  and 
read  the  long  corre^ondence  that  took  place 
on  tfiflt  subject  between  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral and  the  Department  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  and  ultimately  witb  tbe  other  de- 
partments and  with  Mr.  Ayleswortb,  the 
coansel  he  bad  called  in — ^If  tbey  will  follow 
that  struggle  from  the  beginning  up  to  the 
time  an  amended  contract  wns  entered  Intn 
as  a  result  of  his  efforts,  they  will  find  that 
Mr.  McDougall  did  bis  duty  in  that  matter 
In  a  most  conscientious  mAuner  and  with  a 
conrage  and  persistence  that  few  men  would 
have  been  capable  of  aercising.  The  result 
of  that  effort  on  the  part  of  Mr.  McDougall 
was,  as  be  says  himself  In  a  foot-note  that 
completes  the  correspondence,  a  saving  to 
tbe  people  of  .Canada  of  an  amount  equal  to 
about  $oOO,000.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
believe  that  there  Is  not  an  earnest  desire 
on  the  part  of  many  uon.  gentlemen  sup- 
porting the  government  and  their  friends 
all  over  the  country  that  tbe  Transcontinen- 
tal Railway  should  be  constructed  without 
public  scandal  of  any  kind.   We  know  how 


prone  human  nature  Is  to  go  wrong,  and 
that  In  dealing  with  a  question  of  that 
magnitude  tbe  government  will  have  to  deal 
with  all  kinds  of  contractors  and  there  ^Till 
be  opportunities  for  wrong-doing  and  ob- 
taining more  money  than  they  are  entitled 
to  from  the  people  of  Canada.  In  view  of 
that  fact,  I  appeal  to  my  bon.  friend  tbe 
Secretary  of  State  if  It  Is  not  worth  wblle 
to  go  a  long  way  If  necessary — do  not 
think  It  will  be  necessary — to  meet  the  sug- 
gestions of  the  Auditor  General,  In  order 
that  the  people  of  Canada  may  have  an  as- 
surance that  that  vigilance  wblcb  be  has 
directed  to  the  conduct  of  the  expenditure 
of  taie  country  for  so  long  a  period  will  be 
continued  from  tlie  Inception  and  during 
the  carrying  out  of  this  Trancontinental 
Railway.  We  are  not  asked  to  go  a  long 
way.  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  look  at  tbe 
letter  which  appears  as  an  Introduction  to 
the  Auditor  General's  Report  for  last  year, 
they  will  find  that  the  amendments  be  seeks 
are  very  few.  He  may  have  suggested  other 
amendments — I  know  be  did — years  ago, 
embracing  other  changes  besides  tboae  In- 
dlcnted  in  the  report  of  last  yeaV.  I  have 
had  the  report  on  my  desk,  of  an  Interview 
which  one  of  tbe  Ottawa  newspapers  had 
with  Jlr.  '^'cDougail  a  couple  of  months  ago, 
In  wbich  he  slightly  ampliSed  and  enlarged 
on  the  amendments  he  suggested  in  bis  re- 
port, but  we  have  this  to  understand  clear- 
ly, that  these  are  the  only  amendments 
which  Mr.  McDougall  was  prepared  to  In- 
sist upon.  Now,  let  us  look  at  what  these 
amendments  are.  The  first  Is  that  no  con- 
tract be  made  with  the  government  afto: 
the  work  is  completed.  Is  not  that  self- 
evident  ?  Why  should  not  that  be  the  law  ? 
Why  sliould  contractors  be  allowed  to  go  on 
and  put  the  goveroment  in  their  debt,  and 
then  the  government  may  before  a  settle- 
ment of  the  debt,  allow  them  to  come  in  and 
make  a  contract  after  the  work  Ig  com- 
pleted ?  That  request  of  the  Auditor  Gen- 
eral is  one  which  the  government  shall  meet. 
Now  we  come  to  the  next,  wbich  reads  as 
follows  — 

That  In  contracts  given  without  tenaers,  or 
where  tenders  have  been  called  for  and  the  low- 
est tender  has  not  been  accepted,  the  proper 
officer  o'f  the  department  be  required  to  eertitr 
ihat  the  prices  are  fair  and  Just. 

Is  tliat  not  self-evident  ?  Is  there  any- 
thing In  that  amendment  which  any  hon. 
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gentleman  in  this  House  will  not  aay  was 
Jnst  and  reasonable.  Xow  there  is  only  one 
other,  which  is  as  follows  : 

That  in  all  cases  th«  technical  officer,  on 
whose  expert  knowledge  the  department  relied 
Id  making  the  contract,  be  required  to  supply 
the  fullest  Information  to  the  AudHor  Qenerai 
and  all  other  government  offlctais  who  luTe  the 
duty  of  de&llng  with  contracts. 

Those  are  the  only  three  amendmenla  on 
which  the  Auditor  General  insists.  I  may 
be  told  that  the  Auditor  General  drew  up 
amendments  to  the  Act  some  years  ago  that 
embraced  more  points  than  these.  That  Is 
true.  As  I  said  before,  I  have  a  copy  of 
this.  The  other  amendments  were  not  very 
Important.  They  were  merely  provisions  for 
facilitating  the  transaction  of  the  business, 
but  I  am  clear  In  saying  that  these  were 
the  only  amendments,  as  will  be  seen  from 
the  report  of  the  Auditor  General  himself, 
on  which  he  was  prepared  to  Insist  I  think 
It  was  the  duty  of  the  government  to  have 
met  the  AudJtor  General  on  these  points.  I 
have  been  told  that  his  feeling  with  regard 
to  this  is  that  without  such  provisions  be 
has  asked  for,  he  would  hesitate  to  under- 
take the  duties  that  will  devolve  npon  lilm 
In  the  near  future  on  account  of  the  magni- 
tude of  the  transactions  in  which  the  gov- 
ernment is  engaged.  Hon.  gentlemen  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  government  has  not 
done  Its  duty.  Inasmuch  as  it  has  not  con- 
ceded these  amendments  and  In  that  way 
conserved  to  the  people  of  Canada  tbose 
safeguards  which  they  would  have  If  Mr. 
McDougall  continued  as  Auditor  Omeral. 

Hon.  Sir.  Mcmullen— I  desire  to  any  a 
few  words  on  this  question.  For  many 
years  I  endeavoured  to  discharge  my  duty 
as  a  member  of  the  House  of  Commons 
In  opposition  to  the  government  of  the 
day.  I  took  the  Auditor  General's  Report 
as  niy  guide  usually,  and  I  endeavoured 
to  criticise  estimates  from  time  to  time 
as  they  were  brought  down,  and  point 
out  where  I  thought  money  could  be  saved. 
Some'  people  may  fancy-  that  It  is  a  small 
thing  to  draw  attention  to  small  Items, 
but  small  Items  will  make  big  Items.  By 
accumulating  them  you  will  run  hundreds 
into  thousands  and  thousands  Into  millions. 
I  never  considered  myself  above  criticising, 
In  the  Interest  of  my  country,  what  I 
thought  required  criticism,  and  I  never  hesi- 
tated to  criticise  any  Items  that  I  thought 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


.equlred  to  be  considered,  if  they  mn 
even  in  relation  to  the  Gtoveraw  Gen- 
eral or  the  King,  or  Qneen.  I  consider  that 
a  member  of  parliament  hag  a  duty  to  per- 
form, whether  he  Is  a  supporter  of  the  gov- 
M-nment  or  an  opponent  of  the  government, 
and  I  endeavour  to  the  best  of  my  ability, 
humble  as  it  is,  and  inefficient  perhap's,  to 
discbarge  my  duty.  The  Auditor  General's 
annual  report  was  the  batis  of  my  investiga- 
tion as  a  rnle.  I  am  somewbat  disposed  to 
differ  from  the  Secretary  of  State  with  re* 
gard  to  the  volnminona  diaracter  of  the 
Auditor  General's  Report.  Unless  you  draw 
public  attention  even  to  small  matters,  small 
matters  will  grow  to  be  big  ones,  and  the  only 
way  that  you  can  prevent  questionable  tran- 
sactions from  being  bidden  so  that  the  public 
win  not  learn  anything  about  them.  Is  b; 
cnrtalling  and  restricting  the  pnblication  of 
the  Auditor  General's  R^ort,  leaving  out 
many  of  those  small  things  that  are  pub- 
lished and  that  some  people  did  not  like  to 
see  there,  because  they  were  pardcipants  Ic 
the  advantages  that  accrued  In  the  ex- 
penditure of  those  small  items.  I  do  not 
think  that  the  Auditor  General's  neport 
should  be  reduced,  I  would  leave  him  to 
Judge  what  should  or  should  not  be  publish- 
ed for  the  Information  of  parliament.  I  am 
entirely  In  sympathy  with  the  view  express- 
ed by  hon.  gentlemen,  that  he  has  been  an 
admirably  good  servant  for  this  Dominion. 
He  has  served  the  country  well.  He  has 
filled  his  place  with  great  credit  to  faims^ 
and  credit  to  the  government  that  appoint* 
ed  him.  I  entirely  agree  with  the  remu-ka 
which  have  been  recently  made  and  I  think 
it  Is  a  very  great  pity,  at  this  Juncture,  that 
be  should  be  forced  to  leave  the  place  that 
be  has  so  admirably  filled.  I  am  not  going 
to  say  that  the  Auditor  General  has 
not  peculiarities.  We  all  have  our  pe* 
cullaritiee,  and  sometimes  when  a  man 
has  occupied  an  official  position  for  many 
y  ears,  he  is  very  apt  to  form  cranky  notions 
with  regard  to  things  that  tbose  outside  of 
the  official  duties  that  be  discharges  cannot 
very  well  agree  with.  The  Auditor  General 
may  be  peculiar  In  that  way,  but.  after  all, 
be  has  so  admirably  filled  the  office  that  the 
government  should  exhaust  every  possible 
means  to  retain  him  where  he  Is.  I  would 
respectfully  suggest— I  do  not  know  whether 
It  has  been  done  or  not— tbat  there  should 
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b&ve  been  a  committee  from  both  Houses, 
of  men  on  both  eldes  of  politics,  who  wonld 
hare  looked  into  the  amendments  to  tbe  Act 
that  tbe  Auditor  General  baa  suggested,  and 
after  a  due  and  careful  consideration  a 
report  to  both  Houses.  I  do  not  agree  witb 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  ou  another  point, 
tbat  tbe  Semite  is  not  tbe  proper  place  to 
discuss  tbla  subject  Tbe  Auditor  Oeueral  is 
the  servant  of  both  branches  of  parliament- 
He  Is  just  as  much  tbe  servant  of  and  under 
tbe  control  of  tbe  Senate  as  he  Is  the  ser- 
vant of  and  under  tbe  control  of  tbe  House 
of  Commons,  and  be  can  only  be  removed 
by  Joint  action  of  both  Houses.  If  that  Is 
the  case,  why  have  not  the  Senate  as  good 
a  right  to  loolc  into  matters  under  the  control 
of  the  Auditor  Cteneral  as  tbe  Oommons 
have  ?  We  have  Just  aa  good  a  right,  in  my 
opinion.  I  should  have  liked  very  much  If 
the  government  were  In  a  ixwitlon  to  say  : 
'  We  oITered  Mr.  McDougall,  If  be  would 
agree,  that  we  would  choose  tbe  b'^st  talent 
oa  both  sides  of  tbe  House,  the  government 
liolding  a  majority  as  they  are  certainly 
entitled  to  do,  select  a  committee  and  let 
them  go  over  tbe  Act  carefully  and  fully  and 
let  them  fully  consider  the  effects  of  the 
proposed  amendment.  If  such  a  commit- 
tee came  to  the  conclusion,  after  twenty- 
flve  years'  experience  of  the  working  of  tbe 
Audit  Act,  that  it  would  be  well  to  amend 
it  or  make  certain  concessions  in  small  mat- 
ters, I  think  it  would  be  very  much  better 
that  the  fl^vernment  should  adopt  that 
course  If  it  wonld  be  acceptable.  I  do  not 
know  If  Mr.  McDougall  would  accept  such 
a  proposition  or  not.  I  should  not  ask  him 
to  accept  I  would  simply  ask. that  a  com- 
mittee be  appointed  to  look  Into  tbe  whole 
thing,  and  then  if  desirable  amendments 
were  suggested,  to  Incorporate  tbem  in  the 
statutes.  I  should  like  to  see  that  done, 
and  I  agree  with  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Prince  Edward  Island  that  at  this  Juncture, 
it  is  most  desirable  that  Mr.  McDougall 
should  remain  where  he  is.  There  is  no 
quntion  about  It  I  have  every  confidence 
in  him.  I  am  proud  to  tbink  that  for  tbe 
past  session  tbe  Public  Accounts  Committee, 
after  having  exhausted  every  effort  during 
the  last  session  to  hunt  up  and  expose  ex- 
travagance, have  not  been  able  to  lay  their 
fiuger  on  any  serious  wrong  on  tbe  part  of 
the  government    That  they  have  so  felt 


during  the  present  session,  that  they  have 
absolutely  abandoned  Investigation,  and  have 
not  called  tbe  Public  Accounts  Committee 
together  at  all— at  least  not  more  than  a 
week  or  two  for  organization.  I  am  glad  of 
that  I  do  not  attilbute  it  to  Mr.  McDoug- 
all's  policy.  I  attribute  It  to  the  earnest  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  government  tQ  conduct 
public  business  properly,  but  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  while  that  Is  a  fact  I  want 
an  Auditor  General  like  Mr.  McDougall, 
who  will  faithfully  discbarge  bis  duty,  and 
in  view  of  the  very  large  expenditures  we 
are  likely  to  have  in  connection  with  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  if  we  can  In  any  way 
retain  bis  services  as  Auditor  General  until 
tttat  work  is  completed.  It  would  be  a 
prudent  thing  to  da  My  bon.  friend  has 
said  something  with  reference  to  the  Curran 
bridge.  Tbe  bon.  Secretary  of  State  drew 
attention  to  it— that  the  Auditor  General  was 
not  able  to  prevent  serious  losses  In  con- 
nection with  that  structure.  He  certainly 
should  not  have  made  reference  to  It,  as  an 
evidence  of  Mr.  McDougall's  ^ackness  In 
not  detecting  the  fraud.  What  is  the  fact  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  said  I  did  not  hold 
him  in  any  way  responsible. 

Hon.  Mr.  McBlULLEN— Still  refferencd 

should  not  be  made  to  that.  That  is  not 
tbe  reason  that  tbe  construction  of  tbe 
Curran  bridge  was  done  by  day  labour. 
There  was  an  amount  of  money  voted  by 
parllameut  and  the  government  decided,  ow- 
ing to  the  fact  that  nnv^atlon  would  be 
closed  the  followlug  season  if  the  work  were 
not  done  witbln  tbe  winter  months.  It 
was  only  by  working  day  and  nlgbt  that 
they  were  enabled  to  complete  tbe  structure^ 
and  thus  save  tbe  obstruction  to  navigation, 
and  an  appropriation  was  therefore  taken 
to  do  It  by  day  labour.  My  bon.  friend  would 
not  expect  me  to  show  how  many  men  were 
working  at  one  place  and  bow  many  were 
at  work  at  another  place.  Then  there  was 
tbe  McGreevy  contract  that  be  referred  to. 
What  is  tlie  fact  with  regard  to  that  ? 
Could  the  Auditor  General  have  detected  It? 
In  tbe  first  place,  the  McGreevy  contract 
was  let  at  a  fixed  sum.  Take  for  instance 
tbe  bridge  at  Montreal ;  what  was  the  con- 
tract ?  It  was  to  excavate  800,000  yards  at 
25  cents  per  yard.  After  the  contract  had 
been  let  and  tbe  contractor  bad  started 
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work,  be  said  there  was  no  provision  In  the 
contract  that  reqalred  blm  to  take  the  dirt 

out  of  the  harbour.  He  was  only  to  dredge 
11  up  and  put  It  In  the  scow  alongside  the 
dredge.  There  was  nothing  In  the  contract 
requiring  him  to  take  It  out  of  the  harbour, 
and  Sir  Hector  Langerln,  then  Minister  of 
Public  Works,  agreed  to  allow  him  10  cents 
a  yard  to  carry  It  down  the  rlrer,  and  that 
agreement  was  sanctioned  by  the  govern- 
ment and  the  Auditor  General  could  not  be 
held  responsible  for  that.  I  have  no  doubt 
similar  difficulties  occurred  in  connection 
with  other  works.  I  have  not  the  least 
doubt  the  present  goremraent  had  trouble 
with  the  Auditor  General.  I  am  satisfied 
they  bad  no  doubt  about  bis  honesty  and 
ability,  but  the  best  evidence  of  the  fact 
that  they  appreciated  his  Influence  and 
earnest  efforts  In  the  interest  of  the  coun- 
try is  this  ;  Sir  John  Macdonald.  I  remember 
well,  made  a  speech  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  introduceil  a  Bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  Increasing  the  salary  of  the  Auditor 
General  from  $3,000  to  $4,000.  Sir  John  In- 
troduced that  Bill  himself  and  In  doing  so 
be  pronounced  Mr.  McDougall  as  being  one 
of  the  most  efficient,  faithful,  devoted  ser- 
vants Canada  had.  That  shows  that  they 
appreciate  his  earnest  efforts  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  onerous  duty.  The  position 
that  the  Auditor  General  occupies  is  one  of 
the  most  undesirable  positions  that  any 
man  can  possibly  occupy,  for  the  simple  rea- 
son that  be  stands  as  umi)lre,  be  stands 
guard  between  the  government,  whatever 
party  is  in  power.  Grit  or  Tory,  and  the 
people  of  the  country.  He  Is  supposed  faith- 
fully to  discbarge  his  duty  with  an  eye  to 
save  the  public  money,  and  look  carefully 
after  Its  expenditure,  and  be  is  supposed  to 
keep  pretty  close  eye  upon  every  depart- 
ment of  expenditure  In  order  to  carry  out 
that  object,  and  the  duties  of  the  office  that 
be  fills.  I  have  no  doubt  Mr.  McDougall 
has  done  that.  I  believe  that  he  has  faith- 
fully served  the  couutry,  and  I  should  like 
to  see  blm  continue  bis  position  as  Auditor 
General.  With  regard  to  the  Davis  con- 
tracts I  should  like  to  see  a  thorough  and 
exhaustive  investigation  of  the  whole  mat- 
ter. I  should  like  to  learn  whether  there  Is 
anything  wrong.  I  don't  care  who  the  per- 
petrator is.  In  my  humble  opinion  we  as 
senators  should  hew  to  the  line  no  matter 

Hon.  Mr.  HcHULLEN. 


where  the  tree  falls.  I  do  not  care  if 
there  was  wrong  done  when  our  pre- 
decessors were  In  power,  that  does 
not  Justify  wrong-doing  now.  I  slioMlti 
like  to  see  an  investigation  held.  During 
all  the  time  I  have  been  In  parliameat  1 
have  exposed  extravagance,  and  I  have  con- 
demned contracts  that,  on  their  face,  or  in 
their  working  V  out,  bore  evidences  of  cor- 
ruption. I  am  prepared  to  do  it  to-day.  I 
will  not  sacrifice  the  few  hours  of  my  exist- 
ence by  doing  anything  which  I  cooscien- 
tiously  think  Is  wrong.  I  do  not  care  aboat 
the  result.  I  am  willing  to  support  the  gov- 
ernment as  long  as  they  do  what  Is  right,  but 
If  tbey  perpetrate  wrongs  and  do  things 
which  I  cannot  conscientiously  support,  I 
will  have  to  cut  loose.  All  I  have  to  say  is 
that  I  hope  some  way  will  Ije  found  of  «t- 
tling  the  difficulty  that  has  arisen  betveen 
the  Auditor  General  and  the  government; 
by  the  government,  to  some  extent,  meeting 
him  in  the  suggestions  he  has  made.  He  btt 
had  twenty-flve  years  experience  as  Auditor 
General.  That  certainly  must  have  given 
him  a  great  deal  of  inrigbt  Into  public 
penditure  and  he  must  have  gathered  hifor 
matlon  during  that  time  that  vrlll  warrant 
him  in  taking  the  position  that  there  is  i 
necessity  to  amend  the  Audit  Act  In  the 
way  he  mentioned.  I  am  not  capable  per* 
haps  of  judging  them,  but  they  appeared  to 
be  very  unimportant  amendments.  I  would 
not  ask  blm  to  consent  to  the  formation  of  ft 
committee  for  the  purpose  of  investigating 
and  reporting  upon  the  whole  matt^.  but  I 
would  try  to  see  if  some  arrangement  could 
not  be  brought  about,  by  adopting  the 
course  as  suggested,  and  I  would  throw  the 
onus  on  him  of  refusing  what  a  committee 
of  the  House  recommended  should  be  done 
with  regard  to  the  amendments  suggested 
by  him. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  may 
be  excused  for  saying  a  few  words  upon  the 
question  from  the  fact  that  I  have  had 
nearly  eighteen  years*  association  with  Mr. 
McDongall  as  Auditor  General.  The  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  Just  spoken  has  re- 
lieved me  of  the  necessity  of  referring  to 
one  or  two  points  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  called  tbe  attentioD 
of  tbe  Senate,  and  be  has  done  It  la  a  nun- 
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ner  tbat  does  not  require  any  ompli^cfltion 
on  my  part.  If  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
followed  tbe  tone  of  the  press  in  regard 
to  this  matter  he  would  scarcely  bare  niade 
the  remarks  be  did.  There  have  been  very 
few  of  those  tbat  have  come  under  my 
obsenratlon  tbat  did  not  refer  In  the  highest 
possible  terms  to  tbe  Auditor  General.  There 
are  one  or  two  In  western  Canada  who  have 
referred  to  tbe  position  that  be  has  taken,  at 
the  same  time  defending  the  government, 
ao  matter  what  they  do  right  or  wrong.  No 
matter  bow  faltbfn)  a  public  servant  might 
be,  they  would  condemn  bim  if  it  would 
only  mislead  their  readers  into  the  belief 
that  tbe  government  was  right  on  all  oc- 
casIoM.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  ex- 
pressed a  regret  that  they  should  lose  the 
services  of  this  officer,  but  he  made  the 
most  extraordinary  statement  tbat  tbe 
Auditor  General  had  attempted  to  override 
tbe  laws  as  tbe,v  stood  upon  the  statute- 
book.  I  am  Indlned  to  the  opinion  tbat 
there  is  no  evidence  of  any  attempt  on  tbe 
part  of  tbe  Auditor  General  to  override  the 
law.  His  position  has  been  to  prevent  the 
overriding  of  the  law  by  ministers  of  tbe 
Crown,  by  which  public  moneys  would  be 
expended  improperly  and  Illegally.  He  has 
In  no  Instance,  in  all  my  long  experience 
with  blm,  taken  the  positton  attributed  to 
him  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State.  There 
have  been  occasions  on  which  be  has  given 
Interpretations  of  tbe  law,  and  the  ministers 
of  the  Crown  have  appealed  to  the  Treasury 
Board  to  override  decisions  of  the  Auditor 
General,  but  in  most  of  these  cases,  in  my 
opinion,  when  an  appeal  was  made  to  an 
eminent  counsel,  sometimes  be  would  refer 
the  question  in  dispute  between  the  Trea- 
sury Board  and  himself  to  Sir  Christopher 
Boblnson,  sometimes  to  We.  Lash  and  some- 
times to  other  gentlemen  standing  high  in 
tlie  profession,  and  in  almost  every  case,  so 
far  as  my  recollection  serves  me,  they  have 
decided  that  he  was  right  and  that  the 
Treasury  Board  was  wrong.  Hy  hon. 
friend  from  Wellington  said  that  a  man 
who  was  In  an  office  for  a  long  time  might 
become  cranky.  I  scarcely  think  that  is  the 
right  word  to  use.  A  man  who  la  a  long  time 
administering  the  affairs  of  a  department 
becomes  so  thoroughly  acquainted,  not  only 


r 


with  the  details  but  with  the  law  under 
which  be  governs  tbe  department,  tbat 
be  is  always  ready  to  give  an  opinion  and 
If  be  adheres  to  tbat  opinion  as  Mr.  Mc- 
Dougall  has  done,  if  tbe  opinion  does  not 
coincide  with  the  view  taken  by  those  who 
differ  from  him  tiiey  are  apt  to  call  him  a 
crank.  Perhaps  I  speak  feelingly  on  that 
subject.  I  was  thirteen  years  at  tbe  bead 
of  one  of  tlie  most  important  departments, 
BO  far  as  administration  Is  concerned,  lo  tbe 
country.  We  had  to  come  In  contact  with 
every  importer,  probably  nearly  1.000  it 
year,  and  having  come  In  contact  with 
them  over  and  over  again,  I  'should  rather 
be  inclined  to  repudiate  that  cbai^e  that  it 
makes  an  officer  cranky.  I  thought  I  knew 
tbe  law  and  endeavoured  to  adminster  It. 
It  was  not  In  accordance  with  the  views  of 
others,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  I  was  taking  an  extreme  view  which  I 
should  not  have  taken.  I  am  quite  willing 
to  admit  tliat  that  may  be  the  case  with 
the  Auditor  General  In  many  respects.  The 
Auditor  General's  Reports,  in  the  earlier 
part  of  his  official  life,  were.  It  Is  true, 
much  smaller  than  they  are  to-day,  and  for 
this  reason.  So  many  large  public  con- 
tracts were  not  being  carried  on  at  that 
time,  ^he  expansion  of  the  business  of 
the  country  in  every  respect,  both  In  tbe 
departmental  and  in  the  outside  work,  was 
very  much  smaller  than  It  Is  to-day;  con- 
sequently when  be  began  his  duties  and 
had  to  study  the  laws  governing  the  audit 
of  public  acctnints  in  England,  and  In  other 
portions  of  the  world,  as  years  rolled  on  he 
necessarily  became  better  acquainted  with 
bis  duties,  and  the  result  was  an  Increas- 
ing volume.  We  never  beard  any  of  this 
condemnation  of  tbe  Auditor  General's  vol- 
uminous reports  during  tbe  seventeen  or 
eighteen  years  tbat  tbe  Conservative  party 
were  In  power,  and  those  who  occupied 
seats  on  the  opposition  benches  criticised 
and  the  criticisms  were  of  a  character  some- 
times, as  I  thought,  going  far  beyond  the 
limit  of  fair,  legitimate  discussion  ;  but  I 
fully  concur  In  the  estimation  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington  In  this 
respect  If  you  do  not  carefully  guard  the 
expenditure  In  tbe  departments,  of  what 
may  be  contidered  the  smaller  items,  where 
a  great  deal  of  wrong  Is  committed,  yooi 
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very  soon  forget  to  look  after  the  lai^er 
sums  into  which  they  grow.  There  Is  such 
a  thing  as  going  too  far,  but  beyond  that  I 
would'  have  uo  objection  to  the  size  of  the 
Tolnmes  wblch  the  Auditor  General  presents 
to  us  every  year.  I  think  there  mi^ht  be  a 
great  improTement  in  the  presentation  of 
that  volume  to  the  public  and  members  of 
parliament,  by  which  they  could  ascertain 
what  expenditures  had  been  Incurred  In  con- 
nection with  the  different  departments  with- 
out having  to  go  through  the  whole  of  the  two 
volumes.  That  I  have  suggested  to  the  Audi- 
tor General  himself,  and  I  have  no  doubt  if 
he  considers  the  matter  he  will  adopt  a  re- 
form of  that  kind.  The  remark  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  In  reference  to  the  proper 
examination  oC  oftlcera  was  scarcely  fair,  in 
my  opinion.  The  Civil  Service  Act  lays 
down  the  principle  upon  which  officials  shall 
be  appointed,  and  when  that  law  has  been 
exceeded  and  payment  Is  demanded  from 
the  Auditor  General  to  meet  the  expendi- 
ture incurred,  part  of  his  duty  was  to  refuse 
to  pay  It,  and  tb&t  necessitated  the  placing 
in  the  estimates  of, what  we  saw  the  other 
day,  and  which  I  pointed  out  last  session 
In  discussing  the  estimates,  the  words  : 

AnytbtDK  in  -the  Civil  Service  Act  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding 

To  the  extent  of  sixty  or  seventy  times  In 
last  year's  estimates  alone.  That  Is  not 
overriding  the  law  by  the  Auditor  General ; 
It  is  overriding  the  law  by  a  minister  who 
makes  an  appointment  of  an  official  who  has 
not  passed  the  qualifying  examination,  and 
It  fs  the  duty  of  the  Auditor  General  to  re- 
sist the  payment  of  these  accounts  until  the 
authority  of  parliament  has  been  obtained 
for  the  payment  of  them.  It  is  unfair  to 
state,  and  It  leaves  a  wrong  impression  on 
Hie  minds  of  the  people  who  read  the  state- 
ment^ Uiat  the  position  taken  by  the  Audi- 
tor General  Is  that  in  order  to  annoy  the 
government  of  the  day  and  show  his  officious- 
ness,  he  tries  to  override  the  law.  I  have 
had  a  long  experience  with  the  Auditor 
General.  I  sat  in  the  House  of  Commons 
with  him  before  he  was  appointed.  There 
was  scarcely  a  public  question  on  which  we 
agreed.  When  he  was  appointed  to  the 
jKraltion  of  Auditor  General,  I  know  Mr. 
Mackenzie  did  not  consider  It  beneath  him 
to  approach  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
Sir  John  Macdonald  at  that  time,  and 
Hon.  Sir  HACKBKZIB  BOWBLL. 


consult  blm  In  the  selection  of  a  gentle- 
man for  the  position,  and  when  Ur. 
McDougall's  name  was  suggested  Sir  iotm 
Macdonald  accepted  him  at  once,  and  told 
Mr.  Mackenzie  that  he  should  have  the  sap- 
port  of  the  party  which  be  w&s  then  lead- 
ing. Why  ?  Because  Hr.  McDongall  had 
obtained  In  a  university  those  high  quallfl- 
cations  wbicb  are  necessary  to  any  one 
holding  the  important  position  of  Auditor 
General.  Speaking  from  my  personal  ex- 
perience, I  can  say  that  In  the  thirteen  and 
one-half  years  I  was  In  the  Customs  De- 
partment, during  which  there  might  have 
been,  if  I  had  felt  so  inclined,  friction  be- 
tween the  Auditor  General  and  myself,  I 
never  had  the  slightest  difficulty  with  that 
I  genUeman.    While  In  the  Railways  and 

I  Canals  Department,  where  many  claims  are 
'  made  that  require  the  most  minute  Investi- 
'  gation,  and  where  difficulties  arose  in  meet- 
■  ing  the  demands  put  forward  when  there 
:  was  no  appropriation  to  meet  them,  I  never 

had  the  slightest  difficulty  with  Mr.  Mc- 
:  IJougall.   He  would  suggest  means  to  meet 
that  which  was  required  for  the  time  being. 

I I  am  not  going  to  criticise  my  own  col- 
leagues, nor  shall  I  criticise  the  hon.  gentle- 

I  men  who  administer  the  affairs  of  the  coun- 
j  try  at  the  present  time,  but  this  I  will  say. 
j  and  the  Auditor  Gena-al's  Report  proves  it, 
I  if  there  was  friction  during  the  long  admhi- 
istraUon  of  the  ConserraUve  party  betweoi 
the  Auditor  General  and  the  gOTemment,  U 
has  multiplied  a  thousand  per  cent  under  the 
present  administration,  and  why  ?  Because 
:  those  who  are  now  administering  the  aflaiis 
of  the  country  have  endeavoured  to 
override  the  law,  and  the  Auditor  (General, 
as  an  honest  man,  put  his  foot  down, 
and  consequently  came  in  conflict  with 
them.  That  Is  why  he  has  had  more 
difficulty  of  late  years  than  he  bad 
with  the  o)d  government  That  occaslonai 
friction  will  occur  Is  beyond  doubt,  because 
we  all  differ  on  minor  points,  but  in  the 
main  I  do  not  think  we  could  get  a  better 
officer  than  Mr.  McDougall.  Why  did  the 
government,  at  the  beginning  of  this  ptr> 
llament,  introduce  a  law  to  curtail  the  pow- 
ers of  the  Auditor  General  and  take  to  them- 
selves larger  powers  ?  There  can  be  but 
one  conclusion  In  the  mind  of  any  one  who 
has  paid  the  slightest  attention  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  affairs  during  the  last  seven 
or  eight  years.  We  all  know  the  attempt  that 
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bad  been  made  to  override  the  decisions  of 
tbe  Auditor  General  and  make  his  office  a 
nnlJlty.  It  Is  because  be  would  not  permit 
tbat,  and  because  be  exposed  it  in  his  re- 
ports, tliat  the  government  came  down  with 
a  Bill  to  diminish  his  power  when  in  the 
public  Interest  It  shonid  have  been  extended. 
I  koow  my  late  chief,  Sir  John  A.  Kacdonalo, 
bad  a  very  high  opinion  of  Mr.  McDougall. 
I  was  glad  to  bear  the  remarks  made  by 
tlie  hon.  senator  from  Wellington.  He  used 
tbe  very  familiar  expression  we  were  ac- 
customed to  when  difficulties  arose  between 
the  Auditor  Greneral  and  certain  supporters 
of  the  goremment.  in  the  past,  because 
tbey  bare  been  occurring  all  the  time.  All 
you  require  to  prove  tbat  is  to  refer  to  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Mackenzie,  where  he  said  he 
had  to  sit  on  the  watch  tower  all  the  time 
to  guard  the  public  treasury,  not  against  his 
enemies,  but  against  his  friends.  Sir 
John  Macdonald  used  this  ffitpresslon  In  dis- 
cussing It  with  him.  The  Auditor  General  is 
a  splendid  buffer  between  those  who  want 
you  to  do  what  you  should  not  do,  and  tbe 
public  treasury,  and  be  always  sustained 
and  supported  tbe  Auditor  General.  I 
know  the  government  appreciate  public 
opinion,  and  I  hope  tbey  will  take  means 
not  only  to  meet  tbe  views  of  tbe  Auditor 
General,  but  to  put  bim  in  such  a  position 
tbat  he  can  protect  tbe  public  funds  from 
improper  expenditure.  The  Auditor  General 
la  not  an  officer  of  tbe  government  of  the 
day.  If  he  were,  my  honest  convictions  are 
tbat  he  would  have  been  relieved  of  office 
long  ago,  because  be  has  been  not  only  a 
batter  bat  a  block  in  the  way  of  extrava- 
gance and  improper  acts.  I  shall  not  be  led 
into  discossing  the  question  of  Public  Ac- 
counts Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
if  I  did,  I  should  probably  run  amuck 
against  some  hon.  gentlemen  who  have  been 
«peaklng  so  eulogistically  of  that  body.  We 
have  only  to  read  tbe  proceedings  of  the 
Public  Accounts  Committee  during  the  last 
few  years  to  see  tbat  tbe  large  government 
majority  In  that  committee  has  obstructed 
every  attempt  to  expose  Improper  expendl- 
tnre,  and  the  fact  tbat  there  have  been  few 
meetings  of  tbat  committee  during  tbe  pre- 
sent session  Is  not  evidence  tbat  no  wrong 
baa  been  done  by  the  government,  but  in- 
controvertible evidence  that  the  majority  of 
the  committee  have  studiously  and  steadily 
tefused  to  call  the  committee,  in  order  tbat 


investigations  might  not  go  on.  Even  when 
they  did  meet,  minor  matters  were  discussed, 
and  motions  were  voted  down  until  they 
reached  one  o'clock  and  the  committee  rose. 
That  is  about  tbe  history  of  that  committee. 
I  was  on  it  under  both  governments  and  I 
have  had  some  idea  of  its  workings.  The  hon. 
senator  from  Wellington  made  an  unanswer- 
able explanation  in  reference  to  the  Curran 
bridge.  It  is  true,  it  was  built  by  days* 
work,  and  that  frauds  were  committed  In 
tbe  returns  of  tbe  pay-lists  which  were 
made,  and  which  the  Auditor  General  could 
not  possibly  know  anything  of  until  they 
were  presented.  Just  as  soon  as  they  were 
presented,  they  were  stopped.  I  bad  two 
or  three  weeks  of  the  responsibility  of  tbe 
Railways  and  Canals  Department,  during 
the  time  of  tbat  very  Curran  bridge  scandal, 
and  I  have  a  pretty  good  knowledge  of  tbe 
difficulties  which  presented  themselves 
during  that  time,  and  when  the  pay-lists 
were  blocked,  the  Auditor  General  was  the 
first  man  to  assist  in  blocking  them.  How 
could  the  Auditor  General  know  anything 
about  tbe  McGreevy  and  Connolly  frauds 
in  the  province  of  Quebec,  until  the  accounts 
were  brought  before  him  after  the  errors 
and  frauds  had  been  committed  ?  Just  as 
Eoon  as  tbey  came  before  him,  he  was  the 
man  to  say  :  '  Is  this  right  ?  Is  it  in  ac- 
cordance with  tbe  contract  ?  Are  you  not 
claiming  more  than  you  ought  to  ? '  And 
then  the  matter  was  brought  before  tbe 
Minister  of  Justice  and  the  Minister  of  Jus- 
tice did  what  every  one  will  commend  him 
for  doing,  entered  a  criminal  prosecution 
against  those  men  and  sent  them  to  jail. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  hold  tbe  Audi- 
tor General  responsible. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^That  is 
true,  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not  say  be  beld 
the  Auditor  General  responsible  ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  said  he  did  not  hold  bim  respon- 
sible, but  If  he  did  not  Intend  to  leave  the 
impression  tbat  the  Auditor  General  should 
have  stopped  the  frauds  he  vooid  not  have 
referred  to  it  He  could  not  know  it  until 
the  question  came  before  bim.  He  bad  not 
the  giving  out  of  the  contract.  He  bad  his 
iJuty  to  perform  when  the  contract  was 
placed  before  him  after  It  was  made.  When 
he  began  to  examine  the  payments  claimed 
under  the  contract,  he  began  to  ask,  is  this 
claim  in  accord  with  tbe  terms  of  the  con- 
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tract  ?  Jut  aa  be  did  in  tbe  Davis  'ase, 
and  Just  as  he  did  In  perliaps  tbe  more 
flagrant  oase  In  connection  wltb  a  claim  for 
15  per  cent  on  tbe  alleged  cost  of  a  bridge 
on  one  of  tbe  railways.  Tbe  claim  was  for 
over  $36,000,  and  be  refused  to  pay  it,  al- 
though it  was  certified  by  the  department 
to  be  correct  When  tbe  Investlgaition  took 
place  it  was  proved  the  contractor  was 
entitled  to  oniy  $14,755  instead  of  ¥36,000 ; 
thus  a  fraud  to  the  extent  of  some  $22,000 
was  i>r('ventpd  by  the  Auditor  General,  on 
one  claim  alone.  There  Is  a  case  in  which 
tbe  Auditor  General's  services  to  the  country 
has  been  rendered  tu  a  fearless  manner,  and 
in  opposition  to  the  department  which  cer- 
tified the  accounts.  I  do  not  say  there  was 
a  desire  to  leave  a  wrong  Impression  on  tbe 
minds  of  the  House,  but  those  who  knew 
nothing  of  the  circumstances  would  come  to 
tbe  conclusion  that  the  Auditor  General  was 
responsible  for  tbe  Curran  bridge  scandal 
and  the  McGreevy-i.'onnolly  frauds.  I  hope 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will  in  futnre. 
as   he   has   to-day,    take   the  Montreal 

*  Oazette '  aa  a  guide  for  bis  political  course. 
If  be  does  he  can  depend  upon  it  be  will  not 
go  astray  as  often  in  tbe  future  as  be  has  in 
the  past  I  read  that  article  in  tbe  Montreal 
'  Gazette,'  and  It  is  like  alt  articles  which 
come  from  the  pen  of  tbe  editor  of  that 
paper,  conscientiously  put,  and  where  he 
thinks  even  his  own  party  is  wrong,  he  does 
not  hesitate  to  say  ao.  It  Is  an  example  we 
might  all  follow.  I  hope  the  Secretary  of 
State  win  read  the  '  Oazette '  carefully  and 
attentively  in  future.   Tbe  reference  of  the 

*  Gazette '  to  what  he  calls  finding  fault 
with  small  Items  is  very  easily  explained. 
To  those  who  have  not  been  behind  the 
scenes,  and  know  very  little  of  tbe  working 
of  the  different  departments,  the  Auditor 
Oenerars  attention  to  small  Items  may  ap- 
pear an  unnecessary  waste  of  time.  We 
have  bad  pages  and  pages  of  bis  report 
showing  purchases  by  people  in  tbe  public 
employ,  of  luxuries  which  the  general  pnbllc 
do  not  approve  of,  and,  if  no  fault  had  been 
found  with  such  payments,  the  government 
might  take  It  that  the  expenditure  in  that 
respect  had  been  approved  of.  I  can  say, 
after  a  long  experience  of  seventeen  and  one- 
half  years  in  different  departments  of  the 
government  I  have  scarcely  ever  found,  dur- 
ing that  period,  that  the  Auditor  General 

Hon.  Sir  HACKBNZIB  BOWELU 


was  In  the  wrong  when  questions  an» 
affecting  tbe  expenditure  of  public  money. 

Uou.  Sir.  McMUI>LEX— I  would  suggest 
that  the  bon.  i^entiemau  strike  out  of  bis 
luotion  that  portion  which  suggests  that 
every  amendment  which  the  Auditor  General 
recommends  should  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDOXALD  (C.B.)-I  agree 
with  the  view  of  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
with  reference  to  tbe  Montreal  '  Gazette.' 
I  do  not  Interpret  tbe  article  quoted  by  the 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  as  he  has  interpret- 
ed It  The  Montreal  'Gazette,'  in  several 
editions  of  late,  has  advocated  the  retention 
of  the  Auditor  General.  The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  stjited 
that  the  Auditor  General  had  not  while  tbe 
Conservative  party  was  In  power,  asked  tor 
any  amendments  to  the  Audit  Act  I  shiiil 
be  very  sorry  to  believe  that  if  the  Auditor 
General  thought  the  Act  required  ameud- 
meut  be  would  not  ask  the  Conservative 
government  for  tbe  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLBY— It  was  not  needed 

then. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcdonald  (C.B.) — From  that 
fact,  I  infer  that  the  Auditor  General  did 
not  see  any  necessity  for  amending  It  tiieu. 
It  has  been  suggested  tiiat  the  Senate  is  not 
tbe  place  to  brli^  up  this  question.  I  agree 
with  the  bon.  senator  from  Wellington,  that 
there  Is  no  higher  body  in  Canada  than  tbe 
Senate.  It  represents  tbe  peotple  and  tbe 
Crown.  It  Is  non-political,  and  what  other 
body  Is  in  a  better  position  to  pronounce 
upon  a  question  such  as  the  duties  of  Uk 
Auditor  General  ?  I  believe  the  people  are 
nearly  luanlmons  In  support  of  my  motloo. 
The  Senate  is  Independent  of  the  people  of 
the  Crown,  and  of  the  government  and  no 
other  body  In  Canada  is  more  capable  of 
dealing  with  this  question  than  this  bonoor 
able  body.  I  am  willing  "to  act  upon  tbe 
suggestion  of  the  bon.  senator  from  Wel- 
lington, to  drop  out  the  portion  of  my  clause 
wbidi  be  has  quoted.  My  Intention  was  to 
say  that  the  Audit  Act  should  be  amended 
accor^ng  to  tbe  sufflEestioiis  of  the  Auditor 
General,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  gov^ 
emment  With  tbe  consent  of  the  seconds 
I  beg  leave  to  drop  that  portion  of  tbe 
resolution. 
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Hon.  3Ir.  DANDURAND— I  fed  that  this 
resolution  is  not  very  satisfactory  In  the 
way  It  Is  worded.  It  affirms  two  things, 
one  of  which  nobody  can  object  to,  and  an- 
other to  which  I  am  not  ready  to  subscribe. 
Tbe  hon.  gentleman  begins  by  saying  that 
in  tbe  <Q)lnlon  of  the  Sraate  of  Canada  the 
goremment  should,  during  the  present  ses- 
sion of  parliament,  amend  the  'Audit  Act  In 
accordance  with  the  recommendation  of  the 
Auditor  General.  He  has  consented  to  strike 
out '  In  accordance  with  recommendation  of 
the  Auditor  General.'  I  wonder  how  many 
memt)eT8  of  tbe  Senate  have  closely  looked 
into  the  working  of  the  Audit  Act  and  the 
recommendation  of  tbe  Auditor  General  to 
be  in  a  position  to  say  to  vtaat  extent  those 
recommendations  commend  themselTes  to 
the  Senate.  I  am  absolutely  In  doabt  as  to 
wbether  the  Audit  Act  sbould  be  amended 
or  not.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  need  a 
greater  study  of  tbe  qnestloii  than  any  mem- 
ber of  this  body  has  nade  of  It  up  to  the 
present  tlme^  to  be  able  to  decide  what 
should  he  done.  How  many  of  us  can  say 
that  he  understands  the  Audit  Act  and  Just 
where  It  should  be  amended.  If  It  needs 
amendment,  then  the  work  should  not  be 
Qodertahen  in  tbe  last  days  of  the  session, 
and  In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Finance 
Minister,  who  Is  responsihle  for  the  admin- 
istration of  the  Ac^  has  gone  into  tiie  mat- 
ter  and  framed  appropriate  amendments  to 
be  submitted  to  parJIament,  it  is  pressing 
the  government  unduly  to  ask  them  to  go 
into  the  question  at  this  late  hour  of  the 
session,  when  neither  branch  of  parliament 
can  give  It  proper  consideration.  As  to  the 
other  part  of  the  resolution,  I  think  we  are 
all  agreed.  I  have  not  heard  any  one  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  we  sbould  not  try  to 
retain  tbe  s^'vlces  of  the  present  Auditor 
Genera]  as  long  as  we  can.  If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman presses  his  resolution,  he  will  simply 
force  a  majority  of  this  body  to  reject  a  mo- 
tion part  of  which  we  all  approve  of.  I 
will  suggest  to  tbe  hon.  gentleman  that  af- 
ter hearing  the  genual  expression  of  opinion 
In  favour  of  retaining  the  Auditor  General 
be  wouJd  better  serve  his  purpose  by  with- 
drawing the  resolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  entirely  agree  with 
tbe  remarks  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from  de 
Lanandiftre.    The  reasons   be  has  given 
should  commend  themselves  to  the  Judg- 
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ment  of  tbe  ^nate.  I  deal  re  to  further  call 
tbe  attention  of  the  House  to  other  reasons 
which  should  Induce  the  hon.  member  from 
Cape  Breton  not  to  insist  on  his  motion.' 
First  I  call  attention  to  tbe  fact  that,  as 
worded,  it  says  that  the  government  should 
amend  the  Audit  Act.  It  is  not  in  tbe  ' 
power  of  the  government  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind.  But  apart  from  lliat,  we  have  a 
letter  from  the  Auditor  General,  a  portion 
of  which  was  read  by  tbe  hon.  senator  from 
Cape  Breton  in  which  he  says : 

This  Is  iQ  pursuance  of  the  following  sen- 
tences In  the  prellmhiary  part  of  my  report : 

The  maenftude  and  number  ot  tbe  tnuMactions 
going  through  this  offic«  are  now  so  Increasel 
Uiat  I  feel  parliament  should  aerlously  ooiuldw 
aAso  the  amendment  of  the  Audit  Aot  along  the 
lines  sugKested  In  a  former  report. 

Therefore  tbe  Auditor  General  suggests 
not  only  the  amending  of  the  Audit  Act  as 
mentioned  In  his  last  report,  which  has  been 
read  by  the  hon.  gentleman,  from  Marshy 
field,  but  also  that  it  be  amended  along  th» 
other  lines  suggested  in  the  former  report«i 
For  my  part  I  do  not  know  what  that  form- 
er report  contains,  and  how  can  I  atflrm, 
even  if  we  are  to  take  the  word  '  govern- 
ment *  as  intended  to  mean  parliament,  that 
parliament  sbould  amend  the  Audit  Act 
along  those  lines  ?  I  am  satisfied  .that  a 
great  majority  of  this  House  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  to  study  the  question,  or  of 
knowing  exactly  what  suggestions  have  been 
made  by  the  Auditor  General.  The  resolu- 
tion, I  respectfully  submit,  does  not  hold  to- 
gether. It  suggests  that  the  government 
should  amend  the  Audit  Act  and  thereby  re- 
tain the  services  of  tbe  Auditor  General.  The 
conclusion  does  not  at  all  follow  from  the 
premises.  For  these  reasons  I  regret  that  I 
shall  have  to  vote  against  the  motion,  if  it 
Is  pressed.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  be 
satisfied  with  having  drawn  tbe  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  question,  and  having  ob- 
tained an  expression  of  opinion  to  which, 
for  my  part,  I  am  ready  to  assent.  We  all 
agree  that  the  Auditor  General  is  a  valu- 
able servant,  and  that  he  occupies  a  very 
Important  position,  and  having  proved  that 
he  possesses  the  character  and  ability  to 
All  that  position.  It  would  be  In  the  Interest 
of  the  public  that  he  should  remain  tbe 
.Vuditor  General ;  but  I  repeat  the  hon. 
mentber  should  not  press  for  a  vote  upon 
this  resolution. 
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Hon.  Mr.  Mcdonald  {C.B.)-The  hon. 
gentleman  has  read  the  first  paragraph  of 
the  Auditor  General's  resignation.  In  the 
last  paragraph  he  says : 

I  feel  so  estronglj  on  this  point  that  If  parlia- 
ment does  Qol:  see  ite  war  to  bring  the  matter 
up  this  session,  I  sbaill  at  the  «nd  of  the  session 
ask  to  be  Buparannuatsd. 

That  is,  he  feels  so  strongly  that  parlia- 
ment should  ameDd  the  Audit  Act  that  he 
nsks  to  be  superannuated  unless  It  Is  done. 
My  resolution  is  in  accordance  with  the 
Auditor  General's  letter. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  would  suggest 
to  take  out  the  word  '  thereby.' 

Hon.  Mr.  FEHIjEY-Tbe  AudUor  General 
has  been  making  these  complaints  to  the 
gorernment  for  some  lltitle  time  past,  and 
they  have  absolutely  refused  to  do  anything. 
In  the  other  House  the  hon.  member  from 
Lennox  moved  a  resolution  to  leave  the 
whole  power  w,ith  the  Prime  Minister  to  ap- 
point a  committee  to  examine  into  the  com- 
plaints, but  the  Prime  Minister  would  have 
nothing  to  do  with  It  It  is  evident  that  the 
Auditor  General  has  some  grievance  with 
respect  to  the  law.  How  are  you  going  to 
get  at  It  If  the  government  has  undertaken 
to  deaJ  with  the  matter?  For  that  reason. 
I  should  be  inclined  to  vote  for  the  motion. 
I  admit  that  1  do  not  know  all  the  details, 
but  I  nnderatand  the  object  of  the  proposed 
amendment  of  the  Act  Is  to  give  the  Auditor 
Genwal  power  to  deal  with  the  public  ex- 
penditure In  a  more  efficient  manner  than 
he  cau  under  the  Act  as  it  now  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— 'It  appears  to  me  tbait 
a  very  little  alteration  would  do  away  with 
one  of  the  objections. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  motion,  which 
was  rejected  on  the  following  vote : 

Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 


Baker, 
Bernier, 

Boucbervllle,  de 
Boweil 

(Sir  Mackenzie). 
Macdonald,  (P.E.I.)» 
Macdonald  (Victoria), 


McDonald  (C.B.), 

McMillan, 

HcMullen, 

Owens, 

rerley, 

VIda!.— 12. 


Non-Contents  : 
The  Hon.  Messieurs 


B<lque, 
Church. 
Cloran, 
Coltert 


Lovitt, 
McHugh. 
McSweeney, 
Power  (Speaker), 


Oandurand, 

David, 

Domville, 

Ellis, 

Fiset, 

Gibson, 

Oodbout, 

Kerr  (Toronto), 

Legrli, 


Scott, 

Templeman, 
TesBler, 

Tblbaudeau  (RIgaud), 

Watson, 
WUaoD, 
Yeo, 

Toung.— 26. 


SEJCOND  READING. 

Bill  (111)  An  Act  respecting  the  Edmonton 
Street  Railway  Company  .—{Hon.  Mr.  Ca* 
grain,  de  Lanaudifere.) 

SHIPPING  OASUAI.TIE6  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  READING  POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  caJled : 

Second  reading  Bill  (102)  An  Act  to  amend 
the  SMpplng  Oasnalttes  Act,  1901  (Hon.  Mr. 
T&mpleman.) 

Hon.  Mr.  TE^IPLE1MAN  said  :  Id  accord- 
ance with  the  wish  of  the  hon.  member  iiom 
Portneuf,  who  deslreathat  the  second' read- 
ing of  this  BUI  should  be  deferred  until  tbe 
7tb  July,  In  order  to  give  certain  pUots  wIm 
are  interested  in  the  proposed  amendments 
an  opportunity  to  be  present  and  make  their 
objections,  I  move  that  this  order  be  dis- 
charged, and  put  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
for  the  7th  proximo. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (119)  An  .Act  to  amend  the  Canads 
Temperance  Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  Lovitt) 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE 

Ottaaa,  Thursdag,  June  30.  J90i. 

Tbe  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (82J  An  Act  respecting  the  Essex  Ter- 
minal Railway  Coompany.— (Hon.  Mr.  Cas- 
graln,  Windsor.) 

Bill  (78)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa 
River  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Dom- 
ville.) 
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Bin  (130)  An  Act  respectijig  the  Huron  and 
Ontario  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr. 
Cobonrg.) 

Bill  (97)  An  Act  respecting  the  Trans- 
Canada  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Tessier.) 

Bill  (129)  An  Act  respecting  certain  patents 
of  Edwin  R.  Cahoon.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr, 
Cobourg.) 

FEDBRAL  GRANTS  OR  SUBSIDIES  TO 
PROVINCES. 

MOTION  DROPPED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

That  an  bumble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Oovemor  General  ;  praying  that 
HIb  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate,  all  the'  eorrespoadence  between  the 
federal  and  the  proTlneial  goTemments  In 
connection  .with  the  increase  of  the  federal 
grants  or  subsidies  to  the  different  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID  said  :  A  dlscnsston  took 
place  last  year  on  this  Important  question. 
I  believe  there  are  no  new  documents  or 
correspondence  between  the  government  and 
the  provincial  government  on  this  question, 
and  at  the  suggestion  of  some  hon.  members 
of  this  House,  I  think  proper  to  drop  the 
motion  with  the  Intention  of  renewing  It 
next  year. 

The  motion  was  dropped. 

THE  TRBADGOLD  COMMISSION. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  in- 
quired of  the  gOTernment  : 

Flret.  When  will  the  report  of  the  Treadgold 
Commission  be  presented  to  parliament  T 

Second.  Has  the  Treadgold  Commission  been 
cancelled  by  the  soremment  ? 

Third.  If  ao.  what  was  the  reason  for  such 
cancellation  ? 

Fourth.  Has  any  demand  or  request  been 
made  for  compensation  by  said  Treadgold 
Company  tor  any  expenditure  made  by  It  in 
connection  with  or  on  account  of  said  cooces- 
sion  ?  If  BO,  what  Is  the  policy  of  the  govern- 
ment In  relation  thereto  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Messrs.  Treadgold  and 
Toung,  some  little  time  ago,  addressed  a  com- 
munication to  the  minister  stating  that  they 
fonnd  from  causes  that  are  not  explained 
they  were  unable  to  float  the  enterprise,  and. 
therefore,  they  withdrew  their  application. 
On  that  an  Order  In  Couneil  was  passed 
accepting  the  relinquishment  of  the  con- 
cessions that  had  been  made  to  them.  That 
is  practically  the  whole  story.  No  compen- 
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satloQ  was  asked.  The  only  condition  at* 
tached  was  that  they  should  be  protected 
for  anything  done  during  the  time  they  held 
the  concession— that  Is  for  any  act  they 
might  have  performed.  It  did  not  carry 
with  it  any  compensation,  however  ;  tbey 
simply  delivered  up  anything  they  had 
received  under  the  Order  in  Council,  and 
previous  Orders  in  Council  were  cancelled. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Do  I 
understand  the  words  'Protected  for  any- 
thing thereby  had  done '  to  mean  they  were 
protected  for  anything  they  did  while  they 
held  the  license,  or  that  they  are  protected 
for  the  expenditure  made  under  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no ;  it  would  limit 
it  to  any  act  they  bad  done.  They  bad  the 
authority  to  do  certain  things  while  they 
were  holding  It :  that  authority  has  been 
cancelled.  If  during  the  time  they  had  pur- 
chased any  claim,  for  instance,  that  would 
be  respected,  or  anything  of  that  kind  ;  but 
it  Is  not  coupled  with  any  compensation  to 
be  paid  them.  The  concesslota  was  without 
any  condition  whatever. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Do  I 
understand  that  no  report  has  been  made  by 
the  commission  appointed  to  investigate  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  report 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is  that 
on  account  of  the  death  of  one  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  commission,  or  are  we  to  have 
a  report  later,  after  the  elections  take  place  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  day  or  two  ago  an 
official  communication  was  sent  to  Judge 
Brittton  that  as  the  concessions  had  been 
now  cancelled,  there  was  no  object  in 
making  a  report  in  reference  to  the  Tread- 
gold concession.  There  was  no  object 
whatever  In  making  a  report  under  the 
circumstances. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  hope 
the  government  will  order  a  report  to  be 
made.  The  country  has  been  put  to  an 
enormous  expense  to  inquire  into  the  circum- 
stances connected  with  the  concession,  and 
now,  after  spending  months  to  Investigate 
it  by  a  commission,  we  are  told  we  are  not 
to  have  a  report  at  all— that  the  govern- 
ment have  instructed  the  commission  not 
to  make  a  report.  I  do  not  know  what  the 
country  will  think  of  conduct  of  that  kind. 
The  people  will  be  anxious  to  know  what 
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the  effect  of  granting  tbat  concession  to 
the  Treadgold  Company  was.  The  fact 
that  it  has  been  cancelled  cannot  by  any 
means  satisfy  the  public  mind.  I  am  very 
much  afraid  the  public  will  come  to  this 
conclusion,  tbat  the  commission  appointed 
by  the  goTernment  to  investigate  the  com- 
plaints which  have  been  made  against  the 
granting  of  that  concession  were  of  such  a 
character  that  the  government  would  rather 
not  have  a  report,  and  for  that  reason  they 
cancelled  the  concession  and  the  contract, 
and  then  ordered  the  commission  not  to 
make  their  report 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quite  sure  no 
mortal  knows  what  the  report  might  be. 
My  hon.  friend  will  recollect  that  before 
tfiiey  entered  on  their  report,  Mr.  Bell  was 
killed^  and  no  intimation  whatever  was 
given  of  what  the  report  might  be.  They, 
no  doubt,  will  transmit  the  evidence  taken 
on  the  subject,  and  it  would  be  rather  pre- 
posterous to  draw  a  conclusion  when  the 
whole  concession  has  been  cancelled. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEL1>-The  press 
has  Intimated  what  probably  would  be  tSie 
effect  of  the  report,  or  rather,  what  it  might 
contain.  Perhaps  the  press  lu  tbat  case, 
as  in  others,  has  been  given  information 
that  has  been  withheld  from  parliament 
I  win  not  prolong  t9ie  discussion  on  this 
question  now  further  than  to  enter  my  pro- 
test against  the  conduct  of  the  government 
in  appointing  a  commission  to  investigate 
the  very  serious  charges  made  In  connec- 
tion with  the  Treadgold  concession,  and 
then.  wMIe  the  r^rt  is  being  prepared, 
they  cancel  the  concession  and  Instruct  the 
commission  not  to  make  a  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  government  did 
not  cancel.  ISie  parties  withdrew.  I  think 
I  explained  In  a  few  words  that  they  were 
unable  to  finance  the  enterprise.  The  cloud 
thrown  on  the  enterprise  by  some  of  the 
hon.  gentleman's  friends  In  another  place, 
I  have  no  doubt,  have  had  an  effect  on  the 
money  market,  and  whether  tihe  concession 
w^as  good  or  not,  that,  I  fancy,  was  the 
barrler--l  speak  subject  to  correction— In 
the  way  of  their  raising  the  money.  They 
could  not  get  the  money. 

Hon.  Sir.  MACKENZIE  BOWELD— I 
think  the  country  may  be  congratulated 

H»Q.  Blr  HACKBNZTK  BOWELL. 


on  the  fact  that  the  opposition  were  16e 
means  of  putting  a  stop  to  the  project. 

TRANSPORTATION    OF  NORTHWEST 
TERRITORIES  CROP. 

INQVIRT. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLEY  Inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

If  the  gQverQment  have  since  last  JaDaarr 
received  any  representatiODB  from  t&e  North- 
west Territories  Wheat  Orowera'  Asaoclatlon 
resardiag  the  proportion  ot  the  season's  crop 
they  desire  to  have  shipped  prior  to  the  clos- 
ing ot  navigation  at  ^5ft  William ;  also,  in 
view  ot  the  large  crop  expected  this  year,  are, 
or  will  the  government  use  their  influence  with 
the  railway  companies  ot  the  west  toirards 
providing  Bufflclent  rolling  stock  to  move  at 
least  60  per  cent  ot  the  crop  before  navigation 
cloaes  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  other  minister  has 
received  any  communication  from  the  Wheat 
Growers'  Association  other  than  the  Minister 
of  the  Interior,  who  Informs  me  that  fiie  has 
had  some  letters  from  them  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  importance  of  having,  as  he 
thought  about  60  per  cent  of  the  crop  oat 
t>efore  the  season  closed.  He  was  not  very 
sure  as  to  whether  it  was  fifty  or  sixty 
per  cent  my  hon.  friend  referred  to.  "Rie 
answer  to  the  latter  part  of  the  question 
really  gives  the  fact  that,  last  year,  when 
the  government  authorized  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  Company  to  Increase  It^i 
stock,  they  made  a  special  stipulation  fliat 
some  very  large  amount,  I  think  it  wis 
illO,000,000,  should  be  invested  In  the  par 
c5iase  of  rolling  stock,  and  that  I  under- 
stand, has  been  done  to  the  full  figure,  in 
fact  really  more  ;  therefore  It  is  to  be  hop- 
ed there  will  be  abundance  of  cars  to  carry 
the  crop  to  Lake  Superior  waters  before 
the  close  of  navigation— to  carry  at  least 
fifty  or  sixty  per  cent  of  It.  Whatever  In- 
fluence the  government  can  bring  to  bear 
on  the  two  railway  companies  In  that  direc- 
tion they  wHl  naturally  exercise. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLBT— I  am  glad  to  receive 
the  answer  from  the  hon.  minister.  I  might 
stay  that  in  the  Northwest  Territories.  di«^ 
ing  the  last  two  or  three  years,  owing  to 
the  great  success  of  the  farmers  in  raising 
wheat  they  found  extreme  difficulty  In  get- 
ting It  shipped  to  market  And  th^  have 
organized  a  Wheat  Cowers*  Association  In 
the  Territories,  not  so  much  for  the  par 
pose  of  educating  one  another  in  the  me- 
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thods  of  raising  wheat  because  they  think 
they  have  that  problem  pretty  well  solved, 
bat  rather  to  secure  a  more  prompt  ship- 
ment of  their  grain  In  the  fall.  There  Is 
a  prevailing  opinion— and  I  think  It  Is  ne- 
cessary I  should  say  so — with  a  great  many 
farmers  tliat  they  should  not  be  compelled 
to  hoJd  over  the  greater  proportion  of  their 
wheat.  It  Is  customary  for  most  people 
when  they  have  their  produce  ready  for 
market  to  feel  that  the^  are  entitled  to 
sell  and  ship  it.  The  farmers  In  the  North- 
west, the  moment  the  seed  is  in  the  ground, 
commence  to  prepare  for  next  year's  crop. 
We  work  the  soil  from  now  until  the  har- 
vest comes  on,  then  after  harvest  we  again 
work  the  soil,  and  the  following  spring  we 
seed  it.  There  are  eighteen  months  from 
the  time  we  commenced  to  prepare  the  soil 
before  the  grain  Is  harvested  and  Id  the 
granary.  We  ought  to  be  permitted  to  sell 
It  within  eighteen  months,  but  railway  peo- 
ple say  no,  the  farmers  can  hold  their  grain 
until  the  next  spring  and  they  compel  the 
farmer,  virtually,  to  hold  It  back  for  two 
years.  We  think  that  is  unfair ;  still  I  am 
proud  to  say,  a  la^e  number  of  farmers 
are  able  to  bold  a  portion  of  their  crop. 
Last  year  this  matter  came  up  at  Regina 
at  the  grain-growers  meeting.  I  was  pre- 
sent as  n  delegate,  and  the  meeting  recom- 
mended that  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
be  required  to  carry  out  seventy-five  or 
eighty  per  cent  of  the  wheat  before  the 
close  of  the  season.  After  discussing  the 
matter,  tbey  concluded  that  It  was  too  much 
to  expect.  They  wished  to  be  reasonable  In 
their  demands,  and  they  thought  60  per 
cent  was  a  reasonable  amount,  and  that 
the  government  who  has  control  of  these 
things  should  act  in  the  matter.  We  sent 
a  copy  of  the  resolution  to  the  government, 
and  it  has  had  some  influence  on  the  com- 
pany, to  furnish  us  cars.  It  Is  unfair  that 
a  farmer  should  be  compelled  to  hold  his 
wheat  for  two  years  after  he  has  spent  18 
months  at  heavy  expense  preparing  tor  it. 
It  is  heavy  exi»ense,  feeding  teams  and  so 
on,  without  any  return  sooner  than  18 
months.  I  cannot  sell  my  grain  while 
it  Is  In  the  elevator  at  Wolseley.  I  must 
have  It  on  the  car.  I  cannot  realize 
on  It  in  the  elevator,  but  once  I  get  it  on 
the  car  I  can  sell  It  in  five  minutes.  There- 
fore It  Is  proper  that  transportation  facili- 


ties should  be  provided  to  carry  out  tbe  crop 
before  navigation  closes. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (ai)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Do< 
minion  Fire  Insurance  Company.— (Hon.  acr. 
McMUlan.) 

Bill  (131)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  Farm- 
ers Bank  of  Canada. — (Hon.  Mr.  McMulIen.) 

Bill  (122)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Ottawa 
Fire  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Sir  Mac- 
kenzie Bo  well.) 

OKOTOKS  AND  HIGH  RIVER  LUMBER- 
ING AND  DEVELOPMENT  COM- 
PANY BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 
Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY  moved  the  third  read- 
ing of  BUI  (No.  61)  An  Act  to  incorporate 
tbe  Okotoks  and  High  Biver  Lumbering  and 
Development  Company,  as  amended. — (Hon. 
Mr.  Perley.) 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— I  was  requested  by 
the  Hon.  Mr.  £kiwards,  who  takes  some  ex- 
ception to  the  Bill,  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  to  permit  this  Bill  to  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  adjournment 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If 
that  is  done  we  will  be  detaining  for  weeks 
the  gentlemen  who  have  been  promoting  thig 
Bill  in  the  city.  Tbey  have  been  here  for  a 
long  time  and  they  desire  to  return  to  the 
Rockies.  I  think  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Russell,  having  given  expression  to  his  opin- 
ions which  are  very  strong  upon  the  question 
of  expropriation  in  particular,  after  that  and 
some  other  concessions  which  were  made 
Id  this  Bill,  would  be  quite  satisfied.  I  do 
not  think  he  Imagined  for  a  moment  that 
be  could  succeed  in  Inducing  the  House  to 
reject  the  Bill  after  Its  having  tieen  so 
thoroughly  discussed  In  committee.  If  this 
Bill  involved  a  new  principle,  I  should  give 
it  the  strongest  possible  opposition.  There 
are  provisions  in  it,  giving  power  to  the 
Minister  of  tbe  Interior  that  should  not  be 
conceded,  but  these  powers  are  now 
;  enjoyed  by  tbe  minister  in  the  Ir- 
rigation Act,  and  I  scarcely  think  It 
would  be  fair  to  deprive  this  oorpor- 
ntion  of  the  same  rights  that  are  given  to 
others  under  almost  similar  circumstances. 
If  the  Act  regulating  Irrigation  were  to 
be  recast  and  the  power  of  expropriation 
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tliere  given  and  which  Ib  also  given  In  this 
Bill  was  eliminated,  I  shonld  give  It  my 
hearty  support ;  but  I  am  not  pr^ared  to 
say,  after  the  Investigation  which  has  taken 
place  in  the  Private  BIHs  Committee,  and 
the  thorough  manner  In  which  this  Bill  has 
been  threshed  out,  that  these  gentlemen 
should  be  kept  waiting  until  this  matter  can 
be  brought  up  after  the  adjournment  1 
think  after  a  luomeiifs  reflection,  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Ilusseli  would  not  feel  at 
all  annoyed  If  we  passed  the  Bill  now.  No 
one  would  accede  to  the  regueet  of  the  hon. 
genti«iian  quicker  than  I  would,  if  it  were 
only  for  personal  reasons. 

Hon.  Mr.  OIBSON— I  may  say  that  to- 
day the  hon.  gentleman  was  discussing  the 
subject  with  the  minister,  and  gave  his 
rmsons  for  his  opposition  to  the  Bill.  The 
minister  frankly  ailmltted  in  my  presence, 
that  he  was  perfectly  justified  in  elimin- 
ating anything  from  the  Bill  which  would 
give  powers  to  this  company  which  they 
should  not  have.  The  minister  agreed  with 
Mr.  Edwards  witb  that  understanding, 
Mr.  Edwards  having  to  leave  the  city  to 
fulQl  an  engagement,  the  Bill  was  to  be 
allowed  to  stand. 

Bon.  Mr.  SOOTT— As  far  as  my  recollec- 
tion goes,  of  recent  years  we  have  not  been 
giving  private  companies  powers  of  expro- 
priation. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)-HOh,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  &COTT— I  know  it  has  not  been 
done  latterly. 

Hon.  &lr  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL-There 
is  scarcely  a  railway  in  the  country  that 
has  not  been  given  these  powers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  true  of  rail- 
ways, but  not  of  private  corporations.  I 
have  no  recollection  of  It  having  been  done 
of  late  years  ;  if  so,  it  is  an  exception,  be- 
cause I  have  known  several  cases  in  whicti 
there  has  been  a  refusal  to  grant  expropria- 
tion powers.  The  Bill  cannot  receive  the 
Royal  Assent  any  sooner  by  passing  it  to- 
day, and  I  should  hope  the  hon.  gentlemen 
would  allow  it  to  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  understand  that 
when  this  Bill  was  first  introduced  this 
company  asked  for  all  powers  of  expropria- 
tion as  it  Is  given  in  the  Railway  Act.  That 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWBLIi. 


clause  was  struck  out,  and  in  place  of  it  the 
power  given  to  irrigation  companies  la  the 
Northwest  was  inserted. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Substi- 
tuted  by  the  Minister  of  the  Interior. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Substituted  by  the 
Minister  of  the  Interior.  I  have  seen  the 
minister  and,  be  said  he  thought  it  would  not 
be  fair  to  this  company  to  strike  out  ci&Dse 
9,  as  sni^ested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Russell  (Hon.  Mr.  Edwards),  but  that  if  any- 
thing was  done  at  all,  and  the  House  con- 
sidered some  restrictions  shotrid  be  placed 
on  the  company,  it  would  t>e  better  to  refer 
the  BUI  back  to  the  committee  for  the  por- 
liose  of  restricting  the  powers  of  expropria- 
tion. He  said,  after  discussing  the  matter 
fully  with  the  gentlemen  Initerested,  that 
they  certainly  would  require  some  power  of 
cxprt^rlatlon  to  prosecute  their  work.  It 
was  ezplahied  before  the  committee  that 
the  country  In  which  these  gentlemen  pur- 
pose to  operate  Is  at  the  foot  of  the  Rocky 
mountains,  and  It  Is  absolutely  necessary 
for  the  carrying  on  of  their  operations  to 
have  some  powers  to  Improve  streams  or  for 
bnllding  tramways  for  getting  out  logs.  Ai! 
provisions  for  guarding  the  Interests  of  the 
west  are  provided,  because  they  cannot  do 
certain  thinfi^  wtthont  first  obtainiiq;  the 
consent  of  the  authorities  In  the  Northwest 
Territories.  The  local  authorities  Ih  the 
district  have  Jurlsdlotion  to  say  what  they 
shall  do  under  the  expropriation  povrers 
conferred  by  this  Bill.  I  understand  the 
gentleman  who  is  promoting  this  Bill  has 
been  here  since  March.  He  has  200  or  300 
men  in  bis  employ,  and  It  would  certahily 
be  a  hardship  for  him  to  have  to  remato 
over  during  this  adjournment.  It  is  a  pifV 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Russell  is  not 
here.  The  BIH  ought  to  receive  its  third 
reading ;  however,  if  it  should  be  regarded 
as  discourteous  to  the  hon.  member  from 
Russ^l,  I  do  not  want  to  press  tot  the  third 
reading  in  his  absence. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  may  say,  as 
a  member  of  the  Private  Bills  Committee, 
that  (this  clause,  as  well  as  the  Bill  as  a 
whole,  was  considered  at  two'  meetings  of 
the  committee.  This  clause  itself  was  the 
subject  of  opposition  raised  by  the  hon. 
senator  who  has  given  the  notice  to  aoiend. 
It  received  a  great  deal  of  consideration, 
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iiDd  it  will  be  observed  that  It  Is  a  quaHfled 
dsuse  on  Its  very  face,  because  it  restricts 
the  right  of  expropriation  to  the  lauds  actu- 
ally required  for  the  construction,  main- 
tenance and  operation  of  dams,  piers,  reser- 
voirs, &c.  It  does  not  give  the  general  right 
of  expropriation.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  I  would  say  that  last  year  we 
had  a  very  much  more  extended  clause  In- 
serted in  one  Bill,  if  not  In  two  Bills,  that 
we  passed.  In  fact,  the  expropriation  that 
was  first  sought  in  this  Bill  was  following 
that  precedent ;  but,  I  understand,  this 
qualification  of  the  lands  actually  required 
was  inserted  by  the  Minister  of  the  In- 
terior himself.  The  members  ot  the  commit- 
tee were  all  ultimately  agreed,  except  the 
hon.  member  who  gave  the  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— How  many  members 
were  at  the  meeting  of  the  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— A  large  num- 
ber. On  the  second  occasion  tbey  adopted 
this  clause  without  any  difficulty.  At  the 
same  time  I  should  be  sorry  to  do  anything 
In  the  absence  of  a  member  who  desires  to 
oppose  the  Bill.  The  whole  matter  should 
be  fully  discussed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  a  Iblrdi  time  and  passed. 

SECOND  READINGS. 

Bill  (M)  An  Act  respecting  the  Pacific 
Bank  of  Canada.— (Hon.  Mr.  Tempieman.) 

Bill  (121)  An  Act  respecting  the  Century 
Life  Insurance  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Perley.) 

Bill  (29)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Can- 
adian Credit  Indemnity  Company. — (Hon. 
Ur.  Young.) 

PILOTAGE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  BUI  aOO)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Pilot- 
age Act.  He  said  :  This  Bill  proposes  to 
authorize  the  Governor  In  Council,  when 
it  appears  to  him  to  be  In  the  Interest  of 
navigation,  to  appoint  the  Minister  of  Mar- 
ine and  Fisheries  to  be  tUe  pilotage  author- 
ity for  any  pilotage  district  or  for  any  part 
thereof.  Last  session  we  passed  an  Act 
authorizing  the  Minister  of  Marine  und^r 
certain  circumstances,  to  be  the  pilotage 
authority  for  the  district  of  Montreal,  and 


we  separated  the  pilotage  district  of  Sagu- 
cnay  from  the  Harbour  Commission  of 
Quebec.  He  does  not  take  ail  the  powers 
of  the  former  pilotage  authorities,  because 
9ie  does  not  propose  to  sit  on  a  tribunal 
for  the  trial  of  offences  by  pilots. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD,  (B.C.)— Are  all 
the  pilots  to  be  named  by  the  government  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT~No.  At  present  the  pilots 
are  named  by  the  board.  This  is  to  author- 
ize the  Minister  of  Marine  nnil  Fisheries, 
where  the  Interests  of  navigation  require 
it,  to  represent  the  facts  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  and  if  they  are  satisfied  It  would 
be  to  (be  advantage  of  navigation  they  can 
place  in  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries the  power  of  administering  the  pilots. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  the  11th  July. 


THE  SENATE 

Ottawa,  Monday,  July  11,  100^. 

The  SPEAKEiR  took  the  Chair  at  Eight 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

GRAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  BILL. 

NOTICE  OF  AMENDMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  whw  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  thhrd  reading  of  BUI  (34)  An  Act 
req^ting  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Rail- 
way Company  Is  called,  I  shall  move  the 
following  amendment  after  clause  four  : 

In  all  cases  where  persons  are  employed 
In  or  In  connection  with  the  surveys  for  or 
the  construction  of  the  said.  Transcontinental 
Railway,  preference  shall  be  given  to  British 
subjects  by  birth  or  naturalization. 

It  shall  be  unlawful  to  employ  any  person 
In  or  In  connection  with  the  surveys  for  or 
the  construction  of  the  said  Transcontinental 
Railway,  or  any  part  thereof,  who  Is  not  a 
British  subject  by  birth  or  naturalization,  or 
who,  befog  an  alien,  has  not  for  one  [rear 
Immediately  preceding  such  employment  been 
a  bona  fide  resident  of  Canada. 

Provided  always  that  whenever  It  shall  be 
made  appear  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Rail- 
way Commissioners  that  tt  Is  not  possible  to 
obtain  labour  for  the  construction  of  the  said 
railway  with  reasonable  despatch  owing  to 
the  restriction  aforesaid  with  regard  to  the 
employment  of  labourers,  It  shall  be  lawful 
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for  the  said  commisaloners  to  suspend  for 
autfh  time  and  on  such  terms  and  conditloas 
as  mar  to  bim  seem  reasocable  In  tbe  pre- 
mises tbe  operatloa  of  tbe  said  restrictions  as 
to  emploFment  of  labour  for  coostructioQ 
purposes  only.  And  a  copy  of  sucb  order  of 
Buspenslon  sbatl  be  fortbwitb  published  in  tbe 
'  Labour  Gazette.' 

For  every  violation  of  any  of  the  prOTislons 
of  tbls  section  the  person,  partnership,  com- 
pany or  corporation  violating  it  sball  forfeit 
a  sum  not  exceeding  (1,000.  nor  less  than  ¥50, 
and  a  further  sum  of  $60  for  each  and  every 
day  during  which  such  unlawful  employment 
shall  continue. 

Tbe  sums  so  forfeited  may  be  sued  for  and 
recovered  as  a  debt  by  any  persoit'.wbo  first 
bona  fide  brings  hig  action  therefor  In  any 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction  In  wblcb 
debts  of  tike  amount  are  now  recovered. 

I  ^re  Qotice  of  this  resolution  to  call  tlie 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  tu  the 
employment  of  alien  labour  In  this  country. 
Any  one  who  has  followed  the  report  of  the 
Investigation  by  Judge  Winchester  In  the 
country  can  see  bow  those  provisions  nr? 
being  outraged  and  the  law  trampled  upon, 
yet  the  government  have  not  moved  a  foot 
to  enforce  the  law,  which  I  believe  Is  quite 
strong  enough  to  prevent  anything  of  the 
kind  l>eing  done.  My  Intention  la  to  refresh 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  government  to  wlilch  he  belongs. 
It  was  promised  by  the  premier  In  the  other 
House  that  an  additional  amendment  should 
be  made  to  tiie  Allen  Labour  Act.  The  first 
clause  of  tbe  Act  of  1897  reads  as  follows  : 

From  and  after  tbe  passing  of  this  Act  It 
shall  be  unlawful  for  any  person,  company, 
partnership  or  corporation,  in  any  manner  to 
prepay  tbe  transportation,  or  in  any  way  to 
assist  or  encourage  tbe  importation  or  immi- 
gration of  any  alien  or  foreigner  into  Can- 
ada, under  contract  or  agreement,  parole  or 
special,  express  or  Implied,  made  previous  to 
the  importation  or  immigration  of  such  alien 
or  foreigneri  to  perform  labour  or  service  of 
any  kind  in  Canada. 

Then  tbe  next  clause  goes  Into  the  ques- 
tion of  tbe  fine,  but  that  was  amended  in 
1901  by  the  following  section : 

For  every  violation  of  any  of  the  provi- 
sions of  section  1  of  this  Act,  the  person, 
parinerBbip.  company  or  corporation  violat- 
ing it  by  knowing,  assisting,  encouraging  or 
soliciting  the  Immigration  or  importation  of 
any  alien  or  foreigner  into  Canada  to  per- 
form labour  or  service  of  any  Idnd  under  con- 
tract or  agreement,  express  or  Implied,  parole 
or  special,  with  such  alien  or  foreigner,  pre- 
vious to  his  becoming  a  resident  in  or  a  citi- 
zen of  Canada,  shall  forfeit  and  pay  a  sum 
not  exceeding  one  thousand  dollars,  nor  less 
than  fifty  dollars. 

To-morrow  I  shall  move  my  resolution, 
and  in  the  meantime  I  desire  to  refresh  the 
Hon.  Mr,  MACDONALD  (B.C.) 


mind  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  as  to 
tbe  condition  of  the  law  as  It  now  stands. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (58)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Imperial 
Loan  and  InvflBtment  Oompany.-^OD.  Mk 

Cloran.) 

BUI  (136)  An  Act  respecting  the  SimlDu- 
meen  and  Keremeos  Hallway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

Bill  (137)  An  Act  respecting  Certain  Pa- 
tents of  the  Canadian  Office  and  School 
Furniture  Company,  Limited.— (Hon.  Sir. 
Mernier.) 

BUI  (140)  An  Act  respecting  the  Alliance 
Bank  of  Canada. 

Bill  (142)  An  Act  respecting  the  Bio 
Janeiro  Light  and  Power  company.  Limited, 
and  to  change  its  name  to  tbe  Rio  Janeiro 
Tramway,  Light  and  Power  Company, 
Limited.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

Bill  (143)  An  Act  respecting  the  Nev 
Brunswick  Southern  Railway  CTompany.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  DomTille.) 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (D)  An  Act  for  tbe  relief  of  Annie 
Chrlatman.— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Gobourg.) 

YUKON  TERRITORY   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (39)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Ynkon 
Territory  Act    He  said  : 

This  Bill  embraces  a  single  section,  tnd 
the  object  of  it  Is  to  give  authority  to  the 
commissioner  and  his  council  to  divide  ttte 
Yukon  Territory  into  electoral  districts,  and 
to  make  provision  for  the  election  of  ](naI 
members  and  to  define  tbe  franchise ;  pro- 
vided, however,  that  a  longer  residence  tbao 
one  year  shall  not  be  necessary. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  KII 
was  read  the  second  time. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION  ACT  AMEND- 
HfClNT  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (101)  An  Act  to  amend  the 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act,  1898.    He  said : 
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It  has  been  observed  In  tbe  last  two  or 
tbree  years  that  a  number  of  Teasels  are 
being  propelled  with  naphtha,  electricity  and 
other  flnlds  or  enersles  that  are  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  law  as  it  now  stands,  and 
the  object  of  this  danae  Is  to  bring  them 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  and  where 
they  carry  passengers  for  hire,  then  they 
are  made  subject  to  the  inspection  and  the 
regalationa  of  the  department 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.O.)— When 
the  Bill  comes  before  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House  I  shall  ask  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  with  reference  to  the  salaries  of 
the  engineers  and  other  employees  on  steam- 
ers In  British  Columbia.  Tbey  have  petl- 
Uoued  for  better  pay.  They  are  poorly  re- 
mnnerated,  and  they  have  terribly  long 
rans.  I  hope  the  minister  will  to-mori'ow 
let  us  know  if  anything  can  be  done  to  give 
them  relief. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  shall  make  inquiry. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  tbe  second  timb. 

SHIPPING  CAStlALTIBS  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  TBMPLEMAN  moved  the 
second  reading  of  Bill  (102)  An  Act  to 
amend  tbe  Shipping  Casualties  Act,  1901. 

He  said : 

There  are  two  material  clauses  In  this 
Bill  which  is  in  amendment  to  the  Ship- 
ping Casualties  Act,  tbe  first  providii^  that 
the  minister  may  appoint  an  officer  to  make 
loqnlry  Into  any  marine  accident  or  cas~ 
ualty  that  occurs  so  that  an  Investigation 
ma;  take  place.  The  other  amendment  Is 
providing  that  the  responsibility  of  tbe 
pilot  for  an  accident  may  be  inquired  into 
at  the  same  time.  These  are  all  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  tbe  second  time  . 

KINGSTON  AND  DOMINION  CENTRAL 
RAILWAY  COMPANY  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 
Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN  moved  concurrence 
in  the  amendment  made  by  the  Standing 


Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraplu  and 
Harbours  to  BUI  (128)  An  Act  to  Incor- 
porate the  Kingston  and  Dominion  Central 
Railway  Company.    He  said : 

This  Is  merely  a  formal  amendment  d»- 
claring  that  the  work  Is  for  the  beo^t  of 
Canada.  That  is  an  the  amendment  that  is 
required,  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  see,  and  it 
was  necessary  to  have  tbls  amendment 
passed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN  moved  the  third 
reading  of  the  BUI. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Tbe  Senate  adjourned  tUl  to-morrow. 


TEE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesdatf,  July  12,  190^. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  INSURANCE  COM- 
PANY INVESTIGATION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON  moved  : 

That  Mr.  D.  E.  Cameron  and  R.  B.  CaonOB 
be  summoDed  to  attend  the  select  committ«« 
appointed  to  Inquire  Into  tbe  affairs  of  the 
New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Assurance  Com- 
pany. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-MIght 
I  ask  what  the  object  of  this  motion  is  ? 

The  committee,  as  I  take  It,  have  tlie  power 
to  snmmoD  nny  witnesses  tliey  desire  to 
appear  before  tbem.  What  pecullnritles  are 
there  in  this  case  that  power  should  be  taken 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  committee  and  the 
Senate  should  be  asked  to  order  tbe  appear- 
ance of  any  particular  witness  before  the 
committee  1   It  Is  a  very  unusual  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— Doubts  were  ex- 
pressed at  tbe  meeting  of  the  committee 
when  this  motion  was  read,  as  to  whether 
the  committee  had  power  to  send  for  these 

frentlemen.  It  was  done  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Aylesworth,  who  wished  to  have  these 
men  examined.  I  gave  notice  in  the  com- 
mittee, to  prevent  any  trouble  or  irregul- 
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artty,  that  I  would  bring  it  up  in  the  Sen- 
ate, >  and  move  it  from  my  place  In  the 
House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELD~Do  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that 
the  committee  decided  tbey  had  no  power  to 
summon  witnesses  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
reference  to  that   committee   gave  them 

power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  to 
report  to  the  House.    If  that  be  the  case, 

there  certainly  must  t>e  some  other  reaiion 

for  the  course  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  pursuing. 

Did  the  committee  refuse  to  send  for  these 
witnesses  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  think  the  hon. 
senator  from  Lincoln,  who  has  given  notice 
of  this  motion.  Is  under  a  misapprehension 
as  to  what  the  committee  Is  allowed  to  do 
in  this  matter.  The  House  will  rememt>er, 
the  committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  truth  of  certain  statements  alleged  to 
have  been  made  by  Mr.  Wells.  That  was  u 
special  resolution  adopted  by  this  House, 
and  the  committee  at  the  time  carried  out 
the  duties  Imposed  upon  It  in  regard  to 
that  question.  An  Investigation  was  made 
into  the  truth  or  falsehood  of  the  alleged 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Wells.  Mr.  Wells 
was  examined  on  oath  and  Mr.  Eldridge  was 
also  examined  on  oath  in  regard  to  that 
matter.  The  duty  Imposed  upon  the  com- 
mittee was  simply  to  examine  Mr.  Wells 
and  Mr.  Eldridge  and  noliody  else.  It  was 
not  a  question  of  verifying  which  of  them 
told  the  truth  or  falsehood.  The  committee 
was  simply  authorized  to  examine  these  two 
gentlemen  and  to  report  to  the  House.  The 
committee  made  a  report,  which  report  was 
adopted  by  the  House  and  the  committee 
ceased  to  exist,  as  far  as  that  particular 
question  was  concerned.  The  enlarged  com- 
mittee which  is  sitting  to-day  has  simply  to 
Inquire  Into  the  afTalrs  In  Canada  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Life'  Association,  and  not 
the  question  of  privilege  which  was  raised 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  some 
two  or  three  weeks  ago.  The  committee  that 
Ik  now  investigating  the  affairs  of  the  Mu- 
tual Reserve  Association  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  could  not  summon  these 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


two  gentlemen  in  regard  to  a  matter  which 
was  already  settled  by  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  qnestloQ  as  to 
whether  the  committee  has  a  right  to  sum- 
mon these  gentlemen  and  to  examine  them 
under  oath  was  argued  in  the  committee, 
and  the  committtee  came  to  the  conclasioo 
that  they  had  no  right,  inasmuch  as  tbe 
chairman  of  the  committee  had  made  a  re- 
port. The  Inquiry  was  based  on  a  question 
of  privilege  raised  by  the  hon.  gentlemut 
from  Stadacona,  who  asked  that  Mr.  Wells 
be  examined'  before  the  bar  of  the  House 
in  reference  to  bis  alleged  statement  tbat 
they  had  paid  some  $10,000  to  members  at 
parliament  to  procure  a  charter  for  the 
company.  It  w-as  moved  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Lincoln  that  a  special  day  be 
set  aside  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  evidence 
before  the  select  committee  appointed  to  hi- 
vestigate  the  affairs  of  the  Mutual  Reserre. 
I  am  not  aware  that  the  enlarged  committee 
knew  that  any  special  day  was  set  aside  for 
that  purpose.  In  fact  the  very  first  day 
lifter  the  committee  was  appointed.  Mr. 
Weils  was  examined  and  subsequently  Mr. 
Eldridge  was  examined,  and  these  two 
gentlemen  contradicted  each  other.  It  was 
explained  by  Mr.  EldrKlge's  counsel,  Mr. 
Aylesworth.  that  he  wished  to  produce  two 
other  witnesses  to  prove  that  Mr.  Wells 
stated  that  he  had  spent  $10,000  to  procure 
this  charter.  These  two  gentlemen  It  la 
proposed  to  call  as  witnesses,  It  is  olaimed 
by  Mr.  Aylesworth,  will  substantiate  the 
fact  tbat  Mr.  Wells  made  that  statement 
On  account  of  the  committee  having  re- 
ported. It  was  thought  they  had  not  tbe 
power  to  summon  these  two  witnesses,  and 
It  was  agreed,  I  think,  without  dissent, 
that  the  only  proper  way  to  procure  tbe 
presence  of  these  witnesses  was  to  move  in 
this  House  that  these  gentlemen  be  sum- 
moned and  examined.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lincoln  stated  in  the  committee  tbat 
he  would  take  this  course  and  move  in  tbe 
House  that  these  gentlemen  be  examine 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-As  tbe 
motion  stands  these  two  gentlemen  are  to  be 
subpoenaed  to  prove  that  Mr.  Wells  told  » 
lie  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Or  that  the  otber 
man  told  the  truth,  I  do  not  know  which. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELLn-That 
is  a  nice  way  of  putting  It.   I  do  not  know 
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that  It  is  a  matter  of  much  coQseguence  to 
tbe  House  or  whether  It  Is  worth  going  to 
the  expense  of  bringing  two  men  here  to 
prove  that  Mr.  Wells  or  Mr,  Eldridge  per- 
jured himself.  Most  of  those  who  have  read 
the  evidence  will  come  to  their  own  con- 
clQsioD  as  to  who  told  the  falsehood. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  appears  to  me  that 
tlie  most  importaut  part  of  the  investiga- 
tion now  going  on  is  to  learn  who  among 
the  officers  of  that  particular  company  are 
telUng  the  truth. 

Hod.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  did  not  happen 
to  be  in  the  committee  when  the  question 
of  subpcenaing  these  men  to  give  evidence 
was  brotiglit  up,  bat  I  certainly  think  that  if 
the  committee  had  not  power  to  sabpoeua 
those  men  the  proper  course  would  have 
been  to  ask  the  House  to  clothe  them  with 
additional  authority  to  bring  the  witnesses 
before  them.  It  would  be  unusual  to  pass 
the  resolution  which  is  now  before  the 
HoQse.  It  would  be  stepping  outside  of  the 
ordinary  course  pursued  in  both  Houses 
of  parliament,  which  Is  to  leave  svch  mat- 
ters to  the  committees,  delegating  to  them 
all  necessary  powers.  If  these  are  Important 
witnesses  in  connection  with  the  matter 
now  being  investigated,  I  am  quite  willing 
that  they  should  be  summoned  by  the  com- 
mittee, bxit  it  would  be  establishing  a  pre- 
cedent which  might  be  objectionable  if  we 
pass  this  resolution.  I  hope  the  committee 
is  prepared  to  do  whatever  is  necessary  to 
elicit  the  required  information,  but  if  they 
have  not  the  power  to  do  that,  the  proper 
course  is  to  clothe  them  with  that  power. 
The  proper  course  Is  to  leave  the  matter 
Id  the  hands  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Suppose  those  witnes- 
ses should  be  subpcenaed,  the  committee  has 
DO  power  to  examine  them.  The  com- 
mittee Is  instructed  to  inrestlgate  Into  the 
position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  in  Canada  and  nothing  else.  The 
matter  to  which  the  testimony  of  these  two 
witnesses  would  relate  is  a  matter  already 
passed  upon.  It  Is  for  the  House  to  sny 
whether  that  matter  should  be  reopened. 
It  Is  a  case  Judged,  and  if  these  two  gentle- 
men should  come  before  the  committee  the 
committee  would  have  no  power  whaterer 
to  examine  tbem. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 
(Hon.  Mr.  Cloran)  Is  under  a  misapprehen- 


sion. He  deals  with  the  committee  as  having 
occupied  two  different  positions.  There  was 
no  special  committee  appointed  to  Investi- 
g:tti>  tlie  "WiWa  matter.  That  matter  was 
brought  np  In  the  Senate  and  referred  to  the 
committee  appointed  to  examine  Into  the 
affairs  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Ufc  As- 
sociation, and  therefore,  there  was  but  one 
committee  which  is  still  In  existence,  and  pos- 
sessed of  full  power.  The  question  came  up 
in  this  way  :  before  the  conunittee  was 
enlarged,  the  Wells  matter  was  inquired  Into 
and  two  witnesses  were  examined,  Mr.  Wells 
on  one  side  and  Mr.  Eldridge  on  the  other. 
They  contradicted  each  other  and  Mr. 
Aylesworth,  representing  Mr.  Eldridge.  of- 
fered to  have  two  other  witnesses  examined 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  that  Mr. 
Wells  had  made  the  declaration  to  them  that 
It  is  alleged  be  did  make.  The  committee 
decided  that  it  was  not  necessary,  and  made 
their  report  to  the  Senate  and  It  was  ad- 
opted. After  the  committee  was  enlarged, 
Mr.  Aylesworth,  acting  on  behalf  of  the  Mu- 
tual Reserve,  made  an  application  to  the 
committee.  He  stated  that  Mr.  Eldridge 
was  pliiced  in  a  false  i)ositlou,  and  he 
being  a  prominent  officer  of  the  company, 
the  position  in  which  he  was  placed  by  the 
report  of  the  committee,  was  liable  to  in- 
jure the  company.  It  would  be  published 
broadcast  that  he  had  made  a  statement 
which  was  untrue  and  therefore  it  would 
be  detrimental  to  tlie  company.  He  applied 
to  have  these  witnesses  beard.  I  myself 
took  this  position,  that  a  report  had  been 
made  by  the  committee  to  the  Senate,  and 
the  Senate  having  acc^ted  the  report,  I 
doubted  whether  the  committee  had  any 
power  to  deal  with  the  matter  any  longer. 
I  suggested  that  the  application  be  made  in 
the  Senate,  but  the  next  day  the  solicitor  of 
the  committee  brought  up  Mr.  Wells  as  a 
i*itness  to  be  examined  under  the  general 
Inquiry  Into  the  position  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Company,  and  he  put  the  very  same 
question  to  Mr.  Wells.  I  cautioned  him  at 
the  time,  that  it  would  open  the  door  to  Mr. 
Aylesworth  bringing  these  other  two  wit- 
nesses, and  be  said  :  *  I  am  doing  it  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  them  that  opportunity 
if  they  wish  to  aval!  themselves  of  It' 
Therefore  I  am  of  opinion  that  now  it  will 
be  proper  for  the  committee  to  examine 
tliPae  witnesses,  because  Mr.  AVells  whs  again 
brought   before   the  committee  and  ex- 
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amined  on  tbe  same  point.  I  would,  there- 
fore, consider  the  motion  unnecessary,  bat  If 

the  chairman  of  the  committee  Is  going  to 
contend  that  the  committee  has  no  power 
to  examine  these  witnesses,  I  shall  sarely 
vote  for  the  motion. 

Bon.  Mr.  OLORAN-I  simply  hold  the 

opinion  held  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  His 
first  Impression  was  that  tbe  committee  had 
no  power  to  deal  with  It  He  should  bold 
to  that  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  say  I  believe  the 
committee  would  have  no  power  had  not  the 
same  committee  allowed  Mr,  Coster,  the 
solicitor  of  the  committee,  to  bring  the  same 
witness  there  again  on  the  general  Investi- 
gation, and  to  Introduce  the  very  same  sub- 
ject that  bad  already  been  dealt  with.  The 
matter  had  been  dealt  with  specUilly,  and  for 
that  reason,  I  thought  It  was  closed  as 
far  as  the  committee  were  concerned ;  but 
when  the  committee  allowed  the  matter  to  be 
brought  up  again  in  the  general  Investi- 
gation it  seemed  but  fair  that  the  other  party 
should  be  allowed  to  bring  these  witnesses 
to  contradict  Mr.  Wells,  who  has  been  heard 
on  the  subject  in  the  general  inquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOKAN— There  Is  no  intention 
to  debar  tbe  company  from  bringing  those 
witnesses,  but  the  hon.  gentleman  should 
not  say  because  the  solicitor  cross-examines 
a  witness  on  that  point  that  It  resuscitates 
the  whole  committee.  It  does  not  give  it  a 
new  lease  of  life.  The  committee  has  ceased 
to  exist  so  far  as  that  issue  is  concerned. 
If  the  Senate  say  the  matter  has  to  be  re- 
opened we  have  no  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERXIEtt— If  we  are  to  taiie  the 
position  indicated  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
de  Salaberry,  then  there  Is  no  reason  for 
this  motion,  because  the  committee  on  the 
general  question  of  Investigation  into  the 
affairs  of  that  company  Is  still  vested  with 
power  to  call  such  witnesses  as  they  deem 
proper.  Consequently,  the  resolution  can 
have  no  result  if  we  taiie  that  position.  I 
understand  the  object  of  bringing  these  wlt- 
ne-^ises  i.s  to  contradict  a  statement  made  by 
Mr.  Wells  on  the  first  issue  raised,  viz.,  tlie 
question  of  privilege.  It  is  alleged  that  Mr. 
Weils  had  stated  that  $iaOOO  had  been  ex- 
pended in  securing  ceitaiu  legislation  In 
parliament.  That  question  of  privilege  con- 
cerned the  members  of  parliament,  and  as 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQITE. 


(he  minutes  show, 'it  was  referred  to  tbe 
committee  with  special  InstrnctloDa  to  heu 

two  witnesses,  that  Is  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER-If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  read  the  minutes  of  proceedings, 
page  311,  he  will  see  that  I  am  right.' 
These  witnesses  were  heard,  and  the  com- 
mltttee  declared  themselves  satisfied,  so  far 
as  the  question  of  privilege  was  concerned. 
They  reported,  and  the  report  was  accepted 
by  this  House.  That  ended  the  question 
of  privilege,  and  it  Is  not  proper  and  we 
should  not  allow  two  more  witnesses  to  \x 
called  on  this  same  question  of  privily 
which  has  already  been  decided.  We  haie 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  queatlons 
which  arise  between  the  witnesses.  We  are 
not  the  guardians  of  their  characters,  bnt 
we  are  the  goardians  of  the  dignity  and 
honour  of  parliament  and  that  was  the  point 
raised  at  that  stage  of  the  investigatioo. 
Whether  Mr.  Weils  was  right,  or  Mr. 
Bldridge  was  right,  does  not  concern  ns. 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  question  baviag 
been  closed  by  the  report  adopted  by  tlie 
House,  we  have  no  right  to  go  beyond  it  and 
there  Is  no  reason  why  we  should  hear 
the  witnesses  mentioned  in  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— This  committee  was 
appointed  on  tbe  19th  May,  ou  a  motlou  by 
the  hon.  senator  for  Rothesay,  to  investi- 
gate the  position  of  the  Mutual  Ke8er\'e 
Fund  Life  Association  of  New  YorlE  In  Can- 
ada. To  that  main  motion  the  Hod.  Mr. 
Gibson  moved  in  amendment  that  ail  the 
words  after  '  That '  be  struck  out  aud  that 
the  following  words  be  substituted : 

The  position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fnad 
Life  Association  of  New  York  in  Canada,  be 
considered  by  the  Standing  Committee  oa 
Banking  and  Commerce,  &c. 

The  amendment  was  rejected,  aud  the 
main  motion  was  adopted.   The  committee 

was  vested  with  : 

Power  to  send  tor  papers,  persons,  tele- 
grams and  records,  to  employ  clericfil  servi- 
ces and  with  leave  to  report  from  time  to 

lime,  &c. 

A  few  days  after,  a  question  of  privilege 
was  raised  in  this  House  by  myself,  relating 
to  an  accusation  made  by.  one  of  the  officers 
of  that  company  against  the  government 
which  was  in  power  In  this  country  in  18® 
and  members  of  a  committee.  In  that  Hoose. 
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I  a^ed  that  Mr.  Wells  and  Mr.  Eldridge  be 
examlDed  at  the  bar  of  this  House.  My 
question  of  privilege  was  set  aside  by  a 
notlou  referriug  that  special  question  of 
privilege  to  the  committee  already  appointed. 
That  was  equivalent  to  the  formation  of  a 
new  select  committee  to  Investigate  the 
matter.  The  committee.  In  obedience  to  the 
order  of  this  House,  proceeded  to  bear  the 
tvo  witnesses  that  were  designated  by  this 
House.  Tbat  was  the  order  of  the  House, 
and  the  committee  could  not  go  beyond  the 
authority  given  them  by  the  Senate.  We 
heard  the  two  parties,  and  the  contradiction 
Is  not  so  great  as  has  been  represented.  One 
said  he  had  never  declared  that  he  bad 
spent  $10,000,  or  that  be  had  ever  spent  any 
money  for  the  purpose  mentioned.  The 
other  witness  stated  ttwt  he  had  heard  that 
declaration,  but  that  the  money  had  never 
been  paid—that  all  the  time  he  had  been 
connected  with  the  company  It  had  never 
come  to  his  linowiedge  that  any  amount  had 
been  paid  for  such  purpose.  The  first  he 
heard  of  It  was  fourteen  years  after  the 
money  was  alleged  to  have  been  spent. 
The  committee  made  Its  report,  which  was 
adcvted  by  the  House.  In  the  commit- 
tee the  questlona  were  put  to  the  witnesses 
and  the  committee  reported  the  evidence  to 
this  House.  '  If  a  committee  should  report 
once  without  having  received  the  power  In 
question,'  that  la  the  power  to  report  from 
time  to  time,  and  on  this  particular  question 
the  committee  received  only  the  authority 
I  have  read.  *  If  a  committee  should  report 
once  without  having  received  the  power  in 
question  it  will  be  defunct  until  revived.' 
The  committee  has  reported  on  the  special 
question.  It  was  the  final  report,  and  tbat  re- 
port has  been  adopted  by  the  House.  As  far 
as  it  relates  to  that  question  the  committee 
Is  defunct  and  they  have  no  right  to  bring 
np  the  question  In  Its  deliberations.  They 
are  sitting  now  for  another  purpose  alto- 
gether and  are  considering  another  matter, 
and  I  think  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Lincoln  cannot  confer  on  this 
committee  the  power  to  examine  witnesses 
in  a  matta*  where  the  committee  had  no 
I-ower  to  proceed. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIB60N— It  may  be  recollected 
bj  those  who  took  an  active  part  In  the  dis- 
cussion in  regard  to  the  Mutual  Reserve 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  was 
the  lurlme  mover  in  the  motion  to  have  the 


witness  Wells  appear  at  the  bar  of  this 
House  to  be  examined  In  regard  to  state- 
ments he  was  alleged  to  have  made  and 
which  were  read  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr).  I  took  the  ground — 
and  the  House  agreed  with  me — that  In 
order  that  this  affair  might  be  properly  dealt 
with  on  its  merits,  and  not  appear  to  be  of 
a  farcical  nature  such  as  the  pri^osltion  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  wished  to 
carry— to  have  botb  these  gentlemen  (Wells 
and  Eldridge)  summoned  t>efore  the  bar 
of  the  House,  as  a  matter  of  conveni- 
ence, they  should  be  brought  before  the 
special  committee  which  had  been  appointed 
to  Inquire  into  adl  the  aft^iirs  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Assurance  Oompany  of  New 
Yorlc.  What  are  thc^  facte  ?  On  the  8tta 
June,  the  motion  I  made  to  have  these  gen- 
tlemen examined  before  a  special  committee 
was  carried,  and  on  the  10th  of  June  these 
men  were  examined,  and  a  report  was 
brought  in  by  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee. He  says  tbat  committee  is  defunct. 
The  committee  was  enlarged  becauea  it 
was  

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Not  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Hon.  Mr.  GIBSON— The  hou.  gentlemen 
will  correct  me  when  I  am  through.  The 
committee  was  enlarged,  because  it  was  felt 
that  it  was  imi>ossible  to  conduct  the  affairs 
of  the  committee  inasmuch  as  one  hon. 
gentleman  had  never  acted,  having  with- 
drawn from  ■  It.  That  left  the  committee 
w^lth  only  four  members,  and  the  House  had 
sanctioned  a  committee  of  five.  Later  on 
tlie  House  agreed  to  an  enlarged  committee, 
and  a  further  enlargement  was  made.  The 
chairman  took  the  ground  In  the  committee 
that  he  now  takes  In  the  House,  and  that  Is 
that  this  committee  bad  ceased  to  exist  I 
fall  to  see  in  Ills  report  one  single  word  ask- 
ing for  the  discharge  of  the  committee  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  finished  their  investi- 
gation. As  I  understand  It,  the  men  were 
hastily  examined  together  and  objections 
were  taken  to  their  being  cross-examined  by 
counsel.  My  hon.  friend  from  de  Salaberry 
stated  the  way  in  which  the  case  was  opened 
up  to  the  committee  again  by  counsel  for 
the  committee^  He  pointed  out  to  the  chair- 
man that  be  would  establish  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent in  asking  for  a  rehearsal  or  a  corrob- 
oration of  what  had  taken  place  before  this 
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specially  appointed  committtee  ?  He  pointed 
out  the  dangerous  course  be  was  taking, 
and  now  because  of  that  departure  from 
good  principle  he  objects  to  the  same  thing 
being  done  by  counsel  on  the  opposite  side. 
It  was  a  reasonable  request  for  Mr.  Ayles- 
worth  to  mal£e,  that  bis  client  bad  been  un- 
fairly treated,  that  he  wished  to  hare  some 
questions  put  to  other  witnesses,  and  that 
privilege  was  denied  bim  in  the  committee, 
by  the  chairman,  who  ruled  that  the  com- 
mittee was  dead,  that  their  functions  were 
orer,  and  that  the  subject  was  beyond  the 
purriew  of  the  committee  altogether.  When 
this  was  objected  to  by  some  members  of 
the  committee,  he  said  '  You  can  move  now 
to  have  these  two  gentlemen  snmmoned, 
but  I  very  much  question  tbe  legality  of  it.' 
1  said  •  All-.  Chairman,  if  you  will  move  In 
the  House  that  these  gentlemen  be  sub- 
poenaed, the  matter  will  be  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  tbe  committee.  He  would  not 
give  his  assent  to  that  and  I  gave  notice  to 
the  committee  then  that  I  woald  take  this 
course  and  I  am  doing  it  simply  because  of 
the  ruling  of  the  chairman,  that  the  com- 
mittee bad  no  power  to  send  for  these  two 
gentlemen.  Tbe  committee  is  not  dead. 
They  did  not  pass  out  of  existence.  The 
same  committee  is  to-day  as  much  in  ex- 
istence as  it  was  the  first  day,  only  an 
enlarged  number,  and  I  think,  in  all  fainiess 
to  the  dignity  of  this  House  and  to  the 
dignity  of  the  members  of  the  committee, 
that  a  gentleman,  particularly  a  gentleman 
of  tbe  standing  of  Mr.  Aylesworth,  should 
at  least  receive  some  consideration  at  tbe 
hands  of  tills  House  if  be  cannot  receive  it 
at  tbe  bands  of  tbe  committee ;  that  a 
reasonable  request  of  this  kind  should  be 
granted  by  this  House.  That  is  one  of 
the  reasons  wliy  I  have  made  this  motion, 
because  it  was  felt  in  the  committee,  after 
the  chairman's  ruling,  that  It  could  be  done 
only  by  the  consent  of  the  House.  Then, 
after  the  committee  were  willing  that  the 
consent  of  tbe  House  should  be  asked,  the 
chairman  was  unwilling  to  allow  any  other 
motion  to  be  put  by  tbe  committee  for  fear 
we  might  go  on  in  an  irregular  manner. 
In  view  of  what  Is  taking  place  both  In 
this  House  and  In  the  committee— although 
I  am  debarred  by  the  rules  of  the  House 
from  discussing  what  has  takA  place  In  the 
committee— I  think  we  should  give  the  com- 
mittee ample  means  to  send  for  any  one 
Hob.  Mr.  GIBSON. 


and  every  one.  As  far  as  the  qnestioa  of 
economy  is  concerned,  I  do  not  know  what 
the  costs  will  be,  but  It  Is  the  first  thne  I 
have  heard  the  question  of  the  costs  of  an 
examination  raised,  and  surely  after  all 
tbe  expense  and  time  which  has  been  takcQ 
up  already,  the  mere  matter  of  sending  for 
a  couple  of  witnesses  on  the  request  of  sucb 
an  eminent  counsel  as  >3Ir.  Aylesvortb, 
should  not  be  refused. 

Hon.  Mr.-  DOMVILLE— Thrae  seems  to 
be  a  good  deal  of  feeling  In  the  House  in 
regard  to  this  matter.  The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Lincoln  has  jnst  stated  that  he  thinks 
that  witnesses  should  be  summoned  If  tber 
are  material  for  the  Investigation.  Dwell 
on  that  for  a  moment  and  see  bow  yon 
apply  that  to  the  opening  up  of  this  Investi- 
gation on  the  question  of  privilege  raised  In 
this  House.  I  do  not  know  what  words  to 
characterize  It  with,  but  It  is  hardly  pre- 
sentable in  a  way  that  I  or  others  can  un- 
derstand. Mr.  Aylesworth  has  gone  to  Eng- 
land, but  he  stated  before  leaving  that  he 
would  like  to  have  these  witnesses  brooj^t 
forward  to  corroborate  what  Mr.  BIdrldje 
has  said.  Perhaps  It  would  have  been  bet- 
ter form  if  Mr.  Aylesworth  had  stayed  bere 
to  see  the  matter  through  but  he  has  flitted 
to  Kngland.  He  is  a  man  of  large  exper- 
ience and  capability,  and  he  states  to  us  '  I 
have  two  men  whom  I  want  you  to  hear, 
to  n^set  what  Mr.  Wells  has  said  or  to  snlh 
Btantlate  what  Mr.  Eldridge  has  said.'  Sup- 
posing they  can  do  so,  what  has  that  to 
do  with  my  hon.  friend's  statement  that 
these  are  material  witnesses  in  the  cise 
now  being  investigated,  for  which  I  made 
the  motion  for  the  committee  to  investigate 
the  affahrs  of  the  Mutual  Beserve  in  Can- 
ada and  to  send  for  papers,  persons  r.nA  re- 
cords. There  was  no  qiiesti3n  puL  to  tlie 
committee  as  to  shutting  oat  these  ^'ectle- 
men.  I  thought  I  heard  an  hon.  gentleman 
say  that  this  was  tbe  most  disgraceful  com- 
mittee be  bad  ever  heard  of  In  his  lifetime. 
I  cannot  agree  with  him  there.  Perhaps  i 
did  not  bear  It  correctly,  but  why  Is  it  there 
is  so  much  difficulty  about  this  msttal 
Some  poor  wretched  pe<^le  who  have  kwt 
their  all,  people  who  Invested  In  this  Mutual 
Reserve  In  the  hope  that  they  would  have 
some  money  laid  by  for  their  widows  and 
children,  find  that  they  have  not  got  It 
to-day,  and  when  the  simple  qoestloD  Is 


Digitized  by 


Google 


687 


brooght  op  here  to  bold  an  investigatiou 
with  a  view  of  getting  relief  from  parlia- 
ment or  from  tlie  goTemment  of  this  coun- 
try to  help  tbem  out  of  tiieir  miBfortnne.  we 
find  that  as  In  the  old  days  of  Achilles  war- 
riors spring  from  tiie  soil.  How  Is  it  ?  I 
personally  have  no  objection  to  the  examin- 
ing of  these  witnesses,  but  I  wish  to  point 
out  that  I  do  not  think  the  matter  has  been 
placed  before  the  Senate  as  candidly  as  it 
might  hare  been.  No  evidence  was  taken 
in  the  committee.  I  presume  when  the  hon. 
gentleman  enlarged  that  committee  by 
seven  and  seven  more  were  put  on — making 
the  committee  nineteen  in  all — that  Is  a 
pretty  fair  percentage  of  the  members  of 
the  Senate.  They  could  not  all  be  accused 
of  being  interested.  They  could  not  all  be 
accusers  nor  all  be  designated  as  having  an 
bpen  mind  or  having  formed  an  <9lnion  be- 
fore they  heard  the  evidence.  Out  of  the 
nloeteen  there  would  be  some  members  who 
would  give  fair-play.  The  proper  position 
"would  be  to  make  the  motion  in  committee 
and  then  discuss  U.  The  chairman  could 
not  rule  it  out.  He  bad  only  one  vote.  He 
la  not  80  formidable.  Bat  that  course  was 
not  taken.  I  understand  that  when  hon. 
gentlemen  get  before  the  committee  it  en- 
larges their  position  all  over  the  country  as 
diampions  of  the  cause,  defending  people, 
and  their  doings  are  published  In  our  re- 
cord. But  there  is  nothing  in  that  at  all. 
It  is  hard,  solid  facts  that  have  to  be 
threshed  out  In  this  matter,  and  these  hard 
solid  facts  cannot  suffer  bj  all  the  wit- 
nesses they  bring  here.  They  can  summon 
all  the  .witnesses  they  like,  but  do  not 
charge  the  committee  with  incurring  undue 
expense  or  delay,  or  with  blocking  the  in- 
vestigation. We  must  take  the  debates,  to 
show  our  position,  and  I  am  satisfied  to  do 
that  I  have  no  objection  if  tbey  require 
more  witnesses.  It  is  for  the  House  to  de- 
cide whether  the  committee  are  to  reopen 
tbe  investigation  which  has  been  already 
reported  upon  to  the  House.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  these  men  being  heard  but  I  do 
object  to  hon.  gentlMnen  exhibiting  such 
terrible  feeling  in  the  mattor,  as  Illustrated 
in  the  expressions  which  I  have  heard  from 
those  around  me.  I  do  not  think  it  Is  quite 
correct  The  Senate  ought  to  be  able  to 
exert  a  good  influence.  They  are  old 
enough  and  have  had  enough  experience. 


and  it  is  really  unfair  to  the  committee  to 
cast  insinuations  such  as  I  have  heard  in 
the  corridors  and  outside,  against  the  com- 
mittee. It  is  composed  of  hon.  gentlemen 
from  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  suppose  it  is 
to  be  assumed  that  members  of  that  com- 
mittee are  quite  as  competent  as  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  are  not  members  of  It.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Uncoln  seems  to  in- 
timate that  this  commfttee  was  not  pre- 
pared to  receive  any  fair  suggestion — any 
thing  in  the  nature  of  fair-play.  There  was 
no  reason  why  they  should  not,  having  in* 
creased  the  committee  to  a  larger  number. 
Had  the  right  thing  been  done  with  this 
insurance  BlU  It  would  have  gone  to  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  Instead  of  to  the 
Banking  and  Commerce  Committee ;  still 
hon.  gentlemen  differed,  some  thought  one 
thing,  some  another.  I  think  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee  are  a  fine  com- 
mittee who  will  do  their  duty.  They  do 
not  require  any  coercion  ;  they  do  not  come 
to  the  House  for  special  Instructions.  They 
do  their  work  well.  I  should  not  have  said 
anything  at  present  had  I  not  heard  an  un- 
warranted statement  by  an  hon.  gentieman 
not  f«r  from  me,  which  should  not  go  on 
the  records  of  this  House.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  the  committee  examining  whoever 
they  please.  I  do  not  care  what  they  do 
provided  we  find  there  is  a  disposition 
evinced  not  to  h*ld  up  what  tiie  company 
may  be  doing  in  New  York  but  to  look  to 
the  interests  of  the  people  in  this  country  who 
have  suffered  and  see  what  can  be  done  to 
help  them  and  have  a  thorough  straightfor- 
ward investigation  from  top  to  bottom,  let 
the  blows  fall  as  they  may. 

Hon.  Mr.  KKRK  (Cobourg)--I  have  listen- 
ed attentively  to  this  discussion.  I  suppose 
some  hon.  gentlemen  will  recollect  that  I  op- 
posed  the  appointment  of  this  committee  ; 
but  the  committee  having  been  appointed  by 
this  House,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty,  as  It  was 
my  duty,  to  bow  to  the  will  of  this  House 
and  to  respect  that  committee,  collectively 
and  Indlviduaily,  and  have  acted  in  that 
bpirit  ever  since,  and  will  continue  to  act  in 
that  spirit.  But  I  do  not  subscribe  to  the 
doctrine  that  If  a  committee,  appointed, as 
this  committee  was  appointed,  reports  from 
time  to  time  as  to  the  matter  upon  which 
they  have  been  Investigating  that  they  are 
thereby  functus  officio  as  to  that  matter 
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itnd  as  a  committee.  I  contend  that  that 
committee  has  yet  all  the  power  that  It  had 
fit  the  moment  of  Its  appointment,  and  It  has 
Just  as  much  power  to  anmmon  the  two 
witnesses  mentioned  as  it  bad  to  summon 
nny  witnesses  examined  by  that  committee. 
No  one  who  saw  that  committee  sitting  to- 
tiay  woulJi  say  !t  was  functus  officio.  They 
would  say  it  was  very  much  alive,  and  if 
ever  it  was  functus  officio  it  has  been  re- 
surrected. I  cannot,  on  any  question  pro- 
nounce Judgment  until  I  hear  all  the  evi- 
dence, and  after  ail  the  witnesses  have  been 
i^xamlned.  It  is  alleged  that  some  Injustice 
has  been  done  to  some  witness.  WeU,  In 
the  interest  of  Justice  and  fair-play,  if  I 
were  chairman  of  that  committee— and  I 
hope  the  committee  would  ftuetain  — I 
would  say,  I  shall  not  allow  any  witness  to 
leave  the  committee  room  If  he  feels  that 
he  has  been  unjustly  treated,  and  for  the 
credit  of  the  committee,  and  from  &  clear 
sense  of  Justice,  whatever  has  been  the  re> 
suit  of  calling  witnesses,  I  would  bave  them 
called  and  the  committee  would  not  lose 
f.ny  respect,  but  rather  gain  increased,  re- 
spect for  their  proceedings,  if  they  would 
call  these  witnesses.  .  I  would  go  fijrther 
than  that ;  if  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
thinks  they  have  not  the  power  to  call 
these  witnesses,  I  should  be  prepared  to 
tabe  the  responalblllty  of  clothing  them 
afresh  with  power  to  do  it,  and  respectfully 
request  that  they  summon  these  two  gen- 
tlemen. I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  doctrine 
that  because  on  a  certain  branch  of  the  in- 
quiry the  committee  have  reported  and  th.-: 
Senate  has  accepted  their  report,  tbat  they 
are  thweby  discharged  as  to  that  matter  as 
a  committee.  I  fhlnk  tiiey  have  all  the 
power  they  originally  had,  and  they  will 
continue  to  have  those  powers  until  they 
Lave  finally  reported  and  the  Senate  has 
virtually  discharged  them  from  their  duty. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  call  attention  to  the 
rule  laid  down  at  page  461  of  Bourlnot, 
which  reads  as  follows  : 

When  a  motion  has  been  stated  by  the 
Speaker  to  the  House,  and  proposed  as  a 
question  for  its  determination.  It  is  then  in 
the  possession  of  the  House,  to  be  decided  or 
otherwise  disposed  of  according  to  the  estab- 
lished forms  of  proceeding.  It  may  then  be 
resolved  in  the  affirmative  or  passed  In  the 
negative  ;  or  superseded  by  an  amendment, 
or  withdrawn  with  the  unanimous  consent  of 
the  House.  It  Is,  however,  an  ancient  rule 
of  parliament  tbat  '  no   question   or   motion ' 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Cobourg). 


can  regularly  be  offered  if  It  is  substantfally 
tbe  same  witb  one  on  which  the  Judgment  of 
the  House  has  already  been  expressed  during 
current  session.'  The  old  rule  of  parliuaent 
reads :  '  That  a  question  being  once  made, 
and  carried  in  the  afflrmative  or  B^tlve, 
cannot  be  questlooed  again,  but  must  stand  u 
a  Judgment  of  tbe  House.' 

The  authority  given  by  this  House  it 
given  by  motion  which  has  been  put  by  tte 
chair.  That  motion  has  been  carried.  Tbe 
committee  has  the  right  to  call  witnesses, 
and  by  this  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  tbl» 
House  is  asked  to  reaffirm  in  this  particnltt 
case  a  power  which  is  already  given.  I 
think  tbe  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  h 
not  in  order,  inasmuch  as  it  reaffirms  wbsl 
has  been  already  decided  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER— I  do  not  think  the  point 
of  order  Is  well  taken,  because  no  resolution 
of  this  House  has  been  passed  deciding  that 
theee  two  gentlemen  shall  be  examined. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

BiU  (40)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Southern  Railway  Company.— <Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Toronto.) 

SBCOND  READINGS. 

BUI  (58)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Imperial 
Loan  and  Investment  Company  of  Canada.— 

(Hon.  Mr.  Cloran.) 

Bill  (136)  An  Act  respecUng  the  Slmilka- 
meen  and  Keremeos  Railway  Compaoj.- 
<Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

Bill  ■  (142)  An  Act  respecting  the  Rio  &i 
Janeiro  Light  and  Power  Company,  Umlted, 
and  to  change  Its  name  to  *  The  Rio  de 
Janeiro  Tramway,  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany, Limited.'— (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

YUKON  TERRITORY  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  into  a  Cosunit- 
tee  of  the  Whole  on  BUI  (39)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Yukon  Torltory  Act. 

Gn  tbe  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Bill  consists  of  « 
single  clause.  It  authorizes  the  CommlB- 
sloner  in  Council  in  the  Yukon  Territory  to 
make  ordinances  In  addition  to  the  ordla- 
ances  already  authorized  to  be  made,  dirld* 
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ing  ttae  Territoir  into  electoral  dtstricta,  and 
also  to  make  the  franchise,  with  this  single 
stipulation,  that  the  franchise  shall  not  re- 
QUire  any  voter  to  be  a  resident  In  the  Ter- 
ritory loMger  than  one  year.  That  is  the 
■xhole  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIi— Does 
llie  language  of  the  latter  part  of  the  clanse 
carry  out  the  idea  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  mentioned  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  the  intention. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WE3LL— It 
seems  to  me  that  the  words  '  not  longer  than 
twelve  months '  should  be  '  not  less  than 
twelve  months.' 

Hon.  ilr.  SCOTT— They  could  not,  under 
this  clanse,  require  a  residence  longer  than 
cne  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEBD— The  intention  Is 
that  voters  shall  be  residents  at  least  one 
year  In  tiie  Territory  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL-^s  not 
that  the  intention  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  cannot  attach  a 
qualification  that  a  man  must  be  thirteen 
months  in  the  Territory  before  he  can  vote. 
They  may  make  a  qnaliflcatfon  for  a  shorter 
residence  than  one  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEI^-Under  thJa  Bill  thg 
Council  of  the  Territory  ckn  prescribe  simpily 
residence  in  the  district  at  the  time  of  the 
election,,  and  no  more  than  that,  If  they 
please.  If  they  choose  to  go  further,  they 
may  say  that  a  man  shall  be  obliged,  before 
being  entitled  to  vote,  to  be  a  resident  for  a 
period  of  so  mauy  months,  but  they  cannot 
go  beyond  twelve  months. 

Bon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— The  Intention  of 

parliament  is  that  nobody  should  vote  ex- 
cept he  has  been  a  resident  at  least  a  year 
within  the  district. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Thai  Is  not  the  inten- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— That  is  the  law  as 
it  is  in  the  Xorthwest  Territories  to-day.  It 
's  the  qoaliOcation  required  to  vote  for  the 
assembly  or  the  House  of  Commons— that 
is  to  say,  a  voter  has  to  be  resident  in  the 
Territory  for  at  least  twelve  months.  That 
!8  snrely  the  intention  here. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGQEED- Oo  I  understand 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  It  proposes  to 
give  the  council  power  to  permit  persons 
who  have  not  resided  in  the  Yukon  Terri- 
tory twelve  months,  to  vote  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes,  It  is  proposed  to 
leave  it  entirely  to  the  Yukon  council,  pro- 
vided they  do  not  propose  a  residence  longa 
than  one  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— JU  there 

is  a  doubt  about  the  meaning  of  this  part 
of  the  clause.  I  would  suggest  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  and  report  progress  and  let  the 
Bill  stand  until  we  have  the  French  edition 
distributed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  the 
intention  of  the  government  is  as  inter- 
preted by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  and 
the  Speaker,  it  would  enaUe  a  Yukon  can- 
didate a  day  or  two  before  the  election  to 
Import  a  sufficient  number  of  people  to  carry 
the  election.  It  is  a  most  dangerous  pro- 
vision. The  whole  object  of  legislation 
should  be  to  prevent  frauds  of  that  kind. 
It  places  the  power  in  the  bands  of  the 
Northwest  council  to  swamp  the  legitimate 
residents  of  the  country.  I  would  respect- 
fully ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  let  the  Bill 
stand  and  inquire  of  the  Miniater  of  the 
Interior  what  the  meaning  of  the  clause  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Can  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman point  out  why  there  should  be  a 
distinction  iKtween  residents  in  the  North- 
west and  residents  iu  the  Yukon  ?  I  am  al- 
most (Oiifitleiit  in  saying  that  the  hon.  Sec- 
retary of  State  is  labouring  under  a  mis- 
take, and  that  the  intention  of  the  govern- 
ment Is  that  the  residence  should  be  at  least 
twelve  months.  That  has  been  the  poUcy 
throughout  the  whole  of  ttae  Nortiiwest  Ter- 
ritory in  federal  and  local  elections,  and 
why  there  should  be  such  a  radical  depart- 
ure as  is  now  laid  down  by  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  it  is  difficult  to  understand. 
Surely  it  is  not  saying  too  much  to  provide 
that  aliens  In  that  territory  should  put  in 
at  least  one  year's  residence  before  exercis- 
ing the  franchise. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Aliens  would  have  no 
right  to  vote  until  they  became  naturalized. 
This  applies  only  to  British  subjects. 
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Hod.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEBVILLE— I  tblnk 
it  would  be  better  to  let  the  Bill  stand  un- 
til the  Frencli  editiou  Is  distributed. 

Hou.  Mr.  ELLIS  from  the  committee,  re- 
ported that  tbey  had  made  some  progress 
with  the  Bill  and  asked  leave  to  sit  a^in. 

STEAMBOAT  INSPECTION  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Tbe  House  resolved  itself  Into  a  Com- 
Diittee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (101)  An  Act 
to  amend  the  Steamboat  Inspection  Act, 
1808. 

(Id  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Is  a  very  simple 
Bill  the  object  of  which  is  to  give  control 
to  the  Department  of  Marine  and  Pislieries 
of  0  class  of  vessels  that  are  pro'.elled  by 
gas,  fiuid,  naphtha,  electricity,  &c.  Repre- 
seotation  is  made  that  in  some  cases  these 
vessels  even  carry  passengers. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Would 
It  not  be  well  to  make  this  apply  to  auto- 
mobiles ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  should  certainly  like 

to  see  It  applied. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  from  tbe  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. Tbe  Bill  wos  theu  read  the  third 
time  and  passed. 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

lion.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  House  ad- 
journs I  should  like  to  ask  the  bon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  inquire  for  the  returns  con- 
cerning the  lighthouse  keeper  of  Crane  Is- 
land for  which  I  moved  early  in  the  session. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  make  Inquiry  of 
tbe  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottaica,  Wednesday,  July  IS,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
REPORTED   FROM  COHUITTEE. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND  from  tbe  C<Hnniit 
tee  on  Banking  and  Commerce  reported  BUI 
(H>  An  Act  further  to  amend  the'Innmoce 
Act,  with  several  amendments. 

He  said:  In  partial  explanatioD  of  the 
amendments  which  have  been  nude  In  this 
Bill  I  desire  to  say  that  the  BUl  tectived 
very  close,  careful  and  protracted  conslden- 
tion  at  the  hands  of  the  committee.  It  was 
submitted  also  to  a  sub-commlttec,  who 
re|M>rted  on  it  more  than  once.  It  was  also 
put  into  the  bands  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald  and 
Mr.  Bradshaw  and  another  expert  on  tbe 
subject  of  tbe  Bill,  and  In  consegaence  of 
the  remodelled  character  of  It,  it  has  practi- 
cally been  rewritten,  or  nearly  so.  Tbli 
measure,  dealing  as  It  does  with  matters  of 
a  highly  technical  character,  affecting  the 
interests  of  a  large  number  of  policy-holders 
in  Canada  Is  of  a  most  important  descrip- 
tion. I  can  only  say  that  It  presents  a 
great  many  questions  for  conaideratloD 
which  an  expert  alone  can  deal  with,  but 
Mr.  Fitzgerald,  In  the  committee,  gave  ns 
the  information  that  be  had  most  care- 
fully considered  the  interests  of  tbe  Can- 
adian policy-holders  in  framhig  the  BUI  as 
It  is  and  I  commend  It  to  bon.  gentlemen 
with  that  belief. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)  moved  that 
the  amendments  be  taken  into  consideration 
to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLI6 — ^Tfae  amendments  are 
numeroas  and  important,  and  I  tmst  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  not  ask  the  Bom 
to  deal  with  tbem  to-morrow.  A  later 
date  would  be  more  satisfactory. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-The  Bill  should 
be  reprinted  and  In  the  hands  of  erery 
member  before  the  House  Is  asked  to  con- 
sider all  the  amendments.  Every  member 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  read  and 
study  the  amendments.  I  agree  with  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  that  it  Is  &d 
exceedingly  important  Bill,  and  I  am  pre- 
pared to  give  It  my  best  consideration  in 
the  interests  of  the  policy-holders.  We 
should  have  time  to  carefully  study  the 
Rill  before  being  asked  to  pass  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  have  in  my  hand, 
tbe  first  report  on  this  Bill.  After  the 
title  of  the  Bin  '  An  Act  further  40  uaoA 
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the  Insurance  Act,'  we  read  the  following: 
'  Reprinted  as  redrafted  June  13,  1904,  by 
Messrs.  W.  Fitzgerald,  Superlntendeirt  of  tbe 
Insurance  Department,  Thomas  Bradshaw, 
representing  the  Canada  Life  Insurance 
Officers*  Association  and  George  D.  Eldridge, 
PreBldent  of  the  Mataal  Reserve  Company, 
in  pursuance  of  instructions  from  the  sub- 
committee to  whom  the  Bill  was  referred  by 
tlie  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce.' 

This  is  an  extraordinary  way  to  bring  a 
public  Bill  to  the  cognizance  of  this  honour- 
able House.  I  think  It  Is  the  first  time  any- 
thing of  the  kind  has  been  done,  a  public 
BUI  referred  to  a  sub-committee,  to  be 
reprinted  and  circulated  In  this  House, 
irltfa  the  names  of  Thos.  Bradshaw,  Geo. 
^  D.  Eldridge,  and  Mr.  Fitzgerald  as  author- 
Itiea  to  Impress  this  House  with  the  import- 
ant character  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DKUMMOND— Notwithstanding 
its  being  presented  with  that  endorsement, 
the  Bill  was  amended  by  the  committee  to- 
day, after  careful  consideration  from  the 
first  word  to  the  last,  so  the  fact  that  It 
was  so  drafted  does  not  by  any  means 
indicate  that  the  Bill  must  go  through  as 
printed. 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY— I  understand  that  all 
these  things  could  be  properly  said  In  the 
House-that  the  Bill  had  been  referred  to 
a  snb-commlttee  and  examined  by  Mr.  Pitz- 
gerald,  Mr.  Bradshaw  and  Mr.  Eldridge,  bnt 
what  appears  to  me  as  being  singular  and 
without  precedent.  Is  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  is  put  before  tbe  country  with  that 
endoreement. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUEAND— Perhaps  the 
Bill  thus  printed  Is  a  report  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  and  not 
for  this  House,  because  I  understand  this 
Is  not  the  Bill  as  reported  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  hope  tlie  hon.  gen- 
Ueman  is  r^ht.  I  hope  the  Bill  will  not 
come  before  this  House  with  that  endor- 
saUon.  It  Is  either  a  public  Bill  or  a  private 
Bill,  and  In  either  case  we  do  not  want  on 
it  the  endorsatfon  of  Messrs.  Fitzgerald, 
Bradshaw  and  Bldridge.  I  protest  against 
it,  it  ffiis  is  the  final  form  In  which  the  Bill 
iii  to  appear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DRUMMOND— It  Is  not  the  final 
Ktage.   It  was  presented  as  a  report  of  the 
snb-committee  to-day,  and  then  amended  by 
44J 


the  committee  In  many  particulars,  bo  that 
when  ft  comes  before  the  Senate  with  those 
aiuendments  inserted  it  will  be  without  that 
eudorsatlon  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
objection  taken  to  the  form  of  the  Bill  by 
my  hon.  friend  (Hon.  Mr.  Landry)  is  de- 
serving of  a  great  deal  of  consideration 
and  respect  I  think  he  Is  right  The 
irregularity  has  arisen  in  this  way.  The 
Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce 
met,  and  as  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
discussion  on  the  merits  of  the  Bill  It 
was  referred  to  the  sub-committee  with 
Instructions  to  call  in  the  aid  of  these  ex- 
perts, one  representing  the  actuaries  of  the 
Dominion,  the  superintendent  of  insurance, 
and  Mr.  Eldridge,  also  an  actuary,  and  vice- 
president  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Company. 

The  result  of  their  deliberation  was  this 
Bill,  w%icb  was  reported  by  the  sub-com- 
mittee to  the  Committee  on  Banking  and 
Commerce,  as  It  came  Into  their  hands  after 
being  reprinted.  Aft^r  it  came  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  other 
amendments  were  made,  as  mentioned  by 
tbe  chairman  of  the  committee  to-day,  and 
{that  Bill  as  amended,  should  have  been 
presented  to  the  Senate,  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce  taking  the  respon- 
sibility, and  should  not  have  had  the  endor- 
satlon  commented  on  upon  it  1  think  it 
was  an  error,  not  an  intentional  one,  bnt  an 
oversight  in  reprinting  the  Bill  and  circu- 
lating it  with  that  eudorsatlon. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  not  Intended  that 
the  BUI  should  be  printed  in  this  form,  but 
It  Is  a  very  great  satisfaction  to  the  House, 
to  be  advised  In  a  measure  so  important  as 
this  one,  and  one  that  has  elicited  so  many 
different  views  and  opinions,  that  the  action 
of  the  committee  has  been  supported  by 
those  experts  and  by  the  company  particu- 
larly Interested.  It  is  a  very  great  advan- 
tage to  Iftie  House  to  be  so  advised,  but, 
of  course,  at  the  next  stage  the  Bill  will 
come  In  the  ordinary  way,  simply  with  the 
amendments.  I  would  suggest  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  should  add  to  his  motion  that  the 
Bill  be  reprinted  In  proper  shape. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELt— I  may 
state  for  tbe  information  of  the  House  that 

the  law  clerk  has  informed  me  that  he  would 
have  the  Bill  reprinted  for  circulation. 
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Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  would  euggest  that 
the  amendments  be  considered  on  Friday, 
«nd  if  the  House  Is  not  ready  to  take  np 
the  Bill  then.  Its  consideration  could  be  fur- 
ther postponed  until  next  week. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-It  is  desirable 
that  insurance  men  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  examine  this  Bill.  If  It  Is  distri- 
buted to-morrow,  members  can  consider  it, 
and  send  copies  of  it  to  the  different  insur- 
ance companies  who  can  look  over  it,  and 
express  their  opinions  before  it  comes  up  for 
tliird  reading.  I  consider  therefore  that 
Tuesday  next  is  as  early  as  Ibe  House  should 
take  up  the  Bill.  Notwithstanding  the  re- 
commendation given  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  the  distinguished  Individuals  whose 
names  appear  on  the  back  of  the  BUI,  I  hope 
that  when  It  Is  reprinted  it  will  be  without 
that  endorsatlon. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
Informed  by  the  law  clerk  ISiat  it  Is  already 

in  the  hands  of  the  printers,  and  that  It  wU! 
be  printed  with  the  amendments  made  by 
the  committee,  and  without  the  endorsatlon 
complained  of.  That  endorsatlon  was  only 
put  there  for  the  information  of  members 
of  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  move  that  the  amendments 
be  taken  Into^conslderatlon  on  Friday,  with 
the  understanding  that  If  hon.  gentlemen 
are  not  ready  to  consider  them  then,  the 
matter  can  be  postponed  nntH  Tuesday  of 
next  week. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GRAND    TRUNK    PACIFIC  RAILWAY 
COMPANY  BILL. 

THIRD  RBADINQ 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Third  reading  of  Bill  (34)  An  Aict  respecting 
the  Oraod  Trunk  Pacific  Railway  Oompanr. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND  said  :  I  do  not 
intend  to  move  the  amendment  of  which 
1  gave  notice,  for  various  reasons,  one  of 
which  is  that  it  Is  doubtful  if  that  amend- 
ment could  l>e  made  to  this  present  Bill,  as 
it  refers  to  another  public  Bill  whloh  has 
iilready  been  adopted.  As  I  am  the  pro- 
moter of  the  Bill,  I  have  considered  tiie  ad- 
rJsabllity  of  accepting  the  amendment  sug- 
gested by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  British 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIS  BOWBLL. 


Columbia  (Hon.  Mr.  TempJemanl.  and  I 
strongly  feel,  for  the  reasons  already  fiven 
by  sodie  hon.  gentlemen  in  this  HoDse  and 
by  myself,  that  it  would  Interfere,  to  k  cer- 
tain extent,  with  the  c<Hitract  as  signed 
between  the  government  and  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Company,  and  that  do  each 
nmendment  should  be  made.  I  therefore 
content  myself  with  simply  mofrtng  ttie 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Bef we  the  motion 
is  put  I  desire  to  raise  a  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Is  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  always  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  first  clanse  of 

the  Bill  reads  as  follows  : 

1.  The  aETeement  bearlos  date  the  twenty- 
ninth  day  of  July,  one  thousand  nine  hundred 
and  three,  a  copy  of  whicli  forms  the  scbHale 
to  the  National  Transcontinental  Railwar  Att, 
and  the  supplemental  agreement  between  His 
Majesty,  repreaented  by  the  Honourable  H.  R. 
BmmeraoD,  Minister  of  Railways  and  Cintli. 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  FactOc  Railway  Cmnvm 
(hereinafter  called  '  the  company ').  beaiioi 
date  the  eighteenth  d&j  of  Februarjr,  one  thOD- 
sand  nine  hundred  and  four,  a  copy  of  wblck 
forms  the  schedule  to  the  Act  of  the  parltannt 
of  Canada,  passed  at  the  present  session  tlKR- 
of,  and  Intituled  '  An  Act  to  amend  the  Na- 
tional Transcontinental  Railway  Act.'  and 
execution  of  the  said  two  agreements  respetl- 
Ively  fa  hereby  conflnned  and  declared  to  m 
valid,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Acts. 

I  claim  that  a  Bill  of  this  character  shonll 

contain  the  agreement  to  wiileh  it  refen 

Todd,  In  his  '  Private  Bills  Practice,'  says: 

In  Bills  for  confirming  any  letters  pateot  or 
Agreement  the  committee  Is  required  to  an 
that  there  Is  a  true  copy  of  the  same  annexed 
to  the  Bill. 

I  claim  that  this  Bill  should  have  the  tro 
agreements  attached  to  It  We  have  tbe 
mme  principle  bid  down  in  *  Private  Bltl« 
Practice  in  Canada.*  by  Edward  Hartn?. 
In  18S2: 

In  Bills  for  conflrining  any  letters  patent  or 
agreement.  It  Is  the  duty  of  the  eoaunlttee  to 
see  that  a  true  copy  Is  annexed  to  the  BHL 

May  propounds  the  same  doctrine: 
Where  any  agreetneut  la  to  be  sanctioned. 

such  agreement  is  to  be  printed  and  distribiled 

with  the  Bill. 

This  will  be  found  at  page  777  of  thelWli 

edition  of  May.    Bourlnot  says  the  sam- 

thing  at  page  770  : 

The  Bill  must  also  have  attached  to  It  ' 
copy  of  any  letters  patent  or  agreaoieat.  rt* 
Its  object  la  to  conlirm  such. 
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Tbe  Bill,  I  cDtttend,  Is  DOt  in  proper  for^u ; 
It  Bhoolcl  bare  the  two  agreements  annexeil 
to  it  and  cannot  pass  In  Its  present  shape. 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  bon.  gentleman  U 
quite  correct,  if  tbey  bad  not  already  been 
Kinted  and  form  part  of  tbe  law  of  the 
coantry ;  but  last  session  and  tbls  seesion 
tbe  agreemrats  bare  been  before  parlia- 
aient 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  National  Trans- 
coutinental  Railway  Company  Bill  Is  not 
passed  yet.  It  bas  not  received  tbe  sanction 
of  the  Governor  General.  We  do  not  Iinow 
what  the  Governor  will  do  with  It,  and 
therefore  It  is  not  yet  the  law  of  the  country. 
We  are  asked  to  validate  that  agreement, 
aud  I  take  it  that  it  is  necessary  it  sboald 
be  the  schedule  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  be  repeated  three 
times  in  the  statutes  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Aa  often  as  tbe  bon. 
geatleman  lilies. 

Hpn.  Mr.  SCOTT— No ;  we  sball  not 
stultify  ourselves  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  for  a  decision 
on  the  point  of  order  raised. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  bon.  faecre- 
tnry  of  State  has  already  mentioned  the  fact 
that  the  agreement  of  last  year  was  printed 
in  tbe  Act  of  last  year,  and  tbe  Bill  of  last 
peasion,  tbe  private  Bill,  waa  adopted  in  the 
rame  cmditton,  tbe  agreement  being  a 
Bcbedule  in  the  National  Transcontinental 
Railway  Company  Act.  We  have  again 
an  amending  agreement  this  year  as 
a  schedule  to  the  National  Transcon- 
tinental Railway  Act,  which  has  al- 
ready been  passed  by  the  House,  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Company 
Bill,  tbe  third  reading  of  which  I 
pow  move,  refers  to  tbe  schedule  in  the 
National  Transcontinental  Railway  BUI  al- 
n-ady  passed,  so  we  have  followed  the  same 
eourse  this  year  that  was  followed  last 
year.  I  see  no  reason  why  these  schedules 
should  be  repeated  in  every  BiU  relating  to 
the  same  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  bon.  gentleman 
mast  not  forget  that  this  Bill  declares  that 
tbe  two  agreements  are  hereby  declared  to 
te  valid. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— There  is  a  provision 
which  was  adopted  by  the  House  on  tbe  re- 


uommendation  of  one  of  the  committees  to 
tbe  effect  tbat  wtaere  a  Bill  proposes  to  ratify 
an  agreement,  the  agreement  should  be  set 
forth  as  a  schedule  of  the  Bill.  The  object 
was  to  provide  that  this  House  should  know 
what  it  was  doing  when  it  undertook  to 
ratify  an  agreement.  We  cannot  deal  with 
the  agreement  of  last  year,  because  tbat  has 
been  disposed  of,  but  tbe  agreement  of  tbls 
year  bas  been  considered  by  the  House,  and 
I  feel  doubtful  whether,  even  if  tbe  objec- 
tion were  a  substantial  one,  it  could  be 
taken  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  when  It  is 
up  for  third  reading.  The  Bill  has  been 
before  the  House  for  a  long  time  and  if 
there  was  any  formal  objection  to  be  taken, 
it  should  have  been  raised  earlier ;  but  In 
any  case  I  think  the  reason  of  the  ruk-  b:iv- 
Ing  ceased,  the  rule  itself  would  cease  to 
operate  in  this  case  and  I  hold  that  the 
point  is  not  well  taken. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKKXZIF  "'>WBLL— I  do 
not  wish  to  discuss  the  question  further 
than  this-^the  remark  made  by  the  Speak- 
er would  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  ob- 
jection could  only  be  taken  at  a  certain 
stage  of  the  Bill.  I  was  under  tlie  impres- 
sion that  it  was  not  only  parliaiuentary 
practice,  but  tbe  object  of  having  Bills 
read  the  first,  second  and  third  times,  a  cer- 
tain time  intervening  between  each  read- 
ing, was  to  give  members  an  opportunity 
to  consider  what  amendments  or  objections 
might  be  made  to  the  Bill.  Something 
might  occur  before  the  third  reading  which 
would  be  a  fatal  objection  to  the  Bill.  I 
am  not  appealing  against  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  but  tbat  has  been  my  interpreta- 
tion of  the  rights  of  members.  My  recol- 
lection Is  precisely  tbe  same  as  that  of  the 
'Speaker  In  reference  to  how  the  suggestion 
was  made  to  have  agreements  annexed  as 
schedules  to  Bills  dealing  with  them,  but 
do  not  the  authorities  quoted  to-day  clearly 
lay  down  the  principle,  apart  from  the  sug- 
gestion made  by  the  Railway  Committee, 
tbat  the  BUI  shall  contain  the  schedule 
which  it  Is  proposed  to  ratify  ?  I  have  not 
had  an  opportunity  of  looking  at  the  au- 
thorities to  which  my  bon.  friend  has  re- 
ferred, but  they  lay  down  a  principle  for 
our  guidance  In  legislation.  Of  course,  I 
am  speaking,  I  frankly  confess,  under  cor- 
rection, but  these  are  the  ideas  that  suggest 
themselves  to  me  on  bearing  my  bon.  friend 
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fead  that  statement  and  the  remarks  of  tbe 

Speaker. 

■  Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— The  rule  1b  a  safe  and 
sound  one,  no  doubt ;  but  Is  It  to  be  pre- 
sumed it  Is  based  on  common  sense.  Here 
are  two  Bills  coming  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons together,  the  National  Transcontinental 
Railway  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Bills. 
Every  member  of  the  House  Is  familiar 
with  the  agreements.  They  have  been  dis- 
cussed in  this  chamber.  When  the  BUI  was 
being  passed  In  this  chamber,  If  somebody 
had  suggested  that  a  copy  of  the  agreement 
should  be  attached  to  it,  would  the  House 
have  accepted  It  ?   I  certainly  think  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  think  the 
point  was  raised  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona  and  rejected  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tea  in  committee. 

Hon.  Ur.  SCOTT— The  committee  showed 
a  good  deal  of  common  sense.  I  do  not  think 

tbe  committee  would  stultify  itselT,  because 
there  happened  to  be  a  rule  that  did  not 
exist,  as  far  as  tbe  two  Bills  were  con- 
cerned. By  no  possibility  could  the  rule  be 
quoted  in  regard  to  those  Bills  going  through 
the  House  pari  passu,  that  we  must  attach 
the  agreement  to  the  Bills. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— It  may 
be  possible  that  those  who  take  a  different 
Tlew  from  the  horn  gentleman  have  no 

common  sense  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  sorry  for  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWSLL— That 
is  an  ample  compensation,  If  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  sorry  for  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  should  like 
to  know  what  question  we  are  addressing 
ourselves  to  now  ? 

Hon.  Sir  HAGKENZI&  BOWELL— To  the 

question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND—It  has  been  de- 
cided. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  why  was  It  found 
necessary  to  ratify  the  contract  of  last  year, 
and  the  amendment  of  this  year  ?  Parlia- 
ment last  year  ratified  the  agreement  of  that 
year,  and  the  parliament  ratified  the  con- 
tract of  this  year.  Is  It  quite  necessary  to 

Hon.  Sir  UACKBNZIB  BOWBLL. 


ratify  the  Bill  twice  over  ?  While  be  does 
that  another  hon.  gentleman  breaks  throngb 
the  charter  of  the  company— commits 
a  breach.  The  charter  of  the  com- 
pany  chapter  122  says  distinctly  that 
when  $2,000,000  is  subscribed,  certain 
things  can  be  done,  and  the  hon.  gentleman's 
Bill  reduces  that  amount  to  91,000,000.  It 
you  confirm  one  agreement  why  do  you 
break  through  the  other  ?  The  other  day 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  had  before  as 
a  Bill  containing  a  breach  of  contract,  and 
the  hon.  geutleman  from  de  Lorimier  now 
has  a  Bill  with  a  breach  of  a  charter,  so 
that  with  all  his  other  accomplishments  be 
contributes  to  making  a  pair  of  breaches 
and  these  breaches  are  qnite  large  enoagb 
to  take  In  a  big  sized  cabinet  minister  and 
Mr.  Hays  together.  I  am  not  opposing  tbe 
Bill,  but  I  contend  that  this  is  In  a  line 
with  the  logical  sequence  that  my  hon. 
friend  preaches  to  me  and  othws.  It 
in  very  logical.  The  hon.  gentleman  last 
year  spoke  in  the  strongest  language  ap- 
proving of  the  first  contract  This  year  be 
spoke  with  equal  strength  In  advocating 
that  It  be  amended  and  breaking  the  first 
contract.  That  is  logical  sequence,  and  bere 
he  comes  again  with  a  still  stronger  point  of 
logical  sequence  to  break  through  the 
charter  of  the  company.  Of  course  this 
opens  up  the  whole  question,  but  I  am  not 
going  to  take  advantage  of  that  fact  I 
should  like  to  ask  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
or  anybody  who  knows,  what  is  tbe  natnre 
of  the  security  deposited  for  the  $5,000,000  i 
Is  anybody  certain  that  there  is  one  doitar 
of  money  or  one  government  bond  de- 
posited ?  I  briieve  that  not  one  govern- 
ment bond  or  one  dollar  of  ntoney  has  been 
d^osited.  What  the  securities  are  I  do  not 
know,  but  I  know  they  are  not  goTenuneat 
bonds  and  they  are  not  gold. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Montreal  bank. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.0>— And  there 
Is  another  very  cnrlons  thing  about  the  nut- 
ter ;  the  whole  country  supposed  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  of  last  year  was  to  bave 
a  competing  line  so  as  to  keep  down  prices 
and  rates  from  the  Northwest  to  the  sea 
coast  Does  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
know  that  the  charter  of  the  company  gives 
them  the  right  to  lease  their  lines  to  ant^r 
company,  gives  them  a  right  to  hand  over 
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tbeir  franehlBe,  tbeir  maps  and  surveys  and 
all  the  material  of  the  railway  to  any  otlier 
company,  and  not  only  that,  it  givea  them 
power  to  amalgamate  with  any  other  com- 
pany, instead  of  producing  competition,  if 
this  company  find,  after  going  a  certain  dis- 
tance, that  they  cannot  complete  their  line, 
they  can  sell  out  to  or  amalgamate  with 
another  company.  I  am  not  aware  that  hon. 
members  of  this  House  hare  followed  the 
BUI  closely  enough  to  know  that  like  any 
ordinary  railway  company  this  company 
have  the  power  to  seli  or  dispose  of  their 
charter.  I  have  placed  on  the  order  paper 
a  motion  aboat  the  employment  of  alien 
Idbour  In  the  construction  of  this  railway, 
and  I  should  like  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
say  what  the  goremment  Intend  to  do. 
about  ft  Of  course  if  they  make  it  a  party 
question  there  is  very  little  use  in  my 
making  the  motion,  but  I  think  every  hon. 
gentleman  in  this  House  and  every  man  In 
this  country  desires  to  see  our  own  j^eoplei 
employed  before  they  import  aliens  to  do  th* 
work  on  this  road,  and  if  this  resolution  of 
mine  carries,  or  if  it  Is  rejected  I  hope  the 
government  will  consider  the  matter.  I 
believe  the  Alien  Labour  Act  is  quite  strong 
enough  as  it  Is  to  enable  the  government  to 
■prevent  the  Importation  Into  the  country 
of  engineers  and  surveyors  to  do  the  work. 
If  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  does  not  give 
a  satisfactory  reply  I  shall  reserve  my  right 
to  move  this  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Would  it  not  be  much 
better  for  the  hon.  gentleman  to  move,  th<* 
aiaendment,  unless  he  Is  prepared  to  with- 
draw It  after  be  hears  my  explanation. 
So  far  as  the  policy  of  -the  government  on 
this  subject  Is  concerned,  It  Is  pretty  well 
established  since  we  came  into  office  in 
1896,  that  we  were  the  first  government  to 
introduce  any  legislation  on  the  statute- 
book  which  attached  the  conditions  to  per- 
sons coming  from  the  other  side  under  cou- 
tiact  seeking  employment  in  Canada.  We 
made  It  an  offence  for  persons  to  come  in 
under  contract,  and  we  amended  that  by 
saylDg  that  If  they  came  in  in  pursuance  of 
a  proclamation  that  was  distributed  In  a 
foreign  country  <to  the  south  of  us,  they 
would  uot  be  liable.  In  various  ways  we 
have  shown  our  desire  to  favour  the  employ- 
ment of  British  subjects.  When  It  became 
evident  that  Mr.   Hoys  was  employing 


United  States  engineers  to  the  aerlons  dis- 
advantage of  many  eminent  Canadian  eu'- 
gineers  who  were  quite  qualified  to  take 
up  the  work  of  the  location  and  survey  of 
the  line,  the  government  took  a  very  active 
course  in  appointing  a  commission  to  In- 
quire into  the  facts,  and  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  scarcely  criticise  the  action 
of  the  government.  We  have  been  as  de- 
cided on  this  matter  as  circomstances  war- 
ranted. It  is  Juert  possible  that,  so  far  as 
the  employment  of  alien  labour  goes,  we 
may  be  adopting  too  stringent  measures. 
This  road  will  probably  involve  the  build- 
ing of  four  or  five  thousand  miles  of  railway, 
taking  the  main  line  and  the  branches,  and 
with  the  other  railways  that  will  -be  built 
in  the  next  ten  years  probably  up  to  eight 
or  ten  thousand  miles.  I  think  I  am  quite 
within  the  mark  when  I  say  that  the  trans- 
continental line  and  the  Mackenzie  &  Mann 
lines  and  the  lines  towards  Hudson  Bay 
and  the  other  lines  that  are  to  be  built,  will 
reach  that  figure.  Now,  do  hon.  gentlemen 
suppose  that  there  are  men  to  be  found  In 
Canada  that  will  be  equal  to  the  constmction 
of  that  work  within  the  periods  fixed  ?  We 
have  therefore  to  be  a  little  cautious  in 
adopting  too  stringent  legislation.  If  Brit- 
ish subjects  can  be  found  to  carry  ou  the 
work,  the  preference  will  certainly  be  given 
to  them.  At  the  same  time  we  have  to 
recognize  the  fact  that  we  are  inviting 
people  to  settle  In  the  Northwest,  and  we 
are  spending  a  good  many  bnndreds  of 
thousands  of  dollars  in  order  to  favour  that 
migration  not  only  from  the  British  is- 
lands, but  also  from  various  parts  of  Eu- 
rope, Scandinavia  and  also  from  the  United 
States,  where  we  have  had  immigration 
ngents  for  some  years,  and  the  enormous 
benefit  that  will  be  conferred  on  the  coun- 
try by  the  emigration  to  the  Northwest  will 
be  fully  recognized  by  the  people  of  the 
Dominion.  When  a  man  goes  into  the 
Northwest  it  would  be  a  very  bard  case 
if  he  were  going  to  be  a  permanent  settler 
to  say  to  him  the  first  year :  '  It  is  quite 
clear  you  cannot  plough  your  land  this 
year ;  yon  cannot  put  In  a  crop,  nor  can 
you  be  employed  on  any  public  work  that 
the  government  have  subsidized.'  Would 
it  not  be  considered  that  this  was  a  string- 
ent law,  when  this  man  was  going  to  be  a 
bona  fide  settler  and  erentually  become  a 
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British  subject  ?  It  would  be  very  hard 
to  say  to  him  that  he  should  not  be  per- 
ititted  to  ■work  on  a  railroad  that  is  being 
built  in  the  same  section  of  the  country  that 
be  Is  going  to  settle  in.  I  am  merely  pointing 
that  out  as  one  of  the  possible  difficulties 
If  we  make  the  enacting  law  too  stringent 
The  general  policy  of  the  government  will 
be  in  the  direction  of  the'  hon.  gentleman's 
motion  ;  If  the  law  is  not  stringent  enough 
it  will  be  made  sufficiently  so  this  session 
or  'the  next  session,  so  that  I  think  he  may 
rely  on  the  government  carrying  out  the 
policy  that  it  has  already  inaugurated.  If 
it  is  a  good  law,  and  it  requires  to  be  am- 
ended so  far  as  this  railway  is  concerned,  it 
ghoald  Upply  to  all  railways.  My  hon. 
Iriend's  amendment  would  apply  only  to 
the  Transcontinental  Railway,  but  he 
linows  very  well  that  there  are  other  rail- 
ways being  constructed,  and  if  the  amend- 
ment is  a  proper  one  to  be  applied  to  this 
railway  it  should  bo  applied  to  all  the  others. 
Therefore  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  not  at 
the  present  moment  press  bis  amendment. 
As  I  said  befoi-e,  it  should  be  applicable,  not 
only  to  this  railway,  but  to  others. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
Is  a  Bill  promised  by  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hope  this  parlia- 
ment will  terminate  before  the  end  of  the 
year,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  wise  to  bring 
in  Bills  continuously.  If  a  Bill  can  be  got 
ready  it  may  be  brought  Id  this  session  ; 
but  I  do  not  see  any  great  barm  if  it  does 
not  come  in  until  next  session. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^But 
the  promise  has  been  made  in  tlie  lower 
House  that  this  Bill  was  to  be  introduced. 
I  am  asking  the  character  of  the  Bill.  I 
am  induced  to  ask  that  question  because 
from  the  remarks  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  made  one  would  be  led  to  suppose  the 
Bill  will  not  be  of  a  drastic  character. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  bon.  gentleman 
knows  my  individual  views  on  that  sufejeet. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  I  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-And  I  think  that  meas- 
ures, even  of  a  limited  character  in  regard 
to  that  subject,  are  apt  to  be  drastic ;  but 
I  am  not  going  to  discuss  that  just  now. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


So  far  as  the  promises  of  the  government  are 
concerned,  my  hon.  friend  knows  the  gov- 
ernment do  not  always  carry  out  their 
promises  with  reference  to  legislation.  Tiiey 
may  or  may  not.  It  may  be  introduced  at 
any  time.  I  do  not  know  what  its  citaracter 
may  be.  It  is  not  In  shape  for  introduc- 
tlou.  When  it  comes  I  hope  it  will  meet 
the  approVal  of  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I  do  not 
wish  to  speak  against  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  but  I  desire  an  explanation.  Per- 
haps I  did  not  understand  the  hon.  Speaks, 
and  he  can  correct  me  If  I  am  wrong.  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  authoritv 
cited  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadaeona 
was  sound,  but  at  this  stage  of  the  proceed- 
ings it  would  not  apply.  Would  the  hon. 
Speaker  have  the  kindness  to  correct  me  if 
I  am  wrong  ? 

The  SPEAKER—I  did  say  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman that  there  should  be  some  limit  as  to 
wiiere  a  debate  on  any  particular  question 
should  cease.  My  decision  was  given  some 
time  ago,  and  other  business  has  interven- 
ed. I  am  not  aware  that  I  said  that  the 
authorities  quoted  by  the  bon.  gentltfmaa 
were  sound.  I  said  I  thought  there  was 
some  understanding  in  this  House  that  an 
iigreeinent  should  be  attached  to  a  Bill  when 
!t  was  intended  to  ratify  it ;  but  I  do  not 
rhiiik  there  is  any  such  rule.  I  think  it  is 
a  sort  of  understanding  come  to  by  the 
Committee  on  Railways,  Telegraphs  anJ 
Harbours,  for  their  own  guidance,  which 
does^ot  bind  the  House.  I  did  not  rest  my 
decision  on  the  fact  that  this  was  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  I  said  that  even  if 
one  had  some  hesitation  in  ruling  that  the 
point  of  order  was  not  well  taken,  the  hesi- 
tation would  be  lessened  by  the  fact  that 
this  objection  was  taken  at  this  stage  of 
the  measure.  The  Bill  has  been  before  the 
House  for  weeks  in  its  various  stages,  and 
this  is  a  technical  objection.  As  I  nnder- 
stand,  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadaeona 
f-nys  it  was  raised,in  the  committee,  so  that 
attention  has  been  called  to  It  and  to  allow 
a  measure  to  be  defeated  on  a  merely  teclini- 
cal  question  like  this,  at  this  stage,  would 
be  contrary,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  says 
to  common  sense,  and  rules  of  parliaioent 
are  based  on  common  sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— Without 
)\ppeallng  from  the  decision  of  the  Speaker, 
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tbe  objection  which  I  shall  make  can  stand. 
The  fact  of  the  question  having  been  rafsed 
in  tbe  committee  does  not  apply  to'  all  tha 
members.  When  I  saw  the  Bill  I  thought 
It  was  merely  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  Internal 
ttonomj-  of  tbe  Transcontinental  Railway. 
It  was  only  a  few  days  ago  that  my  atten- 
tion was  called  to  it.  Therefore,  if  the 
Bcbedule  bad  been  put  in  tbe  Bill  I  would 
certainly  then  have  thought  of  it  Several 
bon.  members  have  been  absent  and  other 
tion.  members  did  not  make  a  study  of  the 
Bill,  and  I  think  it  is  always  right  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  any  matter 
which  is  being  wrongly  done.  Tbe  7th  edi- 
tion of  May,  page  481,  reads  as  follows  : 

If  It  should  appear  during  the  progress  of 
a  Bill  that  these  rules  have  not  been  observed, 
the  ^ouee  will  order  It  to  be  withdrawn. 

I  think  that  applies  exactly  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAMDURAND— 1  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order.  To  what  question  is  the  hon. 
gentleman  addressing  himself  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  Lu4NDRY-To  the  third  reading 
of  tbe  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I  said  I 
did  not  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  but  I  wish  to  read  this  quotation 
from  May. 

Hon.  Mr.  ^kUGDONALD  (B.O.)~I  desire 
to  say  a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  hou. 
Secretary  of  State,  who  stated  that  my 
motion  ai)plles  to  this  company  only.  Of 
course  It  does,  because  this  company  have 
been  guilty  of  most  fiagrant  breaches  of 
tbe  law,  and  only  this  company.  Strangers 
going  to  settle  In  tbe  Northwest  should  be 
certainly  looked  upon  as  bona  flde  settlers, 
and  if  a  Chinaman  or  any  other  alien  re- 
sided in  the  country  one  year  he  could  be 
employed  on  this  railway  under  my  resolu- 
lion.  He  is  not  debarred  at  aJl.  Mr.  Hays 
was  in  Ottawa  recently,  consulting  with  the 
government  about  this  labour  question.  I 
I'flnnot  tell  what  influence  he  is  bringing  to 
bear,  but  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not 
more  In  the  same  direction  as  they  are  mov- 
ing in  tte  United  States.  If  a  Canadian  goes 
under  contract  to  the  United  States,  what 
happens  ?  He  Is  stopped  and  deported.  I 
do  not  believe  in  deporting  any  one  from 
Canada,  but  I  do  not  feel  that  we  should  not 
f.llow  aliens  from  the  United  States  to  come 
in  under  contract  to  do  work  that  should  be 
(.Iven  to  our  own  people.  The  company  have 


I'Ot  exhausted  the  home  supply  of  engineers 
and  skilled  lutMur.  The  evidence  of  Mr. 
fiitepbens  was  full  of  prevarication.  A  man 
was  giving  his  evidence  once  in  a  court  in 
British  Columbia,  when  the  Judge  said  to 
him  :  'You  are  prevaricating.'  The  witness 
?aid  :  '  I  cannot  help  it.  I  lost  my  teeth 
?ome  years  ago,  and  ever  since  then  I  have 
been  prevaricating.'  Whether  Mr.  Stephens 
Lad  lost  his  teeth  or  not  he  was  prevaricat- 
ing, and  even  Mr.  Hays's  evidence  was  not 
what  it  ought  to  have  t>een.  There  are 
scores  of  capital  engineers  In  Canada  to-day 
who  can  do  the  work  that  Is  being  done  by 
engineers  Imported  from  the  United  States : 
but,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  says  the  gov- 
ernment will  do  something  in  the  matter,  I 
"Shall  not  press  the  resolution. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
would  su^^st  to  my  hon.  friend  to  with- 
draw bis  resolution  for  the  present  and  wait 
until  the  government  measure  comes  down, 
and  If  it  is  not  of  a  character  that  will 
meet  his  views  he  can  move  an  amendment. 
I  think  there  is  very  little  difference  in  tbe 
opinion  of  Hie  Secretary  of  State  and  my 
own  upon  the  character  of  drastic  Bills  of 
that  nature.  I  understand  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man consents  to  withdraw  his  amendment. 
Then  the  question  is  on  the  third  reading 
and  I  desire  to  place  on  record  that  I  dissent 
In  toto  from  the  decision  given  by  the  hon. 
Speaker  .as  to  the  right  of  every  member  to 
take  objection  at  any  stage  of  any  Bill,  and 
as  a  rnle  provides  for  signing  a  protest  if  It 
be  necessary,  I  shall  be  quite  willing  to  do 
that.  I  accept  with  a  good  deal  of  humility 
the  declaration  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
that  It  would  be  neither  common  sense  nor 
good  Judgment  to  differ  from  him,  on  the  au- 
thorities cited  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona,  and  other  authority  that  is  In- 
Hlisputable.  It  may  be  the  opinion  of  the 
Speaker,  and  it  may  be  the  conscientious  con- 
viction of  my  hon.  friend  oppo^te  that  It  Is 
nonsense  that  May  and  Todd  and  all  the  au- 
thorities were  not  possessed  of  the  common 
sense  which  would  characterize  men  of  their 
great  experience  in  framing  rules  and  laying 
down  principles  to  guide  the  legislative  bod- 
ies under  the  British  constitution.  I  am 
not  g,olng  to  discuss  that  question  but  I  wish 
my  own  views  to  be  put  upon  record  on  this 
question  and  having  said  that  much,  I  pro- 
pose to  congratulate  my  hon.  friend  (Hon. 
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Mr.  Dandurand)  for  haTing  dropped  his 
motion,  he  relieved  me  from  giving  expres- 
sion to  my  opinion  upon  the  question  of  or- 
der. Just  look  at  these  authorities  I  have  on 
my  desk.  I  have  precedents  from  the  House 
of  Commons,  I  have  precedents  from  the 
Senate,  to  prove  that  the  hon.  sentleman 
could  not  by  any  possibility  make  that  mo- 
tion here.  I  have  the  authority  of  His  Honour 
the  Speaker,  who  took  objection,  when  he 
was  a  plain  member  of  this  House,  and  we 
have  Todd  and  May  and  a  number  of  other 
authorities,  but  I  am  relieved  from  making 
that  speech.  Do  I  understand  that  the  min- 
ister without  portfolio  intends  to  withdralv 
bis  motion,  or  does  he  propose  to  send  the 
Bill  biK'k  to  the  oouiniittee  to  add  the 
iimeudmeiit  of  which  lie  has  given  notico  V 

Hon.  Mr.  TB3MPLBMAN— It  Is  not  my  in- 
tention to  press  my  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— You  are 
a  nice  fellow. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Per- 
haps ttie  hoD.  gentleman  thinks  he  has  ac- 
complished the  object  be  had  in  view— that 
is  of  showing  ttie  people  of  British  Colum- 
bia that  he  was  In  accord  with  them  in  de- 
siring to  have  a  provision  of  that  character 
attached  to  the  Bill.  I  hope  the  people  of 
British  Columbia  will  not  think  It  was  done 
as  a  fake  motion,  knowing  well  it  could  not 
t>e  carried,  because  the  hon.  gentleman  knows 
as  a  question  of  order  that  he  could  not  have 
made  tbat  motion,  the  principle  Involved 
In  that  motion  having  been  already  decid- 
ed by  this  House,  and  I  think  that  rule,  whe- 
ther it  is  common  sense  or  not,  Is  pretty 
clearly  laid  down  in  the  books.  I  wish  to 
point  that  out  to  the  hon.  gentleman,  and 
when  the  question  comes  up  In  his  own  pro- 
vince I  have  no  doubt  he  will  be  able  to 
point  out  the  Inference  whicfti  he  would 
draw,  and  which  many  members  of  this 
House  drew,  from  the  fact  of  the  motion 
being  put  on  record.  We  have  only  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  tbe  third  reading  of 
the  Bill.  The  point  of  order  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  having  l>een  de- 
clared by  the  Speaker  as  being  not  well 
taken,  we  shall  tiave  to  accept  it  as  It  Is. 
having  put  my  own  views  upon  record — and 
I  am  only  speaking  for  myself— I  am  satis- 
fled  to  let  tbe  Bill  go  through,  because  I 
cannot  prevent  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— With  re- 
gard to  the  announcement  of  my  hon. 
friend  from  Victoria,  I  am  surprised  he 
is  now  going  to  withdraw  hla  motion  after 
the  heroic  effort  he  has  made  to  bring  it 
forward  and  to  put  himself  right  before 
&\e  people  of  British  Columbia.  I  do  not 
care  who  brought  It  forward,  but  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  bad,  early  in  tbe  session,  fought 
in  the  cabinet  for  this  provision,  he  would 
have  got  it ;  but  In  the  meantime  the  com- 
pany have  interfered  and  the  hoc.  gentle- 
man dare  not  move.  I  am  surprised  at  such 
cowardice  

Some  Hon.  MEMBERS — Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAI/D  (B.C.)— I  will 
call  It  cowardice.  I  do  not  care. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

SECOXD  READIXGS. 

Bill  (137)  An  Act  respecting  certain  patents 
of  the  Canadian  Office  and  School  Pumltnre 
Company,  Limited.— (Hon.  Mr.  Merner.) 

Bill  <40)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Southern  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr,  Toronto.) 

YUKON  TERRITORY  ACT  AMENDMESiT 

BILU 

THIRD  REABINQ. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

The  House  aeaio  ia  committee  of  tlie  wbol* 
OD  Bin  (39)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Yukon  Terri- 
tory Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Speak« 
ieave  the  chair. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Before 
tbe  Speaker  leaves  the  chair,  might  I  ask 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  If  he  has  con- 
f-idered  the  point  raised  at  the  last  stage  of 
thU  BUI  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Xes  ;  the  object  of  the 
Bill  is  the  Interpretation  I  gave  it  yesterday, 
to  debar  the  council  from  attaching  any 
ouallflcation  to  the  franchise  that  would  re- 
quire a  longer  residence  than  one  year,  and 
the  reasons  ^ven  are  that  there  are  uiany 
people  who  have  interests  In  the  Yukon  who 
go  In  there  In  tbe  month  of  May,  by  the  first 
steamer,  and  come  out  In  the  fall  on  tbe  last 
fcteamer,  and  it  might  be  Interpreted  to 
operate  against  their  right  to  exercisu  the 
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francbise  should  an  election  be  held  In  the 
meantime. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  pointed  out  what  I  consider  a 
Kreat  defect  in  the  Bill,  and  that  was  that 
nu  ordinance  might  be  passed  declaring  re- 
sidence of  a  week,  or  some  short  period, 
would  be  sufficient  qualification,  which 
Tould  De  contrary  to  the  sound  principle 
which  we  all  adhere  to ;  and,  therefore,  I 
suggest  an  amendment  limiting  them  to  a 
lierlod  of  not  l^s  than  three  months  or 
more  than  twelve  months.  The  clause  would 
then  read  In  this  way  : 

1.  Notwithstanding  anything  contained  in 
the  Yukon  Territory  Act,  chapter  6  of  the  sta- 
tutes of  1898,  or  in  any  Act  in  amendment 
thereof,  the  commissioner  in  council  may  make 
ordinances  providing  for  the  division  of  the 
territory  Into  electoral  discrictg  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  election  of  the  representative 
members  of  the  council  of  the  territory,  each 
of  such  districts  to  be  represented  by  one  or 
more  of  such  members,  and  ordinances  pre- 
Bcriblng,  as  a  qualification  necessary  to  entitle 
any  person  to  vote  at  an  election  of  a.  repre- 
sentative member  for  an  electoral  district,  re- 
sidence in  the  district  at  the  time  of  the  elec- 
tion for  any  period  not  less  than  three  months 
and  not  longer  than  twelve  months  prior 
thereto ;  and  any  ordinance  heretofore  made 
by  the  commlBsloner  in  council  In  so  far  as  it 
did  or  so  does  provido  or  preacrtbe,  la  hereby 
declared  to  have  been  valid  and  effectual  from 
the  date  when  it  wag  passed. 

I  move  that  the  clause  be  amended  by  In- 
serting the  words  'not  less  than  three  months 
and'  after  the  word  'period,'  in  the  11th 
line  of  the  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELX^That 
will  meet  my  objection  on  that  point,  al- 
though I  stiU  tliink  the  clause  Is  very  badly 
worded.  We  know  the  character  of  the 
population  of  a  mining  district  like  the 
7ukon.  A  reported  discovery  of  gold  causes 
n  rush,  and  I  have  seen  myself  In  Dawson 
JiUDdreds  of  miners  walking  the  streets  just 
nfter  such  an  excitement  had  taken  place. 
!f  there  was  no  provision  as  to  residence, 
euch  as  has  been  suggested  in  this  amend- 
ment, yon  might  have  a  ^ousand  people 
flocking  to  any  particular  district  on  the 
eve  of  an  election  within  a  week,  and 
within  a  few  days  later  they  might  be 
all  gone  again.  While  there  are  many 
respectable  people  who  go .  there  to  better 
their  fortunes,  we  know  the  character 
of  a  lai^  number  of  the  people  who  mi- 


grate from  one  place  to  another  In  a  mining 
country,  and  these  were  the  reasons  which 
prompted  my  objection  to  the  Bill  when  I 
first  read  It.  There  are  hundreds  of  ptK^le 
who  own  and  work  mines,  ^ey  go  in  every 
t>pring  and  come  out  in  the  fall.  These  peo- 
t'le  have  a  substantial  interest  In  the  coun- 
try, and  should  not  be  prevented  from  re- 
cording their  votes,  because  they  have  in- 
terests which  might  be  destroyed  by  the 
votes  of  many  who  go  In  there  simply  to 
pick  np  wtiat  they  can,  and  then  go  out 
of  the  country.  To  give  the  council  the 
right  to  regulate  the  francbise  so  that  a 
man  shall  not  be  prevented  &om  voting  who 
has  been  out  of  the  country  for  twelve 
months  Is  a  new  feature  In  legislation.  I 
can  understand  them  giving  the  council  the 
right  to  regulate  their  own  franchise,  but 
it  should  be  upon  a  basis  of  realty,  of  resi- 
dence or  of  taxation,  but  this  provision  is 
something  new.  If  the  object  be  to  secure 
the  real  property  owners  a  right  to  vote. 
It  will  be  a  conservative— I  do  not  mean 
politically— policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEBD— I  fall  to  see  why 
a  diatinotioii  Is  made  between  federal  and 
local  elections  In  the  Yukon.  The  Act.  as  it 
at  present  stands  with  reference  to  federal 
eleqflons,  provides  that  every  mole  person 
shall  be  qualified  to  vote  for  an  election 
under  the  Act  'who  has  resided  In  the  i^ukon 
Territory  for  at  least  twelve  months  imme- 
diately preceding  the  election.*  Now  tbl» 
government  has  laid  doyra  the  principle  that 
the  local  franchise  shall  be  practically  the 
franchise  for  the  Dominion.  That  Is  the 
principle  which  prevails,  with  very  little 
exception,  tliroughout  the  whole  Dominion. 
Why  this  particular  license  should  be  ex- 
tended to  the  Yukon  Territory  is  beyond  my 
comprehension.  The  qualification  should  be 
the  same  for  the  federal  as  for  the  local 
franchise.  On  the  other  hand  I  fall  to 
understand  why  this  restriction  which  my 
hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
pointed  out.  should  surround  the  franchise 
for  the  local  elections  in  the  Yukon  Terri- 
tory. To  say  that  the  assembly  shall  not 
exercise  its  discretion  to  determine  what 
the  franchise  should  be.  Is  to  take  out  of 
their  bands  something  upon  which  they 
surely  can  exercise  a  very  proper  discretion. 
The  suggestion  made  by  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  and  embodied  in  this   Bill,  i» 
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vicious.  It  wHl  permit,  in  fact  compel  the 
Yukon  assembly  to  establish  a  franchise 

by  which  those  living  within  the  territory 
for  a  period  of  less  'than  twelve  mouths  to 
vote,  it  seems  to  me  that  no  person,  In  any 
part  of  Canada,  should  have  a  right  to 
vote  who  has  not  been  at  least  a  year  a 
resident  In  the  particular  territory  or  district 
In  which  he  1^  to  exercise  the  franchise. 
It  surely  would  take  that  time  to  famllarlze 
himself  with  the  varfous  subjects  under 
discussion,  and  the  merits  of  the  candidates 
presenting  themselves  for  the  suffrages 
of  the  people.  Twelve  months  residence 
should  be  the  very  least  time  to  qualify  a 
voter. 

Hon.  jMr.  POWER— I  do  not  think  this 
measure  is  open  to  the  objection  taken  by 
the  boil,  member  from  Calgary.  Although 
it  is  called  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Yukon  Ter- 
ritory Act,  It  Is  really  to  amend  the  Act 
of  1002,  the  fli^t  section  of  which  reads  as 
follows  : 

Subsection  three  of  section  5,  is  hereby  re- 
pealed and  the  following  substituted  there- 
for :— 

3.  The  natural  born  and  naturalized  male 
British  subjects  in  the  territory  who  have 
attained  the  full  age  of  21  years,  and  continu- 
ously resided  there  for  a  period  of  not  less 
than  twelve  months  shall  elect  five  repre- 
sentatives to  the  territorial  council. 

The, measure  before  us  does  not  propose 
to  repeal  that  Now  what  does  the  measure 
before  us  propose  ?  It  proposes  that  the 
council  may,  by  ordinance,  require  that  a 
voter  shall  have  lived  in  the  district— not 
the  Yukon  Territory  but  the  district  In 
which  he  Is  to  vote,  for  a  period  not  exceert- 
ing  twelve  months.  That  is  a  reasonable 
provision.  As  the  population  there  moves 
about  a  good  deal  looking  for  new  mining 
locations,  I  think  it  would  be  an  exceedingly 
unreasonable  provision  to  say  that  a  man 
who  had  been  three  or  four  years  in  the  ter- 
ritory should  not  have  a  right  to  vote  for  a 
councillor  unless  he  had  lived  In  the  district 
for  a  full  year.  I  do  not  think  the  Bill 
requires  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (P.E.I.)— When 
we  see  lawyers  differ  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Bill  it  is  no  wonder  that  laymen, 
differ  over  it  As  a  layman  looking  at 
this  Bill,  I  find  it  says  th»t  notwithstjiiui- 
Ing  anything  in  the  Act  to  which  the 
hon.  Speaker  has  referred  as  the  quali- 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGIIEBD. 


fication  necessary  to  entitle  any  person  to 
vote  at  an  election  for  a  representative  In 
l^ie  Yukon  Territory,  all  he  requires  le  to 
reside  in  that  territory,  for  a  period  of  not 
less  than  12  months.  He  does  not  require 
any  other  qualification  whatever.  The  ob- 
ject is  to  give  a  person  who  has  lived  a 
certain  time  in  that  Territory  the  right  to 
vote. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
should  like  if  the  Speaker  will  explain  to  u 
what  the  first  Hue  means  if  It  Is  not  a  repeal 
of  the  whole  of  the  section  of  law^  to  irtilch 
he  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate.  'Not- 
withstanding anything  contained  lu  the  Yu- 
kon Act '  the  following  provision  shall  guide 
111  the  election  of  the  council.  When  it  be- 
gins by  such  a  declaration  as  this,  I  sliould 
take  it  for  granted  If  I  were  to  go  up  to 
vote,  having  been  a  resident  of  t^e  district 
In  which  the  election  was  to  take  place^  I 
could  properly  take  the  oath  administered 
to  me  that  I  had  been  a  resident  of  tbat 
district  for  the  required  time,  and  consequ- 
ently could  vote.  Would  any  returning  offi- 
cer be  Justified,  under  this  provlaion.  In  pJt- 
ting  the  oath  of  qualification  to  me,  U  1 
were  a  resident  in  the  district  for  three 
months,  that  Is  put  to  the  voter  provided  for 
In  the  general  law  (or  federal  election  ?  If 
the  first  line  can  be  explained  to  me  wliicli 
refers  to  the  law  the  Speaker  has  called 
attention  to.  I  should  like  to  know  where  tlie 
llmitntlon  is  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— I  quite  appreciate 
what  the  government  is  aiming  at  His 
honour  the  Speaker  is  right  In  eipressiDg 
what  the  intention  Is,  but  the  introductory 
words  sweep  aside  the  qualifications  of  a 
year's  residence  within  th»  Yukon  Tjrritory. 
I  fail  to  understand  why  the  language  has 
not  been  adopted  that  obtains  In  the  North- 
west Territories  Act,  whifh  provides  that 
the  voter  shall  be  resident  for  a  certain 
number  of  months  within  the  electoral  dis- 
trict, and  resident  twelve  months  within 
the  Territory.  Then  it  Is  quite  clear,  but  the 
government  cannot  be  complimented  on  the 
clearness  of  the  language  used  In  this  sec- 
tion, because  I  can  scarcely  conceive  of  8 
more  complex,  obscure  clause  than  this,  and 
it  will  certainly  lead  to  any  amount  of  com- 
plication In  the  interpretation  of  it  by  the 
returning  officers  and  otbera  in  the  Yukon 
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Territory,  distant  probably  from  legal  ad- 
vice.   It  should  be  cleared  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — think  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Calgary  Is  not  quite  right  again. 
The  Yukon  Territory  Act  did  not  contain 

any  provision  for  electoral  districts,  or  In 
fact  any  provision  for  the  election  of  mem- 
bers of  the  council  at  all.  That  is  provided  by 
subsequent  Acts,  and  this  Bill  Is  to  empower 
the  council  to  divide  the  Yukon  Territory  into 
electoral  districts  for  the  purpose  of  the 
local  council,  and  it  Is  necessary  to  say  not- 
withstanding anything  contained  in  the 
Yukon  Territory  Act,  Iieeause  the  Yulion  Ter- 
ritory Act  deals  with  the  Territory  as  a 
single  district.  The  first  provision  was  for 
the  election  of  two  councillors  to  be  elected 
by  the  whole  district,  and  now  there  are 
five  elective  councillors,  and  this  measure 
provides  that  each  one  shall  represent  a 
district  and  authorizes  the  council  to  divide 
the  Territory  up  into  districts. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE!  BOWELL— It 
goes  further  than  that.  It  authorises  the 
council  to  do  what  they  have  not  now  the 
power  to  do — to  provide .  what  the  qaallfl- 
cations  of  voters  shall  be,  and,  notwith- 
standing the  opinions  given,  I  question  very 
mach  whether  a  man  could  be  prevented 
from  voting  if  he  had  been  in  the  Territory 
for  three  months  and  one  day.  Under  the 
law  there  is  nothing  to  prevent  him  swear^ 
\ng  in  his  vote.  If  the  intention  of  the  gov- 
ernment is  as  has  been  stated  by  His  Hon- 
our the  Speaker,  then  adding  the  words 
found  in  the  Northwest  Territories  Act, 
qiiotHl  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Calgary, 
will  make  It  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS  from  the  committee  re- 
ported the  Bill  with  amendments  whlcli 
were  concurred  in. 

The  BUI  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
to  the  return  which  he  presented  to  the 
House  yesterday  to  an  address  dated  thu 
14th  of  June,  190i,  of  a  copy  of  all  re- 
t>orts  made  since  the  opening  of  navigation, 
to  the  Department  of  the  Interior  on  the 
subject  of  the  French  steamer  '  Le  Malou,' 
and  more  particularly  a  copy  of  a  report 


of  Frederick  Potvln  concerning  this  vessel. 
The  Department  of  Trade  and  Commerce 
reply  that  they  send  a  copy  of  the  only  re- 
port on  the  subject,  and  know  nothing  what- 
ever of  a  report  Bald  to  have  been  made  by 
Dr.  Potrin.  The  Department  of  the  Interior 
say  they  have  no  records  beiiring  on  the  sub- 
ject in  question.  It  would  appear  to  be  u 
matter  relating  to  the  Department  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries.  I  know  as  a  matter  of  fact 
that  Dr.  Potvln  has  made  a  report  on  the 
steamer  '  Le  Malou.'  It  may  be  In  the  De- 
partment of  Marine  and  Fisheries  iind  1 
would  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  If  It  Is  there 
to  have  a  copy  of  it  produced. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  inquire. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Might 
1  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  when  I  may  have 
the  return,  promised  some  time  ago,  of  cor- 
respondence having  reference  to  contracts 
for  the  construction  of  ice-breakers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  make  inquiry. 
It  fs  very  hard  to  keep  track  of  those  things. 
^\e  always  send  to  the  department,  that  has 
charge  of  the  work  and  they  are  sometimes 
very  remiss. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— While  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  addressing  a  note  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Marine  and  Fisheries,  perhaps  he 
will  be  good  enough  to  Inquire  about  the 
papers  relating  to  the  case  of  Palnchaud. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  sent  over  to-day  to 
make  further  inquiry  on  that  subject. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 


Ottawa,  Thursday  July  U,  i90i. 

Tlie  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  procedings. 
THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  ail)  An  Act  respecting  the  Edmonton 
Street  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Cas- 
grain,  de  Lanaudlf^re.) 

Bill  (136)  An  Act  respecting  the  Slmll- 
kameen  and  Keremeos  Railway  Company.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  Watson.) 

Bin  (142)  An  Act  respecting  the  Rio  Jan- 
eiro Light  and   Power  Company.  Limited, 
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and  to  change  its  uaiue  to  the  Rio  Janeiro 
Tramway  Light  and  Po^er  Comi>an.r  Limit- 
ed.—(Hon.  Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

Bill  (40)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canada 
Southern  Railway  Company.— t  Hon.  Mf- 
Kerr,  Torontc..'' 

THE  TBEADGOLD  CONCESSION. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  moved  ; 

Tbat  an  bumble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  General  ;  pray- 
ing tbat  he  will  cause  to  be  laid  upon  the 
table  of  the  Senate  all  correspondence  be- 
tween the  government,  or  any  member  there- 
of, and  His  Honour  Judge  Brltton.  relating 
to  the  report  which  he  should  or  should  not 
make,  as  to  bis  fiodlngs  in  relation  to  th« 
grunting  of  the  Treadgold  and  otber  conces- 
sions In  the  Yukon  Terrltorr  of  Canada: 

He  said  :  It  will  be  in  tlje  recollection  of 
members  of  the  Senate  that  a  few  days  ago 
I  placed  a  notice  upon  the  paper,  asking 
questions  as  to  the  report  which  was  to  be 
made  by  the  commisslonero  Appointed  by  th« 
government  to  Inquire  Into  the  effects  Tvhicli 
the  Treadgold  concessions  bad  upon  tlie 
Yukon  Territory.-  It  will  be  remembered 
that  very  grave  complaints  had  come  fvoui 
that  part  of  Canada,  as  to  the  effect  which 
that  concession  bad  upon  the  gold  mining 
industries  of  the  Yukon.  Those  comphiints 
it  will  also  be  remembered,  were  not  con- 
fined exclusively  to  one  party,  but  the 
leaders  of  the  Liberal  party,  more  particul- 
arily  the  president  of  the  Reform  Associn- 
tlon,  joined  In  the  complaints.  Tlie  ques- 
tion which  I  put  was.  whether  the  Tread- 
gold concession  had  been  cancelled,  as  re- 
ported in  the  newspapers,  and  also  whether 
a  report  was  made  by  the  commissioners 
appointed  to  Investigate  the  effect  of  the  con- 
cession. It  will  be  remembered  also,  that  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  Informed  the  Sen- 
ate that  the  Treadgold  concession  bud  been 
can'celU'd.  that  no  cliiim  had  been  made  by 
the  TreadfiOld  Company  to  be  reimbursed 
any  expenditures  they  had  made  in  that 
country,  but  that  certain  rights  which  they 
had  acquired  under  that  concessiou  were  to 
be  respected  and  guaranteed  by  tlie  govern- 
ment. It  will  also  be  recollected  that  the 
Secrotnry  of  State  evaded— I  will  not  say 
that — nesU'Cted  to  answer  the  first  ques- 
tion as  to  when  the  report  was  to  be  made, 
but  uiron  being  pressed  by  myself,  for  a 
reply,  be  Informed  the  House  that  no  re- 


port would  be  made  ;  that  Judge  Brltton,  the 
only  surviving  commissioner,  had  been  In- 
strneted  by  the  government  that  if  was  not 
necessary  to  make  any  report,  the  concession 
liaviug  been  cancelled.  A  few  days  after- 
wards, the  leader  of  the  opposition  lu  the 
House  of  Commoua  said  that  he  had  noticed 
in  the  public  press,  that  such  an  order  bad 
been  given,  and  asked  If  such  was  the  (act, 
The  premier  reiilied  that  he  bad  seen  tbat  a 
statement  of  that  kind  had  been  made  in 
another  branch  of  parliament,  but  tbat  he 
had  not  had  time  to  stfe  his  colleague,  and 
therefore  was  not  in  a  position  to  answer 
the  question,  giving  the  Impression  that  if 
a  notice  of  that  kind  had  been  sen'ed 
upon  Judge  Britton,  It  had  not  been  antbw- 
Kied  by  the  executive ;  but  be  said  tbat  be 
would  answer  uext  day.  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler 
did  answer  the  uext  day  :  he  said  be  bad 
seen  his  colleague,  meaning  I  presume  tlie 
Secretary  of  State,  and  had  learned  that  he 
had  written  to  Judge  Britton,  instructing 
blm  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  make 
any  report,  or  Intimating  to  him  that  as  the 
Treadgold  concession  bad  been  cancelled  It 
was  not  necessary  to  make  a  report,  and 
that  as  soon  as  the  action  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  bad  been  learned  by  the  Executive 
Council,  the  Secretary  of  State  had  been  in- 
structed—no. I  do  not  think  that  was  the 
word— that  the  order  not  to  make  a  report 
had  been  cajiceiled,  and  the  judge  bad 
been  instructed  to  make  a  report  Any  one 
familiar  with  the  principles  of  respondble 
government  must  be  surprised  at  the  action 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  the  niaDner 
iu  which  the  country  Is  governed  under  the 
present  oabinet.  This  is  not  the  first  time 
tliese  things  have  occurred.  W'e  have  re- 
peatedly had  in  this  House,  membere  of  the 
government  moving  measures  sent  up  from 
tlie  House  of  Commons,  of  a  very  important 
character,  some  of  them  affecting  the  legal 
rights  to  estates  in  portions  of  Canada,  and 
others  again— affecting  the  tariff,  the  Im- 
position of  duties  upon  tobacco,  and  changes 
in  the  Customs  Department,  Sec.,  of  which 
the  minister  who  proposed  the  measures 
had  no  more  knowledge  than  any  member  of 
this  House  who  is  not  a  member  of  the 
cabinet,  and  consequently  could  not  be  held 
responsible  for  the  contents  of  those  Bills, 
except  as  a  jnember  of  the  cabinet 
I  might  stffite  further,  tbat  the  gentlemaD 
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who  led  tbis  House  before  the  boo.  Secre- 
tary of  State  occupied  that  posltfon 
when  questioned  on  such  points,  frankly  ack- 
nowledged that  the  Bills  sent  to  him,  al- 
though they  affected  legal  rights  and  pro- 
pertl^,  and  acquiring  and  disposing  of 
lands  in  the  Northwest  Teiritories.  had  never  j 
been  submitted  to  bis  department ;  having 
laid  down  what  he  designated  as  a  prin- 
ciple, the  governing  by  heads  of  depart* 
meiits  and  not  by  the  cabinet,  where  every 
man  is  held  responsible  under  our  system 
to  the  pe(^le.  We  were  told  that  in  Eng 
laud  the  heads  of  the  diftereiit  depart- 
ments acted  w^ithout  consulting  In  nil  cases, 
the  cabinet.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
principle  guiding  the  fldminlstration  of  af- 
fairs in  England,  It  ceitalnly  has  never 
been  the  principle  that  has  guided  the  ad- 
ministration of  ttie  government  of  this  coun- 
try untU  the  present  cabinet  came  into 
jiower,  and  we  now  have  the  huiuitiating 
spectacle  presented  to  us — I  should  not  say 
to  us,  but  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  of  bav- 
ins hi!«  action  repudiated  by  his  leader,  and 
by  the  cabinet.  I  might  use  another  word, 
but  I  do  not  kdow  that  any  other  would 
convey  the  meaning  I  Intend  to  im- 
press upon  the  House,  when  giving  expres- 
sion to  tbls  opinion.  We  find  a  commission 
solemnly  appointed  after  a  great  deal  of  agi- 
tation, and  many  complaints  from  the  Yukon 
Territory,  and  a  discussion  in  the  House 
of  Commons  for  days.  The  charges  were 
of  such  a  grave  character  that  the  govern- 
ment were  compelled  to  appoint  a  commls- 
slou  to  Inquire  Into  the  allegations  made  by 
members  of  their  own  party,  as  well  as  by 
opponents  of  the  government,  as  to. the  ef- 
fect of  their  legislation  and  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil upon  that  tei-ritory.  Then  there  was 
appointed  a  Judge  who  had  given  nn  opin- 
ion in  the  House  of  Commons  upon  the 
question,  and  defended  the  government  on 
this  point,  and  an  ind^endent  gentleman 
outside,  an  expert  In  mining  quegtions,  to  go 
to  the  Yukon  and  make  a  personal  examina- 
tion under  oath,  as  to  the  effect  which  this 
Treadgold  concession  had  had  upon  the 
country,  and  to  ascertain  whether  the  com- 
plaints against  it  had  been  justified.  What 
that  commission  has  cost,  I  do  not  fcnow. 
Probably  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  may 
be  able  to  tell  us  ;  but  this  we  do  know, 
that  these  two  gentlemen  proceeded  to  the 


Yukon  Territory,  and  there  made  an  investi- 
gation. I  shall  not  at  this  moment  criticise 
the  manner  in  which  that  Investigation  was 
conducted  further  than  to.  say  that  If  the 
reports  In  the  public  press  are  at  all  credi- 
ted, there  can  be  no  question  but  that  tbey 
limited  the  investigation  to  the  smallest 
possible  compass,  and  I  might  say  further 
that  the  InstructlonB  given  to  the  commis- 
sioners were  not  as  bfvad  as  tbey  should 
have  been  to  elicit  all  the  facts  necessary 
to  ascertain  what  effect  the  Treadgold  con- 
cession had  upon  that  country,,  or  was  like- 
ly to  have  upon  it  in  the  future.  Therefore 
it  is  no  more  than  Just  and  fair  to  this  House 
and  to  the  country  that  all  the  correspond- 
ence between  the  government  and  Judge 
Britton,  or  between  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  or  any  other  member  of  the  govern- 
ment In  reference  to  the  question  of  a  re- 
port being  made,  should  be  laid  before  the 
Senate.  Judging  from  the  position  which 
one  of  the  commissioners  took  In  the  House 
of  Commons,  I  should  not  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
would  be  under  the  Impression  when  he  gave 
the  Instruction  to  Judge  Britton  not  to 
make  a  report,  that  it  would  not  be  as 
favourable  as  It  could  possibly  be  made. 
I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any  reflection  upon 
that  gentleman,  but  when  a  man  ^oes  on  a 
jury  to  try  a  case,  on  which  he  has  already 
expressed  very  strong  opinions,,  we  might 
naturally  suppose  what  the  verdict  would 
be,  and  for  that  reason,  I  suppose,  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  in  his  youthful  simplic- 
ity thought  It  was  necessary,  after  what 
had  been  done  by  the  government,  to  ask 
this  gentleman  not  to  make  a  report.  Un- 
der our  system  of  government,  I  think  his 
action  in  that  respect  was  Inexcusable.  He 
assumed  a  responsibility  which  he  had  no 
right  to  assume.  It  was  a  grave  breach  ot 
the  privileges  of  parliament ;  not  only  that, 
but  a  direct  reflection  upon  his  colleagues, 
to  assume  the  responsibility,  without  flrst 
consulting  the  premier  at  least.  During  the 
seventeen  years  I  was  in  the  government, 
no  member  of  the  cabinet  would  have  dared 
to  take  such  a  step  without  the  coneent  ot 
his  colleagues,  and  I  can  only  marvel,  and 
T  think  the  country  will  marvel,  at  the  posi- 
tion assumed  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  I 
must  compliment  him  on  the  humility  he 
has  displayed  under  the  little  snub  he  re- 
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celred  from  the  premier.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man hiiR  been  told  that  be  assumed  a  re- 
sponsibility which  he  bad  no  right  to  as- 
sume, and  must  take  a  back  seat,  and  re- 
main there  until  told  what  be  sboold  do ; 
yet  be  accepts  the  position  and  retains  his' 
portfolio.  When  I  saw  in  a  Toronto  paper 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  bad  taken  umbrage 
at  the  action  of  his  premier  and  resigned 
bis  portfolio,  I  must  say  I  had  grave  doubts, 
and  I  thought  if  he  did,  he  was  making  a 
comfortable  place  lor  bis  friend  alongside 
him  without  portfolio.  I  have  great  respect 
for  the  leader  of  this  House,  and  I  should 
be  sorry  to  see  bim  retire  from  bis  present 
position,  but  I  had  hoped  that  he  would  be 
succeeded  by  the  hon.  gentleman  without 
portfolio,  (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman)  and  as  a 
brother  journalist,  I  felt  inclined  to  con- 
gratulate him.  If  there  Is  to  be  a  vacancy, 
I  hope  to  see  the  bon.  gentleman  take  that 
position.  I  hope  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
will  bring  down  these  papers,  in  order  that 
we  may  see  the  extent  of  the  responsibility 
which  a  member  of  the  cabinet  assumes 
without  the  sanction  of  his  colleagues. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  propose  to 
discuss  the  large  and  constitutional  question 
that  my  hon.  friend  baa  touched  upon — that 
is  as  to  whether  the  present  members  of 
the  cabinet  assume  larger  responsibilities 
than  is  proper  and  correct.  At  the  time  of 
my  hon.  friend's  experience  in  the  cabinet, 
the  business  of  the  country  was  not  In  the 
expanded  condition  it  is  to-day.  Canada 
bad  not  become  a  nation  and  so  every  small 
matter  was  brought  to  council.  I  can  tell 
my  lion,  friend  to-day  it  would  be  absolute- 
ly impossible  to  carry  on  the  government 
If  individual  members  did  not  assume  some 
responsibility.  I  say  with  perfect  confi- 
dence and  in  all  sincerity,  that  it  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  to  carry  on  the  govern- 
ment of  the  countiT  to-day  If  the  smaller 
matters  that  come  before  the  administration 
bad  all  to  be  brought  before  council.  There 
are  a  great  many  matters  that  come  before 
a  department  that  the  individual  head 
must  deal  with.  Coming  more  par- 
ticularly to  tbe  subject  on  which  my 
lion,  friend  has  called  for  papers,  when  agi- 
tation and  excitement  were  aroused  as  to 
the  improvidence  of  tht  government  in 
granting  what  is  called  a  concession  to  the 
Treadgold  syndicate,  the  government  very 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLU 


properly  decided  to  Issue  a  commission  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether  tbere 
was  really  any  ground  for  the  charges  of 
fraud.  There  were  charges  of  fraud  aad 
improvidence,  and  charges  that  the  ^dl- 
cate  were  authorized  to  encroach  on  vested 
interests  there,  and  the  only  way  to  get 
at  tbe  facts  was  to  issue  a  commission,  and 
tliat  commission  consisted  of  a  judge  of  the 
court  and  an  expert.  The  judge  of  a  conrt 
would  be  quite  unable  to  make  a  satisfac- 
tory report  unless  aided  by  an  expert  It 
Is  a  question  purely  of  hydraulic  englnee^ 
lug,  a  very  intricate  question,  one  in  which 
even  very  few  engineers  can  be  found  who 
have  tbe  necessary  experience.  It  is  only  in 
parts  of  California  that  conditions  exist  sucli 
as  existed  up  in  tbe  Yukon  that  would  give 
any  engineer  a  knowledge  of  tlie  ultimate 
effect  of  elevating  a  large  body  of  water. 
There  were  two  poluts  to  consider.  There 
were  a  number  of  twncb  claims  on  bigti 
ground  that  were  very  valuable,  but  could 
not  be  worked  because  there  was  no  water. 
There  were  tbe  claims  that  were  already 
vested  in  the  miners  along  the  streams.  They 
beeamealarmed  at  the  pogfsible  diminution  of 
their  water  supply.  Tbe  problem  was,  would 
tbe  miners  having  existing  claims  have  still 
sufRcient  water  to  work  these  claims,  If  & 
body  of  water  was  brought  up  to  a  higher 
elevation  in  order  to  make  the  bench  claims 
valuable.  It  was  not  a  Judicial  point.  A 
judge  was  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  gnid- 
Ing  tbe  mode  of  inquiry,  with  seeing  tbaC 
the  evidence  was  relevant  and  that  proper 
evidence  was  taken  down,  that  evidence  not 
bearing  on  the  question  was  rejected. 
There,  was  an  expert  chosen,  a  gentleman 
from  Montreal,  Hai'dman  I  think  was  bis 
name.  After  the  commission  was  Issued  to 
him  be  declined  to  go.  Then  an  Inqolry  wa8 
made  as  to  who  was  the  next  best  man. 
He  ought  to  be  a  r^resentative  of  the 
mining  luterests,  and  so  the  secretary  of 
the  Mining  Institute  of  Canada,  the  late  Mr. 
Bell,  who  edited  the  *  Mining  Review,'  vis 
thought  to  be  tbe  most  flt  person,  and  be 
and  Judge  Britton  went  out  to  tbe  Yukon 
and  took  a  mass  of  evidence.  Xly  hoo. 
friend  thinks  the  inquiry  was  not  exhaus- 
tive enough.  I  think  myself  it  erred  in  the 
direction  of  being  too  exhaustive,  I  beliere 
there  are  six  volumes  of  500  pages  each  to 
be  boiled  down.     Before   the  evidence 
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was  extended,  unfortunately,  ?tfr.  Bell,  the 
mlDlng  engineer,  met  with  an  accident  on 
his  return  to  Ottawa,  which  ended  fatally. 
Judge  Britton  was  left  alone  without  the 
aid  of  an  expert,  and  the  point  was  what 
was  best  to  be  done ;  so  Judge  Britton 
was  then  directed  to  mnke  the  report  him- 
self. It  was  to  be  presumed  he  had,  at  all 
events,  gathered  some  views  from  the  ex- 
pert. He  may  or  may  not  have  done  so, 
but  as  the  inquiry  had  been  very  much  ex- 
tended he  was  directed  to  make  his  own 
individual  report.  In  the  month  ot  June, 
the  syndicate  sent  a  communication  to 
the  Department  of  the  Interior,  stating 
that  tbey  wished  to  withdraw  from  the 
concession,  tbat  they  were  no  longer 
prepared  to  take  up  the  enterprise. 
The  minister  reported  tbat  to  coun- 
cil and  council  passed  the  minute  accept- 
ing the  surrender  unconditionally.  There 
were  no  compensations.  My  hon.  friend  has 
rather  strained  a  word  I  used  the  other  day 
In  reference  to  rights  they  might  have  ac- 
quired. My  language  might  have  been 
stronger  than  it  should  have  been.  I  can- 
not, of  course,  tell  what  the  rights  are,  but 
I  presume  while  the  grant  was  In  existence 
tbey  had  certain  rights.  They  probably 
went  on  certain  lands.  Tbey  might  bave 
been  giillty  of  trespass  If  such  a  provision  had 
DOt  been  made  In  cancelling  tbe  Order  in 
Council,  because  the  concession  Is  now  ns 
If  It  had  never  existed.-  It  might  be  a  ques- 
tion for  the  courts  to  say  that  'The  Order  In 
Council  having  t>een  cancelled,  they  had  no 
right  to  proceed  in  the  manner  tbey  had 
done.'  Of  course  that  would  be  preposter- 
oas. .  While  they  had  the  authority  to 
carry  out  the  enterprise  they  ought  to  be 
protected  In  anything  they  had  done  under 
it  When  the  Order  in  Council  was 
passed.  In  the  exercise  of  my  judgment, 
the  correspondence  had  been  carried  on  with 
Judge  Britton  through  me,  I  considered  that 
there  was  do  occasion  for  a  report  on 
something  that  did  not  exist.  The  subject- 
matter  had  ceased  to  exist  The  important 
membi-t  of  the  commission,  the  expert,  waa 
dead.  Now,  I  ask  hon,  gentlemen  what 
would  be  the  value  of  any  report  Judge 
Britton  could  make  ?  He  is  a  judge  of 
law,  and  the  points  involved  are  those 
which  could  only  be  within  the  knowledge 
of  n  hydraulic  engineer.  We,  unfortunate- 
ly, have  not  the  benefit  of  any  opinions 
.  43 


Hint  Mr.  Bell  may  have  formed.  Tbe  evi- 
dence was  taken  down  in  sbortbaud,  and. 
had  to  be  all  written  out.  The  work  of 
extending  tbe  evidence  had  not  been  com- 
pleted before  Mr.  Bell's  death.  In  view  of 
all  the  facts  I  see  no  object  in  a  report — I 
suppose  I  am  wrong,  there  are  few  cases 
on  which  His  Jtajesty's  opposition  and  His 
Majesty's  government  agree,  and  when  they 
do  agree  I  must  be  very  wrong.  But  I  am 
like  the  man  '  who  convinced  against  his 
will  is  of  the  same  ^opinion  still-'  I  think 
that  la  tbe  common  sense  view  to  take  of 
it.  What  can  yon  Ingaire  into  ?  Into  what 
might  have  been  ?  Even  tbe  -i-epoi-t  of  a 
hydraulic  engineer  could  only  have  possible 
weight,  because  the  conditions  of  tbe  topo- 
graphy of  the  country  diflfer  so  much  from 
hydraulic  works  elsewhere.  I  may  say  en 
passant  that  tbe  miners'  Interests  were  ab- 
solutely protected  In  the  concession  under 
the  circumstances.  Any  report  seemed  to 
me  to  be  futile.  I  thought  so  when  I  wrote 
to  Judge  Britton,  and  I  think  so  now.  He 
was  to  return  tbe  evidence,  leaving  It  to 
everybody  to  judge  ;  there  are  many  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  chamber  who  think  their 
conclusion  on  the  evidence  would  be  aa 
valuable  as  Ju^e  Brttton's.  Mr.  Britttm 
Is  B  judge  of  law,  but  not  of  hydraulics, 
and  It  is  rather  an  unfair  thing  to  ask 
Mr.  Britton  to  -make  a  report,  the  sub- 
ject-matter of  which  he  has  no  possible 
knowledge.  It  is  a  very  special  subject. 
There  are  very  few  men  who  are  capable 
of  passing  an  opinion  of  the  effect  of  hy- 
draulic engineering.. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is  that 

the  last  letter  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  tbe  first  letter.  I 
sent  for  the  papers  while  tlie  hou.  gentle- 
man was  speaking.  .  I  will  read  the  guilty 
communication.    It  reads  as  follows : 

Secretary  of  State,  Canada. 

Id  view  of  tbe  surrender  of  the  rigbtB,  powers 
and  privileges  sranted  by  Order  In  Council  at 
tbe  2l8t  April.  1902,  to  HaJcohn  H.  Orr-Gwlug, 
A.  N.  C.  Treadgoia,  and  Walter  Barwick,  which 
surrender  has  been  accepted  by  His  Excellency 
the  Qoveroor  General  In  Council  on  the  22nd 
in»t.,  there  Is  do  occasion  for  proceeding  further 
with  the  Investigation  Into  the  afTalrs  of  what 
Is  commonly  known  as  the  '  Treadgold  Conoes- 
slon.' 

I  have  to  ask  that  you  would  kindly  transmit 
to  me  the  evidence  wb\ch  you  bave  gathered  re- 
ferring to  that  part  of  the  Inquiry,  without, 
however,  drawing  «oy  conclusion  therefrom. 
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Your  report  will,  therefore,    be    confined  to 
■other  subjects  specitlcally  set   forth   In  your 
-commission  wbich  you  were  directed  to  inquire 
ln(o  and  investigate. 

I  am,  sir,  yours  truly, 
(Sd.)  R.  W.  SCOTT, 

Secretary  ol  Statfl. 

Then  Mr.  Justice  Britton  acknowledges 

that  : 

I  beg  to  aclcnowledgfl  the  receipt  of  your 
favour  of  th«  27th  inst.,  Informing  me  that,  in 
view  of  the  Burrender  of  the  rights,  powers  and 
privileges  grantecl  by  Order  in  Council  of  2l8t 
April.  1902,  t-o  Malcolm  ,H.  Orr-Ewing,  A.  N.  C. 
Treadgold,  and  Walter  Barwick,  there  is  no 
occasion  for  proceeding  further  with  the  larei- 
tlgatlon  into  the  affairs  of  what  Is  commonly 
known  as  the  '  Treadgold  Concession.' 

You  ask  me  to  transmit  the  evidence  roferrlng 
to  that  part  of  the  inquiry. 

The  evidence  In  reference  to  the  various  snb- 
JectB  embraced  in  the  inquiry  of  the  commis- 
sioners Is  bound  together,  making  in  all  six 
volumes  of  about  550  pages  each.  Persons  who 
presented  themselves  as  witnesses  in  many 
fsases  cams  to  speak  o€  some  purtlealar  coness- 
sfon  or  to  present  Ibomething  supposed  to  be  of 
use  not  In  any  way  connected  with  Treadgold, 
when  a  statement  would  be  volunteered,  or  an 
answer  given  to  a  question  put  by  some  per- 
sons la  th«  room,  and  then  toilowed  further 
■tatementa  and  discussion  about  the  Treadgold 
concessions.  If  this  has'  to  be  separated,  the 
labour  will  be  sreat  and  It  will  take  some 
time. 

The  evidence  speeiDcally  given  in  reference 
to  the  Treadgold  concessions  can  be  taken  out 
of  these  books  and  bound  separately,  and  can 

be  'transmitted  almost  at  once. 
Waiting  your  reply, 

Your  obedient  servant, 

B.  M.  BRITTOX. 

In  the  meantime  my  hon.  friend  bad 
started  the  ball  rolling  and  said  that  Senator 
Scott  was  suppressing  Judge  Britton's  report 
and  so  the  Secretary  of  State  sent  this  tele- 
gram when  he  found  the  opposition  and  the 
government  both  concurred  in  the  Improp- 
riety of  the  position  he  was  taking  : 

Referring  to  my  letter  of  27th  June  advising 
you  of  surrender  of  powers  and  privileges 
granted  to  the  Treadgold  syndicate  of  the  ac- 
ceptance of  tiie  surrender  by  His  Excellency  in 
Council,  I  added  that  there  was  now  no  occas- 
ion of  proceeding  further  with  the  investigation 
Into  the  affairs  of  the  Treadgold  concession. 
Before  writing  that  letter  the  Privy  Council 
had  not  been  consulted  and,  attention  having 
been  called  to  the  subject,  council  did  not  ap- 
prove of  my  action.  I  therefore  cancel  the 
letter  of  the  27th  June  and  you  will  please 
proceed  as  if  that  letter  had  not  been  written. 

R.  W.  SCOTT. 

I  next  day  confirmed  tbat  telegram  by 
letter.  All  the  correspondence  Is  here  from 
the  first,  from  the  time  of  the  granting  of 
the  concession  to  the  present  time.  It  was 
not  aaked  for,  but  I  thought  it  better  that 
Hoc  Hr.  SCOTT. 


,  ;U)  the  iiiformntlon  slionid  go.  There  Is  the 
:  Order  in  Council  and  the  conces^on  and  the 
I  v.irious  commissions  that  were  granted. 
I  I'Mrst  to  the  engineer  at  Montreal  and  then 
,  to  Mr.  Justice  Britton.  and  subsequent!;  to 
i  tlie  late  Mr.  Bell. 

I  'Hon.   Mr.    DeBOUCHERVELLE— Is  the 
I  Order  in  Council  condemning  the  hon.  Se^ 
retary  of  State  among  these  papers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  was  no  order  hi 
Council  condemnii^  the  Secretary  of  State. 
When  I  found  m'y  colleagues  did  not  con- 
cur, I  simply  telegraphed  to  Judge  Britton 
,  to  cancel  my  letter  and  regard  it  as  never 
^  having  been  written,  so  tbat  no  qwdsl 
j  harm  has  been  done.  I  therefore  bare  mneli 
I  pleasure  In  laying  on  the  table  the  papers. 
[  might  say  a  good  deal  more,  but  it  is  s 
dead  subject  now  and  I  do  not  think  the 
public  will  tnke  so  much  stock  In  the  six 
volumes  of  550  pages  each,  as  they  would 
have  it  the  concession  had  been  carried  on. 
W>  have  none  too  much  time  to  deal  wltb 
living  subjects,  and  I  see  no  object  In  tak- 
ing np  a  dead  subject   The  judge  cannot 
satisfactorily  pass  on  a  hydraulic  qoestlML 
My  view  was  that  every  gentleman  who 
took    any  Interest    In  the    subject  coold 
read   the    evidence   and   draw   bis  own 
deduction    from    It      Supposing  Judge 
Britton  stated  it  was  not  an  improvident 
concession,    what    good    would    result  ? 
Would  It    convert  the    people  who  bad 
criticised  the  action  of  the  govemmeDt  t 
Those  who  thought  the  concession  was  a 
wise  and  prudent  one  would  not  be  dis- 
turbed if  Judge  Britton  condemned  It  The.T 
would  say  ;  '  There  is  the  evidence,  I  pre- 
sume I  am  quite  as  capable  of  construins 
it  as  Judge  Britton.'    If  it  were  a  question 
of  law  I  would  bow  to  bim.  but  he  must 
feel  embarrassed  In  being    called  upon  to 
make  a  report  on  a  subject-matter  not  with- 
in his  purview.  His  colleague  who  could  ad- 
vise him  Is,  uulortunnteiy,  dead.   I  think  it 
Is  a  misfortune  that  Judge  Britton  should 
be  called  upon  to  make  a  report,  because 
It  mu&t  be  obvious  to  every  gentleman  that 
where  a  judge  is  called  upon  to  make  «  re- 
port u£ion  something  entirely    outside  of 
questions  of  law,  he  Is  a  layman  as  far  as 
that  particular  subject  Is  concerned.  Be 
should  not  t>e  expected  to  express  opinions 
on  outside  matters. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKBNZIE  B0WELL~7he 
argameDts  that  have  been  advanced  by  my 
hon.  friend  If  such  they  may  be  designated, 
simply  mean  that  no  matter  what  malad- 
ministration of  the  affairs  of  the  (!ounti-y 
may  take  place   and   a   commission  ap- 
pointed  to    Investigate  them,   and  some- 
thing occurs  in  the  meantime  which  leads  a 
member  of  the  cabinet  to  think.  It  unneces 
sary  to  make  a  report,  therefore  we  shall 
have    no    report.      That    is    the  trend 
of    my    hon.    friend's    argument.  The 
object  of  the  appointment  of  that  commis 
sion  was  simply  to  ascertain  whether  the 
conduct  of  the  gOTernment  in  the  granting 
of  these  concessions  was  of  such  a  char- 
acter aa  to  Impede  the  progress  of  the  min 
hig  Interests  of  that  country.   The  miners 
and  others  Interested  In  that  country  de- 
clared that  the  administration  of  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada  had  been  detrimental  to 
the  interests  of  the  miners  and  the  pro- 
gr^s  of  that  country,  and  the  Judge  and 
his' colleagne  were  appointed  to  Investigate 
that  complaint   The  only  man  who  would 
have  a  knowledge  of  the  hydraulic  mining, 
to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  and 
which  has  very  little  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion. Is,  unfortunately,  dead  ;  but  the  gov- 
ernment appointed  a  commission  for  a  cer- 
tain purpose.  That  commission  went  to  the 
lokoQ  Territory ;   they  made  certain  in- 
vestigations under  their  instructions.  They 
came  back  with  the  evidence,  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  tells  the  chief  of  that  commis- 
sion that  because  the  government  have  can- 
celled the  concession  that  they  made,  that  It 
is  not  necessary  for  him  to  make  any  report, 
so  that  the  country  is  not  to  know  whether 
the  effect  of  the  granting  of  the  concession 
was  detrimental  to  the  Interests  of  that  coun- 
try or  not.  That  was  the  principal  reason.  I 
am  not  going  to'follow  the  hon.  gentleman 
through  the  whole  of  his  statement.  He 
referred  to  the  bench  claims.   I  suppose  he 
knows  that  there  are  bench  claims  worked 
to-day,  and  I  suppose  he  does  know,  if  not 
he  should  not  have  referred  to  it,  that  these 
bench  claims  have  water  sufficient  to  enable 
them  to  be  worked  successfully.  I  am  speak- 
ing from  a  little  experience  just  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Are  there    no  bench 
claims  where  water  is  not  available  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Ger- 
tahily.  But  the  water  is  brought  there.  We  all 
45i 


know  yon  cannot  work  any  of  these  claims 
without  water.  We  know  further  that  even 
with  quartz  claims  you  require  water  to 
wash  the  debris  from  the  gold  after  the 
rocks  are  crushed ;  but  they  do  work  many 
of  the  twnch  claims  at  the  present  moment, 
and  there  are  certain  lines  by  which  it  is 
done.  I  myself  walked  into  a  tunnel  of 
over  GOO  feet  into  one  of  the  mountains, 
three,  four  or  five  hundred  feet  above  the 
level,  where  the  washing  takes  place,  and  It 
was  125  feet— an  Interesting  point— I  do 
not  know  If  It  has  anything  to  do  with  this 
—125  feet  into  the  tunnel  and  there  the 
earth  was  frozen  as  hard  as  a  brick,  and 
it  had  to  be  melted  or  thawed  by  nieans 
of  the  exhaust  steam  that  was  carried  into 
the  tunnel,  and  then  brought  out  and  wash- 
ed at  the  bottom  of  the  hill.  What  I  object 
to  more  particularly  in  the  hon.  gentleman's 
theory  of  government  is  the  fact  thaf  he 
said  we  are  a  nation,  and,  being  a  nation 
therefore,  each  head  of  a  department  must 
govern  without  the  consent  and  knowledge 
of,  or  consultation  with  bis  colleagues. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  never  said  that. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE    BOWELL— I 
know  the  hon.  gentleman  did  not,  but  that 
is  the  Inference.   The  hon.  gentleman  said 
that  Canada  had  'grown  to  be  a  nation  and 
that  being  a  nation  the  government  of  the 
country  must  be  carried  on  in  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  gentleman  haa  carried  It 
on.   I  take  exception  to  the  expression  In 
every  sense  of  the  word,  and  I  say  that  we 
are  no  more  a  nation  now  than  we  were 
twenty  years  ago.   We  are  an  integral  part 
of  the  British  nation  and  nothing  more  or 
less.    We  are  growing,  it  Is  true,  and  we 
are  becoming  a  more  important  part  of  the 
empire  than  we  were  twenty,  thirty  or  forty 
years  ago,  and  I  trust  that  the  Improvement 
In  our  prosperity,  wealth  and  importance  will 
continue ;  but  to  rise  and  tell  us,  as  the 
premier  told  the  country  on  one  occasion, 
that  he  went  to  bed  one  night  and  woke 
up  next  morning  and  found    that  he  had 
created  a  nation,  or  that  we  were  a  nation, 
is  not  the  fact.   I  contend  we  are  no  vaiore 
a  nation  to-day  than  we  were  thirty  years 
ago.    We  are  part,  of  a  nation,  and  X  am 
glad  to  know  that  we  are  becoming  a  more 
important  part  of  it  every  day  that  we  live 
—so  important  that  they  recognize  the  fact 
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DOW  lu  the  mother  country  that  Oanada 
Is  an  Intregal  part  of  tlie  British  empire. 
The  Inference  to  be  drawn  from  the  ex- 
presBion  which  is  constanUy  used,  that  we 
are  a  nation  would  lead  the  younger  peo- 
ple to  suppose  that  we  are  gradually  drift- 
ing from  Britain,  and  that  we  are  ultima- 
tely to  raise  our  own  flag  and  become  In- 
dependent of  the  mother  country. 

I  have  no  feeling  of  that  kind,  and  I  trust 
the  day  will  never  come  when  we  slioll  hear, 
even  inferentlally,  expressions  of  that  kind, 
to  lead  the  younger  portion  of  the  Canadian 
people  to  believe  tliat  we  are  to  be  any- 
thing more  than  a  part  of  the  British 
empire— I  do  not  mean  to,  say  a  dependency: 
as  It  1^  understood  by  many  people — but  I 
mean  to  say  that  we  are  a  part  and  parcel 
of  the  whole,  and  that  q  Canadian  haa  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  In  any  part  of  the 
British  empire  as  though  he  lived  In  the 
mother  country.  I  want  no  prouder  ocwst 
and  Inheritance  to  hand  down  to  my 
children  than  the  fact  that  they  are  citizens 
of  the  British  empire.  What  clap-trap  t-> 
speak  of  Canada  as  a  nation,  as  though  we 
are  now  any  more  a  nation  than  we  were 
sixty  or  seventy  years  ago.  when  I  came  to 
this  country.  I  repudiate  the  inference 
drawn  from  remarks  of  that  kind.  If  we  were 
an  independent  nntloni  and  still  continued  to 
(Tovem  the  country  under  the  system  that 
prevails  in  England  and  In  Canada  to-xtay, 
the  'principle  laid  down  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man never  could  be  carried  out  unless  we 
had  ministers  like  himself,  who  are  pre- 
pared to  assume  responsibility, ,  and  when 
they  are  r^udlated,  as  he  himself  says  he 
was.  by  his  own  colleagues  and  by  the 
opposition,  quietly  takes  a  snub  like  a 
weil-whlppetl  child,  I  can  understand  what 
he  means  by  Canada  being  a  nation,  i  be- 
lieve the  views  to  which  I  have  given  ex- 
pression are  the  views  of  any  man  who 
knows  anything  of  tlie  system  of  respon- 
sible govermment  When  we  have  the  copies 
of  the  documents  before  us.  if  I  find  any- 
thing in  them  that  Is  worthy  of  referring  to 
hereafter.  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of  doing 
so.  Might  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  whether 
he  will,  without  a  motion  made  by  myself, 
bring  down  a  statement  of  the  cost  to  the 
country  of  that  commission  ?  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  says  yes,  I  shall  not  put  a  notice 
on  the  paper.  If  he  thinks  It  necessary  that 
Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  ROWELL. 


I  should  put  a  notice  on  the  paper,  I  shil! 

do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—I  am  not  In  a  posftlon 
to  say  what  it  has  cost  the  couiitrj-.  I  do 
not  think  any  account  has  been  sent  In,  and 
I  do  not  know  whether  any  money  has  been 
advanced.  Until  we  get  the  final  accoant 
we  cannot  tell  what  the  cost  will  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Belleville  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowel!) 
State  If  be  repudiates  the  opinion  expressed 
some  time  ago  in  Loudon  by  the  Right  Hon. 
.Joseph  Chamberlain,  that  the  empire  should 
be  considered  a  sisterhood  of  nations  ?  The 
hon.  geotdeman  does  not  answer.  It  Is  not 
proper  to  challenge  the  word  used  by  tbe 
hon.  leader  of  the  House  In  regard  to  th^ 
destiny  of  Canada  when  it  is  used  by  an 
Imperial  statesman.  It  Is  a  noble  ambition 
for  a  young  country  to  look  forward  to  the 
time  when  it  shall  be  a  nation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Tbey 
say  Canada  now  is  a  nation. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— I  am  criticising  tbe 
hon.  gentleman's  denanciatlon  of  the  useM 
that  word.  He  will  not  allow  the  Seeretarr 
of  Rtate  to  speak  of  Canada  as  a  natioii, 
though  a  British  statesman  says  we  are,  and  | 
the  leader  of  our  own  government  stated  | 
before  the  King,  and  before  the  statesmen  | 
of  the  empire,  that  Canada  is  a  nation,  and  | 
he  was  not  called  to  time.  | 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  .(B.C.)-That  does  I 
not  make  Canada  a  nation.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Xo  ;  but  I  do  not  j 
wish  tbe  remarks  of  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
i^ltUm  to  go  on  record  as  being  the  unanlmim' 
opinion  of  the  people  of  Canada,  that  «e  ' 
are  not  entitled  to  look  forward  to  the  dar 
when  we  shall  be  a  nation.  We  have  the 
best  authority  to  look  for  that  develi^uient 
We  have  the  statement  made  by  the  leader 
of  this  government,  in  a  notable  gatherln? 
in  Great  Britain  and  elsewhere,  without  be- 
ing challenged  for  It,  as  the  Secretary  of 
State  Is  being  challenged  here  to-day  by  tbe 
leader  of  the  opposition.  I  do  not  tblnli 
the  simple  word  dropped  by  the  Secrrtary 
of  State  called  for  such  fierce  denunciation 
on  the  part  of  tbe  leader  of  the  opposition. 

The  SPEAKER— Inasmuch  as  the  corre- 
spondence moved  for  has  already  t>een  laid 
on  the  table.  I  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Hone 


Digitized  by  Google 


JULY  14,  1904 


709 


as  to  tbe  order  that  this  address  be  pre- 
sented to  His  Excellency  the  Governor  Gen- 
eral by  socta  members  of  this  House  as  are 
members  of  the  Prlry  Conncll. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is  a 
question  whether  such  a  form  of  motion 
elionid  be  used  and  whether  It  ^ould  not  be 
shnply  an  order  of  the  House.  I  notice  the 
question  was  dlscnssed  once  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  it  pussies  me  as  to  where 
the  distinction  should  be  drawn.  It  is  a 
matter  of  form. 

The  SPEAKER— The  distinction  has  been 
obserrM  In  the  House  of  Commons,  and  I 
tbkik  It  l8-ft  pity  we  do  not  obserre  It  here, 
but  we  never  have  done  so.  With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  shall  consider  that 
question  as  not  having  been  put,  and  the 
motion  is  that  the  bon.  member  from  Belle- 
ville be  permitted  to  withdraw  bis  mo- 
tion. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

THE  8TEAMEB  'GAUSS.* 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT  inquired  : 

Is  it  tbe  InteDtion  of  the  goTemment  to 
grant  the  commander  of  the  '  Qausi '  com- 
plete llbertr  in  tlie  choice  to  be  made  of  the 
men  who  are  to  compose  the  crew  of  the 
said  vesseil? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  commander  of  the 
'Arctic,'  formerly  the  'Gauss,'  will  be  pro- 
vided with  a  proper  crew  found  qualifled  by 
the  department  for  the  expedition. 


WHARF  AT 


ST.  ALPHONSE  OF  HA  I 
HA!  BAY. 

MOTION. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
£zcelleDcr  tbe  Oovernor  QeaeraJ ;  praying 
that  His  Excellency  will  be  pleased  to  cause 
to  be  laid  before  this  House  a  statement  in- 
dicating, year  by  year,  from  the  year  1901,  in- 
clusive, up  to  this  day,  the  detail  of  the  ex- 
pense incurred  In  tbe  construction  of  the 
wharf  at  St.  Alphonse  of  Ha  !  Ha  I  Bay. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  WHARF  AT  POIXTB  AUX  TREM- 
BLES. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT  inQUlred  : 

1.  Did  tbe  government  ask  for  tenders  for 
the  construction  of  a  wharf  at  Polnte  aux 
Trembles,  in  the  county  of  Portneut  ? 


2.  Was  the  contract  for  the  construction  ot 
such  wharf  granted  to  tbe  lowest  tenderer  ? 

3.  If  not.  to  whom. 

4.  For  what  price  ? 

B.  When  are  the  works  to  be  commenced  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  replies  are  as  fol- 
lows : 

1.  Yes. 

2.  Yes. 

8.  See  above. 
4.  138.775. 

B.  Contractors  are  supposed  to  start  work 
as  soon  as  possible,  there  being  no  fixed 
date  for  commencement. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  the  name  of  the 

contractor  given  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  they  did  not  give 
nie  the  name.  He  Is  tbe  lowest  tenderer, 
however,  whoever  he  was. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

Bill  (M)  An  Act  respecting  the  Pacific 
Bank  of  Canada.— (Hon.  Mr.  Templeman.) 

BUI  (121)  An  Act  respecting  the  Century 
Life  Insurance  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  Fer- 

ley.) 

PILOTAGE  ACT  AMBNDMBNT  BILL. 
THIRD  RBADdNO. 

Tbe  House  resolved  Itself  Into  a  Commit* 
tee  of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (100)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Pilotage  Act. 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (BX!.)— Where 
has  this  great  change  been  found  neces- 
sary ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  by  representations 
from  the  shipping  Interests.  Last  year  a 
change  was  made  so  far  as  Montreal  and 
Saguenay  were  concerned.  There  bad  been 
some  friction  in  both  places,  and  the  de- 
partment had  to  take  it  over,  and  represen- 
tations were  made,  from  tbe  shipping  in- 
terests and  boards  of  trade  in  other  places, 
that  they  would  like  to  have  tbe  supreme 
authority  bere,  If  tbey  so  desired  it.  It 
must  emanate  from  the  local  body,  how- 
ever. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  with  amendments,  which 

were  concurred  In. 

'  The  Bill  WAS  tben  read  tbe  third  time  and 
passed. 
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SHIPPING  CASUALTIES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  Itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  BUI  (102)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Shipping 
Casualties  Act,  1901. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT—I  have  Just  received 
a  tele^m  from  the  president  of  the  pilots 
In  Quebec,  saying  he  is  coming  up  with  a 
deputation,  and  asking  that  the  Bill  be  post- 
poned until  Monday. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEiMPLEMAN— This  BlU  has 
beeu  delayed  on  two  or  three  occasions  on 
account  of  similar  requests  having  been 
made,  to  permit  pilots  to  come  here  and  be 
heard.  I  understand  that  there  are  two  or 
three  amendments  to  be  made  to  the  BH!. 
which  probably  will  be  in  a  line  with  what 
my  bon.  friend  wants.  There  Is  some  ob- 
ject In  having  the  Bill  passed  to-day  and 
assented  to  along  with  other  Bills  to-morrow 
or  Monday.  There  are  pending  some  case-i 
which  require  to  be  Investigated,  and  pro- 
bably tried,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Marine  Casualties  BUI,  as  at  present  being 
amended,  and  which  are  now  being  deferred, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  machinery  is  not  quite 
ready.  Unless  the  reasons  are  very  strong 
for  a  postponement,  I  should  prefer  to  have 
the  BUI  passed  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY-I  do  not  know  what 
the  reasons  are  ;  I  have  simply  received  the 
telegram  to  which  I  have  referred.  The  hon. 
gentleman  says  a  similar  telegram  was  sent 
some  time  ego.  It  was  not  from  this  body. 
This  is  from  the  pilots  below  Quebec  ;  the 
previous  demand  was  from  the  pilots  be- 
tween Montreal  and  Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Would  it  not 
serve  the  bon.  gentleman's  purpose  if  be 
passed  the  BIU,  and  let  the  pilots  be  heard 

in  the  House  of  Commons  when  It  goes  back 
there  ?  I  linow  It  Is  the  desire  of  the  Min- 
ister of  Marine  and  Fisheries  that  this  Bil; 
should  pass  to-day  or  to-morrow,  In  order  to 
receive  the  Royal  Assent 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

In  committee,  on  the  first  clause, 

1.  Section  2  of  tbe  Sblpping  Casualties  Act, 
1901,  is  amended  by  the  addition  of  tbe  (ol- 
lowins  paragraph  . — 

(g.)  The  expression  '  pilot '  meanB  any  per- 
son not  belonging  to  a  ship  who  has  the  con- 
duct thereof. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-What 
is  the  'law  now  ?    Cannot  a  man  on  tbe 

ship  be  a  pilot  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLDMAN— The  Act  does 
not  provide  for  inquiring  Into  the  conduct 
of  a  pilot  It  Is  bringing  the  officer,  known 
as  a  pilot  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Shipping  Casualties  Act  so  that  nndei  that 
Act  an  inquiry  can  be  made  when  an  acci- 
dent takes  place,  so  that  the  responsibility 
can  be  fixed,  and  a  penalty  imposed,  under 
that  Act.  This  clause  defines  the  meaning 
of  the  word  '  pilot' 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.B.I.)— This 
clause  would  not  npply  to  all  tbe  pilots,  be- 
cause a  ship  might  have  one  of  Its  officers 
employed  as  a  pilot,  and  he  would  not  be 
amenable  under  tbe  law  as  it  stands,  be- 
cause it  only  aiHilics  to  a  pilot  when  he  Is  a 
person  not  belonging  to  the  ship  who  has  tbe 
conduct  of  a  vessel. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  that  cose  tha.  pilot 
would  be  one  of  tbe  officers  of  tbe  ship,  and 
would  come  under  the  Act  anyway. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL— Would 
be  be  subject  to  the  law  governing  pilots  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN-Under  the  law 
as  it  stands,  tbe  expression  'master'  hi- 
cludes  every  person  having  charge  of  a 

vessel,  excepting  the  pHot 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— You  would  still 
eliminate  from  the  Act  an  officer  of  a  sbip 
acting  In  the  capacity  of  a  pUot  Section  2 
of  the  present  Act  does  not  extend  to  an 
officer  of  a  ship  acting  in  the  capacity  of  a 
pilot  so  it  would  not  reach  an  officer  of  a 
ship  acting  as  a  pilot. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Tbe  hon.  gentleman  is 
slightly  in  error.  Paragraph  (b)  of  sectlmi  2 

of  the  Shipping  Casualties  Act  says  : 

The  expresslOD  '  master '  includes  eveiT 
person  except  a  pilot  having  command  or 
charge  of  any  vessel. 

So  any  seaman,  or  other  man  on  board  of 
a  ship,  having  charge  of  a  ship,  Is  a  master, 
excepting  a  pilot.  If  you  leave  It  that  way. 
It  will  include  a  pilot  belonging  to  the  sblp, 
because  this  paragraph,  which  we  propose 
to  add  now,  says  :  '  Any  person  not  belong- 
ing to  a  ship.'  Even  If  be  Is  a  pilot,  and 
belongs  to  tbe  ship,  he  will  not  come  under 
tbe  term  'pilot,'  but  come  under  the  term 
'  master.* 
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Hon.  Mr.  L0U6HEBD— Let  ns  assame  aD 
officer  of  a  ship  under  tbe  Act  as  it  now 
ataads  Is  acting  as  a  pilot,  does  the  Act 
reach  him  ?  * 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not 

Hon.  Mr.  LO  UGH  EED— Under  the  pre- 
sent law,  it  Is  conceded  that  the  pilot,  al- 
tboagh  an  officer  of  tbe  ship,  acting  In  the 
capacity  of  a  pilot,  cannot  be  reached  by 
tbe  Act.  Now,  the  amendment  does  not 
oorer  that,  because  It  only  refers  to  that 
class  of  pilot  who  does  not  belong  to  tbe  ship. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEIB— It  talces  tbe  pilot  who 
Is  in  the  ship  and  belongs  to  tbe  ship  out 
of  the  class  of  pilots  altogether  and  leave 
him  Id  the  class  of  master. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/—D0 
the  penalties  which  are  Imposed  for  neg- 
lected dnty  apply  to  tbe  master  who  Is  de- 
clared not  to  t>e  a  pilot  under  this  clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.'TEMPLEMAN— Yes. 

Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-There 
are  certain  penalties  attached  to  a  neglect 
of  duty  by  a  pilot 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  penalties  are 
mentioned  later  on  in  the  Act.  I  wish  to 
move  an  additional  subsection  to  this  sec- 
tion, as  subsectlou  two  of  section  one,  pro- 
riding  for  the  Insertion  of  the  word  *  pilot ' 
after  the  word  *  mate '  whererer  the  words 
'  master,*  *  mate '  or  '  engineer  *  occur. 
These  words  occur  In  a  great  many  places, 
and  in  order  to  prevent  any  doubt  as  to 
whether  the  law  applies  to  the  pilot,  I 
propose  to  submit  this  sub-clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Does  that 
cover  tbe  case  of  a  captain,  mate  or  pilot  of 
bis  own  vessel  ?  The  captain  acts  as  pilot 
sometimes.  He  would  be  master  and  would 
be  liable. 

Tbe  amendment  was  adopted. 

The  clause  as  amended  was  adopted. 

On  clause  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  wotfld  not  be  quite 
clear  from  tbe  wording  of  this  sub-clause 
whether  there  Is  to  be  one  officer  appointed 
for  tbe  whole  of  Canada,  or  whether  the 
intention  la  that  there  shall  be  officers  ap- 
pointed for  each  district,  or  that  there  shall 
be  an  officer  appointed  for  each  case,  and  I 


propose  to  add  for  tbe  flrst  subsection  after 
clause  4,  the  following  :— 

And  ma;  define  the  territorial  Jurisdiction 
of  a.ns  such  officer  or  person. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  <B.C.)— That  Is 

reagonable. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-Theu  in  line  17  after 
the  word  'default'  It  is  necessary  to  add 
some  words.    The  clause  reads  : 

2.  If,  upon  a  prellminarr  inquiry,  tbe  officer 
holding  It  is  of  opinion  that  any  loss,  or 
damage,  or  the  stranding  of  any  ship,  or  any 
loss  of  life,  has  Deen  caused  by  the  wrong- 
ful act  or  default  

There  is  another  cause  from  which  acci- 
dents sometimes  happen,  that  Is,  the  incapa- 
city of  the  pilot  through  old  age  or  ignor- 
ance or  any  other  cause,  and  the  court 
which  Investigates  should  have  the  right 
to  deal  with  Incapacity  as  well  as  defaults, 
and  I  propose  to  add  '  or  by  the  incapacity.* 

Hon.  Mr.  McGREGOR-There  should  be 
uo  incapacity  In  pilots.  They  are  licensed 
every  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  am  Informed  by 
the  officer  who  conducts  these  Inquiries  that 
there  are  cases  of  Incapacity.  If  there  Is 
no  incapacity  this  clause  will  not  operate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Does 
it  not  strike  the  minister  that  this  Is  a  sin- 
gular clause,  It  says  : 

4.  The  minister  may  appoint  a  principal 
officer  of  customs  or  any  officer  of  tbe  gov- 
ernmenii  of  Canada,  or  any  persoa  to  make 
prpliminary  inquiries  respecting  such  sblp- 
ing  casualties. 

You  first  say  the  minister  may  appoint 
the  officer  of  customs.  Then  he  may  ap- 
point an  officer  of  the  government  of 
Canada  or  any  person.  Why  is  there  not 
a  simple  declaration  that  he  may  appoint 
any  person. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— At  present  the 

law  reads  as  follows  : 

The  minister  may  direct 

And  this  is  substituted.  It  wUl  be  ob- 
served that  the  minister  cannot,  under  tbe 
law  ns  it  stands  at  present,  name  any  per- 
son until  an  accident  occurs,  and  then  he 
appoints  tbe  nearest  custom-house  officer  or 
any  other  officer  to  make  the  inquiry.  It 
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Is  now  proposed  that  the  minister  shall  ap- 
point certain  shipping  masters,  other  offi- 
cers of  the  government  at  certain  places  on 
the  eoiist,  to  be  officers  to  make  Inquiries 
wUen  any  accident  occurs,  so  that  the  oflS- 
cer  appoloted  can  make  the  Inquiry  Just^as 
soon  as  he  knows  an  accident  has  taken 
place,  without  any  instruction  or  new  ap- : 
polntment  from  the  minister.    The  whole  | 
object  of  this  is  to  expedite  Inqnlrles  into  | 
marine  accidents.  I 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
Is  not  the  point  I  raised.  Under  the  pre- 
sent law,  power  Is  conferred  upon  the  min- 
ister to  appoint  a  customs  official.  The 
amendment  proposed  Is  that  be  appoint  a  < 
customs  officer  or  he  may  appoint  an  offlew  j 
of  the  government  or  any  other  person. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— As  the  hiw  Is  at  , 
present  he  may  appoint  any  officer  of  cus- 
toms residing  at  or  near  the  platie  where 
ench  shipping  casualty  occurs,  or  be  may 
appoint  an  officer  of  the  government  of  Can- 
ada, or  be  may  appoint  any  person.  The 
minister  cannot  act  until  an  accident  takes 
place. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He 
can  appoint  a  government  officer  or  any  one 

e^se. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  could  appoint  a 
barber. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  there  Is  a 
little  misapprehension  with  respect  to  this 
change.  The  law  as  It  stands  now  provides 
that  there  shall  be  a  Special,  appointment 
nuide  In  each  case.  That  has  been  found 
Inconvenient  In  working,  and  Involves  delay. 
The  Minister  of  Mnriue  and  Fisheries  may 
not  be  very  easily  accessible,  and  ft  has  been 
felt  by  the  officers  who  have  to  do  the  work 
In  the  department  that  It  is  desirable  that 
there  should  be  a  permanent  officer  ;  and  the 
clause  which  Is  now  under  consideration 
provides  for  the  appointment  of  officers  of 
a  quasi  permanent  character.  The  minister 
may  appoint  any  person  to  make  the  pre- 
liminary intiulries  respectinjr  such  shipping 
casualties.  That  meiins  shipping  casualties 
in  general  and  not  any  one  in  particular. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  move    that  the 
■words  '  principal  officers  of  customs  or  any 
Hod.  Hr.  TEMPLEMAN. 


officer  of  the  government  of  Canada  or*  be 
struck  out,  so  that  It  will  read : 

The  minister  may  appoint  aar  perBon  to 
make  preliminary  Inquiries. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Ob,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  boo.  leadw  Of 
the  opposition  Is  trying  to  find  out  why  thtj 
adopt  there  the  words  '  any  person.* 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-It  is  In  the  existini 
law. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEHAN— Hon.  gentlemea 
will  see  that  lie  will  appoint  an  officer  at 
customs  if  there  Is  one  In  that  vicinity.  If 
there  Is  no  officer  of  customs  be  may  appoint 
some  other  person, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
gcrernment  want  the  power  to  appoint  som? 
of  their  friends  to  do  the  work  which  bas 
heretofore  been  done  by  other  officials. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  Is  labouring  under  a  mlsap- 
prcAienslon.  Section  4  of  the  present  Act 
reads : 

Or  any  other  person  appointed  by  the  min- 
ister. 

But  the  object  of  this  Bill  U  to  have  a 
permanent  officer,  so  that  there  will  be  do 
delay  making  Inquiries. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  ll 
a  pity  that  the  responsible  minister  in  chargt 

could  not  make  that  explanation  himself.  It 
is  very  fortunate  he  has  some  one  beside 
him  who  can  make  the  explffnntion. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Ou  clause  3, 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  propose  to 
strike  out-tSie  words  In  the  33rd  line  afta 
the  word  'exceeding.*  The  amount  of  fiie 
fine  Is  very  Indefinite  under  this  clause ;  It 
would  not  be  known  what  the  Income  of  the 
pilot  was,  and  there  might  be  some  little 
difficulty  In  ascertaining  the  actual  amount 
of  the  fine  and  I  propose  to  insert  the  wordK 

Not  exceeding  ^400  and  not  less. than  fSO. 
That  will  make  the  fine  a  definite  amoaQt 


The  amendment  was  adopted,  and 
clause  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 
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Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS,  from  the  committee,  re- 
ported tlie  Bin  with  amendments,  which 
irere  concurred  In. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN  moved  the  sus- 
pension ot  rule  41. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY-I  object 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAX-Tben  I  shall 
more  that  the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time 
to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

ALLIANCE  BANK  OF  CANADA  BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  moved  the  secoud 
reading  of  Bill  (140)  An  Act  respecting  the 
Alllauee  Bank  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—Tbere  Is  no  petition 
for  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  Bill  was  reported 
by  the  Standing  Orders  Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  L.\NDRT— But  there  was  no 

motion  to  suspend  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE-Yes. 

The  SPEAKER— As  I  understand,  the 
chairmau  of  the  Committee  oii  Standing 
Orders  reported  in  favour  of  suspending  tlie 
rule  In  connection  with  this  Bill,  and  he 
then  moved  that  the  report  be  adopted  and 
"Uie  report  was  adopted  and  there  Is  no 
necessity  for  anything  further. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDUY— Rule  17  reads  : 

N'o  motion  to  suspend,  modify  or  amend  any 
rule  or  part  thereof  sball  be  in  order  except 
od  One  day's  notice  in  writing,  specifying 
precisely  the  rule*  proposed  to  be  suspended, 
modlfled  or  amended  and  the  purpose  ot  such 
snspenaion. 

That  has  not  been  done.  The  rule  pro- 
ceeds :— 

Dul  any  rules  may  be  suapended  without 
notice  by  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Senate,  and  the  rule  proposed  to  be  suspend- 
ed, shall  be  precisely  and  distinctly  stated, 
and  no  motion  for  the  suspension  of  the  rules 
upon  any  petition  for  a  private  BiU  shall  be 
In  order  unless  the  same  shall  have  been  re- 
commended hj,  the  Committee  on  Standing 
Orders. 

Tbe  committee  has  recommended  that, 
hot  the  motion  has  not  been  made  and  the 
rale  says : 

No  motion  for  the  suspension  of  the  rule 
sball  be  made  unless  it  shall  be  recommended 


by  committee.  The  recommendation  was  given, 
but  the  motion  was  not  made  and  the  rules  were 

not  suspended. 

The  SPEAKER— The  Committee  on 
Standing  Orders  reported  yesterday  as  fol- 
lows . 

Your  committee  have  examined  the  follow- 
ing Bill  (140),  from  the  House  of  Commons, 
referred  to  them  under  the  B9th  rule,  inti- 
tuled :  '  An  Act  respecting  the  Alliance  Bank 
of  Canada.' 

Satisfactory  reasons  being  given  why  no 
petition  waa  presented,  your  committee  re- 
commend the  suspension  ot  the  64th  rule,  as 

it  will  be  competent  for  tbe  committee  to 
whom  the  Bill  shall  be  referred  to  provide 
that  no  Injury  shall  arise  therefrom. 
All  which  Is  respectfully  submitted. 

FINLAY  M.  YOUNG. 

Chairman. 

On  motion  of  the  Honourable  Mr.  Young, 
seconded  by  the  Honourable  Mr.  B^lque,  It 
was 

Ordpred.  that  the  said  report  be  adopted. 

And  It  was  ordered  without  any  dissent 
and  the  rule  has  been  snspended. 

Hon  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  to  differ  from 
that  ruling  completely.  Rule  17  says  that 
no  motion  for  the  Buspenslon  of  tbe  roles 
shall  be  made  unless  it  is  recommended. 
That  Bupiwses  two  things.  That  supposes 
tbe  motion  to  be  made,  and  made  In  accord- 
ance with  the  recommendation  and  by  tbe 
committee.  That  recommendation  ba«  t>een 
made,  but  the  motion  has  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL — The  hon.  gentleman. 
In  my  judgment,  Is  quite  right.  The  re- 
commendation has  been  made  but  no  mo- 
tion has  been  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— I  am  willing  to  with- 
draw the  objection  If  It  be  well  understood 
that  a  recommendation  of  the  committee  is 
not  sufficient  and  that  a  motion  must  be 
made. 

Hon.  Mr,  BEIQUE — For  my  part  I  have 

not  examined  the  point,  but  at  first  sight  I 
would  be  under  the  Impression  that  tbe  rule 
does  not  apply  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  when, 
Impliedly,  the  report  of  the  committee  and 
the  adoption  of  the  report  of  the  committee 
implies  the  suspension  of  the  rule.  I  do  not 
think  that  tbe  point  is  well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  bon.  gentle- 
man talies  that  view  of  it  I  maintain  my 
objection  and  ask  the  ruling  of  the  chair. 
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The  SPBAKEB—The  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  Snlaberry  Is  willing  to  waive  the  point 
for  the  present. 

The  motion  wns  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

SHIPPING  CASUALTIES  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  READINQ. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  to  withdraw 
my  objection  to  the  second  reading  of  Bill 
(102)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Shipping  Casual- 
ties Act,  1902. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Then  I  move 
that  the  order  of  the  House  fixing  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill  for  to-morrow  be  re- 
scinded. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— I  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
wus  read  the  third  time  and  passed. 

AN  ADJOUKNMENT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  there  is  nothing  on 
the  order  paper  for  to-morrow,  and  several 
hou.  gentlemen  have  expressed  a  desire  to 
be  absent  to-iuorrow,  I  move  tbnt  when  the 
House  adjourns  to-day  it  do  stand  adjourned 
until  Mondaj-,  at  3  o'clock,  aud  a  resolution 
may  be  adopted  permitting  any  committee 
that  desire  to  meet  to-moii'ow  may  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  .MACDOXALU  (li.C.)-I  do  not 
rise  to  object,  but  I  wish  to  say  that  tbis  is 
done  through  lobbying.  It  is  too  appareut 
altogether,  and  it  is  not  the  right  thing 
to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— There  is  a  call  for  the 
Railway  Committee  to  meet  to-morrow. 

The  SPEAKER— Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  British  Columbia  object  V 
Hou.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— No. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  COMMITTEE. 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  beg  to  give  notice 
that  I  will  at  the  next  meeting  of  the  House 
move  that  the  chairiuan  of  the  select  com- 
mittee on  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  be  requested  to  make  his  report 
on  the  matter  on  which  I  am  appealing  to 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


Hon.  Jlr.  LANDRY— In  the  absence  of  tbe 
bon.  chairman  of  the  committee  I  moy 
tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  the  report  was 
prepared,  but  had  not  reached  him. 

Hou.  Mr.  BEIQUE— It  might  be  filed  and 
put  on  tlie  order  paper. 

Hou.  Mr.  AVILSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  not  given  his  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-I  am  glTlng  it  for 
the  next  sitting  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  should  like  to  know  In 
what  position  the  senators  who  are  members 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing  will  be 

iu  ?   There  will  be  a  meeting  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Certainly  a  commit- 
tee of  the  Senate  may  always  sit  during 

an  adjournment. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  3  p-m.  on 
Monday. 


TEE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday,  July  18,  lOOi. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSOCIATIOS 
COMMITTEE. 

SEVENTH  REPORT. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN,  from  the  select  com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  posltloa 
in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 

Association  of  New  York,  presented  their 
seventh  report.  The  report  was  read  by  the 
Clerk  as  foUows  : 

The  Senate, 

Committee  Room  Xo.  2, 
Thursday,  July  14th,  1»4. 

The  Select  Committee  appointed  to  Inreitl- 
gate  the  position  In  Canada  of  the  Mutml  Rf* 
serve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York,  beg 
leave  to  make  their  Seventih  report  as  tollowi : 

1.  At  a  meeting  of  your  committee  beld  dd 
12th  July  Instant,  a  certain  document 

duced  and  admitted  in  evidence  as  Exhibit  No. 
36,  a  copy  of  which  Is  contained  in  the  copr  of 
the  evidence  herewith  submitted. 

2.  At  a  meeting  of  your  committee  held  on 
the  13th  July  Instant,  it  was  moved  by  the  ton. 
Mr.  Lougheed  : 

That  the  committee  reconsider  Its  action  « 
the  12th  instant.  In  admitting  Exhibit  No.  St 
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In  amendment  thereto  it  was  moved  by  the 
Honourable  Mr.  I^andry  : 

Tbat  all  the  words  after  '  that '  be  struck  out 
aod  the  following  subatituted  : 

The  Exhibit  No.  36  accepted  yesterday  the 
12tb  Instant  by  this  committee  be  considered 
as  tending  to  prove  the  coQBideration  for  which 
a  sum  of  $5,000  has  been  paid  by  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Convaoy  to  one  Patterson,  tuid  not  as 
a  proof  of  the  truth  of  tbe  charges  wblch  such 
document  contains. 

3.  It  was  objected,  by  tbe  Honourable  Mr. 
B^ique,  that  the  amendment  was  out  of  order, 
on  tbe  ground  that  Exhibit  No.  S6,  having  been 
ottered  for  evidence  end  received  aa  such,  could 
not  now  be  qualified  as  sought  to  be  done  by 
the  amendment  ;  that,  moreover,  tbe  &ald 
amendment  was  not  in  accordance  with  tbe 
facts. 

4.  The  chairman  thereupon  ruled  that  It  was 
In  the  power  of  this  committee  to  qualify  Its 
previous  action  in  aoceptlog  Exhibit  No.  36,  and 
tliac,  inasmuch  as  tbe  amendment  offered  vas 
not  a  flat  contradiction  of  such  action  nor  of  the 
main  motion,  the  amendment  was  in  order- 

5.  The  question  being  then  put  upon  tbe 
amendmen t ,  the  committee  divided  thereon  : 

Yeas  :  The  Honourable  Messieurs  Clo.-at., 
Domville.  Landry,  McMuUen,  HcSweeney,  SulU- 
vai.  Wilson— 7. 

Nays  :  Tbe  Homurable  Messieurs  Beique, 
Gibson.  Lougheed,  Sir  Alphonse  Pelletler,  Wat- 
eon — 5. 

So  It  was 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

6.  The  Honourable  Hr.  B6ique  having  appeal- 
ed from  the  decision  of  the  chairman.  It  was 

Resolved  that  the  chairman  do  report  the 
(acts  to  the  Senate. 

7.  The  motion  of  the  Honourable  Mr.  Loug- 
heed, as  so  amended  was  then  carried  on  the 
same  division  reversed. 

8.  At  a  meeting  of  your  committee  held  this 
aay  Thursday,  July  14th,  it  was 

Resolved  tbat  together  with  the  report  to  be 
made  by  tbe  chairman  as  to  the  action  of  the 
committee  with  reject  to  Exhibit  No.  36,  there 
be  submitted  to  tbe  Senate  a  copy  of  all  the 
evidence  adduced  before  the  committee  up  to 
and  Including  the  13th  July  instant. 

9.  A  copy  ot  the  said  evidence  is  herewith 
submitted. 

All  which  is  respectfirlly  mibmttted. 

(Signed)  H.  J.  CLORAN. 

Chairman. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLORAN  said  :  In  connection 
with  this  report  I  am  under  the  necessitA' 
of  making  a  short  explanation,  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  I  find  on  the  Orders  of  tbe 
Daj,  nnder  the  beading  of  *  Notices  of 
notion,*  'a  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  to  the  following 
effect : 

That  be  will  move,  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Conuuittee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
position  in  Canada  ot  the  Mutual  Reserve  Pund 
Lite  Atsoeiation  of  New  Tork  be  ordered  to  re- 
port to  the  House  that  part  of  the  proceedings 
of  said  committee  had  on  the  13th  instant,  rela- 
tive to  an  -appeal  made  by  Senator  B£lque  from 
the  cbairman'B  mllnK  on  a  point  of  order  raised 
on  a  motion  in  amendment,  made  by  Senator 


Landry,  to  a  motion  moved  by  Senator  Loug- 
heed :  and  tbat  he  nill  appeal  to  tbe  House 
from  said  ruling  of  said  chairman. 

I  may  at  once  say  In  regard  to  tbe  latter 
portion  of  this  notice  of  motion,  I  have  not 
the  slightest  objection  tbat  he  should  make 
any  appeal  whatever  :  but  what  I  find  very 
strange  Is  that  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  should  a«k  this  House  to  order ' 
me  to  present  the  report.  Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  mean  to  say  that  tbe  report  was 
In  my  possession,  and  that  I  had  refused 
to  present  it  to  tbe  Senate  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  report  was  in 
tbe  possession  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  during 
part  of  the  sitting  of  the  House  last  Tburs- 
day,  and  tbe  hon.  member,  after  having 
signed  the  report,  absented  himself  from  the 
House,  and  therefore  I  deemed  It  my  duty 
to  give  the  notloe  of  motion  which  appears 
on  the  order  paper,  in  case  the  hon.  member 
should  not  make  tbe  report,  as  be  has  done 
to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  explanation  Is 

rather  lame  to  Justify  the  bon.  gentleman 
for  putting  on  the  orders  a  notice  to  '  order ' 
the  chairman  of  tbe  committee  to  make  a 
report  to  tbe  House.  Had  the-  hon.  gentle- 
man had  the  courtesy  or  discretion  to  ask 
wliere  the  report  was  at  tbe  time,  he  would 
not  have  allowed  himself  to  faU  Into  such  an 
error. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE:— Uo  I  understand  tb^ 
hon.  gentleman  to  deny  that  he  signed  the 
report  while  the  House  was  in  session  on 
Thursday  and  afterwards  absented  hlmse'f 
for  the  rest  of  the  sitting  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAX— Tbe  hon.  gentleman  is 
making  a  statement  which  cannot  hear  out 
this  affltude. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Is  It  true  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OtX)BAN— I  wUl  come  to  thfr 
consideration  of  tiiat  later  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  altogether  irre- 
gular to  have  this  discussion  when  a  report 
Is  laid  on  the  table,  mie  hon.  gentleman 
is  speaking  to  tbe  report.  I  myself,  and 
other  gentlemen  here  have  learned  of  tbls 
now  for  the  first  time.  We  are  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  pronounce  any  sensible  opinion  on  cbe- 
report  and  it  seems  irregular  to  enter  upon 
a  discussion  of  It  without  notice.   We  can 
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have  all  the  explanations  to-morroTr  when 
the  report  appears  In  the  minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— I  quite  concur  In  the 
remarks  of  the  Hon.  Secretary  of  State.  If 
I  were  discusslDg  the  merits  of  the  report. 
I  would  not  be  In  order,  but  I  am  discussing 
the  attitude  of  a  member  of  this  House  who 
has  put  a  notice  on  the  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  will  be  better  con- 
sidered to-morrow  when  we  shall  bare  the 
papers  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  sooner  the  ex- 
planation le  given  the  better  tor  both  part- 
ies. I  can  discuss  this  question  when  we 
come  to  the  notice  of  motion  placed  on  the 
orders.   I  can  wait  until  then. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— -The  hon.  gentleman 
Should  move  tbat  the  report  be  taken  Into 
consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  that  the  report 
be  taken  Into  consideration  to-morrow.  He 
said:  I  will  now  avail  myself  of  the  oppor- 
tunity and  my  right  

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  has 
already  spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — I  made  no  speech. 
I  made  the  motion  on  the  suggestion  of  the 
hou.  gentleman  from  KIHamey. 

The  SPEAKER— Tlie  hon.  gentleman 
spoke  and  wound  up  his  speech  with  a  mot- 
Ion. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

A  SUPPLY  BILL. 
FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  RBADINOS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  ^ouse 
of  Commons  wltb  Bill  (No.  156)  An  Act  for 
granting  to  His  Majesty  certain  sums  of 
money  for  the  public  service  for  the  Qnan- 
clat  year  ending  June  30,  1905. 

'lue  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  fiscal  year  ter- 
mluated  on  the  30th  June  and,  19ierefore, 
It  is  quite  Impossible  to  pay  any  more 
moneys  until  the  Supply  Bill  has  been  ad- 
opted by  parliament,  and  approved  by  His 
Excellency  the  (iovernor  General.  The  main 
reason  for  pressing  It  forward  at  the  pre- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


sent  time,  Is  that  the  civil  service  cannot  be 
paid.  They  are  usually  paid  the  middle  of 
the  month,  and  by  consent,  in  the  other 
chamber,  the  Bill  was  allowed  to  go  tbrougb 
for  one-fifth  of  the  amount  contained  in  tbe 
Supply  Bill  laid  on  tbe  table.  That  is  tbe 
first  estimate.  It  has  no  reference  to  tbe 
supplemental  estimates  of  last  year  or  the 
supplemental  estimates  of  the  present 
year.  It  refera  only  to  those  Items  In  the 
Supply  Bill  first  brought  down  that  bare 
passed  tbe  House  of  Commons,  and  to  one- 
fifth  of  the  balance.  The  Supply  Bill  as  pre- 
sented, contains  items  to  the  amount  ot 
$62,800,000  as  against  $tiS,300,000  in  tbe 
preceding  year.  It  would  be  one-fifth  of 
the  latter  amount  less  those  particular  Itou 
that  have  already  received  the  approval  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  Those  ore  the 
amounts  to  which  the  consent  of  tbe  Senate 
is  nslied.  I  move  the  suspension  of  rule  41 
so  far  as  it  relates  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  there  a  motloa  for 
the  suspension  of  the  rule  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  motion  Is  not  neces- 
sary, as  I  understand.  I  hare  never  heard 
that  the  rule  should  be  sus^nded  as  far  u 
tbe  Supply  Bill  is  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  hon.  gentleman 
never  heard  that  a  motion  was  necessary  to 
suspend  the  rule,  I  do  not  know  wby  he 

makes  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  suggested  to  dip 
to  make  It 

Hou.  Mr.  LANDEY— Because  It  was  the 
proper  thing. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tbe  Bill 
was  read  the  second  and  third  thne  and 
passed. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (80)  An  Act  respecting  the  West  Can- 
adian Collieries,  Limited.— Hon.  Mr.  >I^ 
Hugh.) 

Bill  (144)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Act  of 
tbe  present  session  respecting  the  Tvmis- 
couata    Railway   Company.— Hon.  Sir  Al- 

phonse  Pelletler.) 

Bill  (loot  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 
present  session  entitled  An  Act  to  blCO^ 
porate  the  Thorotd  and  Lake  Erie  RaHway 
Company.— (Hon.  .Mr.  Domvllle.) 
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RAILWAY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (73)  An  Act  to  amend 
the  Railway  Act,  1003. 

The  Bin  was  read  the  firet  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  the  second  time  on  Wednesday  next 
It  is  a  Bill  consisting  of  two  cla'jses.  It 
provides  Uiat  no  agreement  with  employees 
^all  relieve  the  company  from  liability  tor 
personaJ  Injury.  It  is  to  prevent  operatives 
contracting  out,  as  it  is  called. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

REVISED  STATUTES  OP  CANADA  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of 
Commons  with  Bill  ilM)  An  Act  to  amend 
chapter  61  of  the  Statutes  of  1003  respecting 
the  Revised  Statutes  of  Canada. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill  be 

read  a  second  time  on  Wednes<lay  next. 
He  said  ;  This  Is  a  very  short  Bill.  It  refers 
to  some  typographical  or  clerical  errors  that 
appeared  in  tlie  BUI  passed  in  1003,  substi- 
tuting the  word  '  are '  for  '  were,'  and  after 
the  word  '  all  *  by  striking  out  the  word 
'snch.*  I  Shalt  be  glad  to  give  an  explana- 
tion of  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading. 

The  motion  was  agi'eed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO. 

After  some  time  the  Senate  was  resumed. 

The  Honourable  Mt.  Justice  Sedgewick, 
acting  as  Deputy  to  His  Excellency  the 
GoTemor  General,  being  seated  at  the  foot 
of  ttie  Throne, 

The  Honourable  the  Speaker  commanded 
the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  to 
proceed  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  ac- 
qoalnt  that  House :  '  It  is  tbe  D^uty 
Governor's  desire  that  they  attend  bim  Im- 
mediately In  this  House.* 

Who  being  come  with  their  Speaker, 

The  Oierk  of  the  Crown  In  Chancery  read 
the  titles  of  the  BDls  to  be  passed  Beveraliy. 
as  follow  :— 


An  Act  respecting  the  Home  Bank  of  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto  and  Hamilton 
Railwajr  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Lake  Erie  and  Detroit 
River  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Berlin,  Waterloo,  Wel- 
lesley  and  Lake  Hurqn  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Crawford  Bay  and 
St.  Mary's  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Nicola.  Kamloops  and 
Slmilkameen  Coal  and  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code.  1892. 
An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Criminal  Code,  1892. 
An  Act  respecting  tbe  Ontario  Accident  In- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Brantford  and 
Hamilton  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Temiscouata  Railway 
Company. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  Tborold  and  Lake 
Erie  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Tilsonburg,  Lake  Erie 
and  Paclllc  Railway  Company. 

Ad  Act  to  incorporate  the  Interprovincial 
Railway  Bridge  Company  of  New  Brunswick. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Kettle  River  Valley 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  providing  for  tbe 
payment  of  Bounties  on  Lead  contained  in  lead- 
bearing  ores  mined  In  Canada. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Criminal  Code,  1892,  re- 
specting the  punishment  of  Fraudulent  Debtors. 

An  Act  respecting  tbe  James'  Bay  Railway 
Company. 

An  Act  respecting  tbe  Hudson's  Bay  and 
Northwest  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  patents  of  the 
Canadian  General  Electric  Company,  Limited, 
and  others. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Montreal,  NiplsslnK- 
and  Georgian  Bay  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  a  certain  patent  of  E.  A. 
Small. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  patents  of  Lewis  B; 
CurllB. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  Canadian  Artillery 
Association. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cblcoutlml  and 
Northeastern  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Act  respecting  tbe  Navi- 
gation of  Canadian  Waters. 

AO  Act  respecting  the  Real  Estate  Title  Guar- 
antee and  Trust  Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Monarch  Life  As- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  Bessemer  and 
Barry's  Bay  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  tbe  Sprague's  Falls  Manu- 
facturing Company,  Limited. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Nova  Scotia  Permanent 
Benefit  Building  Society  and  Savings  Fund, 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  National  TranBcontln- 
ental  Railway  Act. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  patents  of  William 
A.  Damen. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  patents  of  Selgfrled 

Glroncoll. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Canada  Temperance  Act.. 
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Ad  Act  respecting  the  Essex  Terminal  Rail- 
war  Company. 

Ad  Act  KspectiDg  the  Ottawa  River  Railwar 
Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Huron  and  Ontario 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  reepecting  the  Trani-Canada  Railway 

Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Dominion  Fire  In- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Farmers'  Bank  of 

Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  the  OtUwa  Fire  Insurance 

Company. 

An  Act  respecting  certain  patents  of  Edwin  R. 

Cahoone. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  William 

Mann. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Cedar  Rapids  Uan- 
ufacturlng  and  Power  Company. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Jennie  Davidson 
Moore. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Eliia  Robertson. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Northern  B^k. 

An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Okotoks  and  High 
Elver  Lumbering  and  Development  Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Steamboat  Inspection 
Act,  1898. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Orand  Trunk  Pacific 
Railway  Company. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Kingston  and  Dom- 
inion Central  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Slmllkameen  and  Kere- 
meoB  Railway  Company. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Rio-  de  Janeiro  Light 
and  Power  Company,  Limited,  and  to  change  Its 
name  to  "  The  Rio  de  Janeiro  Tramway,  Light 
and  Power  Company,  Limited." 

An  Act  respecting  the  Century  Life  Insurance 
Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Pilotage  Act. 

An>  Act  to  amend  the  Shipping  Casualties  Act, 
1901. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Canada  Southern  Rail- 
way Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Yukon  Territory  Act. 

An  Act  for  granting  to  His  Majesty  certain 
sums  of  money  required  tor  the  Public  Service 
for  the  financial  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1906. 

To  these  BiJJs  the  Royal  Assent  was  pro- 
nounced by  the  Clerk  of  the  Senate  in  the 
following  words  :— 

In  His  Majesty's  name,  His  Honour  the 
Deputy  of  His  Excellency  the  Governor  Gen< 
era!  doth  assent  to  these  Bills. 

The  Deputy  Governor  was  pleased  to  re- 
tire, and  the  House  of  Commons  withdrew. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SEKATE. 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  July  19,  iSOi 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedinss. 

THE  MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  ASSO- 
CIATION' COMMITTEE. 

EIGHTH  REPORT. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  from  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  position 
in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  UfO 
Association,  presented  their  eighth  report 
which  was  read  at  the  table  as  follows : 

The  Senate, 

Committee  Room  No  2, 

Tuesday,  19th  July,  1904. 

The  Select  Committee  appointed  to  InveBtl- 
gate  the  position  In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York,  beg 
leave  to  make  their  Eighth  Report  as  follows 

Your  committee  find  that  printed  copies  of 
the  evidence  adduced  before  them  are  not  fur- 
nished aa  speedily  as  required.  The  last 
printed  copy  supplied  contains  the  evidence  of 
the  30th  June  only.  The  evidence  taken  since 
the  Senate  reasaembled  on  the  11th  July  has 
not  yet  been  printed  for  the  committee. 

Your  committee  are  Infoi^med  that  this  delay 
Is  due  to  the  priotiog  being  held  hack,  but  }>r 
whose  orders  Is  unknown,  no  such  order  havhv 
been  given  by  the  Senate  or  by  this  committee. 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

H.  J.  CLORAN, 

Chalnnan. 

He  said  :  The  report  simply  states  that 
no  orders  were  given  by  the  Senate  or  by 
the  committee.  I  believe  that  is  tnie. 
I  may  add  that  if  this  evidence  is  b^og 
held  up  in  the  Printing  Bureau,  it  Is  without 
my  knowledge  and  consent,  especially  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  counsel  before  the 
committee  are  daily  asking  for  copies  of  ti*' 
evidence  and  It  is  not  In  my  power  to  give 
It  to  them,  as  I  would  like  to  do.  Why  this 
evidence  Is  held  up  In  the  printing  offlce 
'Is  more  than  I  can  explain,  and  I  tblok 
both  the  Senate  and  the  committee  are  en- 
titled to  an  explanation,  if  any  body  can 
give  an  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  inquire  at  the 
Printing  Bureau.  In  the  sense  the  hon. 
gentleman  ^)e8ks  of.  a  great  deal  of  printlDg 
Is  held  up.  The  Bureau  Is  absolatelr 
unequal  to  the  demand  upou  it.  iklembers 
of  both  Houses  are  complaining  constantly. 
Four  or  five  years  ago  I  represented  that  the 
Printing  Bureau  was  not  in  a  position  to 
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do  the  work  demanded  of  It*,  and  suggested 
an  addition  to  It,  but  I  have  never  been  able 
.  to  obtain  authority  to  have  an  addition 
made.  There  is  a  great  deal  more  printing 
than  this  report  held  back  as  a  conseQnence. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Would  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman be  kind  enough  to  inquire  of  the 
Printing  Bureau,  and  grire  them  an  order 
to  explain  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  members  of  the 
House  of  Commons  are  pressing  for  the 
printing  of  their  lists.  Every  day  I  receive 
letters  Inquiring.  I  am  unable  to  answer 
them.  The  most  pressing  matters  are  printed 
HtsC  This  is  not  considered  one  of  the 
most  pressing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Are  the  elections 
more  important  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  good  deal  of  the 
work  has  to  be  given  out. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Is  It 
because  the  Printing  Bureau  is  overcrowded, 
or  because  an  order  was  given  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  overcrowded. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- An  order  was  given? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It  an 
order  was  i^ren.  we  ongbt  to  know  wlio 
gave  it 

THE  ARCTIC  VESSEL  'GAUSS.* 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellency  the  Oovernor  Oeaeral  ;  praying  that 
lie  will  cause  to  be  laid  oo  the  table  ol  tbe 
Senate  a  copr  of  tbe  taitraetlons  given  to  Cspt. 
Spain,  of  tbe  Marine  and  Fisheries  Department, 
to  Investigate  and  report  upon  the  cbirgjs  re- 
ported in  the  public  press  to  have  been  made 
by  Capt  Bernier,  of  the  Arctic  vessel  '  Oauss,' 
in  relation  to  the  fitness  and  conduct  of  the  men 
irhich  he  alleged  were  '  foisted '  upon  him  at 
Montreal  by  the  Dominion  sovemaent,  together 
with  a  copy  ot  the  report  of  Capt.  Spain  thoreon. 

He  said  :  In  moving  this  address,  I  might 
call  attention  to  the  report  of  an  Investiga- 
tion made  by  a  reporter  connected  with  *  La 
Presse'  of  Montreal,  in  which  lie  points,  out 
that  some  ten  or  twelve,  or  a  large  uumber 
of  or  barrels  of  meat  were  found  buried 
in  ttie  sand  which  had  been  placed  in  the 
steamer  'Gauss'  as  ballast,  and  from  all  in- 
dications, and  particularly  the  marks  the 
barrels  bore  upon  them,  would  lead  one  to 
suppose  that  it  was  meat  that  was  put  on 


tbe  vessel  just  prior  to  her  entering  upon  her 
last  Arctic  expedition.  If  so,  that  meat  must 
have  been  a  number  of  yea/s  old.  The  re- 
sult was  when  it  was  taken  out  of  tbe  ves- 
sel and  sent  to  some  person  to  inspect  It.  tbe 
stench  was  such  tliat  ttaey  bad  to  send  ft  to 
some  persons  to  be  '  re-salted,'  it  Is  said.  The 
report  proceeded  to  say  that  the  meat  was 
sent  to  some  butcher  with  instructions  to 
re-salt  It,  but  that  it  was  found  to  be  of 
such  a  character,  and  so  putrid  and  oCCensive. 
that  it  would  have  to  be  destroyed.  There  are 
other  things  connected  with  it  I  shall  not 
weary  the  House  reading  an  article  sent  me 
in  connection  with  it,  but  it  Is  a  matter  in 
which  the  government  should  make  Investi- 
gation as  to  whether  that  character  of  food 
was  placed  on  the  vessel,  when  it  was 
placed  on  tbe  vessel,  and  whether  it  was  as 
bad  as  the  men  complained  of.  If  it  was, 
they  certainly  bad  good  cause  for  complaint. 
There  evidently  baa  been  mismanagement 
somewhere  and  the  probabilities  are  that  tills 
will  be  continued,  from  the  answers  given 
by  tbe  Secretary  of  State,  to  the  question 
put  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona 
the  other  day,  that  the  captain  of  the  vessel 
and  those  really  responsible  are  to  bare  no 
word  to  say  as  to  the  qualifications  and 
capacity  of  the  crew  who  are  to  man  this  ves- 
sel. After  what  has  taken  place,  one  would 
think  tbe  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
would  be  somewhat  particular  in  the  selec- 
tion of  men  for  this  expedition,  and  that 
there  would  be  no  person  appointed  on  this 
vessel  to  teach  gunnery,  in  order  to  provide 
a  pleasant  voyage  to  the  Arctic  regions  when 
there  are  no  guns  on  the  '  Gauss '  to  be 
used  In  the  work  of  exploration.  Perhaps 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  bas  read  this 
article.  It  Is  a  very  serious  charge  made 
against  the  provisioning  of  the  vessel. 
Somebody  is  responsible,  and  the  govern- 
ment ought  to  know  at  tbe  earliest  possible 
moment  who  is  responsible. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  no  objection  to 
the  address  going,  and  shall  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  minister  to  tbe  observations  made 
by  tbe  lion,  gentleman  and  the  papers  shall 
be  brought  down  as  soon  as  they  can  be  pre- 
pared. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  we  should 
not  let  this  occasion  pass  without  saying 
a  few  words  on  thla  question  of  the  steamer 
'  Gauss '.     We  were  told  the  other  day  by 
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the  bon.  minlBter  that  the  selection  of  the 
crew  would  depend  entirely  upon  the  Depart- 
ment of  Marine  and  Fisheries.  There  is 
no  objection  to  that,  but  in  the  face  of  those 
charges  brought  against  the  government 
by  *  La  Presse '  the  captain  should  be 
allowed  to  have  a  first  class  outfit  for  the 
expedition.  It  was  not  the  case  when  he 
crossed  from  Bremen  to  Quebec.  Fettle 
were  Imposed  on  him,  men  that  never  saw 
the  ocean.  Employees  In  some  oflSce  here 
were  sent  to  Germany  as  members  of  the 
the  crew.  I  was  told,  and  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  the  publication  of  the  facta 
of  that  expedition  when  it  arrived  here  was 
due  to  that  gunner  called  Laferri6re,  who 
was  more  a  reporter  of  '  La  Presse '  than 
a  mariner.  On  going  on  board  the  vessel 
he  found  some  photographs  that  were  left 
behind  by  the  expedition  that  went  to  the 
south  pole.  I  suppose  some  body  on  board 
had  secured  those  photographs  fn  some 
town  on  the  way  to  the  south  pole.  Those 
photographs  were  taken  by  the  man  Lafer- 
rl6re  and  shown  to  everybody,  causing  a 
great  scandal  because  the  photographs  were 
obscene.  Tbey  were  confiscated  by  the 
captain  who  said  they  did  not  belong  to 
the  man  Laferrldre,  but  were  the  property 
of  the  government  Itself,  so  that  the  govern- 
ment is  now  in  the  possession  of  those  valu- 
able pictures,  the  confiscation  of  which  so 
roused  the  anger  of  Laferrigre  that  as  soon 
as  he  arrived  in  Quebec  he  called  In  another 
reporter  of  'La  Presse'  in  Quebec,  Cinq 
Mars,  and  they  framed  that  charge  against 
Captain  Bernler  which  was  published  in  the 
paper.  I  do  not  know  if  the  charge  was 
sent  to  the  government  I  know  that  Cap- 
tain Spain  was  sent  to  Investigate,  and  we 
are  anxious  to  see  his  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Had  the  bon. 
gentleman  not  better  wait  until  he  gets  the 
report  before  making  these  statements  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Shall  we  get  the 
report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TE.MPLEMAN-Certalnly. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  very  glad  to 
know  that.  It  Indicates  that  there  is  a 
reiwrt.  It  was  denied  in  another  place 
that  there  was  a  report. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbe 
bon.  gentlemen   govern  by  departments, 
bence  be  does  not  know  ? 
Hon.  Ur.  LANDBT. 


Bon.  Mr.  LANDRY^I  remember  In  187B, 
when  I  ran  In  the  county  of  MontoiagDy, 

I  was  opposed  on  every  platform  by  a 
man  employed  at  Grosse  Isle,  a  qnarantEne 
station.  He  appeared  at  every  meeting  in 
his  uniform.  I  complained  to  the  govern- 
ment but  never  accomplished  anything,  be- 
cause the  minister  of  the  day,  Mr.  Pope, 
having  referred  the  matter  to  Dr.  Montlnm- 
bert  received  a  reply  that  the'  doctor  was 
putting  his  life  In  the  hands  of  the  saUors 
who  conveyed  him  from  Grosse  Isle  to  the 
mainland,  and  therefore  he  should  have 
the  choice  of  his  men.  It  might  have 
been  n  sound  principle  at  that  time;  I  shonld 
like  it  to  be  regarded  as  a  sound  priitclple 
uow.  Whoever  Is  to  have  charge  of  that 
expedition  to  Hudson  Bay  should  have 
under  him  men  *n  whom  he  could  rely, 
and  If  the  government  undertake  to  employ 
the  crew,  the  first  thing  they  should  exact 
from  those  they  select  Is  a  thorough  kiiowl- 
eilge  of  how  to  work  a  ship.  I  think  that 
is  essential  to  the  success  of  the  e.xi)Ptlition. 

THE  BERNE  CONVENTION. 
INQUIRY  AND  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID  rose  to 

Ask  the  goTemment  whether  the  Unperial 
statute  OD  copyright  which  enacts  that  tha 
Berne  Coaventlon  must  be  applied  to  coliniei. 
is  Id  force  in  Caoada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— From  the  best  informa- 
tion I  can  get,  we  are  still  In  the  Berne 

Convention.  Sir  John  Thompson,  when  a 
member  of  the  late  government,  made  strong 
representations  and  a  year's  notice  was 
given,  but  the  imperial  government  never 
acted  upon  It,  so  we  are  still  in  the  Berne 
Convention. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— May  I  supplement  the 
questiou  by  asking  If  the  Canadian  statntt 
of  1SS9  is  still  in  force  3 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cannot  answer  off- 

hnnd. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Do  I 
understand  that  the  government  has  taken 
no  action  since  the  notice  was  given  by  Sir 
John*  Thompson? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  has  been  repeat- 
ed correspondence.  There  was  a  long 
report  some  years  ago,  but  the  impwW 
government  pointed  out  that  tbey  objected  to 
it— tbey  thought  Canada  ought  to  ewtbiiie 
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In  the  Berne  ConTention.  We  bave  had 
a  good  deal  of  correspondence  on  the  subject 
We  bare  passed  Acts  and  some  of  tfi&m 
bare  been  held  up  in  Great  Britain.  It  haa 
been  a  disputed  question. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIB  BOWELL— Has 
the  present  government  pressed  its  objec- 
tions? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  yes,  repeatedly. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  have  put  this  que»* 
tion  In  order  to  be  able  to  discuss  the  follow- 
iDflT  motion  when  It  comes  up : 

That  an  humble  aadress  be  presented  to  His 

Bxcelleney  the  Governor  General ;  praylns  that 
His  EzcelleDC7  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  copies  ot  all  correspondence,  petitions 
and  documents  In  the  hands  of  the  soveroment, 
being  connected  with  the  copyright  question. 
Bud  the  law  on  the  subject ;  also,  for  a  state- 
ment of  the  number  of  foreign  books  which  hare 
been  reprinted  in  Canada  in  accordance  with 
our  laws  on  copjrright. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man let  the  motion  stand. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand  until  to- 
morrow 

PROTECTION  OF  HERRIN(}S. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY  biqulred  :  ' 

1.  Did  the  goTernment,  In  tbe  epring  of  the 
mr  1903,  receive  petitions  from  the  flBhermen 
or  Gaap^  and  Bonarenture  asking  for  tbe  pro- 
tection of  herrings  as  ftsh-balt  and  otherwise  ? 

2.  What  was  the  reply  of  tbe  government  T 
2.  When  and  to  whom  was  It  given  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  answers  are  as  fol- 
lows : 

1.  Yes. 

2.  The  department,  after  fully  consider- 
ing the  matter,  has  reached  the  conclusion 
that  sufflcieot  grounds  do  not  exist  for  tak- 
ing action  on  the  lines  of  the  petitions. 

3.  May  2,  1903  ;  to  Hon.  Mr.  Lemieux. 

DALHOUSIE  AND  GASPE   MAIL  SER- 
VICE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

Has  the  government  entered  Into  arrange- 
ments with  the  company  owning  the  '  Admiral ' 
tor  th«  carriage  of  mails  from  Dalbousie  to  the 
port  of  Oaspfi  and  to  tntermedlate  ports  ? 

Wliat  is  tbe  date  ot  such  contract  ? 

What  Is  the  duration  of  it  T 

What  is  tbe  annual  amount  paid  for  such  car- 
riage ? 
40 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — No  permanent  arrange- 
ment has  been  made  for  the  carriage  of  tbe 
mails  by  the  steamer  '  Admiral '  between 
Dalbousie  and  the  port  of  Oaspe  and  inter- 
mediate ports.  The  mails  are  being  carried 
temporarily  by  this  steamer  at  the  present 
time  pending  arrangements  being  concluded 
having  for  their  object  tbe  substitution  of  a 
better  vessel. 

MUTUAL  RESiERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. . 

MOTION  POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called  : 

That  the  chairman  of  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  investigate  the  position  In  Canada 
ot  the  Uutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of 
New  York  be  ordered  to  report  to  the  House 
that  part  ot  tbe  proceedings  of  said  committee 
bad  on  the  13th  instant,  relative  to  an  appeal 
made  by  Senator  B^lque  from  tbe  chairman's 
ruling  on  a  point  ot  order  raised  on  a  motion 
in  amendment,  made  by  Senator  Landry,  to  a 
motion  moved  by  Senator  Lougbeed  ;  and  that 
he  will  appeal  to  the  House  from  said  ruling  ot 
said  cbalrmaa. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE — ^I  ask  that  this 
stand  until  the  report  of  tbe  committee  is 

taken  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  may  be  next 
week. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— It  is  connected  with 
tbe  report 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — It  Is  to  produce  the 

report. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— That  has  been  com- 
plied with,  but  tbe  appeal  has  to  be  discuss- 
ed yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  first  part  of  the 
hon.  gentleman's  motion  has  been  compiled 
with  without  any  interference  on  the  part  of 
the  House.  As  to  the  second  part,  us  I 
stated  before.  I  have  no  objection  to  any  ap- 
peal, and  why  tbe  hon,  gentleman  does  not 
proceed  I  cannot  understand.  It  is  my 
privilege  now  to  explain  the  circumstances 
surrounding  It 

Some  bon.  GENTLEMEN— No. 

■  Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-Is  It  not  ?  Then,  Is 
the  object  to  postpone  It  so  that  no  explana- 
tion can  be  made  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  Impose 
my  personality  on  the  House,  but  last  even- 
ing I  was  called  to  order  when  niakins  a 
motion  and  was  not  allowed  to  speak  to  my 
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motion.  If  I  understand  the  position  of  tbe 
matter  now  I  bare  a  right  to  speak. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  there  Is  no  motion 
before  the  Hoase. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  when  an  boo.  member's  motion 
is  called,  and  he  asks  that  it  be  allowed  to 
stand  It  Is  not  a  motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— Of  course  It  Is  a  mo- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LA'NDRY— 1  want  a  ruling  on 
that  point  to  guide  me  in  the  future.  If  n 
member  rises  and  asks  to  have  a  motion 
stand.  Is  It  not  a  motion  ? 

Hoh.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  has  never  been  so 
regarded.  I  know  the  common  practice  of 
the  House  has  been  that  any  member  hav- 
ing a  motion  In  charge  has  usually  been 
allowed  to  let  it  stand  until  another  day. 

Tbe  SPEAKER- The  point  in  this  case  is 
that  the  taon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 

does  not  ask  simply  to  have  his  motion 
stand,  but  that  It  stand  to  be  taken  up  in 
ConDection  with  the  report  of  the  committee, 
which  Is  ou  the  Orders  of  the  Day,  to  which 
It  relates.  I  suppose  we  could  take  It  up 
without  any  notice,  but  perhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  better  move  a  resolution  now 
to  let  it  stand  until  that  stage. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Then  I  move  that  it 
be  allowed  to  stand  to  be  taken  up  when 
tbe  report  of  tbe  Select  Committee  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  is  taken  up. 

Mr.  OLORAN — Before  taking  a  vote  on 
this  motion  I  have  now  an  opportunity  to 
explain  the  circumstances  under  which  the 
report  of  tbe  proceedings  of  the  committee 
on  Thursday  morning  was  not  laid  on  the 
table.  I  do  not  know  what  motive  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  had  for 
bis  hasty  action,  or  what  benefit  he  expect- 
ed the  House  was  to  receive  from  the  notice 
he  put  on  the  orders.  At  three  o'clock, 
when  the  House  assembled,  the  Speaker 
called  for  the  presentation  of  reports  of  com- 
mittees, but  up  to  that  time  I  had  not  re- 
ceived the  report  from  the  clerk  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  waited  for  an  hour  and  one-half 
before  It  came  to  me.  It  should  have  been 
placed  in  my  hands  in  time  to  be  ready  for 
presentation  when  tbe  Speaker  called  for  re- 
ports of  committees.  It  was  brought  bere 
Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN. 


I  by  tbe  clerk  after  I  bad  sent  messengers  for 
it  at  twenty  minutes  to  five,  and  wbeo  it 

reached  me,  we  were  proceeding  with  Uie 
I  Orders  of  the  Day.    If  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
I  knew  those  circumstances,  I  cannot  aader- 
I  stand  why  he  took  tbe  action  be  did,  atxl  U 
be  did  not  know  the  circumstances,  it  vs$ 
his  duty  to  inquire  of  me  or  of  the  deik 
where  tbe  report  was.  There  was  no  neces- 
sity for  bis  action.   Tbe  House  should  take 
action  when  a  chairman  of  the  committee 
refuses  to  present  a  report,  but  not  when 
the  chairman  Is  not  in  a  position  to  present 
It.    I  do  not  understand  why  the  boa.  gen- 
tleman should  be  so  .active  and  hasty  la  tbe 
matter  when  there  wfts  no  need  for  It 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  have  to  compIimeHl 
the  hon.  gentleman  on  being  so  thin-skinned 
on  the  present  occasion.  I  readily  accept  as 
no  doubt  the  House  does,  the  explanation  be 
has  given.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  know  bov 
tbe  Incident  occurred.  Tbe  bon.  geatieiOBii 
was  not  responsible  for  the  delay.  But  1 
saw  the  report  brought  to  tbe  Senate,  wben 
the  second  Order  of  the  Day  was  taken  \ip.  I 
saw  the  hon.  gentleman  signing  the  report 
while  the  House  was  in  session,  and  I  ex- 
pected that  he  would  present  it  before  the 
adjournment,  which  took  place  aboat  id 
hour,  later.  Before  the  House  rose  I  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  thit 
I  had  expected  the  report  would  be  filed,  trat 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  (Hon. 
iir.  Cloran)  was  not  In  his  place,  and  topr^ 
vent  any  delay  I  gave  notice  of  motion.  1 
was  quite  In  order  in  doing  so,  and  it  wa* 
no  reflection  on  the  hon.  gentleman.  We  are 
near  the  end  of  the  session  and  it  is  Import- 
ant to  pi;event  any  delay.  That  Is  why  I 
gave  the  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tbe  explanation  ol 
tbe  hon.  senator  obliges  me  to  give  a 
explanation.  I  object  very  stronii.v  I"  ibe 
word  'Order';  that  Is  one  pobit  Now 
how  does  tbe  bon.  gentleman  know  tb&t  1 
signed  that  report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUEI— Because  I  saw  the  re- 
port brought  in  by  Mr.  Young,  and  handed  by 
a  messenger  to  the  hon.  member  from  Vic- 
toria, and  I  saw  the  hon.  gentleman  leatlDf 
his  place,  and  going  to  the  table  and  siSD- 
ing  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Did  tbe  bon.  gentle- 
man see  me  putting  another  sheet  of  pip^ 
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on  the  r^rt?  Tlie  taon.  gentleman  has  no 
personal  knowledge  of  the  aSCair,  and  there- 
fore it  Is  not  legal  evidence.  The  explana- 
tion which  is  due  to  the  House  is  this; 
when  the  report  came  In  I  did  sign  it,  and 
was  ready  to  present  it  even  at  that  late 
hoar,  but  a  senator  said  to  me  '  If  70a  at- 
tempt to  present  that  report  now  I  shall 
object  and  block  it'  Another  senator  said 
'There  is  evidence  wanting  in  that  report 
and  I  want  to  verify  It  before  It  Ifl  present- 
ed. Tbat  Is  why  the  report  did  not  go  In 
eren  at  a  quarter  to  dve  o'clock,  and  I  think 
I  did  what  was  right  in  respecting  the 
objections  raised,  as  we  had  gone  past  the 
4Ime  for  presenting  reports. 

>  Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— One  objection  .would 
have  prevented  It 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  was  not  going  to 
start  a  'discussion  at  5  o'clock,  when  every- 
:body  was  preparing  to  leave.  The  House 
will  gee  tbat  I  acted  with  perfect  Impartiality 
In  the  imattra:. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUEl— I  know  that  a  member 
of  the  House  of  Commons  asked  for  twenty- 
foar  hours  to  answec  one  question;  that 
Question  was,  what  was  his  name  ?  I  appre- 
date  therefore  the  necessity  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  asking  for  twenty-four  hours 
to  decide  whether  be  should  present  that 
report 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT-I  think  we  should 

not  laccept  this  motion.  The  motion  of  the 
lion,  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  Is  : 

That  the  chalnuan  of  tbe  Select  Oommltt«e 
appointed  to  investlgste  the  position  la  Caoada 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of 
New  York  be  ordered  to  report  to  the  House 
that  part  of  the  proceedings  of  said  committee 
had  on  the  13tb  Instant,  relative  to  an  appeal 
made  by  Senator  B^tnue  from  the  chairman's 
ruling  on  a  point  of  order  raised  on  a  motion 
In  amendment,  made  by  Senator  Landry,  to  a 
motion  moved  by  Senator  Loogheed  ;  and  that 
be  will  appeal  to  tbe  House  from  eald  ruling  of 
said  chairman. 

The  hon.  gentleman  cannot  ask  that  mo- 
tion to  be  delayed  until  the  report  comes 
in  because  the  report  is  already  on  Qie 
table  and  printed  In  the  minutes  at 
page  542.  I  think  the  better  way  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  get  out  of  this  dif- 
ficulty u  to  ask  permission  to  drop  the  mo- 
tion, because  he  cannot  ask  :this  House  to 
give  an  order  to  produce  a  report  which  Is 
nbeady  before  tbe  House.  ' 


Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  generally  have  my 
own  way  of  getting  out  of  difficulties,  and 
I  am  not  prepared  to  get  out  of  this  one 
at  the  present  time.  Tbe  reason  why  I 
ask  this  motion  to  stand  does  not  refer  to 
tbe  first  part  of  it,  which  has  been  already 
compiled  with,  but  it  is  in  regard  to  the 
appeal.  I  do  not  want  to  be  open  to  the 
objection  which  might  readily  be  raised  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  that  I 
am  not  In  order  If  I  should  have  to  ask  that 
the  decision  be  not  sustained.  It  may  .not 
be  necessary.  It  will  depend  upon  tbe 
action  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria, 
but  as  the  notice  of  motion  is  connected 
with  the  report  and  especially  as  this  last 
portion  refers  on  its  face  to  an  appeal  which 
can  be  made  only  when  tbe  rc3)ort  Is  taken 
up,  I  think  the  motion  is  perfectly  In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Then  the  hon.  gentle- 
man should  strike  out  the  first  part  of  the 
motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUB— It  would  not  read 
right  then. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MBBOANTILE  AGENOT  RBPOBTS. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan  rose  to 

Call  the  attention  of  parliament  to  tba  un- 
satisfactory and  unreliable  Information  which  Is 
given  in  the  so-called  yearly  rating  reports  on 
the  flnanctal  standing  of  business  men  and  othar 
persona  in  Canada,  by  tho  publishers  of  said  re- 
ports. 

Tbat  some  moans  should  be  reached  by  which 
t-o  prevent  such  liberties  with  people's  names  tn 
financial  matters  without  absolute  and  Indisput- 
able knowledge  of  the  facts. 

And  that  be  will  Iniiuire  iC  It  U  tba  intention 
of  tho  government  to  Introduce  legislation  en 
the  lines  abova  indicated. 

Ue  said  :  At  this  late  stage  of  tbe  session 
I  do  not  expect  an  answer  in  tlie  affirmative, 
and  therefore  the  remarks  tbat  I  have 
to  make  will  be  very  very  brief.  The  object 
is  to  bring  this  matter  before  parliament  In 
order  to  get  rid  of  the  evil.  It  is  a  nse- 
leas  report  and  a  publication  which  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  circulate,  for  if  it  is  of 
any  value  at  all  it  ought  to  have  authority 
to  speak.  I  have  consulted  bankers  and 
business  men  from  different  parts  o'f  Can- 
ada, and  tbe  invariable  reply  is  that  such 
reports  are  of  little  or  no  value,  and  even  If 
there  are  names  upon  these  commercial  re- 
turns or  reports  that  may  possibly  be  car- 
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reet,  that  the  anreliable  character  of  the  re- 
ports generally  renders  them  of  little  or  no 
value.  Hon.  gentlemen  know  that  these 
names  are  obtitinea  In  towns  by  parties 
who  are  supposed  to  mlngJe  with  people 
where  the  standhig  of  different  men 
is  gossiped  about,  and  that  is  the  only 
source  of  Information  at  present.  For  these 
reasons,  and  for  the  very  important  reason 
that  authority  on  this  subject  ought  to  be 
of  great  value  to  business  men,  I  think  it  Is 
the  duty  of  parliament  to  see  that  something 
In  the  way  of  legislation  Is  procured  for  the 
purpose  of  furnishing  reliable  reports.  It 
can  be  done.  They  could  name  officers  In 
the  different  towns,  cities,  villages  and 
other,  places,  officers  with  whom  they  could 
reiiort  the  standing  of  parties ;  such 
ivports  could  be  deposited  by  the  party 
with  an  affidavit,  and  make  them  secret 
and  confidentinl.  If  they  could  be  se- 
cured they  would  be  of  some  value.  I  do 
not  know  that  It  is  necessary  to  go 
hito  the  matter  more  generally  than  this, 
as  every  hon.  gentleman  within  my 
hearing  knows  exactly  the  situation  ts 
well  as  I  do  and  better.  The  prevailing 
opinion  Is  that  these  re^iorts  are  of  no  value 
at  all  and  the  sooner  a  good  substantial 
one,  having  the  authority  of  some  resimn- 
slble  body  will  be  procured  and  circulated 
amongst  business  men  the  better  it  will  be. 
The  matter  Is  In  the  bunds  of  the  gov- 
ernment, and  If  they  think  well  of  It  at  some 
future  day  they  can  devise  some  means  to 
get  rid  of  the  existing  evil. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  senator  from 
Glengarry  has  called  attention  to  what  are 
known  as  commercial  agencies.  They  have 
been  established  for  considerably  over  half 
a  century  on  this  continent,  and  their  rami- 
fications extend  to  all  parts  of  this  conti- 
nent and  practically  to  the  contiueut  of 
Europe.  They  are  sustained  by  the  banks 
and  business  people,  otherwise  they  could 
not  exist.  Whether  the  reports  are  in  all 
cases  reliable  or  not,  one  can  give  no  opinion. 
Certain  It  Is  that  they  are  made  use  of  by 
every  business  man  having  any  considerable 
business  to  do,  and  while  not  absolutely 
Biiided  bj-  tbem,  they  are  olways  an  asstst- 
iuice,  so  I  have  understood.  lu  reference  to 
the  suggestion  that  the  government  should 
take  charge  of  the  commercial  agency,  I 
cannot  agree  with  my  hon.  friend.  That  is 
Hon  Hr.  McHILLAN. 


n  system  of  paternalism  that  no  government 

would  dare  to  undertake. 

Hon.  31r.  McMillan— Revise  the  ma- 
chinery. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOT  i— Oh  dear  no— absolutely 
Impossible  for  any  government  or  corpora- 
tion. It  has  only  to  be  done  by  private  en- 
terprise and  It  is  just  worth  so  much  as  the 
parties  attach  value  to  it.  Banks  and  com- 
mercial men  all  over  the  country  use  the 
commercial  agencies,  and  adopt  that  as  one 
01  the  means  of  finding  out  the  credit  of  a 
customer. 

Hon.  Mr.  MCMILLAN— But  they  attach 
no  value  to  the  reports. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  may  or  may  not. 
The  subscriber  to  the  agency  pays  a  con- 
siderable sum  annually  for  the  Information. 
If  the  information  was  of  no  value  the  cod- 
cern  would  go  dowd.  I  have  always  uhder- 
stood  It  Is  a  profitable  money-making  Indus- 
try. The  concern  In  the  United  States  has 
assumed  gigantic  proportions.  The  parties 
who  established  the  principal  agency  In  the 
bnited  States  have  retired  and  are  quite  in- 
dependent. I  am  not  familiar  with  the 
agencies  in  Canada  otherwise  than  simpi; 
knowing  of  their  existence  and  knowhig 
that  at  times  when  the  credit  of  any  man  In 
business,  whether  In  the  banking  business 
or  commercial  life  or  in  any  particular  line 
is  In  question,  those  who  desire  to  do  busi- 
ness with  him  find  it  convenient  to  obtain 
the  opinion  of  parties  In  the  neighbourhood 
who  have  some  knowledge  of  blm  as  to  his 
character  and  length  of  time  In  business, 
and  whether  be  ke^  Us  appointments,  and 
so  on.  It  is  absolutely  Impossible  for  any 
government  to  take  up  a  matter  of  that 
kind.  No  government  could,  conduct  an 
espionage  Into  the  private  affairs  of  one  of 
oar  citizens. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— That  U  what  it  Is 

at  present. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  no  doubt  abont 
that  But  It  is  not  an  official  report  If  I 
get  a  report  of  a  man.  and  know  him  per 

sonally,  and  It  does  not  agree  with  my  pCT- 
sonal  view,  I  should  reject  the  report ;  but 
to  say  that  the  government  should  interfere 
and  create  an  organization  that  would  do 
the  work  of  a  commercial  agency  would  be 
assuming  a  piece  of  paternalism  that  I  think 
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00  goTernment  would  be  jaatifled  In  under- 
taking. 

Hon,  Mr.  MeMULLBN— I  would  say  In 
my  opinion  the  question  that  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Glengarry  baa  raised  Is  an  ex- 
ceedingly Important  one.  If  any  Improve- 
ment could  be  made  npon  the  manner  In 
which  Information  Is  furnished  the  commer- 
cial business  men  of  this  country,  It  would 
be  a  step  in  the  right  direction.  I  know  In 
some  cases  favouritism  Is  shown  In  these  re- 
ports ;  men  are  reported  as  being  worth  ii 
certain  amount  tn  the  way  of  property  and 
assets,  and  when  you  come  to  make  an  In- 
vestigation or  these  men  become  Insolvent 
the  reported  assets  dwindle  Into  thin  air. 
They  never  did  exist  at  all  In  some  cases. 

1  quite  sympathize  with  the  views  that  have 
been  expressed.  I  think  some  legislation 
could  I>e  had  to  prevent  false  representation 
and  false  reports  being  published,  if  It  could 
be  prevented.  I  certainly  think  that  com- 
mercial agencies  of  the  kind  that  we  bave 
had  In  existence  in  this  country  should  at 
least  be  required  to  pay  a  certain  sum  an- 
nually for  the  privileges  they  enjoy,  or  that 
they  assume  to  undertake  themselves.  I 
have  known  cases  myself  where  commercial 
men  have  suffered  very  serious  loss  by  the 
very  unreliable  reports  sent  In  by  agents.  I 
know  of  a  ease  In  this  very  town  not  very 
long  ago.  that  of  a  manufacturing  institu- 
tion in  which  I  was  Interested  myself,  and 
the  resnJt  was  that  when  we  came  to  probe 
the  affairs  of  that  Institution  to  the  bottom 
we  found  that  the  basis  upon  which  the  re- 
port of  the  commercial  agency  was  issneit 
was  virtually  nothing ;  there  were  no  justi- 
fiable grounds  whatever  upon  which  a  re- 
port such  as  was  Issued  should  have  been 
Issued  and  which  led  the  company  Into 
granting  credit  and  shipping  the  goods.  Now 
It  Is  deshrable  In.  the  interest  of  the  business 
men  of  this  country  that  a  better  condition 
of  things  should  be  secured.  These  people 
unquestionably  have  the  power,  In  making 
the  reports,  to  make  or  ruin  a  man.  They 
employ  agents  In  towns  and  cities  and  from 
those  agents  they  obtain  their  reports.  If 
that  agent  has  a  personal  grudge  against  any 
business  man  In  the  village  or  town,  he  may, 
from  personal  q»leen  or  bitterness  make  an 
adverse  report  with  regard  to  that  man's 
financial  standing  ;  that  be  Is  as  a  m&n  not 
worthy  of  credit 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Or  not  report  him 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Or  not  report  him 
at  all.  I  say  It  Is  an  unfortunate  condition 
or  affairs  where  that  kind  of  thing  occurs, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  It  does  occur.  I  have 
followed  these  commercial  agency  reports 
for  a  great  many  years.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  in  many  <;fiBes  they  do  the  best  they 
can,  but  there  should  be  some  way  of  hold- 
ing them  responsible,  where  It  Is  clear  that 
iibsolutely  false,  erroneous  and  unreliable 
reports  have  been  given.  There  should 
really  be  some  way  of  correcting  that  kind 
of  thing,  because  It  Is  Impossible  for  busi- 
ness men  to  travel  from  one  town  to  an- 
other and  gather  information  for  themselves. 
They  have  to  get  It  In  some  way  and  they 
get  it  from  that  agency  and  pay  considerable 
fees  for  Information,  In  some  cases,  absolu- 
tely and  utterly  unreliable.  I  admit  that 
It  largely  depends  upon  the  character,  ef< 
flclency  and  energy  of  the  agent  Ifi  any  state 
or  town  whether  these  reports  are  worth 
very  much  or  very  little;  but  I  do  think 
the  government  should  introduce  a  Bill  com- 
pelling these  Institutions  to  take  out  charters 
or  pay  an  annual  license,  under  an-  Act  re- 
stricting or  guiding  them  In  the  discharge 
of  their  duty;  there  should  be  some  provision 
tlHit  when  untruthful  and  unreliable 
returns  are  made  and  the  pnblic  lose  be- 
cause of  these  unreliable  reports,  these 
organizations  should  be  held  responsible. 
Serious  wrongs  have  occurred  because  of  un- 
reliable mercantile  agency  reports  and  It 
will  be  a  good  thing  to  have  a  change. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  certainly  would 
be  highly  desirable  If  each  of  us  could 
guarantee  the  other  and  we  would  have 
absolute  security  for  everything  we  do  ;  but 
Just  so  long  as  this  world  lasts  I  am  afraid 
we  shall  never  arrive  at  that  condition  of 
things.  Mrai  who  do  business  will  meet  with 
losses  in  the  future  as  tbey  have  done  in 
the  past,  and  I  do  not  see  why  the  Incorpora- 
tion of  a  mercantile  agency  would  have  any 
l)eneflclal  Influence  at  ail.  In  our  own 
dealings  with  Individuals  we  are  sometimes 
mistaken.  We  sometimes  extend  credit 
on  our  Judgment  when  that  credit  should 
not  be  extended,  and  similarly  these  mer- 
cantile agencies  In  giving  their  opinions— 
and  I  am  snre  they  get  the  best  opinions 
they  can— also  make  mistakes  and  tbey  will 
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continue  to  make  mistakes  to  the  end  of 
time.  Ab  to  tbe  government  taking  up  thla 
matter,  and  Interfering  with  It  in  any  way 
wliatever,  It  would  be  a  very  improper  thing 
for  any  government  to  do.     A  mercantile 
agency  is  a  purely  commarcial  venture  on  the 
part  of  individuals  who  form  an  organization 
whereby  they  obtain  the  best  Information 
they  can  as  to  the  credit  of  the  various  busi- 
ness men  and  bankers  throtfghout  the  entire 
country.    The  business  man,  or  the  banker 
who  is  guided  absolutely  by  the  agency.  Is 
not  a  good  business  man.     It  is  simply  an 
assistance.     The  man  who  wisely  conducts 
his  affairs  will  himself  perhaps  be  a  better 
judge  as  to  the  credit  he  Is  giving  than  these 
mercantile  agents  can  possibly  be.  They 
ought  in  time  at  least  to  know  their  custom- 
ers better  than  any  mercantile  agency,  bat  a 
ninn  doing  a  large  bushiess,  extending  over 
a  large  country,  finds  these  reports  of  con- 
siderable assistance.     First  there  Is  the 
directory  or  whatever  you  may  call  it  which 
assists  him  In  doing  his  business,  and  extend- 
ing his  credit,  but  it  is  merely  an  assistance, 
and  if  be  desires  to  insure  stability  It  can- 
not be  more  than  an  assistance.     We  all 
know  that  a  bank,  or  any  businesp  institu- 
tion, may  be  worth  a  great  deal  of  money  to- 
day, though  it  may  be  worth  a  small  amount 
of  money  a  few  days  or  weeks  hence.  The 
world  speculates,  and  will  always  speculate; 
and  Just  so  long  as  the  world  does  speculate 
the  condition  of  business  men  will  change 
from  day  to  day,  and  Just  so  long  as  this 
changing  condition  exists,  there  can  be  no 
assurance  of  stability.     As  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, as  a  business  man,  I  do  not  rely 
upon  the  agency  r^rts  except  merely  as 
an  assistance.    I  do  not  think  any  business 
man  In  the  country  relies  on  them  thorough- 
ly; they  simply  accept  them  as  a  guide  and 
nothing  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-In  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter, I  have  this  to  say  as  a  suggestion.  A 
case  came  under  our  notice  In  Montreal. 
It  was  with  reference  to  S.  Carsley  and  Co., 
probably  the  lai^est  merchants  of  their 
kind  in  Canada.  Tbe  commercial  agent 
made  application  to  Carsley  and  Co.  for  a 
subscription,  and  they  declined  to  subscribe. 
The  result  was  that  this  firm  was  practl- 
cnlly  blackmailed:  that  Is  they  were  not  put 
on  the  list,  and  one  had  to  call  at  the  office 
to  flnd  out  who  Carsley  and  Oo.  were— , 
Hon  Mr.  BDWAADS. 


though  they  are  one  of  the  largest  diygoods 
Institutions  in  Canada.  The  only  recourse 
Carsley  had  was  to  sae  for  libel.  I  think 
the  hou.  gentleman  from  Glengarry  (Hr. 
McMillan)  has  done  good  service  In  drawing 
itlie  attention  of  the  government  to  tlUs 
■matter  and  Instead  of  allowing  a  person 
,\vho  is  thus  attacked  by  a  commercial 
agency  a  civil  remedy  only,  the  agency 
should  be  brought  within  tbe  provisions  of 
ithe  Criminal  Code.  Under  tiiese  circnm- 
stances  tbe  discussion  raised  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Glengarry,  and  endorsed  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington  (Mr. 
McMullen)  and  also  by  Senator  Edwards 
prnctically  because  he  did  not  believe  they 
iwere  reliable,  when  a  commercial  agency 
ipublishes  reports  that  are  not  reliable  and 
■thereby  Injuring  the  credit  of  a  bushiess 
man,  that  company  should  be  brought  not 
only  within  the  reach  of  the  civil  law  bnt 
.'ilso  be  rendered  liable  to  criminal  proseco- 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE!  BOWBLL-An 
they  not  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Xo. 

SOLICITOR  GENERAL'S  UTTBRANCBS 
IN  ENGLAND. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  to  a  paragraph  in  an  as- 
sociated press  d^patcb  wired  from  London. 
It  appears  in  the  *  Globe '  'and  other  papers 
of  yesterday,'  purporting  to  be  a  report  of  a 
speech  made  by  the  Solicitor  General  In 
England,  and  reads  as  follows  : 

Hon.  Mr.  Lemieux,  Solicitor-general  of  Cu- 
ada,  speaking  at  the  WlUeaden  Liberal  Aasoela- 
tioD,  said  that  Canada  bad  given  tbe  motherlaiul 
a  prelerence  and  was  ready  to  contlBue  It  with- 
out asking  any  return,  aa  Canadlani  were  not 
going  to  put  up  their  loyalty  for  sale.  Th<r 
should  apply  to  the  present  position  of  t&> 
colonies  and  tbe  empire  the  old  axiom,  'Lit 
well  enough  alone.'  Quebec  was  loyal,  btppT 
and  satisfied  to  live  under  the  British  Sag,  but 
It  they  wished  to  tighten  the  tie  they  wonM 
break  ft.  The  relations  to-day  between  Canada 
and  the  motherland  were  very  friendly,  bnt  U 
they  tried  to  embalm  such  relations  on  tin 
statute-books  they  might  be  found  In  the  stat- 
ute-books, but  not  In  the  heart. 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  whether  these  are  the  sentiments  of 
the  government,  and  if  the  government  Jostl- 
fy  speeches  of  this  character  by  one  who, 
though  not  of  the  cabinet.  Is  certainly  one 
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of  the  government.  The  statement  made 
that  we  Intend  to  continue  the  preference 
without  asking  any  return,  does  not  comport 
with'  the  statement  made  by  the  Finance 
Minister  in  his  budget  speech.  He  gave  a 
very  clear  intimation  then,  that  unless  some 
concessions  were  made  the  preference  would 
be  withdrawn.  Then  I  should  like  to  know 
why  we  should  have  this  constant  reference  < 
to  the  loyalty  of  Quebec  ?  Who  doubts  the 
loyitlty  of  Quebec  ?  Is  it  necessary  for  a 
member  of  the  government  to  go  to  England 
and  proclaim  the  loyalty  of  any  particular 
section  of  this  country  ?  1  have  yet  to  learn 
tbnt  any  one  has  doubted  the  loyalty  to  the 
Crown  of  Quebec  or  of  any  other  portion  of 
this  Dominion.  There  may  be  a  few  indi- 
viduals who  would  like  to  sever  the  tie  that 
binds  us  to  the  mother  country,  but  they 
are  very  few,  in  my  opinion,  and  very  far 
between.   He  goes  on  to  say  : 

Quebec  was  loyal,  bappy  and  eatlsfled  to  live 
ander  tha  British  flag,  but  it  they  wished  to 
tighten  the  tie  they  would  break  it. 

He  says  that  if  yon  attempt  to  tighten 
that  tie  or  bring  the  interests  of  the  mother 
country  more  In  unison  with  those  of  her 
diildren  at  a  distance,  that  you  will  break 
that  tie.  I  should  tike  to  know  from  the  bou. 
Secretary  of  State  whether  the  whole  power 
of  breaking  that  tie  rests  with  him  and  his 
colleagues,  or  whether  all  his  colleagues 
think  alike  on  this  question  ?  There  are 
many  in  this  country,  and  1q  Quebec,  who  do 
not  entertain  the  views  Mr.  Lemleux  holds 
in  this  matter,  and  when  he  speaks  for  any 
one  particular  province  on  a  great  question 
of  this  kind  I  do  not  think  questions  of  snch 
vast  importance  should  be  confined  to  any 
particular  province.  I  should  consider  that 
if  an  Ontario  man  went  abroad  and  spoke 
la  that  manner  about  Ontario,  ignoring  the 
whole  of  the  rest  of  the  Dominion,  that  it 
wotild  be  a  consummate  piece  of  imperti- 
nence on  his  part,  and  would  not  be  toler- 
ated or  Justified  by  any  one.  He  says  fur- 
ther ; 

But  it  they  tried  to  embalm  such  relations  on 
Ute  statttte>books  they  might  be  found  in  thu 
uatQte-books,  but  not  in  the  heart. 

There  might  be  a  few  individuals  who 
hold  that  view,  but  I  take  K  that  the  vast 
majority  of  the  people  of  this  country  bold 
entirely  dltferent  views,  and  this  gentleman 
had  no  right,  being  a  member  of  the  govern- 


ment, to  utter  such  sentiments  at  any  meet- 
ing in  England  or  anywhere  else.  If  he  had 
spoken  for  himself  individually  I  do  not 
know  that  I  sihould  have  any  complaint  to 
make,  but  he  speaks  for  the  whole  province 
of  Quebec,  and  I  may  express  very  grave 
doubts  whether  the  whole  of  the  provinc* 
of  Quebec  hold  such  views.  There  may 
Individuals  in  Quebec  and  there  may  be  In- 
dividuals in  other  provinces  who  would 
agi-ee  with  these  sentiments,  but  my  impres- 
sion is  that  the  vast  majority  of  the  pet^le 
of  Quebec,  like  the  vast  majority  of  thp 
people  of  the  Dominion,  entertain  no  such 
views  as  have  been  uttered  by  this  gentl' 
man.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  whether  he  considers  this  gentl'' 
man  justified  In  uttering  sentiments  of  thii' 
cuaracter  at  a  public  meeting  ?  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  read  the  reports  and  articles 
in  other  journals  from  a  special  correspond- 
ent he  will  see  that  such  expressions  as 
these  will  be  seized  upon  by  those  who  are 
opposing  the  extension  of  preferential  trade 
to  this  country  as  an  evidence  that  the 
people  of  Canada — and  particularly  the 
people  of  Quebec — are  opposed  altogether  to 
auy  further  action  being  taken  in  England, 
upon  this  very  Important  question.  Surely 
our  loyalty  Is  not  to  be  Impugned  if  we  ask 
the  British  government  to  give  us  better  con- 
cessions In  the  market  of  England  than  we 
have  to-day,  in  consideration  that  we  give 
them  certain  concessions.  The  hon.  pre- 
mier we  know,  before  the  elections,  gave  ut- 
terance to  very  strong  sentiments  upon  this 
question. 

He  spoke  of  the  great  advantages  that 
were  to  accrue  to  this  country  from  the  con- 
cessions which  are  not  now  enjoyed  by  the 
Canadian  people  and  by  other  colonies  in  the 
home  market.  It  is  only  a  few  months  ago 
since  the  Finance  Minister  declared  in  the 
House  of  Commons  what  the  English  people 
might  expect  unless  they  were  prepared  to 
extend  better  trade  relations  in  the  future 
than  they  have  done  in  the  past.  Such  sen- 
timents are  vicious  and  ilkely  to  lead  to  a 
great  deal  of  harm.  They  are  diametrically 
opiiosed  to  the  sentiments  uttered  by  mem- 
bers of  the  government  of  which  he  Is  a 
member.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  atten- 
tion of  the  government  has  been  called  to 
this  or  not,  but  as  long  as  the  government, 
govern  by  departments  we  may  take  It  for 
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granted  that  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will 
only  speak  for  himself,  as  he  did  when  be 
ordered  that  no  report  should  be  made  on 
the  subject  of  the  Treadgold  concession.  If 
he  has  received  the  same  castig&tion  from 
bis  chief,  he  will  hare  to  accept  it,  and  I 
shall  be  very  glad  to  know  that  the  premier 
and  Minister  of  Justice  repudiate  the  sen- 
timents such  as  those  that  have  been  utter- 
ed by  one  of  their  colleagues.  Such  senti- 
ments are  likely  to  lead  the  people  of  Great 
Br^ln  who  are  anti-colonial  to  take  the 
Tlew  that  while  we  were  gracious  enough 
to  give  them  a  preference  without  any  re- 
turn for  It,  if  we  insist  upon  asking  them  to 
concede  any  rights  for  ourselves  the  tie 
which  binds  us  together  is  to  be  broken.  I 
thought  It  well  to  give  expression  to  views 
wblch  are  my  own,  and  wblcb  I  believe  are 
the  views  of  ttae  great  majority  of  the  people 
of  uanada,  on  the  Impropriety  of  a  member 
of  the  government  giving  utterance  to  senti- 
ments such  as  those  which  I  have  read. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  no  Intention  to 
discuss  or  express  any  opinion  on  the  short 
cablegram  that  has  been  quoted.  I  am  quite 
sure  if  we  had  the  whole  of  Mr.  Lemleux's 
address — because  It  was  not  limited  to  a 
dozen  Hues — we  would  find  that  It  produced 
an  echo  in  the  breast  of  every  Englishman 
who  heard  it  and  he  would  be  reminded  that 
It  was  to  the  people  of  lower  Canada  they 
were  indebted  for  having  to-day  Canada  the 
brightest  gem  in  the  empire.  It  Is  due  to 
the  people  of  lower  Canada  that  the  Domi- 
nion Is  now  a  part  of  the  empire,  and  has 
stood  by  the  empire  when  others  were  slow 
to  show  their  feelings  of  loyalty.  This  gov- 
ernment has  given  greater  evidence  of  Its 
attachment  to  the  empire  than  the  govern- 
ment of  my  hon.  friend  ever  did.  My  bon. 
friend  even  now  qaestlons  the  value  of  the 
preference  we  have  given  to  Great  Britain  ; 
but  Great  Britain  fully  appreciates  the  ac- 
tion taken  by  this  government.  There  was 
a  time  within  the  memory  of  many  hon.  gen- 
tlemen here  when  a  high  protective  taritE 
kept  out  English  goods.  Wben  ttie  govern- 
ment of  that  day  was  remonstrated  with, 
what  was  the  answer  ?  If  they  are  not 
pleased  with  It  so  much  the  worse  for  Brit- 
ish connection.  That  was  the  text  of  the 
Toronto  '  Mall,'  which  was  the  organ  of  the 
l}on.  gentleman,  and  it  comes  with  a  very 
bad  grace  from  the  hon.  gentleman  to  make 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 


the  statements  he  has  made  with  regard  to 
tue  Liberal  party.  This  government  sent  to 
South  Africa  7.000  or  8,000  men  at  the  public 
expense.  When  the  hon.  gentleman  and  bis 
friends  were  In  power,  what  reply  did  the? 
make  to  the  Foreign  Minister  of  the  d»j 
when  a  Canadian  contingent  was  called  for! 
If  you  pay  the  expenses  of  raising  a  volun- 
teer force  In  Canada,  we  will  send  a  detach- 
ment That  was  the  answer  I  got  in  full 
once  In  this  chamber,  and  I  remind  my  hon. 
friend  that  the  history  of  those  events  is  not 
forgotten  by  the  Canadian  people.  Tbe 
Liberal  party  have  shown  their  desire  to  ce- 
ment the  empire  much  more  earnestly  and 
effectually  than  the  governments  that  pre- 
ceded them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  bon. 
Secretary  of  State  with  regard  to  the  report 
which  my  Won.  friend  has  drawn  attention 
to.  I  earnestly  hope  that  when  the  full  re- 
port of  Mr.  Lemleux's  speech  U  pnbllsbed  In 
this  country,  some  of  the  sentiments  attri- 
buted to  him  will  disappear,  I  confess  I  irai 
amazed  when  I  read  the  report  In  tbe 
'  Globe  '  and  I  am  very  glad  that  the  govern- 
ment repudiate  the  assertions  in  that  report 
because  I  have  always  had  confidence  in  onr 
friends  In  the  province  of  Quebec. 

Hon.  M.T.  SCOTT— I  repudiate  nothing. 
I  was  quite  satisfied  that  Mr.  Lemieox  spot» 
loyally  and  truthfully. 

Hon.  Mr.  CliORAN-The  Hon.  Mr.  Lemleni 
has  again  spoken  in  London,  and  I  am  mi^ 
prised  that  the  leader  of  the  opposition  M 
not  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  to  answer 
t^af  also.  He  made  another  speech  yester 
day  which  is  reported  in  the  press; 

Hon.  GENTLEMEN— Read  It 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOKAN— It  Is  In  French.  The 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  told  a  historical 
truth,  wblch  this  Dominion  should  not  tot- 
get,  of  the  loyalty  of  tbe  French  Canadiui 
race,  and  he  has  stated  a  simple  fact 
if  Canada  Is  a  part  of  the  empire  to-da;  it 
Is  due  to  the  province  of  Quebec.  Tbe  Iwo- 
leader  of  the  opposition  hag  quoted  tbe 
brief  and  gambled  report  which  appears  In  tlie 
newspapers  an*  lias  adtTed  the  govemmait 
'  Does  that  represent  their  sentiments  ? ' 
There  Is  no  need  for  such  a  question.  Cntil 
Hie  Liberal  party  shows  a  tendency  to  dii- 
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loyalty  to  the  empire,  there  Is  no  necessity 
to  raise  such  a  questloQ.  It  is  creating  a 
tad  Impression  throughout  the  country; 
What  Is  the  opposition  trying  to  do  ?  Try- 
ing to  discredit  the  government  on  account 
of  tlie  recall  of  Lord  Dundonald  ?  Why  not 
lake  the  British  press  and  see  what  views 
are  held  in  the  mother  country  ?  The  West- 
minster '  Gazette,'  probably  one  of  the 
Blroiigest  organs  of  public  opinion  In  the 
empire,  says  :  '  It  Is  time  the  Imperial  gov- 
ernment should  recall  Lord  Dundonald  by 
cablegram.*  The  St.  James  'Oasette.*  ano- 
ther important  organ,  gays :  •  They  are 
making  political  capital  out  of  hia  action,' 
and  that  this  demonstration  of  adieu  Is  done 
In  the  most  Inexcusable  way  and  without 
tact  The  Manchester  '  Guardian '  says  that 
Lord  Dundonald  has  foi^tten  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  want  to  know  if  we  will  be  allowed 
to  answer  all  this  when  there  is  nothing  be- 
fore the  chair  ? 

The  SPEAKER— Attention  having  been 
called  to  the  fact  there  Is  nothing  before  the 
cbalr,  the  discussion  mast  end. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Before  the  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  are  called,  I  should  Jlke  to 
ask  a  question  of  the  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion. I  see  that  the  Grand  Master  of  the  Or- 
ange Associatlob  has  stated  In  Montreal  that 
all  tbe  Orange  lodges  are  Tory  committees. 
I  should  like  to  know  If  they  were  organized 
under  the  directorship  af  the  twn.  gentle*- 
man  Trtien  he  was  Grand  Master. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man ask  that  question  of  Mr.  Emmerson  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Pro- 
bably tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Emmerson  could  answer 
the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  may  tell  him  that 
tbe  Gnind  Master  of  the  Orange  Asaocla- 
tlon,  Mr.  Spronle,  never  made  such  a  state- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  saw  it  in  the 
Montreal  'Gaiette.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  UOWELl^I  saw 
It  and  read  it  two  or  three  times,  because  i 
thought  it  an  extraordinary  statement 
What  Mr.  Spronle  did  say  was  that  tbey 
had  been  charged  with  being  a  political  or- 
ganlxation,  and  if  sa:h  were  tli«*  case  bo 
would  like  to  Introdnre  tbe  order  Into  tte 


province  of  Quebec  in  order  to  reform  poli- 
tical opinion,  but  lie  iiov«*  mad?  the  «ale- 
ments  attrlbutel  to  iiim.  Thi  statenierts 
made  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  would 
leave  the  Impression  that  I  had  attacked 
the  loyalty  of  the  province  of  Quebec.  Now 
I  made  special  provision  for  that ;  I  said 
there  was  no  necessity  for  a  man  con- 
stantly prating  of  that  which  nobody  dis- 
puted, and  yet  the  hon.  gentleman,  followed 
by  a  very  humble  follower  In  tbe  rear 
benches,  took  occasion  to  say  that  Quebec 
was  exceedingly  loyal  and  the  brightest  gem 
In  the  British  Grown.  Who  said  It  waB 
not  ?  The'bon.  gentleman  gave  the  impres- 
sion that  I  had  made  a  statement  which 
questioned  the  loyalty  of  the  people  of  Que- 
bec. I  had  made  special  reference  to  the 
fact  that  nobody  in  tbe  Dominion,  so  far  ns 
I  was  aware,  doubted  the  loyalty  of  tbe 
province  of  Quebec,  and  for  that  reason 
there  was  no  necessity  for  continually  prat- 
ing about  it  any  more  than  if  the  loyalty  of . 
tbe  province  of  Ontario  were  being  dis- 
cussed. I  will  not  go  into  the  question  of 
the  dismissal  of  Lord  Dundonald.  I  sball 
be  quite  ready  to  discuss  that  when  it  comes 
up,  even  with  the  talented  gentleman  who 
Introduced  tbe  subject  But  referring  to 
the  question  about  the  Orange  order,  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  should  read  the  speech  thor- 
oughly, and  then  apply  to  one  of  the  min- 
isters for  Information  and  he  will  tell  him 
all  about  it 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (80)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  West  Cana- 
dian Collieries,  Limited. — (Hon.  Mr.  Mc- 
Hugh). 

BlU  (144)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 
present  session  respecting  the  Temlscouata 
Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Sir  Alpbonse  Pel- 
letler). 

Bin  (150)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of 
the  present  sowlon  Intituled  :  An  Act  to  In- 
corporate the  Tborold  and  Lake  Erie  Ball- 
way  Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  DomvlUe). 

INfiURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Conaideratloa  of  the  ameadmsnts  made  ty  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Banking  and  CommerM 
to  (Bill  H)  An  Act  further  to  amend  tha  InAir- 
anee  Act. — (Hon.  Hr.  K«rr,  Toronto.) 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—Before  the  question 
1^  put— because  last  year  we  had  a  decision 
that  points  of  order  should  be  taken  before 
a  question  Is  put — I  want  to  raise  a  point 
of  order  on  this  Bill.  Bule  68  provides  as 
follows : 

The  committee  to  which  a  private  b:11  may 
have  been  referred  ahall  report  the  same  to  the 
Senate  In  every  case  ;  and  when  any  miievial 
alteration  has  been  made  ia  the  preamble  of  the 
Bill,  sQch  alteration  and  the  reasons  for  the 
same  are  to  be  stated  in  the  report. 

The  "Bill  which  we  have  now  before  us 
has  beeu  changed  in  the  title.  When  tt  was 
referred  to  the  committee  it  was  Bill  (H) 
An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act. 
It  baa  beeu  changed  by  the  committee  Into 
a  Bill  called  '  An  Act  respecting  Canadian 
assessment  policy-holders  In  the  Mutual  Ke- 
serre  Life  lusurance  Company.*  And  the 
preamble  also  Is  different  from  the  preamble 
of  the  Bin  as  read  here  the  second  time-  I 
claim,  therefore,  that  under  rule  66,  the  Bill 
is  not  In  order  and  should  be  referred  back 
to  committee  so  that  the  reasons  could  be 
stated  for  changing  the  preamble  and  title 
Of  the  Bill. 

The  SPEAKER— This  Bill  was  not  re- 
ferred as  a  private  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  It  is  a  private 
Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  amending  a  pub- 
lic Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  L^DRY— It  is  certainly  a  pri- 
vate Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  nnderstand 
the  Speaker  has  ruled  that  the  motion  Is 
In  order. 

The  SPEAKER- The  Bill  was  referred  to 
the  committee  aa  a  public  BUI ;  It  has  been 
reported  back  with  amendments,  and  the 
House  can  deal  with  It  as  it  pleases. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDIIY  —  The  committee 
cbnnsed  It  to  a  private  Bill. 

The  SPEAKER— The  committee  recom- 
mended changes  In  it  which  the  House  can 
deal  with  as  it  pleases. 

Hon.  KERR  (Toronto)— When  this 

Bill  was  before  the  House  on  the  second 
reaflinp.  I  said  It  was  my  Intention,  with  the 
leave  of  the  House  and  with  a  view  of  meet- 
ing the  wlsb<^8  of  members  of  the  House. 


to  move,  on  the  Bill  being  read  the  second 
time,  that  It  should  be  referred  to  the  staad- 

ing  committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
in  order  that  all  persons  interested  in  the 
provisions  of  the  proposed  Bill  might  bave 
an  opportunity  of  being  heard,  and.  In  that 
way,  fuii  Justice  being  done  In  the  matter. 
The  Bill  accordingly  was  read  the  second 
time,  was  referred  to  the  Standing  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  and  re- 
ceived from  that  committee  the  fullest  con- 
sideration. We  have  t*ie  assurance  on  re- 
cord here  in  oar  debates,  from  the  chairman 
of  the  committee,  of  the  ample,  full  and  care- 
ful attention  which  the  Bill  received,  Dot 
only  at  the  hands  of  the  Banking  and  Com- 
merce Committee,  but  of  the  sub-committee 
to  whom  it  bad  been  referred.  Further,  tbe 
committee  liavlng  reported  the  amendments 
which  appeared  in  their  I'eprint  of  the  Bill, 
ic  is  now  before  the  House  for  consideration. 
I  am  aware  that  there  are  different  views 
to  be  expressed  by  some  members  of  the  Sen- 
ate with  reference  to  the  Bill  and  I  feel  that 
it  is  Important  that  the  discussion  should  not 
be  in  any  way  restricted.  I  have  no  inter- 
est whatever  in  seeing  that  tlie  Bill  tafcej 
this  or  any  other  special  form,  and  1  am  ei- 
reedingly  anxious  that  every  view  which 
It  is  desirable  should  be  submitted  may  he 
presented.  With  that  object  in  view  I  pro- 
pose to  ask  that  the  Bill  should  now  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
and  in  that  way  every  amendment  ttat  has 
been  offered  can  be  considered  in  detail  I 
therefore  move  : 

That  the  order  of  the  day  be  discharged  anl 
that  the  House  immediately  resolve  itself  into 
a  committee  ot  the  whole  for  a  consideration  of 
Bill  (H)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Insuruice 
Act '  and  the  amendments  reported  by  tha 
Standing  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
as  set  forth  in  the  said  Bill  as  reprinted  by  the 
said  standing  committee. 

I  hope  this  will  meet  wtith  the  approval 
01  the  House.  Instead  of  being  restricted 
ro  a  consideration  of  the  amendments,  hon. 
gentlemen  will  be  enabled  to  deal  with  the 
whole  Bill,  as  they  would  with  an  ordinary 
public  Bill  In  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANI>RY— I  rise  to  another 
point  of  order.  The  Order  of  tbe  Day  ia  for 
tbe  consideration  of  amendments  made  to 
this  Bill  by  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce,  Now  the  hon.  gen> 
tleman  asks  to  put  that  order   aside  and 
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wants  US  to  go  Into  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House.  I  do  not  think  that  Is  re- 
gular. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLB— The  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  member  from  Toronto  Is  to 
refer  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  a 
Bill  which  was  sent  to  the  committee  tfa 
Banking  and  Commerce,  as  a  public  Bill  en- 
titled, an  Act  further  to  amend  the  Insur- 
ance Act.  The  report  Is  not  a'a  Act  to  am- 
end the  Insurance  Act  ;  the  title  of  the  Bill 
has  been  changed.  It  is  now  reported  as  an 
Act  concerning  policy -hokl-ers  in  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Insurance  Company  of  New 
York.  That  is  a  private  Bill  and  there  are 
certain  rules  which  must  be  followed,  but 
which  bare  not  been  followed  in  this  case. 
Can  we  pass  a  BUI  which  is  now  declared 
■to  be  a  private  Bill  when  the  rules  apply- 
ing to  prirate  Bills  hare  not  been  compiled 
with  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— How  could  a 
committee  amend  either  the  title  to  the  Bill 
or  any  of  iiie  provisions  ?  They  have  not 
done  so.  They  have  reported  certain  pro- 
positions for  the  consideration  of  this  House. 
These  propositions  may  or  may  not  be  enter- 
tained. They  may  be  dealt  wltb  as  this 
House  thinks  proper,  but  the  Bill  is  certain- 
ly the  same  Bill  (H)  and  with  the  same  old 
title,  and  it  Is  not  until  this  House  takes  act- 
ion upon  it  that  either  the  title  of  tlie  Bill 
can  be  changed  or  any  of  the  amendments 
invested  can  be  incorporated  In  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANURY— If  an  bon.  gentleman 
moves  for  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  will 
he  be  entitled  to  ask  that  the  Order  of  the 
Ony  be  discharged,  and  that  the  Bill  be  read 
the  tfilrd  time  ?  That  Is  virtually  what  he 
is  doing  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto,  in  order  to  give  greater  free- 
dom in  debate,  thought  there  would  be  a 
better  opportunity  for  gentlemen  to  express 
theniBelves  if  the  House  was  in  committee. 
Tbat  is  the  only  object  he  has,  as  I  under- 
stand It  If  I  remember  correctly,  this  Bill 
passed  the  second  reading  some  time  ago 
and  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Bank^ 
lag  and  Commerce.  It  comes  back  to  this 
House  and  It  Is  for  the  House  to  say  whe- 
ther they  accept  the  suggestions  of  the 
committee  on  Bau^lng  and  Commerce,  It  Is 


always  within  the  control  of  the  House,  and 
it  is  merely  a  question  whether  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  have  the  discussion  of 
the  Bill  in  committee  or  before  the  House- 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  was  under- 
stood when  this  Bill  got  its  second  reading 
tbat  the  House  was  not  at  all  committed 
to  its  principle.  The  promoter  of  the  Bill 
asked  that  it  should  be  sent  to  the  com- 
mittee for  the  purpose  of  being  recast  and 
given  careful  consideration.  And  the  House 
in  taking  that  action  did  not  commit  Itself 
to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  at  all.  Now.  if 
the  House  take  the  course  that  is  proposed 
by  the  resolution,  they  virtually  commit 
themselves  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLEN— The  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  may  say  '  no,*  but  I  claim  thnt 
if  we  consent  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  we  virtually  concede 
the  principle  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— You  can  vote  against  it 
as  often  as  ;oa  like. 

Hon.  Mr.  UcMTTLLEN— We  are  unques- 
tionably dealing  with  one  of  the  most  Im- 
portant measures  ever  brought  before  the 
Senate.  I  would  be  safe  within  the  marft  If 
I  said  tliat  seventy-five  families  out  of  every 
hundred  in  this  country  have  some  menlber 
or  members  of  tneir  household  paying  Into 
some  life  insurance  company.  It  Is  most  de- 
sirable therefore  tbat  we  should  guard  ifiost 
carefully  and  zealously  tile  Interest  of  the 
public  in  all  life  Insurance  enactments.  W'e 
should  see  that  every  compauy  is  required 
to  live  religiously  up  to  the  terms  of  Its 
charter,  aud  keep  good  faith  with  the  pub- 
lic ;  aud  any  company  falling  to  do  so,  and 
resorting  to  means  tbat  cannot  be  com- 
mended or  endorsed,  which  comes  back  to 
parliament  for  ttae  purpose  of  getting  new 
legislation,  should  have  its  record  carefully 
scanned  when  asking  for  such  legislation. 
By  doing  tbat  we  would  read  a  lesson 
which  would  be  useful  to  every  life  insur- 
ance company  in  Canada,  whether  a  stock 
or  an  assessment  company.  We  want  to 
make  the  impression  on  all  people  who  form 
these  companies  that  they  must  Tive  up  to 
their  contracts  with  the  public  and  keep 
good  faith  with  parliament.  That  tbey  must 
operate  within  their  legitimate  sphere,  if 
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tbey  Beek  more  legislation.  Now  wbat  In 
the  fact  with  regard  to  tlila  company  ?  We 

have  bad  a  committee  of  this  House  sitting 
for  three  or  four  weeks  InTestlgatlng  the 
condition  of  this  company  in  Canada.  That 
committee  has  not  yet  finished  its  work-  It 
Is  gathering  and  compiling  very  valuable  in- 
formation, wblcb  every  member  of  the  Sen- 
ate should  read.  If,  after  a  careful  perusal 
of  the  evidence  taken  by  that  committee, 
any  one  comes  to  the  conclusion  tbat  It  Is 
his  duty  to  support  this  Bill,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly concede  to  blm  the  right  that  I  claim 
for  myself  ;  but  I  do  beliere  tbat  if  hon. 
gentlemen  will  carefully  read  that  evidence, 
a  majority  of  them  will  say  tbat  this  com- 
pany deserves  to  be  treated  by  this  House 
with  a  great  deal  of  suspicion,  and  that  if 
any  legislation  at  all  Is  granted,  we  should 
be  exceedingly  careful  what  liberties  we 
grant  them.  I  hold  it  is  not  courteous  to 
this  committee  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  until 
that  Investigation  is  completed.  We  are 
Ignoring  the  work  of  a  committee  appointed 
by  this  chamber.  Are  we  going  In 
advance  of  the  work  the  committee  Is  doing 
to  proceed  with  the  consideration  of  this 
Bill  without  a  final  report  of  the  committee? 
I  earnestly  hope  that  this  chamber  will  not 
discredit  Itself  by  taking  a  course  of  that 
kind. 

Give  that  committee  full  and  fair  opportu- 
nity to  complete  their  work,  and  after  they 
have  done  tbat,  the  whole  Information  and 
all  the  evidence  that  has  been  adduced,  will 
be  before  the  House,  and  they  can  then  pro- 
ceed Intelligently,  after  a  thorough  perusal 
of  that  evidence  which  has  been  placed  be- 
fore that  committee  from  both  sides.  I 
think  that  would  be  the  proi>er  course. 
There  Is  another  point  to  which  I  wish  to 
draw  attention.  I  have  sent  out  several 
copies  of  this  Bill  to  experts  throughout  the 
Dominion,  members  of  insurance  companies, 
asking  them  to  give  it  their  personal  con- 
sideration, and  make  such  amendment  or 
Improvement  in  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  as 
they  would  consider  desirable  in  the  Inte- 
rests of  the  policy-holders,  and  to  return 
the  Bill  when  they  are  through  with  It.  I 
have  not  had  time  yet,  to  receive  from  the 
experts  any  of  those  returns,  which  I  hope 
soon  to  get."  I  should  like  to  have  in  my 
possession  the  opinion  of  experts  of  this 
■country  with  regard  to  the  provisions  of  this 
Hod.  Mr.  McHULLEN. 


Bill.  I  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
views  that  they  entertain  with  regard  to  its 

peculiarities  are  in  accordance  with  tie 
views  I  myself  hold,  or  whether  they  dflTer 
from  me.    I  shall  be  very  glad  indeed  if 
they  should  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
Bin  is  one  in  the  Interest  of  the  policy-hold- 
ers—that  It  is  a  good  Bill.   We  only  want 
here — at  least  that  Is  my  opinion,  an^  I  am 
sure  it  is  the  opinion  of  every  senator  In  this 
room — to  guard  the  best  Interests  of  the 
poiicy-holders.   That  is  wbat  we  should  do 
above  everything  else.   The  officers  of  the 
company  can  take  care  of  themselves.  Tliey 
have  been  through  the  mill  pretty  severely. 
Tbey  hiive  gone  through  an  investigation  In 
the  state  of  New  York,  and  In  several  otlm 
states,  and  through  all  those  Investigations 
there  has  t>een  a  considerable  amount  of  dis- 
creditable conduct  proved  against  those  offi- 
cers ;  still  tbey  appear  to  hold  on  to  office, 
and  to  remain  at  the  head  of  that  instlto- 
tion.    I  have  in  my  hand  a  report  tbat  is 
published  by  the  state  of  New  York,  tbat 
was  taken  before  Cyrus  F.  Payn,  the  Insnr- 
ance  Inspector  of  that  state.   I  have  read  it 
over  carefully,  and  I  would  recommend 
every  member  of  this  House  to  read  that 
pul>llcation.      It  can  be  obtained  in  the 
Lil>riiry.  In  that  state  after  carefully  hold- 
ing an  investigation  Into  the  conduct,  trans- 
actions and  mancenvres  of  that  particular 
company,  he  comes  out  and  condemna  In 
very  pointed  terms  some  of  their  methods. 
He  points  out  very  clearly  that  some 
thods  adopted  by  tbat  company  cannot  ik* 
Blbly  be  defended.     That  Is  their  record 
in  the  state  in  which  they  had  tbelr  head 
office,  and  we  know  that  throughout  other 
states  they  have  l>een  precluded  from  doing 
business  altogether,  yet  they  come  to  Oui- 
ada,  promoting  a  Bill  now  before  this  Honse 
for  the  purpose  of  clothing  them  Id  a  aev 
garb,  giving  them  virtually  a  new  license, 
putting  them  in  a  position  tbat  they  can  eo 
back  to  the  people  of  Canada  and  say 
have  turned  over  a  new  leaf  ;  we  will  bury 
the  past   We  will  let  what  is  bad  go.  and 
begin  now  anew.'  The  question  is  whetbff 
It  Is  wise,  with  all  the  evidence  that  vas 
ftaken  before  the  committee  of  this  Hoqm 
with  all  the  evidence  that  has  been  tAea 
before  the  state  inspector  of  New  York,  and 
with  other  evidence  at  the  back  of  that,  of 
the  unsavory  record  of  this  insurance  con- 
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pany,  that  we  should  clothe  these  people  in 
a  new  garb,  and  permit  them  to  contintie 
IQ  basiness  In  Canada.  Some  senators  might 
ask  me — and  it  wonld  be  a  very  reasonable 
quefttlon,  what  would  yon  do  with  the  In- 
terests of  the  poor  policy-holders  ?  Well,  I 
would  say  that  in  my  humble  opinion,  after 
a  careful  study  of  this  Bill,  It  would  be  very 
much  better  to  ellow  the  New  Yorlc  Mutual 
Reaefve  Fond  Life  Association  to  go  into 
llqnldation,  and  pay  the  policy-holders  in 
Caoada  their  f>ercentage  of  the  fund  that  Is 
yet  In  the  bands  of  the  government,  for  if 
it  is  only  a  mite  It  is  better  than  nothing  at 
all  later  on.    I  contend  that  the  basis  laid 
down  by  this  Bill,  and  under  wblcli  they 
propose   to   go  on   aud  do   busiuess.  is 
a  fallacious  basis.    They  cannot  possibly 
succeed  upon  it,  and  cannot  put  up  a  reserve 
of  that  substantial  character  that  would 
warrant  the  people  of  this  country  In  believ- 
ing that  they  could  meet  their  obligations  ; 
and  apart  from  that,  it  is  not  desirable 
Iq  the  interests  of  the  policy-holders.  What 
has  been  the  position  of  the  policy-holders 
in  this  case  ?  First  take  the  class  that  has 
a  right  to  continue  the  assessments.  That 
is  the  first  class  dealt  with  in  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  Tbey  are  allowed,  if  they  cboose, 
to  still  continue  tbe  assessment  system. 
Tlie  company  take  the  assessments  they 
are  paid  since  the  commencement  of  their 
policy  up  to  the  present  time.     They  calcu- 
late what  amount  of  Insurance  that  would 
iusure  for  them  In  an  old  line  company,  and 
they  continue  them  for  that  amount  of 
iDsnrance,  with  a  proportionate  yearly  pay- 
ment, for  tbe  remainder  of  their  lives.  They 
are  allowed  to  be^  on  paying  a  yeariy 
sum,  and,  on  their  death,  tbey  promise  them 
that  they  will  pay  tbe  amount  fixed  as  the 
amount  they  are  entitled  to  hold,  as  an 
Insurance  policy.    In  addition  to  that,  they 
have  to  submit  to  a  loading  of  five  per  cent 
to  cover  expenses,  and.  In  addition  to  that, 
they  have  to  submit  to  an  assessment  to 
enable  the  company  to  put  up  Its  reserve 
so  that  they  can  get  theh:  license  from  tbe 
Dominion    government    under    tbe  new 
system.     What  would  be  the  position  of  a 
I>o]ley-ho!der — say  that  he  is  a  man  45  to 
50  years  old,  In  a  healthy  condition  ?  He 
can  go  before  any  doctor,  and  pass  an  ex- 
amination and  Id  doing  so,  he  gets  a  ! 
certificate  of  health,  and  he  can  step  across 
tbe  road  to  a  responsible  company  which 


has  a  respectable  surplus,  a  good  responsible 
rest,  and  he  can  secure  a  policy  for  the 
amount  that  la  there  stipulated  that  be  has 
to  p^y  In  year  by  year  for  the  remainder 
of  his  life.*    He  can  do  that,  and  he  Is  not 
subjected  to  any  five  per  cent  for  expenses, 
and  not  subjected  to  the  sum  that  Is  charged 
for  the  purpose  of  producing  the  rest,  to 
enable  them  to  make  the  deposit  of  their 
reserve.     Take  the  second  class,  the  man 
who  has  been  a  policy-holder,  say  for  a 
number  of  years.     Assume  that  It  la  a 
$2,000  policy.     He  has  been  paying  on  It. 
perhaps  for  10  years.     At  the  end  of  the 
10  years,  which  is  to  say  now,  the  company 
come  to  him,  and  say  '  We  have  been  carry- 
ing insurance  too  cheap  for  you.    You  have 
been  getting  it   for   less  than  what  you 
should  have  paid,  and  would  pay  to  ordinary 
life  companies.     Now  we  ask  you  to  do 
one  of  two  things.    You  will  either  consent 
to  an  Impairment  of  your  policy  to  a  sum 
for  which  you  could  have  got  Insurance  In 
an  old  line  company,  and  to  pay  annually,  a 
sum  equal  to  the  proportion  of  what  you 
paid  during  tbe  10  years  In  which  you  held 
that  policy,  for  the  remainder  of  your  life,, 
and  five  per  cent  for  ezpeoBea;  and  in  ad> . 
dltlon  to  that,  we  will  ask  you  to  consent 
to  a  sum  being  chained  up  against  your  po- 
licy, proportionate  to  your  fair  share  of 
what  is  necessary  to  produce  the  reserve- 
that  we  are  required  to  hold  under  the 
Insurance  Act,  In  order  to  obtain  our  license 
to  do  business.     That  Is  tbe  second  class. 
Tbe  third  class  Is  composed  of  the  men  who 
hold  say  a  policy  of  $2,000.     The  policy 
holder  has  paid  for  10  years,  and  he  decides 
to  continue  his  policy  at  the  same  amount 
at  which  it  has  existed  for  the  last  10  years. 
In  order  to  enable  him  to  do  that,  they  say 
'  we  have  been  carrying  you  for  10  years, 
for  less  than  we  should  have  carried  you.  We 
now  ask  you  to  contribute  a  sum  In  addition 
to  the  monthly  assessment  to  which  yon 
were  subjected  for  the  last  10  years  to  bring 
you  up  to  what  you  fronld  have  to  pay  In  an 
ordinary  standard  life  association,  and  In  ad- 
dition to  that  we  want  your  policy  made 
subject  to  a  charge  proportionate  to  the 
amount  of  your  policy,  in  proportion  to  the 
entire  amount  of  Insurance  out,  so  as  to 
produce  the  necessary  reserve,  after  giving 
you  credit  for  your  share  of  the  $152,000, 
that  is  in  the  hands  of  the  Domhilon  gov- 
vemment     Now  you  have  to  comply  with 
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that,  and  after  that,  yoar  yearly  payment 
will  be  up  to  tbe  sum  that  you  would  have 
to  pay  if  you  bad  entered  an  ordinary  life 
company.    That  is  the  third  class. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— At  what  age  ?  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Tbe  sum  Is  ac- 
cording to  the  age.  There  Is  another  ciam 
they  propose  to  revive,  those  that  have  held 
policies  in  the  Xew  York  Slutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association  that  have  not  ex- 
pired for  more  than  10  years.  That  would 
the  looked  upon  at  first  glance,  as  a  most 
magnanimous  offer,  tbe  company  purposing 
to  revive  ail  policies  that  have  not  lapsed 
for  more  than  10  years.  I  think  when  I  get 
through  I  shall  be  able  to  show  the  boo.  gen- 
tleman that  they  might  have  invited  a  re- 
vlval  of  all  policies  from  tbe  day  they  start- 
ed to  do  business  down  to  the  present  day 
just  as  well.  Wbat  are  tbe  terms  upon 
which  they  revive  lapsed  policies  7  First 
tbe  man  has  to  pay  the  years  assessments 
lip  would  have  paid  on  that  policy,  with  in- 
terest added  for  every  year  of  the  10  years. 
Ho  has  got  up  now  to  tbe  cofnditlon  of  things 
tbat  as  tbis  Includes  poilcy-bolders  that  have 
met  tbe^r  assessment  then  he  has  to  consent 
to  an  Impairment  of  his  policy  to  bring  him 
In  unison  with  tbe  other  company's.  If  be 
Is  not  going  to  pay  an  increased  amount, 
his  policy  has  to  be  impaired  so  as  to  bring 
it  down  to  a  sum  equal  to  the  other  policies, 
and  if  tie  wants  to  contiuue  at  tbe  high  rate 
he  has  to  P&y  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  think  tbe  hon,  gen- 
tleman is  altogetber  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)—!  do  not  think 
there  Is  any  object  In  discussing  a  straw 
luao.  Tbe  question  is,  what  this  Bill  is,  and 
It  is  not  at  all  what  my  bon.  friend  states. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  have  put  my 
own  Interpretation  upon  tbe  Bill,  and  if  I 
am  in  error,  I  shall  be  only  too  glad  to  be 
corrected,  but  my  Impression  Is  that  tbey 
will  have  to  submit  to  an  impairment,  and 
will  have  to  continue  the  annual  payment 
after  they  have  paid  up  the  arrears  for  ten 
years,  for  the  remainder  of  their  lives,  In 
order  to  secure  the  iosnrance  tbat  th^  bave 
contracted  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  BGIQUE— Please  point  that  out 
in  the  B111T 

Hon.  Ur.  UcHULZ^. 


Hpn.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— We  are  not  dis- 
cussing the  Bill.  We  are  dlscossiag  whether 
we  should  go  Into  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  whole  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  are  before  the  House. 
I  appeal  to  tbe  chair,  whether  tbe  motion 
to  refer  the  matter  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  involves  a  free  discussion  on  the  rner 
its  of  the  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— I  beg  to  call  atten- 
tion to  tbe  point  of  order  raised  by  the  hon. 
entlMUan  from  Stadacona,  and  I  should  like 
to  have  a  ruling  on  that  qaestton.  Has  the 
bon.  gentleman  the  right  to  withdraw  hli 
motion  and  substitute  a  different  motion ! 

The  8PBAKSR— Which  point  of  order 

raised  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Stida- 
cona  does  the  hon.  gentleman  refer  to  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  shall  deal  with  it 

now. 

The  SPEAKER— I  propose  to  deal  with  it 
at  present 

Hon,  Mr.  LANDRT— My  point  was  railed 
first. 

The  SPEAKER— I  prefer  to  deal  with  it 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— As  tbe  hon.  Speaker 
prefers  this  course,  I  bow  to  Ills  will. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— I  was  just  going  to  say 
that  while  It  Is  unfortunate  tbat  a  dlscosslon 
of  tbe  principle  of  tbe  Bill  should  come  up 
on  the  motion  to  go  Into  committee,  still  I 
do  not  think  I  should  be  Justified  In  nliag 
the  speech  out  of  order.  Tbe  hon.  gentieman 
may  now  state  bis  other  point 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  placed  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  a  mo- 
tion for  the  consideration  of  the  amend- 
ments made  by  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce  to  tbis  Bill.  With- 
out any  notice  at  all,  he  sets  aside  that  mo- 
tion, and  moves,  that  tbe  House  go  hito 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill.  He 
liiis  no  right  to  do  ttiat.  Tbe  Orders  of  the 
Day  give  us  the  routine  of  the  business  of 
13ii8  House,  and  we  are  bound  by  the  0^ 
ders  of  tue  Day.  I  read  from  Bourlnot  on 
page  422  as  follows  : 

It  lias  been  decided  in  the  Boxllsb  Commoni 
that  a  motion,  even  In  reference  to  divtilona  U 
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Jhe  House,  can  be  taken  out  of  Iti  order  only 
nniTenal  consent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBR  (iToroDto)— I  had  vo  idea 
at  all  of  IncoDTenleaclng  memberB,  and 
tUongbt  I  was  dolnsr  sometblng  that  would 
probably  meet  their  views,  better  than  the 
other  course,  btit  if  the  ton.  gentleman  ob- 
jects, there  la  no  necessity  to  raise  the  point 
or  order.  If  there  Is  any  objection,  1  am 
quite  willing  to  withdraw  the  motion  and 
proceed  with  the  Bill  as  it  appears  in  the 
order  paper. 

Hon.  Bfr.  6EIQUE — I  may  say  that  I  am 
somewhat  fesptmsible  for  the  course  pur- 
sued In  this  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— I  thought  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE>— Because  I  intimated 
that  I  proposed  to  suggest  amendments  to 
that  Bill,  but  I  can  take  the  other  course ; 
I  can  give  notice  of  motion  for  amendments 
on  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — I  ask  leave  to 
withdraw  the  motion  I  made  a  few  minutes 
ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— An  bou.  gentleman 
of  this  House  has  spoken  for  some  time  upon 
this  motion,  and  we  were  told  definitely  that 
when  the  2ud  rending  was  moved,  so  as  to 
send  the  Bill  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Commerce,  that  it  would  not  commit  us 
to  tbe  principle  of  the  Bill,  and  that  the 
freest  dlBCUsslon  could  be  had. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  think  we  should 
have  an  understanding  in  this  matter,  so 
that  we  shall  know  what  we  ore  doing.  The 
hon.  gentleman  explained  that  it  was  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House  that  he  suggested 
the  Coramittee  of  the  Whole,  so  that  hon. 
members  could  discuss  the  BUI  clause  hy 
clause.  It  was  not  for  his  own  particular 
convenience,  but  for  the  convenience  of 
every  hon.  member  of  this  House,  it  being 
a  more  convenient  way  to  discuss  it  than 
the  ^course  he  suggests  now  of  moving  the 
adoption  of  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
Banking  and  Commerce.  With  all  due  regard 
to  my  hon.  friend.  I  do  think  it  will  afford  (a 
very  much  better  opportunity  for  the  House 
to  discuss  a  Bill  of  a  highly  technical  ^char- 
acter,  in  regard  to  whidi  Information  may 
be  desired  by  Individual  members  In  regard 


to  several  of  the  clanaes,  In  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— That  Is  not  adopt- 
ing the  principle  of  the  BUI.  The  Bill  might 
be  rejected,  if  we  had  not  proceeded  to  that 
stage.  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— If  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  is  not  adopted  In  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  we  can  move  that  the  committee 
rise,  and  thnt  kills  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL^Those 
who  are  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
instead  of  voting  concurrence  In  the  amend- 
ment, could  move  that  the  amendments  be 
concurred  In  this  day  six  montha,  and  If 
that  were  carried,  It  would  kill  the  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  TESSIER— If  the  House  is 
against  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  it  ought  to 
decide  against  It  now,  and  not  waste  time. 
The  principle  of  the  Bill  is  discussed  on  the 
second  rending  and  not  hi  Committee  of  the 
Whole.  The  Bill  goes  to  Committee  of  the 
Whole  .to  discuss  the  different  clausee  of  it. 
But  what  Is  the  use  of  sending  it  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  where  members 
may  speak  «ix  times  on  everj-  clause,  and 
you  can  have  a  long  discussion,  where  you 
are  against  the  principle  of  the  BiU.  I 
ttilnk  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington 
is  quite  right. 

Hon.  Air.  KEitR  (Toronto) — I  have  no  de- 
sire to  iiiterntpt  the  very  able  discussion 
which  has  been  iM-oceeding.  It  is  all  pertl- 
Jient  to  the  qnestion  before  the  House,  but 
las  objection  has  been  taken,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  claims  I  have  no  right  to  make 
this  motion  except  by  unanimous  consent, 
I  therefore  ask  to  withdraw  It,  and 
will  proceed  with  the  motion  on  the  order 
paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDilY- Tlie  hon.  gentleman 
cannot  withdraw  his  motion. 

'  Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  suggest  that  the 
11}oint  of  order  of  the  hon.  gentleman  cannot 
ibe  maintained. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANi»itY — He  may  withdraw 
with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER— If  the  hon.  gentleman's 
objection  Is  maintained,  that  disposes  of  the 
original  motion. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Let  us  get 
rigbt  to  the  question  of  order.  I  beg  to 
•witbdraw  my  motion. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  disposed  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stndaconn. 
In  fact  I  said  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto  that  I  tliougbt  possibly  he  ^ould 
have  given  notice  of  this  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  have  no  objection, 
If  the  House  is  willing  to  allow  it,  to  with- 
draw my  objection,  so  as  to  permit  the  Bill 
to  go  to  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBBB  (Toronto)— There  are 
other  gentlemen  who  have  taken  the  same 

objection. 

The  SPEAKER— Is  it  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  to  go  Into  committee  on  this  measure 
or  take  up  the  motion  as  It  appeai-s  ou  the 
order  paper  ?    The  hon.  gentleman  from 

Stndacona  raised  a  question  of  order  ;  be 
now  withdraws  that,  and  says  be  Is  willing 
that  the  House  should  go  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  It.  Is  that  the  feeling  of 
the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— He  cannot  withdraw. 

The  SPEAKER^Au  hon.  gentleman  who 
makes  a  technical  objection  has  a  right  to 

withdraw. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Several  hon.  gentlemen 
persist  In  the  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Then  I  move 
concurrence  In  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBX— I  am  very  sorry 
that  I  was  Interrupted  in  the  remarks  I 
was  making  with  regard  to  the  BUI,  but  I 
hope  that  the  change  which  is  being  made 
in  the  report  before  the  House  will  give  me 
greater  latitude  than  I  had  before,  because 
the  amendments  suggested  by  the  committee 
are  fully  under  discussion.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  point  which  I  was  drawing  the 
attention  of  the  House  to,  as  to  the  matter 
of  those  who  had  he!d  policies  up  to  ten 
years  before,  the  terms  on  wh'ch  they  would 
be  taken  back.  I  ti'Ied  to  the  best  of  my 
flbility  to  point  out  the  conditions  on  which 
those  people  would  be  reinstated,  and  If. 
In  my  remarks.  I  have  orerdrawu  any  points. 
I  should  be  very  friad  to  be  shown  where  I 
am  wroiiK  ;  but  I  contend  the  terms  on 
which  they  purpose  taking  back  tbo?e  policy- 
The  SPEAKER. 


holders  are  from  a  pollcy-bolders*  staadpoinL 
no  t^ptation  whatever.  There  is  nothid^ 
In  it  thut  would  Induce  any  intelligent  man 
to  ask  reinstatement  in  a  company  whose 
record  has  been  so  unsavory,  and  whose 
irresponsibility  has  been  exposed.  It  Is  the 
old  story,  *  Will  you  walk  into  my  parlour.' 
They  come  under  the  terms  laid  down  by 
the  company,  they  will  be  subjected  to  con- 
ditions and  extortions  and  Impairments  of 
policies,  and  the  result  will  be,  that  they 
could  have  secured  life  insurance  In  straight 
line  companies  for  less,  or  at  least  as  little 
as  In  this  company  with  the  record  of  their 
not  being  responsible  as  the  old  line  com- 
panies are.  If  the  committee  bad  pressed 
upon  Mr.  Eldridge  to  go  back  to  the  date 
when  the  company  first  started  business  und 
reinstate  every' man  that  ever  held  a  policy 
on  the  same  terms,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  he  would  do  It,  simply  because  tl  ey 
would  have  to  pay  up  first  the  ar- 
rears with  interest  on  all  arrears  un- 
til the  time  they  are  reinstated,  then 
cousent  to  a  reduction  proportionate  to  the 
reduction  in  the  other  classes,  and  pay 
nu  annual  payment  for  all  time  pro- 
portionate to  what  they  would  have  to 
pay  in  an  old  line  company.  What  par- 
ticuiar  temptation  Is  It  to  any  man  to  seek 
to  be  reinstated  In  a  company  of  that  kind  t 
The  declared  object  of  the  BUI  la  to  give  the 
company  power  to  Issue  old  line  basiness* 
that  is,  the  same  as*  an  old  line  comiuiny. 
Now  if  you  read  over  the  preamble  of  that 
BUI  you  will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
what  the  company  is  seeking.  If  It  is  not  to, 
I  should  like  the  hon.  senator  from  Montreal 
to  point  out  where  I  am  wrong.  But  the 
company  already  have  that  power,  and  have 
enjoyed  It  since  1899.  They  can  put  every 
policy-holder  Into  that  position  without  any 
legislation  whatever.  Why  not  put  in  the 
preamble  of  the  Bill  that  that  Is  what  they 
are  seeking  ?  That  statement  cannot  be 
challenged.  They  have  tried  to  get  all  tlie 
policy-holders  to  go  Into  that  business,  but 
although  they  have  u^ed.  pressed  nnd 
coaxed  them,  they  have  got  only  twen^-fin 
Iter  cent  agree  to  the  change.  What  will 
this  BUI  do  with  the  remoin'ng  seventy-fiie 
per  cent  ?  This  BUI  will  present  the  matta 
ill  a  (lifTi'reiit  lijrht  In  this  way — you  li-ive 
either  to  consent,  by  the  provisions  of  tli  f 
Bill,  to  the  Impairment  of  your  policy  nnd 
payment  In  addition  to  what  yon  have  pn-d 
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daring  the  years  It  bas  been  in  existence, 

and  a  payment  proportionate  to  the  sum  lo 
be  paid  for  the  balance  of  yonr  life,  or  If  yon 
want  to  maintain  yonr  policy  at  what  It  was 
originally,  you  have  'first  to  pay  up  nn 
Increased  assessment,  until  you  come  op 
to  the  present  date,  and  then  you  hare 
to  pay  a  proportionate  sum  for  the 
years  to  come  to  what  you  paid  In  as- 
sessments during  the  years  past,  nud 
what  yon  have  paid  In  a  lump  sum  to  make 
the  sum  up  to  the  price  you  would  have  to 
pay  If  you  went  to  an  old  line  company- 
In  addition  to  that,  you  have  to  subject 
yonr  policy  to  assume  your  proportionate 
share  of  what  is  necessary  for  the  company 
to  hold  tbeir  reserve,  and  you  have  to  pay 
five  per  cent  of  your  yearly  payment  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  expenses.  When  that 
proposition  is  presented  to  a  policy- bolder,  If 
be  is  a  man  that  can  pass  a  doctor's  ex- 
amination, It  Is  better  for  him  to  take 
nirance  elsewhere.  It  is  no  relief,  uo  ad- 
vantage to  the  policy-holder.  Not  only  that, 
be  does  not  get  any  share  of  the  $152,000 
that  is  now  in  the  Dominion  treasury.  He 
Is  simply  promised  credit  on  his  policy  for 
that  amount  of  money.  He  is  simply  pro- 
mised that  they  will  give  him  credit  for  a 
certain  amount,  and  then  his  policy  will  be 
carried  on  for  the  balance  of  the  amount 
niriil  such  time  as  be  dies ;  bnt  if  the  com- 
pany hare  uo  money  to  pay  the  poUcy  when 
It  bas  matured,  he  not  only  loses  his  pro- 
portion of  the  $152,000  which  he  Is  entitled 
to  get  now,  he  loses  all  he  pays  in  addition 
to  that,  to  keep  it  in  force  during  the  years 
of  bis  life,  and  when  he  dies  the  whole 
Is  gone,  his  percentage  of  the  $152,000  is 
gone  and  also  the  money  he  pays.  There 
is  nothing  in  It  at  all  for  the  policy-holders. 
If  you  were  dealing  with  a  company  that 
had  a  respectable  record,  and  bad  met  fln- 
auclal  disaster  through  fire  or  loss  of  pro- 
perty and  not  by  extravagance,  and  they 
came  to  parliament  for  relief  for  their 
policy-holders.  I  would  be  disposed  to  do  the 
very  best  I  could  for  them  ;  bnt  here  is  a 
company  that  has  In  the  most  extravagant 
manner  squandered  tbe  resources  of  that 
company.  It  Is  proved  to-day  that  in  one 
ease,  through  tbe  reckless  conduct  of  an 
agent  called  Moss,  the  company  lost  a  sum 
amounting  to  $999,000,  money  of  the  policy- 
holders which  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
47 


the  company  now  to  meet  maturing  cov- 
enants. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUB--When  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman talks  of  $999,000  having  been  squan- 
dered, he  Is  under  a  misapprehension.  That 

Is  the  amount  which  has  been  spent  In  Can- 
ada for  tbe  nineteen  years  that  the  company 
has  been  carrying  on  business  In  tbe  Do- 
minion, it  is  the  total  amount  of  agents' 
expenses  In  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUI/LEN— My  hon.  friend 
undertook  to  correct  me  a  few  moments 
ago.  I  will  attempt,  In  my  BlmpUcity,  to 
read  him  a  lesson  now.  He  was  paying 
very  poor  attention  to  tbe  evidence  given 
before  the  committee  to-day  If  he  has  come 
to  the  conclnsion  which  he  has  expressed  ; 
because  the  evidence  goes  clearly  to  prove 
that  Mr.  Moss,  who  was  general  agent  over 
all  tbe  other  agents  of  the  compapy  in  the 
United  States,  eventually  wound  up  with 
ii  sum  of  $999,000,  virtually  that  he  had  re- 
ceived and  was  sui^sed  to  have  scattered 
among  agents,  bnt  It  had  never  been  re- 
turned to  the  company  or  accounted  for. 
More  than  that  they  say  that  those  agents, 
amongst  whom  the  money  was  scattered, 
will  have  to  submit  to  reductions  year  after 
year,  imtll  such  time  as  that  money  is  re- 
funded. Does  anybody  who  knows  any- 
thinsT  about  Insurance  agents  believe  that 
if  their  account  la  covered  by  a  blanket 
debt  which  will  keep  them  from  getting 
commissions  for  fifteen  to  twenty  years,  that 
they  will  earn  very  large  commissions  ? 
An  agent,  under  such  circumstances.  Is 
working  for  a  dead  dog,  and  above  all  men 
iu  tbe  world  Insurance  agents  do  not  like 
to  do  that.  I  say  it  sbows  recklessness  in 
the  manner  in  which  that  company  has 
handled  its  affairs.  Another  thing  Is  the 
course  pursued  by  Mr.  Burnham,  the  pre- 
sident of  the  company  last  year.  In  the 
Interest  of  tbe  company  an  effort  was  made 
to  remove  him  from  his  place.  A  numbe'' 
of  shareholders  took  action.  They  met  In 
New  York  and  gathered  such  force  and  in- 
flnence  that  they  demanded  from  Mr.  Burn- 
ham,  If  they  did  not  Impeach  him  as  presi- 
dent of  that  company  and  have  bim  arrest- 
ed or  prosecuted  for  malfeasance  in  office, 
that  he  would  resign  at  the  close  of  tbe 
year.  He  agreed  to  do  that.  He  entered 
into  a  covenant  that  if  they  would  drop  the 
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prosecntton  lie  would  not  only  resign  at 
tbe  end  of  the  year,  but  would  pay  all  costs 
Incurred  In  connection  with  the  Investi- 
gation. He  paid  $15,000  costs  out  of  the  re- 
serve of  the  policy-holders  to  get  rid  of  that 
action,  and  to  hold  his  place  peaceably  to 
tlie  Ist  of  January  ;  but  he  did  not  resign. 
He  secured  his  re-election,  and  he  Is  presi- 
dent to-day,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
the  New  York  Inspecttu-  of  Insurance  had 
pronounced  In  tbe  plainest  terms  on  tbe  reck- 
lessness and  extravagance  of  this  particular 
company.  I  would  commend  his  report  to 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Montreal  for  his 
peraaal,  because  I  believe  blm  to  be  a  cod- 
sclentlous,  honourable  man.  If  he  comes  to 
the  conduston,  after  reading  the  report  of 
that  Investigation,  tbat  tbe  comipany  Is  en- 
titled to  any  consideration  at  the  hands  of 
this  House,  I  will  consent  to  go  on  with  this 
Bill,  otherwise  I  shall  not  consent  until  we 
have  threshed  out  the  whole  merits  of  this 
company  and  tbe  committee  has  completed 
its  work. 

Hon.  Mr.  BKIQUE— What  report  does  the 
hon.  member  refer  to? 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen — The    report  of 
the  Injector  of  Insurance  for  the  state  of 
New  York,  published  in  1899.    The  hon., 
gentleman  will  get  it  In  the  library.  There! 
are  some  very  innocent-looking  clauses  in  | 
this  Bill.    One  of  them  provides  that  the  I 
passiige  of  this  BUI  shall  in  no  way  inter- 
fere with  any  action  peiidlug  at  the  pre- 
sent time.    We  all  know  that  there  is  an 
action  pending  befoi-e  the  Privy  Council. 
That  action  was  brought  for  tbe  purpose 
of  compelling  the  company  to  return  to  a 
gentleman   named   Foster   the  amount  of 
money  be  has  paid  In,  which  he  claims  was 
got  from  him  under  false  pretenses.  He 
said  the  tei'ms,  conditions  and  representa- 
tions made  at  the  time  be  had  agreed  to 
become  a  policy-holder  in  the  company  were 
false  and  misleading,  and  he  has  brought 
an  action  to  secure  the  return  of  his  money. 
He  succeeded  In  the  first  court ;  tbe  com- 
pany nt)pealed  and  lie  succeeded  again,  and 
the  case  is  now  before  the  Lords  in  the 
Privy  Council.      If  he  succeeds  there  they 
will  have  to  return  him  his  money.  If  this 
Bill  passes  in  its  present  shape.  It  will  abnt 
out  every  man  from  bringing  an  action  of 
the  same  kind,  because  It  provides  that  it 

Hon.  Hr.  HcUULLBN. 


^11  only  affect  cases  tbat  are  now  pending. 
I  contend  tbat  Is  an  exceedingly  Important 
provision.  We  bave  tbe  statement  from  Mr. 
Eldrldge  tbat  the  assessment  business  in 
Canada  does  not  stand  alone,  that  all  the 
assessment  business  In  tbe  United  Statei 
and  Canada  is  virtually  put  into  one  fund, 
and  out  of  that  the  policies  are  paid.  If 
under  the  provision  that  Is  now  proposed 
to  be  made,  the  amount  of  money  tbat  ii 
held  in  the  New  York  end  of  the  business 
is  not  available,  under  the  new  system  all 
tbe  assets  that  the  company  will  have  in 
the  bauds  of  the  government  here  will  be 
$152,000,  and  tbat  wlU  apply  to  botji 
classes.  Under  the  prraent  condition,  we 
have,  as  has  been  stated,  a  deposit  In  Can- 
ada of  something  like  $228,000.  Of  tbat 
$152,000  Is  proposed  to  be  appropriated  as 
a  sum  to  be  contributed  towards  the  re 
serve  that  Is  to  be  kept  on  behalf  of  the 
two  olasses  that  I  have  referred  to,  that  ia 
tbe  class  that  cooseuts  to  the  impairment 
of  the  policy  and  tbe  class  that  consents 
to  pay  up  an  increased  sum  to  maintain  tbe 
policy  as  it  is.  Tbe  $152,000  is  there,  and 
cannot  be  removed,  at  least  under  present 
conditions,  but  you  will  notice  another  very 
simple  clause  in  this  BUI,  which  I  also 
think  is  worthy  of  attention.  Tbat  clause 
Is  that  as  long  as  tbe  company  continaea 
to  do  no  new  business,  that  money  cannot 
be  withdrawn.  When  they  cense  to  do  new 
business  In  Canada,  what  then  ?  I  wonid 
conclude,  they  would  bave  a  right  to  with- 
draw the  money.  If  this  Bill  goes  throngh 
at  all,  we  want  to  see  it  amended,  so  that 
tbat  money  must  remain  as  long  as  there 
is  a  policy  in  Canada  standing  against  tbe 
company,  up  to  tbe  amount  deposited  witli 
the  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOU  CHER V<LLE— The  hon. 
gentleman  should  adjourn  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  we  must  proceed 
with  It  now,  because  it  must  go  to  tbe 

House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— »jut  of  respect 
for  Jtseif,  this  House  should  demand  that 
the  evidence  be  submitted  in  order  tbat 
we  may  proceed  intelligently.  WbUe  tbe 
committee  is  sitting,  and  eliciting  valnable 
evidence,  we  should  postpone  action  Id  this 
House,  The  clauses  of  the  Bill  should  not 
be  proceeded  with  until  that  committee  hai 
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bad  an  opportunity  of  reportlog,  and  It  Is 
onfair  for  the  bon.  Secretary  of  fitate  to 
try  and  sbackle  the  investigatloii.  He  took 
tiie  stand  In  the  first  place,  of  opposing  the 
appolntmoit  of  a  committee.  He  said  It 
was  a  shame. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— He  said  it  would 
do  no  good. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hod.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  appeal  to  the 
country  to  say  whether  it  is  doing  good  or 
not  I  am  willing  that  every  policy-holder 
sboirid  read  the  evidence  and  decide  for 
himself.  I  am  willing  to  be  Judged  by  the 
pe<^Ie  of  Canada  to  say  whether  the  money 
spent  on  that  committee,  has  not  been  well 
spent  In  the  Interest  of  the  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  hon.  Secre 
tary  of  State  has  not  done  credit  to  hlmse^-^ 
In  the  stand  be  has  taken. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  propose  to  be 
lectared  by  the  hon.  gentleman.  .  If  I  had 
done  my  duty,  I  wouJd  have  had  that 
committee  dismissed  long  ago,  as  a  disgrace 
to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  say.  when  the 
House  decided  by  a  majority  to  appoint  that 
committee,  it  should  have  an  opportunity 
to  perform  its  work  decently,  and  report  to 
the  House.  With  the  evidence  before  the 
House,  they  could  go  on  with  the  Bill  or 
not  aa  they  please.  I  move  the  adjoam- 
ment  of  the  debate. 

The  SPBAKBR— It  being  o'clock,  I 
now  leave  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— But  the  adjourn 
ment  of  the  debate  has  been  moved. 

The  SPEAKER- It  Is  six  o'clock,  I  leave 
the  chair. 

After  BecesB. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— "When  the  House 
rose  at  six  o'clock,  I  was  endeavouring  to 
present  some  criticisms  regarding  the  Bill 
which  is  noiw  under  contideratlon.  I  was 
P<totlng  out  the  efiFect  of  some  of  the  clauses 
which  will  be  brought  into  force  by  tlie 
passage  of  the  BUI.  I  have  shown  that  if 
the  Bill  becomes  law,  as  it  Is  now  drawn, 
at  least  two  things  will  be  accomplished  on 
474 


the  part  of  the  company  :  First,  the  moment 
they  give  the  government  notice  that  they 
are  not  undertaking  new  business  in  Can- 
ada, as  provided  In  dause  6,  they  will  be 
able  to  draw  from  the  Receiver  Genwal  all 
the  money  In  his  hands,  except  what  U 
held  under  their  license  for  straight  line 
business,  that  they  have  taken  since  1899. 
They  wlU  be  able  to  draw  at  least  $100,000 
of  that  money.  The  clause  reads  as  follows  : 
5.  After  the  date  of  the  said  lioenae  the  eom- 
paQ7  shall  be  subject  to  make  depoBlt  onlr  m 
provided  in  aectloDS  7  to  U,  both  Inoliulve,  ol 
The  Insurance  Act,  and  all  the  asaets  In  Canada 
of  the  company  Id  respect  at  the  eald  assess- 
ment policies  shall  be  applicable  to  all  the  In- 
surance liabilities  of  the  company  in  Canada  ; 
provided  that  the  deposits  of  the  company  with 
the  Receiver  General  ot  Canada  sbsll  not  be  re- 
duced below  the  amount  at  the  date  of  the  said 
license  so  long  as  the  company  la  nndertaUog 
la  Canada  new  oontraets  ot  insurmnee. 

Now,  the  very  mcnnent  that  they  cancel 

the  undertaking  Of  new  contracts,  they 

notify  the  government  that  they  have  ceased 

and  ask  the  Receiver  General  to  hand  over  a 

1  cheque  for  every  dollar  except  the  money 

'  that  Is  held  under  the  provisions  of  their 

charter  of  1899.   That  Is  one  feature  of  the 

Bill  that  Is  decidedly  objectionable.  Now, 

the  last  clause  of  the  Bill  to  which  I  drew 

attention  Is  as  fc^ows  : 

Nothing  In  this  Act  shall  affect  any  salt, 
action,  or  other  proceeding  now  pending  in  re- 
spect ot  any  aasessment  policy. 

What  will  be  the  Initerin-etatlon  of  that 
clause  ?  I  have  referred  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
I'\)ster.  He  has  brought  action  for  a  return 
of  the  moneys  paid  upon  his  policy  on  the 
ground  that  It  was  through  mlsrepreseuti> 
tion  and  fraud  that  be  was  coaxed  into  in- 
guring  witb  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  As- 
sociation. He  has  succeeded  in  the  first 
court  and  in  appeal,  and  the  case  Is  now 
before  the  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  In 
England.  The  witness  JSJdrldge,  who  Is 
before  the  committee,  stated  that  he  had 
his  passage  taken  to  go  home  to  London  to 
fight  that  case. 

He  told  us  In  the  committee  that  Presi- 
dent Burnham  had  to  go  and  take  his  place. 
That  ap[>eal  is  now  coming  up.  and  If  it 
flbonid  go  against  them,  what  ts  going  to  be 
the  result  ?  What  will  be  the  effect  of  tbat 
d«cl8lon  ?  The  effect  of  tbat  decision  will 
be  that  every  man  that  has  been  Icsd  into 
effecting  Insurance  fraudulently  by  repre- 
sentations that  are  untrue,  and  cannot  be 
substantiated   in   court,    who   brings  an 
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action  to  recover  his  money  on  the  ground 
that  it  wjis  taken  from  him  by  mlsrepre- 
sentfttlon,  will  be  likely  to  succeed.  There 
is  a  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  In  the 
Foster  case,  that  he  hns  a  right  to  succeed- 
'  Now,  what  is  this  innocent  little  clause  No. 
7  ?  It  has  heen  read  half  a  dozen  times,  but 
I  shall  read  it  again.   It  is  as  follows : 

NotblDg  la  this  Act  shftll  affect  any  nit, 

action,  or  oiher  proceeding  now  peadlog  Id  re- 
spect of  any  aasesBment  policy. 

That  is  the  clause.    It  says,  'now  pend- 
ing.'  If  It  Is  not  commenced,  It  Is  out  of 
court.   Everything  Is  out  of  court  except  Mr. 
Poster's  action.    I  said  a  moment  ago  that 
the  object  of  this  Bill  is  not  to  give  the 
company  power  to  do  business  on  old  policy 
lines  in  Canada.    They  have  that  power 
now.  They  have  had  It  since  1809.  It  does 
not  give  them  one  tittle  of  power  more  than 
they  had.  They  can  place  erery  assessment 
policy-holder  on  the  oUl  line  business  in  ac-  i 
copdance  with  the  system  adopted  by  old 
line  companies.    Of  course,  they  have  tried 
to  force  policy-holders    into    tailing  that 
course.   They  have  only  succeeded  with  25 
per  cent.  There  Is  75  per  cent  that  they  have 
not  been  able  to  get  in.  If  this  Bill  is  passed 
they  win  be  able  to  take  them  all  in.  What 
will  he  the  choice  ?   The  clioice  by  the  Bill  j 
is  that  if  you  want  to  participate  in  any  of  ■ 
the  advantaijes.  If  you  want  to  get  a  per- 
centage of  the  $ir.2,000  which  Is  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Receiver  General,  If  you  want 
to  participate  in  the  division  of  that  money, 
you  have  to  take  either  one  or  the  other  of 
the  alternatives.    You  have  to  submit  to  | 
have  your  policy  Impaired,  or  you  have  to  | 
contribute  an  additional  sum  from  year  to 
year,  to  bring  yonr  contributions  to  the  | 
point  that  you  would  have  had  to  pay  on 
the  old  line  company.   When  you  have  done  ' 
that,  this  Bill  provides  that  the  company  | 
can  load  up  the  policies  with  a  percentage 
of  the  money  necessary  to  enable  them  to 
point  out  to  the  department  that  they  have 
renerved  a  sufflclent  fund  to  enable  them  to  ' 
obtain  their  license.  How  are  they  going  to  ' 
do  that '!   They  ask  for  their  license,  and  | 
they  say  :  '  We  have  $152,000  In  cash  In  the  , 
hands  of  the  Receiver  General.'    In  addi- 
tion to  that,  say  that  the  busim!ss  under  ^ 
the  system  they  had  in  Canada  would  re-  | 
quire  the  deposit  to  be  $(;0I),000,  they  would  ■ 
Hon.  Mr.  HcUULLBN.  ' 


require  $540,000.  Well,  they  say  to  the  Re- 
ceiver General,  *  We  have  not  got  it  In 
money  ;  we  have  not  a  dollar  to  deposit 
with  yon,  bnt  we  will  tell  yon  what  we  an 
going  to  do.  We  are  going  to  charge  up  to 
each  policy-holder  his  percentage  of  dut 
$450,000  as  a  mortgage  against  bis  policy 
for  a  specific'  purpose.  What  is  it  ?  In 
order  to  stand  there  as  an  asset  of  tlie 
company  so  that  we  can  swear  that  we  hare 
a  sufflclent  reserve,  Including  the  amount 
that  Is  charged  to  each  policy  with  the 
$150,000  deposited  with  you,  to  secure  onr 
license.*  That  is  what  they  ask  to  do  bj 
,  this  Bill.  They  do  not  put  in  a  dollar  tbem- 
,  selves.  Notwithstanding  the  enormous 
I  plundering  that  has  taken  place,  they  do 
I  not  appear  to  have  any  money.  If  thej 
!  have,  they  are  not  willing  to  put  it  In.  They 
'want  the  policy-holders  to.  find  the  menm 
of  putting  the  Institution  on  Its  feet  and  In 
'  a  position  that  it  can  do  business  over 
j  again.  That  Is  the  position  they  ask  the 
1  ]>oUcy-boIders  to  take.  I  hare  referred  to 
the  peculiar  character  of  this  company.  I 
have  no  personal  animosity  against  the  New 
York  Mutual  Reserve  ;  I  simply  have  a  feel- 
ing of  disgust  for  a  company  that  haTe 
extracted  from  the  pockets  of  the  people  of 
this  country  the  large  amount  of  money 
that  they  have  taken  in  nineteen  years,  and 
in  the  face  of  the  record  that  they  have  got 
in  Hie  face  of  the  OTldence  of  mismanage- 
ment and  sqnandeiing.  that  is  prored  not 
merely  here,  but  In  the  Investigation  la 
their  own  state,  to  have  existed— In  tlie 
faoe  of  all  that  they  have  the  brass  to  come 
to  Canada  and  ask  ns  to  give  them  a  new 
lease  of  life  by  the  passage  of  this 
Bill.  They  have  as  much  brass  ts 
one  of  the  statues  out  here  on  Parliament 
Hill,  or  they  would  not  dare  to  ask  for  a  new 
lease  of  life.  If  this  Bill  Is  passed  they  vlll 
'^o  over  to  tlie  T'nited  States  nnd  say  'Gen- 
tlemen, you  challenged  the  responsibility 
nnd  the  standiiiK  and  the  honesty  and  the 
business  character  of  the  Xew  York  Mntnal 
Reserve.  Yon  tried  to  criticise  ns  and  injnre 
us.  We  wemt  to  Canada.  What  did  we  do 
there?  The  Houses  of  parliament  in  Can- 
ada passed  an  Act  placing  the  company  In 
:i  position  not  only  to  continue  Imsiness.  but 
to  ext<"iKl  their  business  with  the  people  of 
lliat  country.  We  liave  a  new  license  from 
|the  Dominion  of  Canada,  notwithstanding 
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all  tbe.  evidence  of  corrnptiou,  debauchery, 
mid  extravagance,  that  you  claim  to  pro- 
duce Id  the  city  of  New  York.  The  state 
of  New  York  says  It  has  characterized  the 
history  of  this  company.  But  the  company 
will  say,  *  Look  at  what  we  have  got  from  tbe 
parliament  of  Canada,'  and  they  will  herald 
tc  from  one  end  of  the  -state  to  tbe  other,  to 
show  that  the  Canadians  at  least  had  c«n- 
fldence  In  it.'  Well,  I  know  that  a  great 
many  policy-holders  In  Canada  are  sick  and 
sorry  tbey  ever  invested  their  money  In  that 
company.  I  have  never  met  one  who  has 
not  expressed  to  me  bis  regret  that  be  bad 
cast  bis  lot  in  with  a  company  like  the  New 
Tork  Mutual  Keserve  Life,  i  did  say  In  the 
commencement  of  my  address  to-day,  that 
we  ought  to  be  very  careful  of  tbe  legisla- 
tion we  give  to  life  insurance  companlefe,  I 
care  not  whether  they  are  assessment  com- 
panies or  stock  companies,  that  come  here, 
who  are  not  able  to  present  a  clean  sheet  and 
s  dean  record.  You  should  exact  trom  tbese 
people  proper  conduct.  If  tbey  are  not  In 
a  position  to  present  before  a  committee  of 
this  House,  evidence  that  disasters  have  over- 
taken them  for  which  they  are  not  respon- 
sible, if  tbey  have  come  to  them  In  a  manner 
that  tbey  could  not  possibly  avoid.  Under 
those  conditions  we  have  a  right  to  listen  to 
them,  and  consider  seriously  what  we  should 
do  In  that  case ;  biit  here  Is  a  com- 
pany that  has  been  most  extrava- 
gantly bandied.  Tbey  have  squandered 
¥999,000  of  the  policy-holders'  money.  It  is 
■not  my  word  I  am  giving  to  tbe  House. 
■When  tbe  committee  which  Is  now  sitting 
presents  their  report.  It  will  not  only  be 
proved  by  those  that  were  criticising  the 
company,  that  that  money  has  actually  been 
lost,  but  that  admission  will  appear  on  oath 
by  Mr.  Eldridffe  himself.  He  admitted  this 
afternoon,  that  Mr.  Moss  had  drawn  the 
money,  that  tbe  company  had  handed  it  over 
to  bim,  and  the  only  way  that  they  ever  ex- 
pected to  obtain  ttie  return  of  that  money, 
was  through  the  commiaston  that  the  agents 
wUl  earn  in  years  to  come,^and  if  the  agents 
'dwindle  down  In  number,  we  may  reach  tbe 
last  days  of  the  world's  history  l>efore  that 
money  is  all  returned.  I  know  tliere  Is  a 
feeling  that  if  this  Bill  does  not  pass  the 
■pollcy-bolders  will  get  nothing:.  Just  let  me 
deal  with  that  question  shortly.  What  Is 
there  for  the  policy-holders  now  ?  There  is 


i¥152,0U0  at  least  in  tbe  hands  of  the  Re- 
ceiver General.  What  is  there  in  the  hands 
of  tbe  -  company  outside  of  this  ?  Sim- 
ply the  money  that  the  policy-holders 
contribute  themselves.  If  tbey  go  on,  and 
put  the  money  Into  the  institution,  judging 
from  the  past  histoid  of  the  company  for 
nineteen  years,  they  may  eSpect  to  get  60 
cents  out  of  every  dollar  that  they  put  into 
tbe  company.  That  Is  all  tbey  have  got  for 
the  last  nineteen  years— about  GO  cents  for 
every  dollar  they  put  In.  What  good  is  this 
remedy  going  to  do  the  policy-holders  ?  It 
Is  better  for  the  policy-holders  to  take  their 
dividends  out  of  the  1152,000  now,  a  mere 
mite,  a  mere  nothing.  Is  it  better  to  take 
that  now  and  put  tbe  company  into  Insol- 
vency, or  go  on  for  ten  or  fifteen  years  more 
and  only  get  60  cents  for  every  dollar  whirfi 
they  put  in  ?  There  is  no  money  there  ex- 
cept what  is  contributed  by  the  policy- 
holders. It  has  no  financial  backbone.  Mr. 
Eldrldge  says  tbe  policies  have  no  snrrender 
value  at  all.  There  is  no  money  to  the  credit 
of  tbe  company.  Unless  the  policy -tool  dera 
provide  the  money  themselves  there  is  noth- 
ing for  them.  What  Is  tbe  limit  for  the 
policy-holders  ?  There  might  be  something 
in  It  for  the  man  who  has  tbe  positive 
assurance  of  his  physician  that  be  cannot 
live  more  than  two  or  three  years.  His 
policy  might  mature,  and  tbe  company 
might  pay  that  risk  In  order  to  maintain 
their  status  and  get  the  money  from  tbe 
rest ;  but  there  is  no  encouragement  for 
tbe  rest.  No  man  of  common  sense  wfll, 
after  mature  consideration,  contrlbote  one 
dollar  to  tbe  company  with  tbe  hope  that 
he  Is  going  to  get  anything  more  out  of  it. 
There  Is  a  passage  In  sacred  writ  which 
comes  to  my  mind  very  forcibly  In  consider- 
ing this  whole  business,  and  it  Is  that  pas- 
sage about  a  certain  individual  who  started 
to  travel  from  Jerusalem  to  Jericho.  We 
know  what  was  the  result  of  his  undertak- 
ing that  journey.  We  know  that  he  fell 
amongst  thieves.  We  know  that  'they  strip- 
ed and  wounded  him.  Now,  are  we  going 
to  render  to  the  policy-holder  of  the  Mu- 
tual Reserve  the  services  of  tbe  good  Sa- 
maritan ?  Are  we  going  to  heal  up  his 
wounds  and  clothe  him  'i  No,  we  are  not. 
What  are  we  doing  by  this  Bill  ?  We  are 
clothing  the  man  who  did  tbe  robbing  with 
a  new  suit  of  clothing— putting  blm  in  new 
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robes.  What  are  we  saying  to  the  man  w9io 
got  robbed  ?  We  say  to  him,  *  We  cannot 
do  anything  for  yoo  ;  go  back  to  Jemsalem 
and  -when  your  sores  are  healed,  start  the 
Journey  to  Jericho  over  again  in  the  hope 
that  the  robbers  won't  treat  you  as  badly 
next  .time  as  they  did  before.'  This  la 
Tirtually  what  we  are  saying  to  these  peo^ 
pie.  We  are  saying  to  the  policy-holders, 
*  Judging  from  the  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee, it  is  plain  that  they  have  robbed 
you  :  it  Is  claimed  they  have  talcen  your 
money ;  it  is  claimed  they  bare  bled 
yon  for  Insurance  purposes,  and  they  have 
paid  you  nothing.  We  are  sorry,  but  we 
cannot  do  anything  for  you.  The  only  thing 
we  can  do  is,  we  are  going  to  clothe  the 
company  in  a  new  garb.  We  are  going  to 
dress  them  In  better  clothes  than  they  wore 
before.  Perhaps  if  you  try  them  over  again 
your  last  experience  will  not  be  as  bad  as 
the  first'  That  is  virtually  what  we  are 
saying  by  this  Bill.  I  have  stated  that  a 
very  Important  iuTestlgation  is  going  on  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  and  I  hold  that  we 
should  wait  until  the  close  of  that  Investi- 
gation before  we  proceed  further  with  this 
Bill.  I  therefore  move,  seconded  by  the  hon. 
Mr.  Boiduc,  that  the  further  conslderiftlon 
of  this  Bill  be  deferred  until  the  committee 
of  investigation  have  completed  their  Inquiry 
and  presented  their  final  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  —  I  should  have 
thought  the  hon.  gentleman  would  have 
made  another  motion — a  motion  that 
before  passing  Judgment  upon  the  com- 
pany we  would  wait  until  the  evi- 
dence had  been  produced  in  defence.  We 
have  been  sitting  in  committee  for  the  la^ 
three  or  four  weeks  hearing  evidence  charg- 
ing the  company  with  all  kinds  of  crimes, 
and  it  Is  only  on  Monday  of  this  week  that 
the  company  has  been  afforded  an  opportu- 
nity of  entering  on  their  defence,  and  as  a 
member  of  the  committee,  who  has  followed 
the  proceedings  with  the  utmost  care  and 
tittention,  I  must  say  that  I  am  amazed  nt 
what  I  have  heard  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Wellington.  I  am  amazed  at  his  ap- 
preciation of  tbe  Bill  which  is  now  before 
us.  and  I  am  amazed  at  the  aspersions 
which  he  has  undertaken  to  cast  on  the 
company,  especially  at  this  stage.  I  think 
it  would  be  more  becoming  on  the  part  of  | 
Hon.  Mr.  UcMULUCN. 


members  of  the  Senate  to  give  fair-play  to 
these  parties,  whoever  they  may  !» ;  give 
them  a  chance  of  putting  in  their  defence 
before  passing  Judgment  upon  them.  I  wiU 
be  able  to  show  from  the  very  evidence 
which  has  been  brought  up  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Wellington  that  he  Is  mis- 
taken with  reference  to  the  charges  which 
have  been  made  before  the  committee. '  But 
before  calling  attention  to  that  twanch  of 
the  question,  I*  ask  hon.  gentlemen  to  bear 
with  me  for  a  few  minutes  while  dealing 
with  the  Bill  In  a  very  summary  way,  and 
I  call  special  attention  to  this  very  impor- 
tant fact  which  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Wellington    has   evidently  lost  sight  of: 
Under  our  Canadian  law  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
government  to  exact  from  any  foreign  com- 
pany doing  business  In  this  country  under 
the  level  premium  system— that  Is,  under  a 
regular  system— a  deposit  at  all  times  with 
the  government  of  Canada  of  an  amount  suf- 
ficient to  cover  fully  the  risks  which  have 
been  taken,  in  order,  should  the  company  tail, 
that  this  money  may  be  used  for  reinsurii^ 
I  every  policy-holder  with  a  solvent  company. 
I  This  has  to  be  borne  In  mind,  and  atarttiis 
from  that  consideration,  if  it  was  true  tliat 
this  company  was  not  to  be  trusted.  It  would 
be  an  additional  reason  for  me  to  facilitate 
theh:  being  brought  under  the  regular  system 
of  insurance,  In  order  to  better  protect  the 
Interests  of  all  policy-holders.    There  are 
two  classes  of  policy-holders,  one  nnder  the 
assessment  system  to  the  amount  of  $8,000.- 
000,  which  is  still  covered  by  policies  hi 
force,  and  to  an  amount  of  maybe  J20,- 
000,000  of  lapsed  policies,  or  more  than  $20,- 
000.000  ;  and  the  other  class  Is  the  class  of 
policy-holders  under  the  regular  system,  or 
the  level  premium  policy,  which  has  been 
obtaining  only  since  1899. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— Will  the  hon.  gen-, 
tleman  auswer  this  question  ?  He  said  the 
amount  of  money  in  the  hands  of  the  gov- 
ernment now  is  to  be  used  (or  reinsurance 
in  some  other  good  company.  Will  he 
kindly  explain  what  that  means  ?  I  am 
at  (I  loss  to  know.  There  are  only  $228,000 
now  In  the  hands  of  the  government  aQ<I 
there  are  $8,000,000  of  Insurance  In  force 
against  the  company.  The  ¥228,000  will  not 
go  v«ry  far  towards  meeting  the  demand  to 
be  made  of  the  company  la  regard  to  the 
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$8,000,000.  How  Is  the  $228,000  to  be  used 
iu  order  to  relnsare  the  policy-holders  with 
some  solTent  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  thankful  to  the 
bon.  gentleman  for  having  Interrupted  me, 
because  It  will  give  me  an  opportunity  of 
making  myself  better  understood.  What  I 
bare  stated  Is,  that  under  the  insurance 
law  it  is  the  dnty  of  the  insurance  Inspector 
to  see  that  all  foreign  companies  doing  busi- 
ness In  Canada  under  the  regular  system  of 
iiiBurance— the  level  premium  system — not 
tbe  assessment  premium  system,  but  the 
level  premium  system,  the  syst<em  of  Insur- 
ance which  this  company,  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve, has  been  carrying  on  from  1890  to 
tbls  date,  be  made  to  d^osit  with  tbe  gov- 
ernment a  guarantee  to  all  policy-holders 
under  that  system.  If  the  company  was  put 
III  liquidation  all  the  Insurance  off ectt'd  from 
the  7th  August,  1899,  under  the  level  pre- 
mium system,  would  be  fully  protected,  be- 
cause the  government  would  have  in  their 
bands  in  the  $80,000  deposited,  an  amount 
sufficient  to  reinsure  the  policy-holders  in  a 
solvent  company.  But  there  Is  the  other  class 
of  Insurance  which  Is  not  on  the  level  premi- 
um insurance  but  on  the  assessment  plan.  It 
Is  tbe  system  which  was  carried  on  by  this 
(.-onipany  from  ISS"*  to  ISlKt.  and  under  tluil 
system  there  is  In  the  hands  of  the  govern- 
ment an  amount  of  $228,000,  an  amount 
which  would  be  far  from  sufHcIent  to  re- 
insure that  class  of  policy-holders  with  a 
solvent  company,  and  therefore  it  is  impor- 
tant tci  pass  the  Bill,  even  if  it  is  not  per- 
fect— and  for  my  part  I  do  not  believe  It  Is 
perfect— and  I  propose  to  suggest  four  or 
five  amendments.  By  all  means  let  us  put 
our  heads  together  and  try  to  provide  re- 
lief for  this  class  of  policy-holders,  repre- 
senting $8,000,000  now  outstanding  and  $20,- 
000,000  of  lapsed  policies,  because  their  as- 
sessments became  prohibitive,  by  putting 
that  class  of  policy-holders  also  under  the 
level  premium  system,  so  that  the  company 
will  have  to  deposit  with  the  Canadian  gov- 
ernment an  amount  sufflclent  to  fully  guar- 
antee tbem  In  the  future  against  all  possi- 
ble contingencies,  or  mismanagement  on  tlie 
part  of  the  company.  I  repeat  that  our  law 
in  Canada  is  such  that  all  Canadian  policy- 
holders In  a  United  States  company  have 
the  double  guarantee.  They  have  their  re- 
coarse  against  all  the  assets  of  the  com- 


pany, if  it  is  a  United  States  company  or  a 
British  company,  concurrently  with  all  pol- 
icy-holders in  the  United  States  or  in  Eng- 
land, or  in  any  foreign  country,  but  they 
have  besides  a  special  deposit  which  Is  a 
special  guarantee  to  tbem  alone,  wblcb  by 
Itself  Is  a  complete  and  sufficient  guarantee 
to  cover  entirely  the  whole  risk  of  those  Can- 
adian policy-holders  ;  therefore  I  say  what- 
ever may  be  the  management  of  that  com- 
pany, If  they  are  placed  under  the  level 
premium  system,  the  moment  the  deposit 
Is  made  we  have  fully  protected  all  Cana- 
dian policy-holders  against  all  possible  bad 
luanagement.  If  the  bon.  gentleman  chose 
to  read  tlie  Insurance  Act  that  provision 
will  be  found  in  section  10  of  the  Act.  Our 
law  is  excellent  in  that  respect  I  regi-et 
to  have  to  take  Issue  with  the  bon.  gentle- 
man from  Wellington  on  this  question.  I 
have  no  doubt  he  Is  In  perfect  good  faith, 
and  I  regret  It  the  more  because  be  is  an 
old  parliamentarian,  and  I  know  of  his  ex- 
perience, I  know  of  his  industry,  of  bis  iu- 
teiligience,  and  it  would  be  much  more  agree- 
able to  me  if,  instead  of  having  to  take  is- 
sue with  liim,  I  could  take  the  same  course 
he  does  ;  but  I  cannot  do  so  after  the  at- 
tention I  have  given  to  both  tbe  BUI  and  the 
inwstigation.  Let  us  see  what  the  BUI  with 
which  we  have  to  do  is.  The  Bill  is  for  this 
object :  Instead  of  having  two  classes  of 
policy-holders  in  tbls  company  as  there  are 
now,  the  class  under  the  assessment  sys- 
tem and  the  class  under  the  level  premium 
system  since  1809.  It  is  proposed  to  trans- 
fer them  all  to  one  class,  the  level  premium 
system  class,  and  It  Is  proposed  to  do  It  on 
a  basis  fair  to  both  themselves  and  the  com- 
pany, and  in  such  a  way  as  to  guard  against 
all  future  contingencies.  For  the  purpose, 
three  different  options  are  given  In  the  Bill 
as  reported  by  tbe  Committee  on  Banking 
imd  f'ommerce.  Under  these  three  different 
options,  the  policy-holders  will  not  be  called 
upon  to  pay  any  arrears,  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Wellington  has  stated  In  his 
remarks.  Nothing  of  the  kind.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Wellington  will  not  find 
anything  of  tbe  kind  in  tbe  Bill  if  be  pays 
serious  attention  to  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— What  class  is  my 
hon.  friend  dealing  with  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  Bill  Is  dealing 
only  with  one  class.    I  repeat  it.    That  In- 
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surance  compaoy  has  been  carrying  on  busi- 
ness with  two  classes  under  two  different 
systems,  tbe  level  premium  system  since 
1899,  and  prior  to  1899  under  the  assessment 
plan,  and  tbe  Bill  is  dealing,  not  witb  the 
level  premium  policy-holders  from  1899  to 
thi8  date ;  they  are  fully  protected  by  the 
law  to  wMch  I  have  called-  attention.  The 
Bin  is  dealing  exclusively  with  the  one 
class  of  policy-holders  under  the  assessment 
plan. 

Hon.  Mr.  McJIULLBX— I  made  no  refer- 
ence whatever  to  the  class  that  have  come 
in  since  1899. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Tbe  Bill  is  dealhig 

only  with  that  class  of  policy-holders  under 
the  assessment  plan,  and  proi>oses  to  trans- 
fer them  from  the  assessment  plan  to  tbe 
level  premium  plan,  and  how  Is  it  to  be 
done  ?  It  Is  to  be  done  on  the  basis  of  tbe 
British  Insurance  tables.  Given  an  amount 
of  $5,000  on  the  bagis  of  these  British 
tables  it  will  have  to  be  ascertained  w^at 
amount  of  Insurance  the  insured  wil!  be  en- 
titled to.  He  will  have  the  option,  either  tH 
the  age  to  which  he  has  attained  at  the 
time  the  license  will  be  issued  or  pratically 
at  tbe  passing  of  the  Bill,  or,  if  be  chooses 
at  tbe  age  nt  which  he  entered  the  com- 
pany. If  be  selects  the  nf^e  when  he  entered 
the  company,  then  his  policy  will  be  sub- 
ject to  a  lien,  and  he  will  have  to  pay  on  the 
amount  of  that  lieu  interest  at  41  per  cent 
while  he  is  insured  with  th's  company. 
That  'is  the  second  option.  Then  if  he 
chooses  the  first  option  he  will  not  be 
charged  with  any  lien  of  tbe  kind,  but  his 
premium  will  be  bnst-d  on  his  attained  age 
at  the  time  of  the  issue  of  the  IIcen.se.  He  has 
a  third  option,  that  of  the  regular  level  pre- 
mium as  he  would  have  in  anv  other  com- 
pany. I  will  be  aslied  what  are  the  advant- 
asps  tliat  be  is  getting.  The  advantages 
are  these  ;  as  far  as  these  poiiey-Uoldei-s 
who  have  protected  their  policies  to  this 
day  are  concerned,  the  main  advantages  that 
they  will  receive  will  be  to  have  their  shaiv 
In  ?lf32.000  of  the  deposit  in  the  hands  of 
the  Canadian  government  being  api)Iieil 
either  to  the  premium,  in  reduction  of  the 
lien,  if  he  chooses  that  option,  or  In  reduc- 
tion of  the  premium.  If  he  chooses  the  otlier 
option,  and  they  will  have  the  much  more 
valuable  prlvilese  of  remaining  Insured 
Hone  Mr.  BBIQUE. 


with  a  solvent  company  under  the  regular 
system  after  they  have  attained  an  age 
which  might  be  prohibitive  for  a  great  nniii- 
her  of  them,  w^hen  their  health  Is  impaired 
to  such  an  extent  that  they  would  not  be 
received,  a  large  number  of  them,  in  anj 
other  company.  It  Is  perfectly  evident  that 
with  tbe  proportion  of  lapses  that  there  hni 
been  In  this  company,  reducing  the  hnslnew 
from  some  $40,000,000  to  $8,000,000  that  tlie 

j  cream  of  their  business  has  disappeared  and 
has  gone  to  other  companies ;  th^eforc 
there  remains  with  this  company  orly  tbe 
bad  risks.  There  remain  parties  who  wonld 
not  be  accepted  In  any  other  company  on  tbe 
level  premium  system,  and  it  Is  an  immeuse 
advantage,  in  niy  opinion,  to  be  fully  pri>- 
tected  under  the  level  promium  pystpra, 
guaranteed  by  a  proper  deposit  without  even 
having  to  furnish  the  usual  medical  fertifl- 
cati's.  When  this  Bill  came  before  the  House 
for  the  first  time  hon.  gentlemen  will  remem- 
ber that  I  suggested  that  the  Senate  eoultl 

I  protect,  and  that  it  would  he  the  duty  of  tiie 
Senate  to  protect,  not  only  the  policy-holders 
who  have  paid  their  insurance  up  to  <hfl 
date,  but  that  we  should  devise  means  of 
protecting  the  $20,000,000  of  i-olicy-holdeil 
who  have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapie, 
lM>cause  they  were  not  able  to  r.  sp  >nd  io 
the  high  asse^ments  which  have  b  'en  made 
from  1895  to  this  date.  I  was  glad  to  see 
that  when  the  Banking  and  Commerce  Com- 
mittee brought  In  this  Bill,  they  had  found 
means  to  protect  them,  and  that  this  very 
Bill  provides  for  the  revival  of  those  poli- 
cies that  lapsed  during  the  ten  years  pre- 
vious to  the  passing  of  this  leglsIatloiL 
Now,  hon.  gentlemen,  will  it  not  be  a  great 
advantage  for  these  policy-holders  ?  Tbe 
hou.  member  from  Wellington  (Hon.  3ifr. 
McMuUen)  laughs'. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Yes,  and  I  shall 
show  why  I  laugh. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  know  why  the  hon- 
gentleman  laughs.  He  laughs  becanse  be 
understands  the  Bill  as  obliging  these  policy- 
holders to  pay  tbe  arrears.  That  Is  what  he 
has  been  arguing.  If  the  hon.  member  was 
not  mistaken  In  that,  I  wonld  side  vttb 
him,  because  It  would  be  no  advantage  at 
all.  But  there  is  nothing  of  the  kind,  sod 
the  hon.  gentleman  cannot  find  a  word  in  tbe 
Bill  to  that  effect.   They  will  be  exactly  on 
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a  par  with  the  other  policy-holders  who 
have  protected  their  policies,  with  the  sin- 
gle exception,  that  they  will  not  participate 
la  the  $152,000  which  is  in  the  hands  of  the 
gorernment,  and  wblcta  Is  appropriated  ex- 
clQsively  by  the  BUI  for  those  who  hare 
protected  their  policies  to  this  day.  It  is 
very  proper,  because  those  who  have  al- 
lowed their  policies  to  lapse  have  no  right 
to  that  deposit,  and  it  is  fair  that  those  who 
have  protected  their  policies  should  have 
tbe  full  benefit  of  that  amount ;  other- 
wise, in  every  respect,  they  will  have  tbe 
same  three  options  as  tbe  others,  and  as  I 
propose,  when  tbe  time  comes,  possibly  an 
additional  option. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Would  ffte  bon. 
gentleman  kindly  explain  what  will  be  tbe 
position  of  these  reinstated  policy-holders 
as  to  the  amount  that  they  will  be  entitled 
to  get  in  the  way  of  insurajice  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Their  position  will  be 
the  same  exactly  as  those  who  have  pro- 
tected their  policies,  with  the  single  differ- 
ence in  clause  ih)  of  tbe  Bill,  which  reads  as 
follows : 

(ft.)  The  companr  shall  revive,  for  the  amount 
to  be  computed  as  In  this  section  provided, 
any  asseBflment  policy  which  has  lapsed  for 
non-payment  of  premium  within  the  ten  years 
Immediately  preceding  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
upon  the  holder  making  application  therefor 
within  ninety  days  after  tbe  date  of  the  said 
license  and  within  tbe  said  time  delivering  to 
the  company  a  certificate  signed  by  sach  bolder 
In  the  form  required  by  tbe  company  cf  bis 
continued  good  health  :  Provided  that  such 
policy-holder  shall  not  be  entitled  to  share  In 
tbe  dividend  provided  by  paragraph  (d)  of 
thte  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLEX— My  hon.  friend 
does  not  mean  to  convey  to  this  House  the 
idea  that  no  special  consideration  will  be 
given  to  those  who  have  paid  the  annual 
assessments  on  their  policies  for  the  last 
ten  years,  when  compared,  with  those  who 
allowed  their  polides  to  lapse,  ten  years 
ago  ?  Now,  be  says  they  will  be  put  on  the 
same  ground :  does  my  bon.  friend  Intend 
to  convey  that  idea  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQITE—If  tbe  hon.  meml>er 
had  taken  the  trouble  to  follow  my  reading 
he  would  have  found  the  answer  In  tbe  last 
words  I  read :  '  Provided  that  such  policy- 
holders shall  not  be  entitled  to  share  In 
the  dividend  provided  by  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section.  Parajrrnph  (d)  of  this  section 
deals  with  tbe  «152.000.  I  have  stated  twice 


nt  least  that  the  only  difference  between 
those  policy-holders  who  have  allowed  their 
policies  to  lapse,  and  the  others.  Is,  that 
they  will  not  be  allowed  to  participate  In 
tbe  $152,000,  which  will  enure  to  tbe  exclu- 
sive benefit  of  those  who  have  protected 
their  policies,  and  which  Is  but  fair. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Suppose  a  man 
had  takeu  out  a  policy,  and  it  was  in  exist- 
ence for  five  years,  upon  which  be  paid  an 
assessment  of  twenty  dollars  a  year  :  that 
would  be  one  hundred  dollars.  He  allowed 
that  policy  to  drop  ten  years  ago.  Now,  all 
he  paid  was  one  hundred  dollars.  Another 
man  took  out  a  policy  the  same  date,  and 
be  has  paid  bis  assessments,  twenty  dollars 
a  year,  for  fifteen  years :  that  would  be 
three  hundred  dollars.  The  one  man  has 
only  paid  one  hundred  dollars,  while  the 
other  has  paid  three  hundred  dollars  ;  are 
they  both  to  be  placed  on  tbe  same  basis,  as 
to  the  amount  that  they  will  receive  In  the 
way  of  insurance,  save  and  except  that  the 
man  who  has  continued  to  pay  bis  assess- 
ments will  participate  in  the  $152,000,  and 
the  man  that  has  not  paid  will  not.  Will 
both  get  a  policy  now,  or  will  it  be  main- 
tained at  $1,000  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  they  are  of  the 
same  age,  they  will  be  entitled  to  have  the 
same  policy,  paying  the  same  premium.  The 
tiling  is  obvious  ?  The  one  who  has  conti- 
nued paying  hfs  imllcy,  bas  had  the  benefit 
of  being  insured.  If  he  had  died  during  tbe 
ten  years,  he,  havlngr  protected  bis  policy  by 
paying  the  assessment,  his  heirs  would  bare 
been  entltieti.  to  recover,  whereas  tlie  one 
who  discontinued  paying  his  premiums,  hav- 
ing allowed  bfs  policy  to  lapse,  his  heirs 
would  not  have  been  entitled  to  recover,  and 
therefore  not  having  continued  to  pay  his 
pveniiuiiiH.  be  has  not  contributed  any  part 
of  the  $152,000,  now  in  tbe  hands  of  tbe  gov- 
ernment, and  he  should  not  be  entitled  to 
participate  In  that.  Any  one  who  takes  the 
trouble  to  study  the  Bill,  will  see  that  it  is 
a  measure  that  should  command  tbe  serious 
attention  of  this  House,  and  I  say  It  without 
auy  hesitation. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  bon.  gentleman 
has  not  answered  tbe  question  of  tbe  hon. 
senator  from  Wellington  as  I  understand  it. 
That  question  Is  :  two  men  insure  with  the 
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company  in  the  year  1890,  say  for  $1,000 
each.  One  pays  for  Qve  years  and  drops  out. 
He  has  paid  in  JIOO.  The  other  continuea 
paying  for  fifteen  years,  and  pays  $300. 
What  the  hon  senator  wanted  to  know,  Is 
this  :  I  am  the  man  who  has  dropi>ed  at  the 
end  of  five  rears.  Under  clanse  (h)  of  this 
Bill  I  am  entitled,  on  certain  conditions,  to 
have  my  policy  revived.  Though  I  paid 
$200  In  ten  years,  would  I  hare  any  claim 
on  the  deposit  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Not  a  cent.  Let  It 
be  well  understood.  I  take  A  and  B  who 
have  been  Insured  at  the  same  age.  One 
has  alloww!  his  policy  to  lapse  three  montlis 
after  the  insurance  ;  the  otJier  has  protected 
his  insurance  to  this  date.  A  who  has 
allowed  his  iwlicy  to  lapse,  will  be  put  ex- 
actly on  the  same  footing  by  this  Bill,  as  B, 
except  that  he  will  have  to  furnish  n  medi- 
cal certlflcate,  that  bis  health  Is  not  Im- 
paireld,  and  that  he  will  not  participate  In 
the  $152,000  which  has  been  accumulated 
through  the  assessments  of  those  who  have 
protected  their  policies.  Otherwise,  they  are 
exactly  on  the  same  footing. 

Hon.  Ml-.  MfMULLIC.V— Then  after  those 
two  men  liave  agreoil.  the  one  to  renew  his 
policy  that  has  been  lutK^ed  for  ten  years, 
and  the  other  that  has  continually  paid  his 
assessment,  my  bon.  friend  says  tliey  will 
be  placed  exactly  on  an  equal  footing,  save 
and  excciit  that  one  man  will  be  entitled  to 
partici|iate  in  the  $ir>ii,0U0.  and  the  other 
will  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  HEIQUK— And  tbey  will  pay 
the  same  premiums,  cent  for  cent  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Do  I  understand 
my  bon.  friend  to  say,  that  the  premium 
that  will  be  paid  by  each  man,  if  they  are 
of  an  CQual  age.  will  be  the  same  '.' 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQT'K— Exactly,  cent  for 
cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  >IcSIUI.I.BX— AVell,  where  is  tlie 
benefit  to  the  first  man  who  has  paid  his 
asscssnient  vontiniially,  in  the  $15-J.0OO,  if 
his  premium  yearly  is  exactly  the  same  as 
the  premium  of  the  man  that  allowed  his 
policy  to  lapse,  and  has  paid  nothing  for  ten 
years  ?  He  is  placed  exactly  on  the  same 
footing.  What  particular  advantage  is  there 
In  participating  In  the  $102,000  ? 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  BElguE — The  hon.  gentleman 
has  put  the  same  question,  and  I  have  to 
repeat  that  his  benefit  has  been  in  being  in- 
sured during  those  years,  and  his  heirs  being 
able  to  recover  the  amount  of  bis  policy  in 
case  of  bis  death;  whereas.  A,  wbo  has  not 
paid  hl9  premiums,  would  not  have  been 
able  to  recover.  The  policy-bolder  will  also 
have  this  advantage:  he  will  not  be  required 
to  furnish  a  medical  certificate,  and  al- 
though he  may  be  a  dying  man,  he  Is  enti- 
tled to  have  bis  policy  continued,  and  will 
participate  in  tlie  $152,000,  through  the  as- 
sessments. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUI. LEX— Then  the  amount 
that  each  of  those  men  will  be  called  U]ioii 
to  pay'annually  into  the  company.  wUl  be 
up  to  the  standard  of  the  ordinary  sum  that 
is  paid  for  life  Insurance  in  any  old  line 
company,  that  is  along  with  the  rale  that 
is  collected  by  any  old  line  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Nothing  more,  and 
nothing  less. 

Hon.  Mr.  McilULLEX— He  pays  aw 
iiiiiount  ill  accordance  with  what  he  would 
have  to  pay,  If  be  went  into  an  old  line  com- 
pany. Well  now,  what  is  his  position  ? 
Here  is  a  comi>any  that  has  squandered  and 
scattered  its  resources  until  there  Is-notbing 
left.  Xow  they  say  to  this  man,  we  will 
take  you  in  again,  and  we  shall  charge  yon 
the  same  rate  you  would  be  charged  If  you 
were  going  to  auotber  company  across  tlie 
street. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  a  fair  man,  and  I  do  not  complain  of  hU 
asking  questions,  but  I  do  not  think  that  It 
would  be  fair  for  him  to  interrupt  my  speech 
as  be  is  trying  to  do.  1  must  correct  the 
last  answer  I  have  given.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber asked  me  if  It  will  be  cent  for  cent; 
it  wilt  be  cent  for  cent,  as  I  have  stated, 
but  the  loading  on  the  policy-holders  witb 
whom  we  are  dealing  is  only  6  per  cent, 
whereas  the  loading  on  ordinary  insaraace 
exceeds  5  per  cent  considerably.  My  desh« 
would  have  been  that  we  should  have  dealt 
with  this  Bill  In  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
I  was  prepared  to  offer  several  amendments, 
some  in  the  direction  of  covering  the  points 
to  which  the  hon.  member  for  WellUis- 
ton  has  called  attention,  but  as  objectlm 
has  been  taken  to  tbat  course,  I  shall  liav* 
to  put  them  on  the  order  paper,  so  tint 
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they  win  be  taken  Into  consideration  when 
we  come  to  the  third  reading.  If,  as  I  hope, 
the  Bill  is  to  pass  this  House.  Now,  I  call 
special  attention  to  another  point.  The 
reference  which  was  made  to  the  committee 
was  to  inquire  as  to  the  position  of  the 
Untoal  Beserre  in  Canada.  To  my  mind. 
If  the  investigation  bad  been  limited  to 
that,  we  could  have  In  the  course  of  two  or 
three  days,  been  perfectly  informed  us  to 
that  position,  and  it  would  have  been  the 
proper  course.  However,  the  majority  ot 
the  committee  hare  deemed  it  advisable 
to  proceed  in  another  way,  and  we  have 
gone  into  a  mass  of  evidence,  during  whicb 
the  witnesses  who  have  been  called,  espe- 
cially two  or  three  of  the  witnesses,  have 
vAnt  a  greflt  many  Hspersions  on  tbe  com- 
pany. The  point  to  which  I  desire  to  call 
yonr  special  attention  la,  as  to  tbe  condition 
of  the  company  in  Canada,  as  regards  the 
Canadian  policy-holders.  As  soon  as  I 
was  appointed  a  member  of  that  committee, 
1  directed  my  efforts  towards  procuring 
this  Information.  I  got  the  company  to  pro- 
duce a  statement  showing  from  year  to  year 
during  the  nineteen  years  they  have  done 
business  in  this  country  the  amount  ot 
premiums  they  received,  the  total  income  in 
Canada  and  in  the  United  States— the  lota) 
amount  which  they  paid  to  policy-holders 
from  year  to  year  In  Canada,  and  the  Uni- 
ted States,  the  expenses  from  year  to  year 
in  Canada  and  in  the  United  States  sepa- 
rately, and  the  expenses  from  year  to  year, 
to  otUcers  and  employees  at  the  general 
Offices  In  the  United  States,  tbe  amount  of 
assets  from  year  to  year,  and  the  amount 
of  reserves  from  year  to  year,  In  tbe  hands 
of  the  government.  Now,  what  Is  the 
result  of  these  figures  ?  In  round  figures, 
the  company  has  collected  a  total  In  Can- 
ada, from  Canadian  policy-holders  during 
nineteen  years,  under  the  assessment  plan, 
of  $5,060,000.  They  have  paid  to  pollcy- 
holdera  during  the  same  period  $8,060,000. 
It  bos  cost  the  company,  in  expenses,  during 
the  nineteen  years,  the  amount  of  $809,000, 
to  whl^  my  hon  friend  has  referred. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUI#LEN— I  did  not  refer  to 
It  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — If  the  hon.  member 
reads  his  speech  he  will  find  that  he  re- 
ferred to  that  very  figure  at  least  twice. 


and  he  referred  to  it  not  as  representlug 
the  expenses  of  the  company,  but  as  the 
amount  which  had  been  squandered,  and  the 
amount  which  bad  been  paid  to  Moss. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman allow  me — - 

I  Hon.  Mr.  BEXQUE— I  rose  to  correct  the 
'  hon.  gentleman  on  that,  but  he  persisted  In 

I  bis  statement. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— I  was  not  refers 
ring  at  all  to  the  expenses  In  Canada,  coq- 
I  nected  with  their  business.  I  was  refer- 
'  ring  to  tbe  $999,000  squandered  by  Chief 
Superintendent  Moss,  and  charged  to  him  as 
money  that  he  had  drawn  to  distribute 
amongst  agents,  and  that  up  to  the  present 
time  It  bad  never  been  returned  or  account- 
ed for,  and  no  vouchers  presented.  That 
was  tbe  money  I  was  referring  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 
Is  quite  right;  the  statement  be  made  Is 
tbe  very  statement  he  repents,  and  it  Is 
exactly  what  I  want  to  correct,  In  two  very 
Important  respects.  I  want  to  quote  to  him, 
from  the  report  of  his  own  examination. 
A  day  or  two  after  I  bad  elicited  the  in- 
formation to  which  I  have  referred,  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  covered  the  same  ground,  and  be 
will  find  it  on  page  80  of  part  III.  of  tbe 
printed  evidence,  which  Is  now  before  tbe 
House.    It  is  as  follows 

.  By  the  Hoo.  Mr.  McMulIen  : 

Q.  Tbe  condition  of  the  account  at  the  pres- 
eDt  moment  Is  virtually  this  ;  In  1886  you 
commenced  the  Mutual  Life  Reserve  system  In 
Canada  ?— A.  1885. 

Q.  In  nineteen  years  you  have  collected  on 
assessmentB  out  of  those  people  that  took 
policies  with  you  something  over  $5,000,000. 
During  that  time  you  have  paid  them  back  on 
matured  pollciea  under  their  covenants  $3,004- 
000.  or  nearly  13.000,000  7— A.  $3,060,000. 

Q.  That  leaves  a  balance  ot  |2,I00,000  ?— A. 
I  make  it  $1,972,602. 

Q.  12.100,000  ?— A.  That  Is'  not  correct,  be- 
cause that  carries  Into  the  legal  reserve  busi- 
ness  

Q.  Out  of  that  yott  claim  to  bave  paid  In 
Canada  altogether  for  expenses,  Jl,067.000  ?— 

A.  No,  $599,000,  confining  It  to  assessment. 

It  is  perfectly  clear  that  tbe  confusion  in 
the  mind  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is,  that  he 
takes  this  $999,000,  which  is  the  total  of  tbe 
figures  from  year  to  year  for  the  nineteen 
years,  which  I  ha'd  obtained  from  the  com- 
pany, as  covering  '  the  Moss  defalcation,' 
as  be  calls  it.  Instead  of  covering  the  regular 
expense"  of  the  company  In  Canada. 
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Hon.  Mr,  McMULLEX—Did  my  hon. 
frieud  ever  hear  In  the  course  of  the  Investi- 
gation, of  the  name  of  a  person  called 
'  Moss  *  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  was  In  connec- 
tion with  the  money  that  was  lost  through 
him  

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQrE— I  sbnll  come  to-  that 
presently,  but  I  should  like  to  be  permitted 
to  make  a  connected  argument,  and  deal 
with  one  point,  before  having  to  deal  with 
another.  I  was  calling  attention  to  a  very 
Important  fact,  to  the  total  amoniit  which 
had  been  paid  by  Canadian  policy-holders 
Into  that  company,  and  the  total  amount 
which  the  company  had  paid  back,  to  Cana- 
dian policy-holdera.  or  their  representatives. 
The  diflference.  as  hon.  gentlemen  will  see, 
is  $1,972,502.  Of  this,  tlie  company  has  ex- 
pended in  Canada  $ltJ»9,000,  leaving,  there- 
fore, in  regular  expenses,  an  amount  to  be 
accounted  for  of  $972,625.  I  have  asked  the 
vice-president  of  the  company  how  they 
accounted  for  that  amount,  and  his  answer 
was,  that  $228,000  of  It  was  dejiosited  in 
the  hands  of  the  government.  Besides,  there 
was  an  amount  of  some  fifty  odd  thousand 
dollars,  in  the  agi'iicios  In  Canada,  and  in 
banks,  on  the  31st  December.  1903.  That 
left  ilu  amount  of  $728,000  to  be  accounted 
for.  and  this  he  accounts  for  by  saying  they 
had  to  pay  in  most  cnses,  five  per  cent  on 
the  collection  of  the  assessment,  and  aUo 
that  It  is  the  proportion  of  the  general  ex- 
penses, for  officers  and  employees  at  the 
head  ofBce,  which  has  to  be  borne  by  the 
Canadinn  business,  and  possibly  also  an  ex- 
cess which  they  have  had  to  pay,  on  death 
claims.  I  asked  some  further  questions,  as 
a  member  of  the  committee,  and  I  hope  to 
have  a  closer  answer  than  the  one  I  have 
received.  The  committee  has  been  promised 
further  information  on  the  matter,  but  let 
us  deal  with  those  fignres.  Let  us  suppose 
that  the  greater  part  of  this  $700,000  would 
be  unaccounted  for.  and  let  us  ask  our- 
selves if  the  Canadian  policy-holders  have 
not  received  a  benefit  equivalent  to  that 
amount.  It  is  In  evidence,  and  not  contra- 
dicted, that  the  policy-holders,  Canadian  as 
well  as  Americans.  In  that  company,  have 
Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE. 


paid  an  average  of  only  fifty  to  sixty-six  per 
cent,  of  the  rates  which  they  would  have 
paid  in  other  companies.  The  source 
of  their  trouble,  lies  mainly  In  that  they 
insured  their  policy-holders  at  too  low 
a  rate  until  1895,  and  of  course,  the  policy- 
holders have  had  the  benefit  of  ft 
It  represents  about  forty  per  cent  of  the 
amount  they  have  saved  on  the  rates : 
tliorefore  it  represents  about  forty  per 
cent  of  the  five  millions  paid  in  premiams. 
As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  forced  to  the 
conclusion  therefore  that  the  Cauadlan 
policy-holders  cannot  have  been  victims  to 
the  extent  we  are  told  they  have  been. 

I  am  asked  to  deal  with  the  Moss  matter 
It  is  true  that  at  one  stage  of  the  inquir.v. 
there  was  evidence  adduced  before  the  com- 
mittee to  the  effect  that  in  1897.  the  com- 
pany had  entered  into  a  contract  with  tliis 
man  Moss,  appointing  him  manager  of  tbe 
ngcncles  throughout  the  United  States,  aud 
that  under  that  contract  which  had  bee" 
signed  by  Mr.  "Wells,  and  of  which  contracl 
Mr.  Wells  accepts  the  full  responsibility. 
Moss  was  entitled  to  85  per  cent  as  com- 
missions on  the  first  year's  premiums.  01 
this,  sixty-five  per  cent  was  supposed  to  go 
to  the  agents  appointed  by  Moss  as  manager, 
and  the  balance,  called  an  overriding  coai- 
missiou  of  twenty  per  cent,  was  to  remain 
to  Moss.  This  was  not  taken  exertion  to. 
As  I  say,  Wells  accepted  the  full  responsi- 
bility of  the  contract,  and  did  not  claim  tliat 
it  was  a  bad  contract,  or  an  unusual  con- 
tract for  a  company  of  that  kind.  But  Mr- 
Patteraon  specially  charged  the  compaa; 
wIHi  having  paid  not  the  $999,000,  but  an 
amount  of  $240,000  or  $250,000  beyond 
the  eighty-five  per  cent  to  Moss. 
That  is,  that  the  company  had  given  Moss 
a  bonus  to  the  extent  of  $240,000  or  $250.- 
000.  When  that  evidence  was  Introdnced. 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington,  if  he 
was  at  the  time  in  the  committee — and  I 
am  quite  sure  be  was — ^wiU  bear  me  ovA 
when  I  say  that  I  told  the  manage  of  the 
company  that  for  my  part,  as  a  member  of 
the  committee,  I  would  expect  that  the  com- 
pany would  be  able  to  answer  that  charge, 
as  well  as  a  couple  of  other  charges  which 
I  mentioned,  but  which  were  Insignificant 
as  compared  with  that  one,  and  that  If  they 
failed  to  answer  that  charge  to  my  satte- 
faction  that  I  would,  for  one,  very  relue- 
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tantly— because  In  my  opinion  it  would  be 
damaging  to  the  Canadian  policy-holders  as 
well  as  to  others— join  In  a  report  con- 
demning the  management  of  the  company  ; 
bat  where  I  take  issue  with  the  hou.  gen- 
tleman fs,  as  to  his  statement  of  what 
passed  to-day  In  the  committee.  What 
occurred  to-day  In  tbe  committee  was, 
not  that  tbls  charge  was  supported, 
but,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  will  re- 
member If  be  gave  any  attention  to 
the  evidence  produced,  a  statement  by 
Mr.  Eldridge  which  we  were  told  under 
the  responsibility  of  the  legal  adviser  of 
the  company  would  be  verifled  by  the  ac- 
countant of  the  company,  who  is  here  wait- 
ing to  be  examined,  a  statement  showing 
that  instead  of  paying  S5  per  cent  to  Moss, 
and  $250,000  beyond  that,  that  the  only 
amount  that  had  been-  paid  to  Moss  by  tUt 
company  was  82  per  cent  and  a  fraction, 
not  even  8.5  per  cent.  Mr.  Eldridge  did  not 
claim  he  had  verified  all  the  items  of  the 
statement,  but  he  took  upon  himself  to  say 
tbut  he  was  satisfied  it  was  correct.  If  this 
statement  Is  verifled  In  the  proper  way  by 
the  employees  of  the  company,  I  say  that 
tlie  charge  is  altogether  disproved,  and  I 
contend  that  it  is  unbecoming  on  the  part 
of  any  hon.  member  of  that  committee,  at 
this  stage,  to  throw  aspersions  on  the  man- 
agement. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  would  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  If  that  report  to  which  be  refers 
ts  now  before  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  no  right  to  refer  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  hon.  member 
from  Stadacona  should  have  objected  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wel- 
lington. I  am  answering  his  charge.  Tbe 
bon.  gentleman  from  Wellington  has  re- 
ferred to  the  proceedings  of  the  committee, 
and  referred  to  that  very  item,  and  surely 
I  am  Allowed  to  answer  his  charge  and 
question.  * 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Two  blacks  do  not 
make  a  white. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUS— -I  hope  I  shall  not  be 
suspected  of  being  interested  In  covering 
up  any  misdeeds  on  tbe  part  of  the  com- 
pany. I  am  here  to  do  my  duty  as  a  sena- 
tor, my  full  duty,  irrespective  of  what  may 


be  the  consequence.  I  am  not  here  to  be 
carried  away  by  all  kinds  of  accusations 
against  tlie  company,  especially  before  the 
company  have  had  full  opportunity  to  ans- 
wer the  charges. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Who  is  doing  that  ? 
1  do  not  think  that  is  a  fair  insinuation. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE- The  hon.  gentleman 
was  evidently  not  In  the  House  when  the 
address  to  which  I  am  replying  was  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  beg  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's pardon. 

Hou.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Most  forcible  accu- 
I  sations  and  remarks  were  made  by  the  hon. 
I  gentleman  from  Wellington. 

1    Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-I  deny  that.  I 
!  can  prove  everything  I  said  when  we  go 
into  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  appeal  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  for  British  fair-play,  it  is 
a  big  word,  and  I  ask  is  it  fair,  when  the 
company  has  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
producing  all  tbeir  evidence,  when  the  evi- 
dence against  them  has  taken  three  or  foar 
weeks,  because  it  was  only  Monday  that 
they  commenced  to  answer  it,  to  pass 
Judgment  upon  them  In  advance  of  tbeir 
defence  ?  I  say  that  he  has  not  that  right, 
and  It  is  unfair  on  his  part.  Whatever 
may  be  tbe  position,  the  committee  will 
have  to  make  a  report  on  the  Investigation. 
The  evidence  is  already  Ter7  voluminoas. 
It  is  before  the  Senate  except  the  pro- 
ceedings of  to-day,  I  think,  and  Qvery  mem- 
ber of  this  House  will  be  able  to  form  his 
own  Judgment  upon  tbe  evidence.  I  do  not 
contend  that  nothing  remains  to  be  answer- 
ed, as  far  as  tbe  company  are  concerned,  but 
I  am  able  to  sny  that  the  main  points  which 
troubled  my  mind  have  been  answered,  es- 
pecially if  the  accountant  is  examined  and 
proves  that  the  accouut  of  Mr.  Moss  occu- 
pies the  position  which  Mr.  Eldridge  has 
stated.  Whatever  may  be  the  Issue,  It  is 
an  issue  which  concerns  the  company,  and 
in  concerning  the  company,  it  concerns  the 
pollcy-hoiders,  who  are  tlie  company.  In 
the  experience  of  every  hon.  member  of 
this  House.  I  would  ask  if  there  are  any  in- 
surance company  who  have  dot  enemies  from 
the  fact  that  they  have  had,  in  the  regular 
course  of  their  business,   to  compromise 
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death  claimB  wliicb  have  been  oiade  against 
them  ?     They  hare  enemies  more  or  leas, 

and  will  it  be  pretended  that  If  a  loose 
Inrestigatlon — wben  I  say  a  loose  Investlga- 
tion  I  mean  Investigation  In  which  the  rules 
of  evidence  are  not  followed,  I  do  not  say 
It  by  way  of  criticism,  but  where  all  kinds 
of  evidence  are  produced,  If  an  investiga- 
tion lasting  three  or  four  weeks  was  made, 
concerning  any  company,  especially  if  that 
company  has  any  enemies,  as  this  company 
has,  will  it  be  pretended  that  It  would  not 
be  certain  that  a  number  of  matters  con- 
demuing  the  company,  ou  the  surface  at 
least,  would  be  produced  ?  Therefore,  1 
say  it  is  our  bounden  duty,  when  dealing 
with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  to  be  exceed* 
Ingly  discreet  and  careful  before  passing 
judgment  upon  it,  and  give  the  fullest  oppor- 
tunity to  tbe  accused  to  defend  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Before  taking  part 
In  this  discussion,  I  should  like  to  have 
a  ruling  lu  regard  to  the  matter  suggested 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Montarville- 
It  is  not  clear  In  my  mind  yet  whether  this 
Bill  Is  properly  before  tbe  House  for  dis- 1 
cussion.     It  is  properly  before  the  House, ' 
but  whether  for  discussion  or  not  I  am  not ! 
clear.    I  accept  the  statement  that  the , 
Bill  was  Introduced  as  a  public  Bill  and ' 
It  was  then  Intituled  '  An  Act  further  to ' 
amend  the  Insurance  Act.'     The  Bill  has  | 
since  changed  Its  title,  or  rathei*,  it  has 
two  titles.    'When  it  goes  Into  tlie  statutes  ■ 
I  do  not  know  bj  wljicli  name  it  will  be  i 
known,  whether  it  is  an  Act  further  to ' 
amend  the  Insurance  Act  or  whether  It 
shall  be  known  as  *  An  Act  respecting  the ; 
Canadian  policy-holders  in  the  Mutual  Be-  \ 
serve  Fund  Life  Association,*  and  In  re- 
gard to  this  I  raise  a  point  on  which  it 
is  necessary  to  have  a  ruling.     If  this  Bill 
is  not  a  public  Bill  it  Is  not  properly  before  i 
the  House.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— I  raise  a  | 
point  of  order  that  it  is  not  open  to  the  hon. 

gentleman  to  raise  the  (point  of  order  be  ! 
suggests.  We  have  a  distinct  ruling  that  | 
tbe  point  of  order  which  he  has  mentioned  j 
is  not  well  taken.  i 

Hoa  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Should  not  tbe ! 
Speaker  decide  this  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OLOBAN— The  Speaker  dbd  not 
decide  It   It  was  an  hon.  member  on  the 
Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUBL 


otber  side  who  decided  it  was  a  public  Bill 
The  ejaculation  came  from  tbe  other  side 
of  the  House  that  it  was  a  public  BUI.  I 
have  been  thinking  over  the  matter,  and  1 
quite  agree  with  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
^lontarvllle  who  has  had  parliamentary  ex- 
perience exteoding  over  a  great  many  years, 
that  this  is  not  a  public  Bill,  but  a  private 
BUI.   I  ask  for  a  ruling  on  this  point 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  CToronto)— I  ask  wbetber 

this  point  is  open  to  discussion  or  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED  (from  the  Speak- 
I  er's  Chair)— The  Speaker  this  afternoon  did 
'  hold  it  was  a  public  BUI.  and,  there  having 

been  ifo  appeal,  tbe  decision  of  the  chair 

stands. 

EUs  Honour  The  SPEAKER  resumed  the 
chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLOKAN— The  question  is  wlie- 
ther  this  is  a  public  or  private  BUI.  Hu 
the  Speaker  ruled  on  that  ?  If  he  dM,  I  did 

not  bear  it 

The  SPEAKER— I  ruled  that  the  BiU  be- 
fore the  Bouse  was  a  public  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Speaking  to  tbe  mo- 
tion made  by  tbe  hon.  senator  from  Welliog- 
ton,  to  hare  the  consideration  of  this  Bill 
postponed  until  the  committee  of  Investi- 
gation has  closed  its  evidence  and  has  made 
its  report,  I  bave  no  stronger  proof  of  tbe 
validity  of  that  contention  than  tbe  last 
words  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry.  He  charged  that  the  hon.  senator 
had  made  accusations  against  tbe  couipany 
in  the  absence  of  the  evidence.  I  think  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington  has  put 
the  question  very  well.  It  seems  strange 
that  this  honourable  House  should  be 
asked  to  stultify  itself  before  the  country. 
It  seems  strange  that  tbls  honourable 
House  should  be  asked  to  take  action  to 
nuUify  what  It  agreed  and  consented 
to  five  or  six  weeks  ago.  Tbln 
honourable  House,  if  members  will  re- 
collect passed  a  resolution  authorizing  tbe 
formation  of  a  committee  to  investigate  inlo 
tbe  position  in  Canada  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of 
New  York.  At  the  same  time  that  motion 
was  carried — another  motion  was  made  in 
regard  to  this  Bill— this  emascnlated  Bill 
It  is  not  even  emascnia/ted :  Tbe  old  Bill 
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bas  disappeared  entirely  and  this  Is  a  fresb 
one.  At  tliat  time  a  demand  was  made  In 
this  House  that  this  BUI  sbonld  not  be  pro- 
ceeded wrtb  until  the  commtttee  had  inyes- 
Ogated  and  reported  on  the  affairs  of  the 
company.  So  much  was  that  course  deemed 
advisable  that  they  wanted  to  refer  this  Bill 
to  the  investigating  committee.  That  was 
tlie  desire  and  demand  of  the  hon.  members 
of  this  House  that  tbe  conslderntlon  of  the 
two  should  go  together. 

Well,  there  was  a  compromise  made.  It 
was  felt  that  tbe  committee  could  not  deal 
with  the  two  questions  at  tbe  one  time, 
and  a  compromise  was  made  on  the  floor  of 
the  Senate  whereby  this  Bill  was  referred 
to  tbe  Banking  and  Commerce  Ck>mmlttee, 
with  tbe  understanding  that  no  definite  ac- 
tion would  be  tatien  In  regard  to  the  affairs 
of  .this  company  until  the  committee  report- 
ed. That  bas  been  the  position  of  affairs  for 
tbe  past  five  or  six  weeks.  I  think  we  have 
been  sitting  over  six  weelis.  To-night  we  are 
confronted  with  a  demand  that  all  the  action 
by  this  bononrable  House  for  tbe  past  five 
weeks  shall  go  for  nothiug,  that  the  Investi- 
gation Is  a  sbam,  a  disgrace,  and  a  discredit. 
These  are  verj-  bard  words  to  be  hurled  at 
the  committee,  and  on  behalf  of  that  com- 
mittee, composed  of  bon.  senators  of  this 
House,  amongst  them  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  (Hon.  Mr.  BC'ique),  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  MontarvUle  (Hon.  Mr. 
de  BouchervUle),  tbe  bon.  senator  trom  KU- 
lamey  (Hon.  Mr.  Young),  and  others,  as 
chairman  of  that  committee,  I  decline  to 
accept  such  a  characterization  of  our  work. 
1  do  not  think  it  is  proper  or  right  that  the 
committee,  and  its  work  should  be  de- 
nounced as  a  sham,  disgrace  and  discredit. 
I  am  not  s^tng  to  'discuss  the  merits  of  the 
question  to-day,  but  I  nm  satlsfled  that  If 
tbls  agitation  had  not  been  started,  If 
this  committee  had  not  commenced  its  in- 
vestigation, there  would  not  have  been  a 
demand  by  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Associa- 
tion to  bring  in  a  Bill  for  tbe  relief  of  the 
Canadian  policy-holders.  At  least  we  buve 
obtained  that  advantage.  Tbe  company  has 
come  before  parliament  seeking  for  wlnit  ? 
For  a  measure  ?  I  think  it  will  have  a 
double  purpose,  one,  giving  relief  to  tbe 
policy-holders  in  a  sense,  and  tbe  other 
result  gaining  a  new  name^before  the  Cana- 
dian policy-holders,  and  before  tbe  Canadian 


Insurance  public  of  this  country.  It  the 
first  result  can  be  attained  I  shall  be  most 

happy,  but  If  this  Bill  Is  a  public  Bill  It  i« 
going  to  Interfere  with  tbe  constitution  and 
organization  of  ail  Insurance  companies.  If 
this  Bin  is  a  public  Bill  and  Is  going  to  be 
accounted  as  part  of  the  Insurance  Act 
you  open  tbe  door  for  all  kind  of  machina- 
tions amongst  Insurance  men.  I  know  lots 
of  people  wfio  entered  Into  Insurance  com- 
panies at  the  age  of  twenty  paying  prem- 
iums on  policies  varying  from  $10,000  to 
$20,000,  who  will  be  quite  willing,  under  this 
new  state  of  insurance,  to  allow  their  poli- 
cies to  lapse  for  ten  or  fifteen  years  and  come 
In  later  and  repay  their  premium.  It  Is  a 
false  principle  of  insurance  to  put  into  any 
public  Act.  You  open  tbe  door  to  all 
kinds  of  fraud  in  regard  to  these  matters, 
but  as  far  as  Canadian  poUcy-hoiders  of  tbe 
Mutual  Reserve  Life  are  concerned,  if  this 
Bill  will  have  the  efTect  pointed  out  by  the 
hun.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  I  say 
it  win  be  a  great  relief.  There  Is  not  a 
man  In  Cauada  who  will  not  tbank  the  Sen- 
ate and  particularly  tbe  hon.  senator  from 
Rothesay,  for  liaving  agitated  tbe  question 
and  brought  the  comjiany  to  this  honourable 
House  asking  to  be  allowed  to  reinstate  this 
class  of  policy-holders  who  were  obliged  to 
allow  their  policies  to  lapse  owing  to  In- 
creased premiums,  or  as  they  call  It  ex- 
tortionate assessments.  I  say  we  have 
accomplished  a  great  thing  for  tbls  class, 
but  that  Is  not  the  point  at  this  present 
moment  We  have  to  deal  with  a  motion 
made  by  tbe  hon.  senator  from  Toronto,  the 
effect  of  which  practically  Is  asking  us  to 
stultify  ourselves  and  annul  all  our  action 
In  the  past  I  do  not  think,  when  bon.  mem- 
bers consider  the  motion  carefully  that  they 
will  endorse  the  action,  or  approve  of  the 
action  of  the  bon.  senator  from  Toronto. 

The  action  taken  by  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Wellington  is  well  taken.  It  Is  taken 
in  tbe  interest  of  justice,  In  the  Interest  of 
the  policy-holders  of  this  country,  and  In 
the  Interest  of  honesty  In  the  administra- 
tion of  public  affairs.  The  accusations 
brought  by  the  hon,  senator  from  Welling- 
ton against  the  company  may  be  well  found- 
ed or  may  not  be  well  founded.  I  shall  not 
undertake  to  say  whether  they  are  or  not 
and  that  Is  one  more  reason  why  this  House 
slionld  not  be  asked  to  pass  on  a  Bill  to  re- 
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habilitate  this  company  until  they  know 
whether  the  accnsattons  are  true  or  not  tme. 

I  do  not  think  the  hnn,  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  fs  right  In  taking  the  position  he 
did.  On  the  other  hand,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Wellington  (Hon.  Mr.  McMullen) 
felt  that  this  Bill  should  not  receive  con- 
nlderatioa  until  all  the  facts  were  placed 
before  the  House,  and  all  the  facts  that 
were  at  his  command  and  were  .contained  In 
the  evidence  adduced,  and  he  was  forced  to 
level  his  accusations  against  the  company 
on  account  of  the  hasty  action  of  the  hon. 
senator  from  Toronto.  These  accusations 
would  never  have  been  levelled  at  the  com- 
pany if  the  committee  had  been  allowed  to 
conclude  its  InTestigation  and  to  make  Its 
report.  Who  can  say  what  the  report  of 
that  committee  will  be  7  It  may  be  a  re- 
port declaring  that  the  company  has  been 
honest  and  faithful  In  the  discharge  of  its 
duties  towards  the  Canadian  policy-holders, 
or  the  policy-holders  of  the  company.  To 
assume  what  that  report  will  be  and  base 
an  argument  on  that  assumption  is  not  in 
harmony  with  right  and  Justice.  If  this 
motion  is  to  be  pressed.  It  will  force  the 
members  of  the  committee  who  do  not  con- 
sider it  a  sham,  or  disgrace,  or  discredit,  to 
stand  up  for  the  honour  of  the  committee  to 
say  to  this  honourable  House  that  before  this 
motion  passes  all  the  evidence,  so  far  as  we 
have  it  in  our  possession,  will  have  to  come 
before  the  Senate.  That  will  be  a  strange 
position  to  force  us  to  place  ourselves  In.  I 
for  one  do  not  want  to  do  that ;  but  it  is 
not  right  to  force  members  of  the  commit- 
tee who  think  they  ar«  doing  their  duty 
conscientiously  Into  that  position.  It  is  not 
right  to  assume  that  they  are  doing  an  un- 
worthy work,  and  It  is  not  right  to  charac- 
terize us  before  the  country  as  a  sham,  a 
disgrace,  and  a  discredit.  It  is  not  right 
that  such  language  should  be  burled  across 
the  floor  of  this  Hotise,  and,  as  a  member  of 
the  committee,  I  decline  respectfully  to  ac- 
cept these  epithets.  I  wish  to  say  before 
the  country  that  this  committee  has  done 
Its  duty  honestly,  fearlessly  and  conscien- 
tiously, and,  under  these  circumstances,  if 
forced  to  do  so,  I  shall  be  obliged  to  put 
before  the  House  to-night  evidence  of  the 
most  dnmuing  character.  We  are  not  at- 
tacking the  company  ;  we  are  not  Investi- 
gating the  deeds  of  the  policy-holders.  We 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


are  told  the  company  are  the  poUcy-holdert. 
That  Is  balr-splltting  and  quibbling  with  the 
question.   We  are  not  appointed  to  lorestl- 
gate  the  company's  deeds,  but  we  are  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  deeds  of  the  mem- 
bers of  the  company  who  are  elected  on  the 
directorate  every  year.    It  is  their  admin- 
istration we  are  Investigating,  and  it  does 
not  cover  much  ground.    It  covers  merely 
the  personality  of  three  or  four  offlcera  ol 
the  company,  and  we  want  to  ascertain  and 
establish  whether  that  administration  is 
honest  and  In  the  interest  of  the  itollcy- 
holders.    If  that  administration  is  lionest, 
!  and  has  been  in  the  Interest  of  the  poiicy- 
j  holders,   then  let  this  honourable  House 
give    them    every    power    that    is  pos- 
'  sible   to   maintain   the   business   of  the 
I  company   in   this   country ;    but  if  the 
!  committee   And   evidence   to   sbow  that 
j  the  administration   of  this  company  by 
[  its  president,  by  its  vice-president,  by  its 
officers,  or  by  ex-officers,  has  been  and  Is 
[  dishonest,  then  it  is  for  the  Senate  to  tell 
the  public  what  the  real  condition  of  affairs 
!  is,  and  not  to  hide  the  truth,  no  matter  what 
the  consequence  may  be.    Let  the  truth  be 
known.  Let  this  be  a  lesson  to  all  compao- 
ies  of  this  kind  who  dare  to  trifle  with  the 
funds  of  widows  and  orphans. 

If  hon.  gentlemen  could  see  the  letters 
that  come  to  the   members  of  this  com- 
mittee, from  widows  and  orphans,  and  from 
policy-holders  calling  the  company  names 
that  I  wbuld  not  dare  repeat  on  the  floor 
I  of  this  House.  If  you  beard  the  expression 
of  oftinion  against  the  company  by  members 
of  this  Senate  who  were  policy-holders  o( 
j  that  company,  and  who  were  obliged  to 
j  allow  their  policies  to  lapse,  owing  to  what 
'  they  call  the  extortion  by  the  compnuy,  if 
I  you  heard  the  statement  of  members  of  par- 
j  liament.  responsible  before  the  coumtry,  tti^t 
I  the  company  was  run  on  the  line  of  rascall- 
)  ty — the  House  would  pause  before  rehabiil- 
j  tating  this  company  until  the  evidence  and 
!  report  are  before  the  Senate.'  These  state- 
ments are  very  hard  to  prove  before  the 
committee  on  a  legal  -technfcal  basis,  but 
there  are  the  sobs  of  the  widows  and  or- 
phans dribbling  Into  the  Senate  and  Into 
this  committee  from  all  parts  of  the  Do- 
minion telling  how  they  had  been  driven  to 
the  poor-house  dwlng  to  the  extortloo  «f 
this  company.  I  have  seen  young  ladies  on 
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tlie  floor  of  this  House  whose  mother  had 
beeu  deprived  of  the  face  value  of  toe  policy 
of  her  husband,  aud  It  was  scaled  down 
from  $10,000  to  $2;500. 

We  cannot  go  into  the  partlcolarB  of  these 
things,  but  we  know  that  the  members  of 
tbat  committee  are  doing  here  to-day  a  noble 
work  on  behalf  of  the  policy-holders.  We 
are  not  ashamed  of  the  taunts  that  we  have 
beard  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  or  in  the 
corridors,  from  senators  who  ought  to  know 
better.  I  for  one  am  not.  I  stand  here  to 
do  my  duty  fearlessly,  honestly  and  Impnr- 
tially.  Home  bon.  senators  may  talk  asthey 
will  about  this  committee — we  are  doing  a 
work  tbat  will  prove  the  usefulness  of  flie 
yeiiate  to  the  community  at  lar^e.  becaust? 
the  com'iianles  doiny:  business  on  the  same 
lines,  as  the  ^lutual  Reserve,  will  not  be 
tempted  to  be  unjuat  or  dishonest  in  trans 
actions  with  policy-holders,  when  they  know 
that  their  methods  can  be  Investigated  ?  I 
shall  not.  at  jiresent,  go  into  the  evidence 
tbat  I  hold,  evidence  of  the  most  damairiuK 
ebaracter,  evidence  that  the  president  of  llie 
company  stated  to  his  oflicers  that  he  want- 
ed ^lOU.OOO  to  buy  out  the  insnraiu-e  d('i)art- 
meut  of  New  York.  I  will  not  jio  Into  tlic 
evidence  where  he  stated  to  his  otticeri!  tUnt 
he  bad  compromised  for  ?6r>,0CiO  ;  I  will  not 
go  li>to  the  evidence  where  he  at  last  said 
tbat  all  he  bad  to  pay  was  $40,000  to  the  In- 
surance dei)artment  for  a  favourable  reiiort. 
■wben  Mr.  Payne  wantwl  to  bring  In  a  report 
that  wonld  damn  the  company  for  ever. 
I  will  not  go  into  the  evidence  where  each 
of  rbe  directors  had  to  contribute  his  share 
to  pay  that  amonnt  of  the  Insurance  money 
to  the  department.  I  will  not  go  into  the 
charges  which  have  been  proved  before  this 
committee,  tbat  this  company  has  paid 
money  to  officers  of  the  company  to  have 
charges  of  brrbery  

Hon.  Mr.  HKIQI  K— Will  the  bon.  gentle- 
man not  say  tbat  the  very  witness  be  said 
bad  heard  a  thlti;;  of  that  kind,  admitttHl 
tbat  he  did  not  believe  a  single  word  of  it  'i 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  here  in  my 
possession  the  brief  of  Moss. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQVE— Was  not  the  witness 
asked  whether  he  had  anything  to  ftiy 
against  the  report  of  the  Insurance  dciiart- 
mcut  of  New  York,  and  he  said  No  ?  He 


was  Invited  to  criticise  It  and  he  said  he  had 
nothing  to  say  against  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  CL011A\~I  am  not  alluding 
to  the  evidence  before  the  committee,  so 
much  as  to  what  I  have  in  my  hand. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  discuss  such  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  not  discussing 
the  evidence  before  the  committee,  but  I 
bold  in  my  hand  documents  which  the  com- 
pany had  to  pay  fifteen  thousand  dollars 
to  have  withdrawn— is  not  tbat  evliieuce  ^ 
There  is  a  most  damaging  document  which 
the  company  paid  to  have  withdrawn.  There 
la  another  one  on  the  table,  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  objected  to  admitting  as  evidence. 
I  decided  that  it  should  be 'admitfe<l.  The 
lion,  gentleman  from  de  Saljil)prry  has  ap- 
pealed from  my  decision,  and  wants  to  have 
it  struck  out  of  the  record— a  document 
charging  the  company  with  all  kinds  of  mal- 
administration, a  record  of  the  courts  of 
New  York,  charging,  not  the  company,  be- 
cause the  policy-holders  ore  a  part  of  the 
company,  but  charging  the  administration 
of  the  company  ;  that  the  otiicors  of  the 
comjiany  paid  a  man  tive  thousand  dollars 
to  allow  a  criminal  bbol  suit  to  drop,  aud 
yet  we  are  told  that  that  record  should  not 
form  part  of  the  evidence.  When  a  ma- 
jority of  the  committee  decided  that  it 
should  be  evldenc:*.  the  hon.  gentleman  (Hon. 
.Mr.  Heitiue)  conies  lo  the  House  for  a  special 
order,  to  order  nu'  to  pi-odut-e  the  report,  aud 
appealing  from  my  de<:isinn.  He  can  appeal 
from  my  decision,  but  any  fair  minded  man 
who  will  read  tliat  document,  which  the 
company  paid  $3,000  to  have  dropped  will 
say  that  it  is  evidence  which  should  be  on 
the  record.  That  is  the  position  of  affairs. 
I  say  It  Is  not  right  or  fair  to  the  committee. 
It  is  not  dealing  honestly  by  the  policy- 
holders of  this  country,  not  even  fair  to  tiie 
company,  to  ask  to  liave  a  Bill  considered 
in  their  behalf,  ami  In  behalf  of  the  ptdicy- 
hoiders  Without  having  all  the  evidence 
taken  during  this  Investigation  before  the 
Senate.  That  is  tli"  positliui  I  take,  and 
if  tilings  go  any  further.  I  .'^liall  have  to 
produce  evidence,  without  It  being  brought 
'Out  before  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcf;RE(J01t— I  Irive  not  hi'en 
able  to  follow  the  discussion.   This  Bill  was 
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before  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, of  which  I  have  the  honour  to  be  a 
member,  and  I  expect  to  support  It 
when  It  goes  to  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House.  At  the  s»me  time,  I  thought  the 
amendment  moved  by  the  hon.  senator  from 
Wellington,  ought  to  have  been  accepted. 
It  was  my  Intention  In  the  first  place,  to 
have  supported  the  amendment,  and  I  sug- 
gested to  the  promoter  of  the  Bill,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  wait.  I  cannot  see,  how- 
ever, even  when  the  report  comes  In,  that 
anything  is  to  be  gained  by  it.  Supposing 
this  company,  has  been  as  bad  us  has  been 
charged,  I  do  not  see  what  relief  tliat  will 
give  to  the  policy-holders.  At  the  same 
time  I  would  have  prefen-ed,  if  possible,  to 
have  waited  for  the  report  of  the  committee; 
but  we  are  all  loolclng  to  an  early  adjourn- 
ment, and  this  Bill  has  to  go  to  the  House 
of  Commons  if  it  Is  to  pass  this  session. 
There  is  not  time  to  lose  ;  otherwise,  I 
would  gladly  have  snpported  the  amend- 
ment. Not  that  It  will  change  my  opinion. 
However  batl  the  comi)ony  may  be,  I  do 
not  see  how  the  exposing  of  their  methods 
win  give  relief  to  the  iwllcy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— On  this  question  1 
think  it  proper  to  say  a  few  words,  because 
I  am  myself  Interested.  At  the  beginning 
of  this  discussion.  T  was  disposed  to  be  hos- 
tile to  the  company,  having  been  one  of 
their  victims.  I  was  rather  Inclined  to  think 
thfit  -everything  proposed  by  them  would  be 
necessarily  bad,  but,  on  reflection,  I  thought 
that  vengeance  would  in  this  case,  he  not 
only  unchristian,  but  not  practical,  and  it 
would  be  even  perhaps  a  very  dangerous 
feeling.  Having  thongfat  over  the  matter, 
I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  best  we 
could  do  in  the  interests  of  the  policy-hold- 
ers was  to  take  advantage  of  the  company 
coming  before  parliament  for  legislation,  to 
get  from  them  as  much  as  possible,  in  the 
Intere.sts  of  the  policy-holders.  I  thought 
it  was  a  most  practical  policy,  and  that  It 
was  better,  before  rejecting  all  their  pro- 
posals, to  wait  for  the  Bitl,  and  see  what 
it  would  contain,  and  Judge  It  on  Its  merits. 
That  Bill  has  been  prepared  by  very  com- 
petent men— Mr.  Eldrldige,  Mr.  Fltsgerald, 
the  Inspector  of  the  Insurance  Department, 
and  Mr.  Bradshaw,  representing  the  Cana- 
dian companies,  and  I  was  surprised  to  see 
such  a  good  Bill  pr&eented.  I  did  not  ex- 
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pect  that  it  could  contain  all  the  clantea 
which  the  policy-holders  wanted.  I  was  not 
satisfied  with  my  own  opinion  merely,  bnt 
obtained  the  opinion  of  policy-holdm  in 
Montreal  who,  I  thought  were  better  in- 
formed than  myself,  and  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  reject 
such  a  Bill,  that  It  would  be  against  the  in- 
terests of  the  policy-holders,  and  that  those 
who  were  Influenced  by  a  feeling  of  ^^ 
venge  would  do  a  great  wrong,  if  not  to 
themselves  to  the  poIlcy-lKriders.  I  considec 
the  BUI  is  good  for  the  following  reasons, 
which  I  sum  np  in  a  few  words  :  First.  Itf- 
cause  it  is  tlie  only  remedy  which  can  be 
provided  for  the  policy-holders  who  have 
suflPered  and  who  are  exposed  to  suffer  in 
the  future.    It  Is  their  only  chance  to  get 
something  from  the  company.    The  more 
those  who  have  spoken  against  the  com- 
pany-have said  against  the  company,  the 
more  have  they  convinced  me  that  this  BUI 
is  In  the  interest  of  the  policy-holders,  and 
I  that  If  nothing  is  done  the  old  as  well  as  tlie 
new   policy-holders    will    lose  everything. 
I  Take  my  own  case  as  an  example,  and 
I  when  I  speak  I  represent  the  feeling  and 
I  opinions  of  the  majority  of  the  policy-hold- 
;  ers :  If  no  legislation  is  granted,  the  best 
I  can  do  would  be  to  drop  the  remaining 
'  $2,000  insurance  I  have  In  the  company.  I 
dropped  $10,000  In  1808  and  1399,  and  I  shall 
I  be  forced  to  drop  the  other  $2,000.  The  Bill 
i  is  advantageous  to  those  who  have  eon- 
,  tinned  to  pay  their  premiums,  because  they 
I  prefer  the  certain  to  the  uncertain,  the  de- 
j  flnite  to  the  indefinite.   They  want  to  know 
in  what  position  they  are  ;  they  do  not  know 
what  wilt  occur  if  there  Is  no  Bill.  The  fart 
is,  the  premiums  will  be  Increased,  and  the 
time  will  come  when  policy-holders  will  be 
unable  to  meet  their  payments  r  that  must 
necessarily  happen.    Secondly,  the  Bill  Is 
advantageous  to  the  old  policy-holders  who 
have  been  obliged  to  drop  their  policies,  be- 
cause they  could  not  pay  the  Increased  pre- 
miums. Their  policies  have  been  dead,  and 
are  now  to  be  raised  from  the  dead.  I  con- 
gratulate those  who  are  raising  us  from  tbe 
dead.    After  having  made  certain  calcula- 
tions, which  have  been  revised  and  cor 
rected  by  some  competent  person^  I  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  clause  in  tbe  BiH 
about  the  revival  of  lapsed  policies  Is  hi  the 
interest  of  those  people.  But  what  will  bi^ 
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pen  If  tbe  Bill  does  not  pass  ?  Evidently  It 
Is  tbe  only  chance  whlcb  will  be  given  to 
them.  For  a  great  number  of  va  there  will 
be  no  chance,  because  we  bare  attained  an 
age  at  which  we  cannot  be  insured  in  an- 
otber  company.  This  Is  the  only  company 
which  will  consent  to  Insure  such  men  on 
tbe  conditions  mentioned  in  the  Bill.  I  call 
the  attention  of  hou.  'members  to  this  polut. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER-WUI  they  have  to 

nndergo  a  medical  examination  ? 

Hou.  Mr.  DAVID — They  only  have  to  pro- 
duce n  medical  certificate  that  they  are  lu 
ROod  health. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIBR— That  is  very  broad. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID — But  we  have  not  to 
coiuplain  of  that 

Hon.  Mr.  POIBIER— I  apprehend  that 
more  than  50  per  cent  will  be  excluded 
from  the  benefit  of  this  clause— 75  per  cent. 
It  seems  to  me  a  delusion  and  a  fraud. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID—Tbat  is  a  matter  of 
oplulou.  and  tbe  policy-holders  are  not  of 
the  hon.  gent^leman's  opinion,  and  tbelr 
opinion  is  worth  something.  I  am  surprised 
to  see  that  those  who  have  Ulsiilayed  so 
much  activity  and  energy  in  connection 
wltb  this  question  are  not  more  inclined  to 
take  Into  consideration  tbe  opinion  of  tbe 
policy-holders.  I  thought  everything  they 
were  doing  was  being  done  in  the  interest 
of  tbe  policy-holders.  I  begin  to  have 
doubts.  I  commenced  to  suspect  that  our 
Interests  were  not  exactly  what  they  In- 
teiuU'il  to  favour.  To  finish  what  I  have 
to  say,  I  should  like  every  hon.  member  to 
consider  what  can  be  offered  in  lieu  of  this 
Bill  If  it  should  not  pass.  If  you  have 
somettatog  to  give  tbe  policy-holders,  the 
new  as  well  as  tbe  old,  please  tell  us  wbat 
it  IB,  and  If  It  Is  better  than  this  Bill  we 
shall  accept  it  willingly;  but  if  you  have 
nothlog  to  offer  to  the  new  or  to  the  old 
policy-holders,  this  is  something  which  is 
worthy  of  consideration.  We  have  an  offer 
which  we  are  disposed  to  accept.  If  the 
Bill  Is  not  perfect— and  there  Is  nothing 
perfect  In  this  world,  even  Investigations 
are  not  considered  perfect  

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— The  Investigation 
gave  yoQ  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID — The  hon.  member  from 
V^ictoria  said  a  moment  aga  he  was  proud 
4Hi 


to  say  they  had  contributed  to  have  this 
Bill  brought  before  the  Senate  Then  the 
conclusion  Is  that  the  bon.  gentleman  and 
his  colleagues  ought  to  support  the  Bill  &nd 
give  the  policy-holders  the  advantage  of 
what  they  bare  done  apparently  in  their 
interest 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— So  we  shall  when  It  Is 

ready. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— To  be  consistent,  the 
hdn.  member  ought  to  give  us  a  chance  and 
adopt  this  Bin  unless  they  have  another 
Bill.     The  object  of  tbe  amendment  is  to 

postpone  the  consideration  of  this  Bill  until 
after  the  investigation  is  closed.  Is  that 
wise  ?  We  are  very  near  the  end  of  the 
session,  and  we  do  not  know  what  will  hap- 
pen in  that  committee.  We  do  not  know 
bow  long  the  InveBtlgatlon  may  be  con- 
tinued. Parliament  will  prorogue  and  will 
the  committee  continue  sitting  ?  I  thought 
perhaps  a  motion  might  be  made  to  have 
the  Investigation  continued  during  the  re-  . 
oess,  but  that  would  be  very  dangerous. 
Those  who  are  in  favour  of  the  Bill  and 
have  confidence  that  It  Is  in  tbe  interest 
of  the  poIl<jy-holders,  all  who  want  to  do 
Justice  to  those  who  have  suffered,  ought  to 
vote  for  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  have  listened 
with  considerable  attention  to  tbe  elaborate 
address,  I  might  say  defence  of  the  com- 
pany by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry.  It  certainly  was  not  a  defence  of 
the  committee,  but  an  attack  on  the  com- 
mittee at  every  vulnerable  point,  If  there 
was  any,  and  at  tbe  same  time  saying  all 
that  could  be  said  In  defence  of  the  com- 
pany. Like  all  special  pleaders  he  tried 
to  infioence  somebody  else  to  do  something 
he  was  not  going  to  do  himself  as  is  tbe  cus- 
tom in  court.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  make 
some  allowance  for  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State.  People  say  things  sometimes  on  tbe 
spur  of  the  moment  which  they  regret  after- 
wards. If  one  statement  he  made  Is  correct 
then  the  hon.  member  for  de  Salaberry,  as 
well  as  every  other  member  of  the  commit- 
tee, stands  charged  with  being  «  '  sham '  a 
*  disgrace  '  and  '  discreditable.'  I  took  those 
words  down.  That  language  is  applied  to 
every  one  of  the  nineteen  members  of  the 
committee.  The  bon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  says  this  Bill  did  not  suit  him  : 
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I  do  uot  see  bow  it  could  suit  hini.  I  turn 
to  Webster's  uoabridged  dictionary  aud  I 
find  tbe  deQnitlon  of  the  word  discreditable. 
It  Is  '  tending  to  injure  credit,  not  credit- 
able, injurious  to  reputation,  disgraceful, 
disreputable.'  Therefore  tbere  are  niueteeu 
members  of  the  committee  charged  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  being  disreputable. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  say  yes.  I  toct 
the  boD.  gentleman's  words  down.  He  also 
said  that  it  was  a  '  sham.* 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DO.MVILLE— My  hon.  friend 
says  heni*,  hear.  The  public  will  be  pleased 
to  hear  that  he  has  designated  a  coiuinitter 
appointed  by  a  majority  of  tills  House  to 
luvestigtite  cliargrg  uiaiU'  against  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Company  by  the  pollcy-bolders,  as 
a  'sham.'  I  am  for  the  policy-holders; 
I  am  uot  for  the  maniigeinent  of  the  com- 
pany. I  am  neither  trying  to  uphold  nor  tu 
discredit  the  maiiaseuient.  I  am  only  try- 
ing, to  show  what  has  been  done  for  and 
against  the  Interest  of  the  t)oi icy-holders, 
and  it  will  be  for  the  iniblic  to  say  «]ietLier 
the  evidence  sustains  one  sitle  or  the  other. 
If  this  evidence  which  has  been  taken  is 
pennittiHl  to  be  brought  down  and  not  sti- 
fletl,  shows  that  the  policy-lioldera  have  not 
been  properly  treated,  then  what  will  be 
thought  of  parliament  If  a  majority  of  Its 
menilK'i-s  should  array  tlienist'lve;^  on  the 
side  of  tile  niauagcrs  of  tlie  company  and 
against  the  policy-holders  ?  My  hou.  friend 
says  this  committee  is  a  sham.  "Websti  r 
defines  '  sham  '  as  : 

That  which  deceives  expectation,  any  trick, 
fraud,  or  device  that  deludes  and  disappoints, 
delusion,  mystery,  fake,  humbtiR.  Believe  who 
will  solemn  sham,  not  I — Addison, 

To  deceive  expectation,  to  trick,  to  choat,  de- 
lude with  false  pretenses. 

Are  tliose  words  to  lie  used  by  an  hon. 
gentleman,  leading  the  government  in  this 
House,  who  should  be  here  to  give  fatherly 
advice,  to  be  applied  to  a  committee  appoioi- 
ed  by  this  House  ?  The  ben.  gentleman 
should  e-xpvess  his  approval  of  the  couri-» 
we  are  pursuing,  and  if  those  jioor  people 
have  been  wrongfully  treated,  should  help 
us  to  see  them  r!ghte<].  He  should  be  the 
champion  in  this  House,  having  a  majority 
behind  him.  to  help  to  right  the  policy- 
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'  holJers,  not  lit  Ip  lo  su:^  ai  i  those  who  hav« 
j  deliberately  wrucke>l  them.  My  hon.  frlond 
the  Secretary  of  State  takes  the  positioa 
that  everybody  Is  a  sham,  everybody  is  a 
fraud.  '  HonI  soit  qui  mal  7  pease '  Is  a 
motto  on  the  Royal  Arms- evil  be  to  him 
who  evil  thinks.  I  hold  In  my  hands  a  let- 
ter sent  to  me  from  the  Commons,  by  tbe 
Hon.  Mr.  Boss.  Is  he  a  fraud  or  a  sham? 
He  writes  me  on.  the  18th  July.  ISOi,  as 
follows  :— 

I  take  tbe  liberty  of  Inclosing  you  a  letter 
from  J.  B.  Patton  in  connection  with  tbe  Canad- 
ian Life  IiTsurance  Company.  Mr,  Fatlon  t>eiBg 
an  agent  for  some  Canadian  office  baa  had  coa- 
siderable  experience  la  that  business.  So  what 
be  saya  may  be  considered  reliable. 

Tours  very  truly, 

WM.  ROSS. 

If  hon.  gentlemen  are  going  lo  take  the 
view  that  the   policy-holders   are  saving 

nothing,  then  we  must  read  a  muss  of 
letters  here  that  would  load  up  tbe  "debRtes 
to  a  very  gi-eat  extent,  but  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  do  that.  If  you  can  show  by  one  or 
two  or  three  letters  with  a  hundred  or  two 
behind  them  that  Is  sufficient,  and,  added  to 
that  we  have  the  rejiort  of  the  coumiittee 
and  the  evidence  taken.  Every  hon.  gt'utle- 
man  can  read  it  over  and  form  his  own  con- 
clusion. The  letter  which  I  am  about  to 
read  to  show  that  all  tbe  policy-holders  do 
not  take  tbe  same  view  as  my  hon.  friend, 
is  something  I  thinic  will  cause  the  hon. 
members  of  this  House  to  consider  for  a 
moment   It  reads  as  follows  : 

Halifax.  July  2,  im. 

Hou.  W'm.  Rosa,  M.P., 
Ottawa,  Canada. 

Doar  Sir, — I  beg  to  draw  your  allention  to  tbe 
Incloat'il  leaflet.  I  hope  you  will  give  the  matter 
your  best  consideration  la  the  interest  ot  the 
public  generally.  Permit  me  to  call  your  atten- 
tion briefly  to  tbe  fact  that  tbe  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association  did  an  extensive  busiaess 
in  Xova  Scotia  aome  years  ago,  and  without  ei- 
ctu'tion  every  man  and  woman  who  Joined  the 
society,  with  whom  I  came  in  contact,  and  I  met 
many  in  Halifax  and  throughout  the  province, 
wi'vf  sadly  misled  and  outrageously  impossJ 
iipDii.  'Ilioy  ^\ere  asfurod  that  its  assessments 
»t-re  '  siipulatcd  premiums,'  fixed  sums  for  flssd 
amounts  of  assurance,  and  not  liable  to  be  la- 
creased.  Not  only  that,  but  that  the  rescr« 
fund  would  in  fifteen  years  from  date  of  jolniog 
yifld  siif&cient  revenue  to  enable  It  to  reduce 
I  lie  asst-ssmsnts  materially.  Indeed  many  were 
led  to  beliovG  that  at  the  end  of  fifteen  years 
their  policies  would  become  '  paid-up  life  Insnr- 
ance.'  and  that  they  would  receive  dividends  la 
addition  thereto,  Tou  can  imagine  their  as- 
tonishment and  consternation  when  their  aS' 
sessments  were  increa,=;ed.  and  steadily  went  up 
to  double  and  treble  the  original  amounts. 
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In  the  Halltu  '  ChroDicIe '  some  rears  ago  I 
C&va  tacts,  figures  and  cases  In  exposure  of  the 

fraud,  and  In  coanectlon  therewith  there  crop- 
ped up  a  number  of  sad  cases.  Allow  me  to  cite 
only  one  of  them  as  an  exam.ple  :  A  Mr.  Mc- 
Donald had  during  a  number  of  y«ars  paid  Into 
this  so-called  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  li\U  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York  all  hfs  surplus  edrntugs  - 
then  when  unable  himself  to  satisfy  Its  rapacious 
maw — he  called  upon  his  daugh^.<?r,  tlico  work- 
ins  near  Boston,  to  come  to  <iU  aasidcance, 
which  she  did,  but  unfortunately  the  nssies- 
ment9  still  kept  rlalng  higher  anJ  h'gter  until 
poor  McDonald  and  his  daughter,  slave  as  they 
would,  could  not  meet  them.  The  poor  old  man 
at  last  appealed  to  his  nephew,  a  farm  labourer, 
to  come  to  bis  rescue  wbloh  he  generously  did, 
but  still  the  monster's  jaws  opened  wider  and 
wider,  and  all  three— father,  daughter  and 
nephew — combined  could  not  raise  enough  to 
satisfy  Its  insatiable  lust.  last  accounts  the 
old  man's  eyesight  failed  him.  Unable  to  work, 
disappointed  and  broken  hearted,  he  and  his 
poor  old  wife  were  driven  to  the  poor  house. 
The  hundreds  of  dollars  taken  from  this  old 
unsopblsticated  Nova  Scotlan  through  the  mls- 
rapresentatlons  a^d  deliberate  falsehoods  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  would  no  doubt  have  saved  him 
and  bis  wife  this  humiliation  and  torment. 
Under  these  circumstances  and  for  the  reasons 
set  forth  in  the  leaflet,  I  trust  and  feel  confl- 
AGTit  that  you  will  not  allow  the  General  Insur- 
an:-e  Act  to  become  an  instrument  to  enable 
the  Mutual  Reserve,  or  any  society  or  company, 
to  unload  Its  liabilities  so  easily,  and  to  further 
Impose  upon  the  people.  Instead  of  amending 
the  Act  so  that  the  public  may  be  more  easily 
deceived,  something  should  be  done  to  make  it 
more  dIfDcult.  The  people  look  to  the  govern- 
mot^t  to  protect  them  in  insurance  matters 
against  deception  and  fraud. 
.\po:oglzlng  for  my  extended  remarks,  I  am. 

Yours  respectfully, 

J.  B.  PATON. 

P.S.— Hope  you  are  well. 

THE  CANADIAN  LIFE  INSURANCE  OFFI- 
CERS ASSOCIATION. 

Re  Bill  introduced  into  the  Senate  by  Hon.  J. 
K.  Kerr,  Toronto,  entitled  '  An  Act  further  to 
amend  the  Insurance  Act.' 

Tbe  Canadian  Life  Insurance  Officers  Associa- 
tion, comprising  In  Its  membershi])  practically 
all  the  Canadian  and  British  Lite  companies, 
has  given  this  Bill  careful  consideration  and 
unanimously  concluded  that  the  proposed  legis- 
lation, ill  j;s  present  form,  is  extremely  preju- 
dicial to  the  interests  of  sound  life  assurance  in 
tbe  Dominion  of  Canada, 

The  following  reasons  are  given  — 

1.  The  Bin  is  introduced  on  behalf  of,  and  can 
apply  to  the  business  of  only  one  institution, 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Lite  Insurance  Company  of 
New  York,  formerly  known  as  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York  ;  yet 
it  tias  been  framed  In  such  a  way  as  to  give  tbe 
Impression  that  it  is  of  general  Import.  This 
association  consitiers  that  the  Introduction  Into 
the  General  Insurance  Act  of  provisions  such  as 
are  contained  in  the  Bill  in  question,  giving 
power  to  change  the  amount  of  the  policy,  alter 
the  premium,  and  entirely  reform  the  contract, 
would  convey  an  erroneous  impression  to  the 
Canadian  Insuring  public,  and  to  the  Insuring 
public  of  other  countries  where  our  Canadian 


companies  are  seeking  business,  in  regard  to 
the  stability  and  standing  of  our  regular  com- 
panies, and  of  life  assurance  In  general  In  Can- 
ada. 

2.  The  association  Is  also  of  the  opinion  that 
the  General  Insurance  Act  should  not  be  made 
the  vehicle  to  give  relief  to  any  one  Institution 

in  particular,  if  this  be  allowed  to  be  done  In 
the  case  under  conslTTeratlon,  It  would  appear 
thai  it  may  form  a  dangerous  precedent.  , 

3.  The  members  of  ttie  Canadian  LUa  Insur- 
ance Officers  Association  would  respectfully  ex- 
press tbelr  regret  that  there  has  been  Included 
In  the  General  Insurance  Act  legislation  deal- 
ing with  assessment  assurance.  Inasmuch  aa  it 
has  afforded  an  opportunity  for  those  who  ad- 
vocate assessment  assurance  'to  urge  that  that 
class  of  assurance  and  regular  life  assurance, 
being  legalized  by  the  same  Act,  were  In  fact 
the  same  and,  as  a  consequence,  many  people 
have  been  deceived  thereby.  Should  further 
legislation  on  the  subject  of  assessment  assur- 
ance be  introduced  into  the  General  Insurance 
Act  as  proposed,  it  appears  to  this  aasociatlon 
that  It  will  have  the  effect  of  aggravating  this 
impropriety. 

i.  The  association  ventures  to  suggest  that 
whatever  legislation  parllaonent  deems  It  ad- 
visable to  grant  In  the  premises,  such  legisla- 
tion should  be  in  the  nature  of  a  private  Bill, 
so  that  It  will  be  unmistakably  known  to  apply 
only  to  the  society  seeking  It— the  Mutual  Re- 
serve, and  thus,  that  sound  life  assurance  ahall 
not  be  injured  or  prejudiced  thereby. 

The  Hon.  Wm.  Roas,  late  minlater  of  the 
Crown,  in  the  LiberaJ  party,  certifies  to  this 
gentleman.  Is  that  not  a  hard  case  ?  Yet 
when  we  try  to  do  something  that  would 
put  these  people  on  a  proper  basis  we  are 
accused  of  being  *  shams '  and  *  a  dis- 
grace '  and  '  discreditable.'  Our  desks  are 
loaded  with  such  letters  as  these.  I  do  not 
propose  now  to  answer  the  argument  on  the 
other  side  at  any  great  length  unless  this 
motion  is  going  to  be  defeated.  With  re- 
ference to  what  has  been  stated  by  tlie  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  when  we  go 
Into  the  matter  of  the  erldence  we  shall 
brush  aside  all  that  he  hns  said  to-nislit  as 
something  wiped  off  the  slate,  because  it  Is 
of  very  little  consequence,  and  has  little 
bearing  on  the  subject-matter.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  said  'Let  In 
evidence  not  proved.*  Evidence  which  my 
hon.  friend  seeks  to  cut  out  of  the  reiK>rt 
because  it  Is  damaging  the  company  Is  con- 
elusive.  Were  It  not  damaging  to  the  com- 
pany what  object  can  there  be  in  cutting  it 
out  ?  I  can  easily  see  that  this  report  going 
everywhere  will  have  its  moral  effect.  I  got 
a  letter  from  Holland  only  yesterday  on  the 
subject,  and  letters  are  coming  In .  from 
everywhere.  I  might  refer  to  pages  of  news- 
papers which  have  very  little  bearing  on  the 
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subject.  If  the  reading  of  a  newspaper  iii 
In  any  way  solng  to  Improve  the  position 
what  object  In  cutting  it  out,  and.  vice  versa, 
If  any  evidence  put  In  th««  and  proved  as 

damaging  to  them,  why  should  it  be  cut 
out  ?  Of  course  it  is  In  tlie  Judgment  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.}— Why  did 
the  bon.  gentleman  not  summon  ttae  King's 
Printer  before  the  committee,  and  ask  why 
It  was  cut  out  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— Well,  we  might 

do  that  too.  I  suppose  we  can  hardly  dis- 
cuss the  Bill  now,  but  it  put  me  in  mind  of 
an  advertisement  read  in  tire  newspaper 
about  a  find  of  diamonds  in  Oalway,  but 
■when  I  got  to  the  bottom  I  found  it  was  an 
ad.  for  St  Jacob's  Oil.  The  first  Bill  comes 
in,  and  then  a  second  Bill  comes  in  with  the 
names  on  the  back  reprinted  as  redrafted. 
June  30th,  1904,  by  Messrs.  Fitzgerald,  Su- 
perintendent of  InBurance,  Thomas  Brad- 
shaw,  &c.  The  people  In  Holland,  Den- 
mark or  France  will  not  knov  what  has 
been  going  on  in  Its  entirety,  but  they  will 
have  the  fact  before  them,  that  the  Senate 
of  Canada  had  employed  these  gentlemen 
to  draft  a  Bill,  and  on  the  back  of  that  Bill 
which  they  have  drafted  Is  the  name  of 
the  vice-president  of  the  Mutnal  Reserve 
Fund  Company— asked  by  parliament  to 
draft  a  Bill,  while  a  committee  ia  sitting  in 
another  room  of  the  same  building  investi- 
gating charges  against  the  president  and 
management  of  that  company. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^l 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hou. 
gentleman  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  from 
which  he  is  quoting  is  not  the  Bill  before 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  am  not  going  to 
dwell  on  it  any  more  than  to  say  that  this 
draft  Bill  could  be  made  a  very  valuable 
factor  in  the  hands  of  an  ag«nt  canvassing 
for  Insurance  business,  and  as  a  substan- 
tiation of  the  sound  position  of  the  com- 
pany, whether  right  or  wrong.  The  next 
Bill  brought  in  has  not  this  endorsement  on 
Its  back,  but  It  has  a  great  many  clauses 
which  I  cannot  approve  of,  and  if  we  are 
to  go  into  the  matter  to-night  I  shall  have 
to  deal  with  them  very  fully.  As  to  whe- 
ther this  Bill  should  be  treated  as  a  private 
or  a  public  Bill  I  shall  say  nothing  this 
Hon,  Mr.  DOMVILUn. 


afternoon  ;  but  if  we  had  gone  Into  com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  where  was  concarrenoe 
to  come  from  for  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee ?  It  was  concurrence  we  had  to  deal 

with  on  their  report,  and  then  to  go  Into 
committee  afterwards,  but  not  to  pat  the 
cart  before  the  horse.  The  present  Bill  Is 
not  robbed  of  Its  sting.  It  Is  along  the 
lines  of  the  first  Bill  introduced  by  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto.  The  Bill  now 
before  us  has  been  shuffled  about  a  good 
deal.  All  that  appears  In  the  debates  abont 
it  Is  not  worth  dealing  wia  now,  but'tliere 
is  really  nothing  In  this  measure  which  can 
be  enticing  to  the  public.  Tbe  Bill  is  fery 
misleading.  An  hon.  senator  said  to  !in'  to- 
day :  'You  are  not  by  this  Bill  cutting  :iw.iy 
the  rigtat  of  action  on  the  part  of  the  iwlicf- 
holders?'  He  bad  not  fully  grasped  the 
fact  that  this  seventh  clause  cuts  away  all 
chances  of  action,  because  It  says  : 

NotUag  Id  tblfl  Act,  shall  affect  an;  suit 
action  or  other  proceeding  now  pendlDg  Id  »- 
spect  of  any  assessment  policy. 

They  still  have  the  right  to  go  on  with  any 
existing  suit,  and  I  can  readily  understand 
that  without  an  explanation  such  as  the 
committee  would  give,  hardly  any  man 
wiould  detect  that  the  policy-holders  are 
being  legislated  out  of  right  of  action. 
There  is  the  sting.  There  Is  where  tbe 
St.  Jacob's  oil  comes  in.  Sometiiing  to 
stop  somebody  from  doing  something.  If 
this  Bill  became  law  and  the  House  pro- 
rogued on  the  1st  of  August,  the  pobllc 
would  only  know  when  the  Governor  had 
come  down  and  given  his  assent  to  the  Bill 
and  they  would  wake  up  to  the  fact  that 
no  one  could  bring  an  action  against  the 
company.  Nine  days  from  now  they  shonld 
learn  for  the  first  time  the  fact  that  they 
should  enter  suit  at  once.  They  must  get 
a  lawyer  to  ascertain  the  expense,  get  all 
the  particulars.  Failing  that,  they  are 
driven  to  accept  any  terms  laid  down  to 
them  by  the  company,  and  they  have  do 
redress.  My  hon.  friend  from  Miile  Isles 
{Hon.  Mr.  David)  said  he  was  at  first  agalort 
the  company.  Now  he  Is  with  the  company 
tbe  Bill  is  so  good,  and  he  Is  surprised  at  it 
being  so  good.  I  have  not  formed  the  same 
opinion  as  be  has. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Is  the  hon.  member 
a  shareholder  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  DOilVILLE— Yes,  I  am  a  policy- 
holder. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— For  hour  much  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  a  policy- 
holder and  I  am  seeking  Just  as  my  boa. 
friend  from  Mllle  Isles  is  to  see  where 
others  and  myself  can  be  placed  in  the  best 
I>A8iti»n.  I  am  not  here  to  ruin  the  com- 
pany. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Is  the  hon.  gentle- 
man paying  his  premium  ? 

Iloii.  .Mr.  DO-MVILLE— Yes,  under  protest 
right  aloug.  I  have  some  correspondence 
from  the  company  which  I  shall  read  pre- 
sently to  the  House  to  show  what  opinion 
I  fomed  then.  The  policy-holders  will 
vake  up  to  the  fact  that  the  only  people 
who  can  obtain  any  remedy  against  the 
company  are  those  who  have  already  com- 
menced action.  If  we  could  send  a  warning 
note  through  the  country  In  suoh  a  shape 
that  people  could  understand  it,  then  with 
this  Bill  before  them  they  would  enter  suits 
at  law,  and  what  position  would  the  com- 
pany be  In,  and  what  position  would  the 
Senate  be  for  allowing  a  Bill  to  go  which 
in  itscif  ruins  the  comi)an.v  ?  It  ruins  the 
company  through  this  very  clause  warning 
the  policy-holders  to  bring  action  at  once. 
Every  policy-holder  Included  In  the  $8,000,- 

000  must  bring  suit  at  once  in  order  to  re- 
cover against  the  company.  I  may  say 
that  very  clause  Is  fatal  and  must  damage 
the  company,  and  If  It  had  been  Introduced 
by  myself  or  any  member  of  that  committee 

1  would  consider  that  I  was  open  to  the 
censure  of  every  jrol Icy- holder  in  Canada  be- 
cauae  I  was  placing  them  In  a  position  that 
company  must  be  ruined.  Per  contra  if  th«y 
do  not  enter  suit  then  they  must  fall  back 
on  the  Bill  and  make  the  best  terms  they 
can.  Let  us  take  the  Bill  and  consider  the 
details.  Loolr  at  clause  3  and  we  find, 
'Amount  of  policy  computed  B.  First 
option,  then  second  option  and  then  the 
third  option  which  Is  C  The  first  and 
second  optlomt  are  virtually  one  and  the 
same,  because  they  have  asserted  In  theUr 
evidence  and  we  have  the  circulars  Issued 
by  them  to  the  policy-holders  that  they  have 
to  adopt  drastic  measures  of  this  kind  to 
meet  their  liabilities.  I  shall  read  preciently 
of  the  calls  made.   Kot  being  able  to  meet 


their  liabilities  they  put  extra  calls  on  and 
tbey  give  the  reason  that  they  wanted  to 
wipe  oflC  Indebtedness.  While  this  great 
expense  was  going  on,  the  company  was 
falling  behind  some  $5,000  a  year,  and  they 
say  to  the  policy-holders— and  that  is  what 
this  Bill  says — You  have  got  to  get  out  In 
some  shape.  Get  out  you  must.  If  you 
propose  to  hold  on  to  No.  1  you  must  pay 
according  to  the  Bm.  Mortuary  table  of 
the  institute  of  actuaries  of  Great  Britain  a 
rate  of  interest  of  3i  per  cent  per  annum. 
The  Hm.  means  healthy  male.  It  says 
nothing  about  female,  but  .1  suppose  it  all 
fomes  under  the  same  category.  I  am  ad- 
vised that  this  would  reduce  the  policies 
down  to  one-half.  A  policy-holder  having 
¥10,000  insurance  would  have  to  consent  to 
being  reduced  to  five  thousand.  Therefore 
the  five  thousand  that  lie  paid  for  and  that 
he  believed  when  he  went  luto  the  com- 
l)any  was  to  protect  him,  right  or  wrong  has 
disappeared,  and  he- is  compelled  to  acc^'pt 
their  compromise.  If  you  take  option  No. 
2  It  is  tSe  very  same  thing.  They  say  you 
can  remain  in  the  company  but  your  policy 
must  be  loaded  up.  No.  2  reads  : 

Provided  that  tba  full  reserve  or  reinsurance 
value  for  ttie  amouat  of  such  policy  at  the  date 
of  the  Bald  llceoBe  computed  from  the  date  of 
the  issue  of  such  policy  on  the  hasls  aforesaid, 
shell  be  a  lien  or  charge  upon  the  said  policy, 
bearing  ictereflt  to  be  compouaded  annually  at 
the  rate  of  tour  and  on«-balt  per  centum  per 
annum  until  paid,  or  until  the  policy  becomes  a 
claim,  and  the  amount  of  such  Hen  or  charge, 
unless  sooner  paid,  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
amount  of  such  policy  when  the  policy  becomes 
a  claim  ;  and  provided  also  that  Insured  may  at 
any  time  pay  off  the  said  lien  or  charge  or  any 
part  thereof. 

On  the  one  hand  tbey  make  a  clean  cut  and 
divide  the  amount  of  the  policy.  On  the 
other  hand  there  is  the  sophistry  of  saying 
'  We  load  your  policy  down  and  if  you  can 
pay  it  off  at  4J  per  cent  all  right.'  What  pos- 
sible difference  can  there  be  between  the 
two.  If  you  take  less  for  your  policy  or  if 
you  hold  the  policy  for  the  same  amount 
loaded  down  with  a  lien  It  will  balance  ex- 
actly, there  are  five  on  each  side.  Then  sub- 
section (c)  reads : 

(c.)  The  holder  of  any  such  assessment  policy 
shall  have  the  right  to  continue  his  said  policy 
for  the  full  amount  thereof  as  a  yearly  renew- 
able term  policy  upon  which  the  premiums  shall 
not  exceed  the  net  yearly  natural  premiums  for 
the  attained  age  of  the  Insured  calculated  upon 
the  basis  of  the  mort^ty  table  and  rate  of  in- 
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t«rest  aforesaid  with  a  loadiag  of  llTa  par  c«nt 
(or  expenses. 

There  are  two  classes  of  insurance  in  one 
the  premium  remains  level  through  life,  and 

In  tlie  other  the  rate  Increases  each  year 
according?  to  the  mortuary  table.  As  the 
hour  is  late  and  I  have  a  large  number  of 
notes  to  which  I  must  refer,  I  move  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  fancy  there  Is  nothing 
to  be  ffainetl  by  discussion  as  every  member 
of  the  House  has  probably  made  up  his  mind 
as  to  how  he  will  vote  on  the  motlOH. 

The  qufstion  being  i»ut : 

The  SPEAICER-r  think  the  non-con- 
teiits  have  it. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS — Yeas  and  nays. 

The  SPEAKER— Those  hon.  gentlemen 
who  are  now  entering  the  chamber  of  course 
cannot  vote. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO"i;\'ELL— When 
the  yeas  and  nays  were  demanded, 'the  hon. 
members  should  have  bueu  called  In. 

Hon.  Mr-  SCOTT— The  shorter  way  is  to 
call  In  the  members. 

The  SPEAKER— Xo  hon.  member  who  is 
not  jirescnt  when  the  question  is  put  Is  en- 
titled to  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  I'()lItII-:H— I  believe  the  rule 
reads  '  Inside  tiie  bar.'  I  was  outsitle  tlu' 
bar  and  the  Question  was  sprung  so  quickly 
I  had  not  time  to  pass  the  bar. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Which  bar  ? 

The  SPEAKAR— If  there  is  no  objection 
I  Shalt  call  Iji  the  members. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
Speaker  Is  quite  right  in  saying,  if  a  mem- 
ber Is  not  In  the  House  when  the  motion  is 
read  he  cannot  vote,  but  the  motion  Is  read 
after  the  members  have  been  called  in  and 
after  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  has  appenr&l  at 
the  bar  indicating  that  the  members  are  in. 

The  House  divided  on  the  motion  to 
adjourn  the  debate  which  was  lost  on  the 
following  division  :— Yeas  18  ;  .Xays  21. 

CONTENTS  ; 
The  Honourable  Messieurs 

Bernier,  McLaren, 
Bolduc,  McMillan, 
BoucherTtlle  de,  McMuIlen, 

Hon,  Mr,  DOHVILLE* 


Carling  (Sir  John), 
Church, 
Cloran, 
Coffey, 
Domvllle, 
Landry. 
Macdonald 
(Victoria), 


Uerner, 
Poirier, 
Robertson, 
Sullivan, 
Wilson.— 18. 


NON-CONTENTS  : 

The  Honourable  Hessieun 

Baker,  McGregor, 

B^ique,  McHugh. 

Bowell  Mitchell, 

(Sir  Mackenzie),  Pelletler 
Casgrain  (Sir  Alphonse), 

(de  Lanaudidre),  Power 
DanduraDd,  (Speaker), 

Uavid.  Scott, 

Godbout,  Templeman, 

Kerr  ^Toronto),  Watson, 

Lougheed,  Yeo, 

Lovitt.  Young.— 21. 
Macdonald  (P.E.L), 

Hon.  Mr,  POIRIER— MiRht  I  be  allowed  to 
ask  a  question  ?  This  motion  was  by  way  of 
amendment.  I  never  saw  a  motion  for 
adjournment  put  as  an  amendment  to  a 
maiu  motion.  The  whole  matter  appears 
very  strange  and  it  strikes  me  we  are  pro- 
ceeding on  an  unusual  line. 

The  SPEAKER-I  stated  the  position  of 
matters.  I  stated  the  uiotlou  before  the 
House  and  put  the  question  on  the  motion 
to  adjourn.  I  am  not  proposing  any  other 
question  now. 

Hon.   Mr.  LANDRY— How  will  that  be 

entered  in  the  proceedings  ? 

The  SPEAKER— The  motion  to  adjourn 
will  be  entered  as  lost. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  It  be  entered 
ns  an  amendment  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McGregor— I  call  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mon^ 
ton  (Hon.  Mr.  McSweeney)  did  not  vote. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY-I  paired  with 
Mr.  Edwards,  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Ottawa. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  place  before  the 
House  the  fact  that  there  were  two  classes 
of  Insurance,  one  to  load  up  and  the  other  to 
reduce,  and  that  the  rate  Increases  eacb 
year  according  to  the  mortality  table,  and  Is 
called  the  natural  premium  plan  because 
it  is  the  natural  course  of  insurance.  Sec- 
tion 7  of  the  by-laws  govei^s  the  charging 
of  these  premiums  .  Under  the  company'i 
by-laws,  article  7  section  2,  any  policy* 
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holder  accepting  either  the  first  or  second 
option  has  to  pay  what  thej'  In  their  dis- 
cretion may  wish  to  put  on  him  by  way  of  a 
premium  rate.  Their  decision  Is  law.  Under 
their  articles  the  policy-holder  has  to  pay 
whatever  they  may  choose  to  charge  him 
with  or  he  looses  the  value  of  his  property. 
If  he  does  not  pay  up,  his  policy  goes.  I 
shall  be  prepared  presently  to  show  that 
the  first  claim,  according  to  the  document  I 
have  here,  against  the  moneys  of  the  com- 
pany Is  for  expenses,  whereas  the  first 
claim  should  have  beeu  for  death  losses,  but 
the  expenses  go  first  and  the  death  losses 
come  afterwards  and  then  there  is  nothing 
to  pay  the  death  losses.  If  our  contention 
Is  right,  and  the  evidence  Is  correct,  all 
mismanagement  and  all  the  money  that  is 
tlil-own  away  has  to  come  out  of  the  pre- 
miup],  and  what  is  left  goes  to  pay  death 
losses  and  therefore  tlie  policyholders  are 
forced  Into  one  of  those  two  options,  equiva- 
lent In  a  way,  and  they  must  pay  the  pre- 
miums as   laid  down   by  this  compnuy. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  When  an  hon.  gentleman  speaks 
every  member  of  the  Senate  must  be  seated. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (de  Lanaudi&re)— 
Will  the  hon.  gentleman  point  to  the  rule  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yes,  I  Shall.  The 

rule  Is  as  follows  : 

Senators  may  not  pass  between  tie  chair  and 
the  table.  When  entering  or  cpoaaing  the  Sen- 
ate chamber  ihey  bow  to  the  chairman  and  H 
ihey  have  occasion,  when  the  Senate  it  flitting, 
to  Bpeak  together  they  go  below  the  bar,  other- 
wise the  Speaker  slops  the  business  under  dis- 
cussion, 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  bar  below  ? 

The  SPEAKER- The  hon.  gentleman  from 

Stadacona  has  stated  the  nile  correctly. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Is  it  endorsed  by  the 
Speaker  ? 

The  SPEAICER— The  hon.  gfiitleman  read 
the  rale  and  hon.  gentiemen  understand  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Article  7  section 
2  of  the  by-law  which  reads  as  follows  : 

Article  7,  Section  3.— By-Laws. 

IE  the  net  value  of  the  funds  which  any  class, 
oiisting  at  the  date  of  reincorporation  of  this 
company  under  Sec.  52  of  the  Insurance  Laws, 
shall  be  determined  by  the  actuary  of  the  com- 
pany to  be  less  In  amount  at  any  time  than 
the  reserve  required  by  these  by-laws  and  the 


policy  contracts  of  said  class,  of  which  the 
same  (by-laws)  form  a  part,  or  by  law,  each 
certificate  or  policy  of  said  class  shall  be 
chargeable  with  an  amount  limited  to  Iti 
equitable  share  of  such  deflclency,  to  be  deter- 
mined by  the  actuary  of  the  company,  which 
amount  may  stand  as  an  interest-bearing  loan 
upon  the  security  of  such  reserve,  as  provided 
in  section  6  of  this  article  constituting  a  lien 
against  the  Insurance  under  each  such  certi- 
ficate or  policV  and  any  dividends  or  surplus 
accruing  thereon,  which  Men  may,  however,  at 
the  election  of  the  member  or  policy-holder, 
be  paid  In  cash  and  cancelled. 

That  gives  the  company  unlimited  power 
to  fix  what  rate  the  policy-holders  S'hall  pay. 
They  have  no  redress.  Their  money  paid 
In,  as  we  find  as  far  as  we  have  gone,  Is 
largely  fritted  away  for  all  sorts  of  ex- 
penses, to  put  it  in  a  very*  mild  way.  with- 
out giving  It  a  harsh  term  more  than  to 
state  that  the  money  has  gone  wrongly. 
They  then  come  nndor  that  class,  and  tlie 
company  keep  charterlug  them  all  the  time 
as  much  as  they  like,  and  they  have  no  re- 
dress because  the  expenses  come  first  and 
the  mortality  afterwards.  That  is  the  very 
condition  of  to-day  and  these  two  clauses 
allow  tliem  to  melt  down  a  risk  into  a  lesser 
policy,  or.  on  the  other  hand,  load  It  up,  with 
Interest  on  the  loading,  and  having  compro- 
mised that  for  50  cents  on  the  dollar  or 
thereabouts  then  they  can  go  on  with  the 
very  same  arrangements  they  had  before, 
and  every  time  they  find  them  not  having 
money  enough  to  meet  the  expenses,  they 
assess  the  policy-holders  until  they  drop  out 
one  by  one,  just  like  the  case  I  have  read 
to  you  about  the  poor  old  man  MacDonald 
who  had  to  go  with  his  wife  to  the  poor 
house  in  Halifax  ;  yet  my  hon.  friend  says 
this  is  n  just  Bill  and  commends  Itself  to 
him.  What  difference  Is  there  between  this 
Bill  and  the  first  Bill  ?  There  is  very  little 
difference,  except  they  have  changed  their 
name,  a  thing  I  have  never  before  seen  done 
with  a  Bill  in  my  experience.  They  have  a 
Bill  with  two  names.  If  it  had  been  a  gov- 
ernment Bill  it  should  have  gone  in  the  first 
place  to  the  committee.  If  it  is  a  private 
Bill  it  should  take  Its  stages.  It  must  be 
one  or  the  other.  In  either  case  it  is  wrong, 
but  that  is  not  a  very  material  point  to  the 
policy-holder.  The  policy-bolder  will  want 
to  know  the  effect  of  this  Bill  from  first  to 
last  as  it  is  presented  to  this  honourable 
House,  and  I  put  it  down  here  so 
as   to   he    very    careful    that    no  slip 


Digitized  by 


Google 


763 


SENATE 


of  mlue  shall  create  any  false  Im- 
pression, and  that  it  shall  go  on  the 
records  of  the  House  for  those  interested 
to  see  word  for  word,  as  I  am  advised,  the 
position  that  Bill  places  the  policy-holder  in. 
It  is  Bill  (H)  entitled  'An  Act  further  to 
amend  the  Insurance  Act.'  The  avowed 
purpose  of  the  Bill  is  not  to  .provide  relief 
for  policy  holders,  but  to  give  the  Mutual 
Reserve  a  new  lease  of  life  and  a  certificate 
of  health  and  of  good  conduct  from  the 
Parliament  of  Canada. 

That  this  Is  ttie  real  purpose  of  the 
Bill  is  evident,  because  any  assessment 
policy-holder  can,  as  the  Insurance  Act  now 
stands,  obtain  an  ordinary  policy  of  life 
Insurance.  The  Insurance  Act,  chapter  124, 
section  42a,  bearing  on  this  point  reads 
as  follows  : 

If  any  company  licensed  or  registered  under 
this  Act  to  carry  on  the  business  of  life  Insur- 
ance on  ibe  assessment  sysiem,  flies  in  the  office 
ot  the  superintendent  any  notice  ot  Its  iDtentioo 
after  the  date  ot  the  mallinK  ot  the  said  notice 
In  detail  In  respect  of  all  policies  Issued  after 
the  saM  date  In  the  case  of  Canadian  companies, 
or  1q  respect  of  all  policies  issued  In  Canada 
after  a  said  date,  maintained  for  the  security  of 
the  policy-holders  of  the  said  policies  the  said 
reserve  and  comply  with  all  other  provisions  of 
this  Act  applicable  thereto  as  if  it  were  li- 
censed under  section  4  of  this  Act. 

If  this  Bill  did  not  go  into  operation  to- 
day, let  us  look  at  the  position  of  the  policy- 
holder of  the  past  year  and  up  to  the  present 
day  as  If  no  Bill  were  passed.  He  has  all 
these  options  that  you  put  in  this  Bill.  Why 
send  out  these  circulars  advising  people  to 
take  a  level  premium.  They  get  very  few 
who  desire  to  do  it.  Under  this  reincorpor- 
ation as  they  called  it  in  New  York,  they 
took  the  power  to  do  this  level  premium 
business,  but  the  policy-holders  would  not 
accept  it  and  in  this  Bill,  to-day  it  is  worse 
for  the  policy-holder  than  before,  because 
be  could  then  take  it  or  not.  He  could  make 
up  bis  mind  to  take  one  of  two  options  or 
to  remain  as  he  Is.  What  more  Is  he  get- 
ting now  ?  Where  is  the  sugar  plum  that 
the  company  are  going  to  give  them  ?  I 
will  show  you  in  a  moment  how  entirely 
wrong  the  impression  is  that  they  are  going 
to  get  money.  The  Mutual  Reserve  filed  « 
notice,  August  lltb.  1899,  and  on  so  doing 
obtained  the  right  to  write  business  on  the 
legal  reserve  plan  but  was  not  stopped  from 
writing  new  business  or  taking  care  of  Its 
Hon.  Mr.  DOUVILLB. 


old  business  on  the  assessment  plan.  That 

Is  Just  what  I  have  stated  here.  The  deposit 

must  be  made.   The  Insurance  Act,  section 

42a,  subsection  2  reads  : 

The  deposit  of  any  such  company  In  Uie  bands 
of  the  minister  at  the  date  mentioned  in  Ou 
notice  of  the  preceding  subaectlon  referred  to 
shall  be  applicable  to  the  policies  issued  prior 
to  Che  said  Act  and  shall  be  dealt  with  in  re- 
gard to  such  policies  as  If  the  said  notice  had 
not  been  given,  and  that  the  provisions  of  tlill 
Act  applicable  to  assessment  Insurance  com- 
panies other  than  the  provisions  contained  in 
this  section  shall  be  applicable  to  the  policies  ot 
the  company  issued  prior  to  the  said  date  in  tbe 
same  manner  and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  thli 
section  had  not  been  passed. 

Therefore  the  right  of  the  policy-holders 
under  the  assessment  plan  was  preserved  In 
so  far  as  the  $220,000  or  $230,000  referred  to 
here  deposited  in  the'  hands  of  the  depart- 
ment or  the  government,  let  them  do  what 
they  might  with  the  rest  of  the  policy- 
holders, whether  they  took  the  level  pre- 
mium or  whether  they  did  not.  This  Bill 
will  cut  that  right  away.  We  are  told  that 
some  $157,000  Is  to  be  divided  among  them. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  said 
that  this  money  was  not  going  to  be  takea 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  government  but  is 
to  remain  at  Ottawa.  The  BUI  states  that 
they  should  have  a  bonus  addition  of  this 
amount,  either  applicable  to  the  policy  to  In- 
crease so  much  Insurance,  or  on  the  other 
hand  to  reduce  their  premiums  by  so  much. 
Now  they  get  no  money  out  of  that ;  they 
are  still  hived  where  they  were  before  with 
a  policy  promised,  and  from  the  general  ap- 
pearance of  their  affairs  they  must  be  com- 
promised again  and  continue  to  be  compro- 
mised. My  hon.  friend  said— and  I  am  quite 
sure  he  said  It  in  all  sincerity — that  this 
money  was  going  to  be  divided  among  them. 
If  you  take  $150,000  and  divide  It  among 
$8,000,000  you  know  what  that  amouut  will 
do  in  the  way  of  payment  or  reduction  of 
the  claims,  just  a  reduction  of  $20  for  eveiy 
thousand  dollars  of  Insurance.  So  that  an; 
policy-holder  having  taken  out  a  policy  for 
$1,000,  and  having  paid  four  or  five  or  sli 
hundred  dollars  premiums  on  it,  under  this 
lovely  sugar  plum,  coated  all  over  with  gold 
he  will  get  $20,  either  have  the  benefit  of  it 
or  he  will  get  $20  added  to  his  policy  bj 
way  of  additional  value  or  $20  allowed  him 
to  rednce  the  premium,  one  reduction  of  $20 
on  a  premium,  and  while  they  are  taklag 
twenty  <M  with  one  band  they  are'jamplns 
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.np  a  bundred  on  aaother,  and  the  money 
dteappears.  My  bon.  friend  said  that  three 
different  classes  of  policy  disappeared  and 
tbat  there  was  to  be  only  one  class  of  policy 
hereafter— that  Is  the  level  premium.  On 
that  one  policy,  If  the  level  premium  policy- 
holders of  to-day  have  to  accept  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  these  other  people  come  in 
and  pay  a  lower  premium  than  they  do,  they 
are  not  going  to  submit  to  It.  It  Is  an 
injustice  to  the  level  premium  man.  If  the 
assessment  system  policy-holders  areallowed 
to  come  In  at  a  low  rate,  It  would  be  mani- 
festly unfair  to  the  straight  life  policy- 
holders. They  would  not  accept  it  There- 
fore to  be  equitable  all  policies  must  stand 
on  the  same  basis. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEKR  (Toronto)— I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  and  having 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  del>ate  be 
cannot  speak  again  on  bis  own  motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  liOMVILLE— I  had  not  finished 
spealEing. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)~-Bourlnot  lays 

down  the  rule  as  follows  : 

A  member  who  has  already  spokea  to  a  ques- 
tion haa  no  right  to  rise  again  and  propose  an 
amendment  or  the  adjournment  of  the  House  or 
of  the  debate,  though  be  may  spealc  again  to 
tfiore  new  questions  when  they  are  moved  by 
otber  members.  For  the  same  reasoD,  a  memb>ir 
who  has  moved  the  aidjournmeat  of  a  debnte 
eannot  apealE  to  the  original  question. 

Therefore  I  take  it  the  hon.  gentleman  Is 
entirely  out  of  ord^r. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Will  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  agree  to  an 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  have  nothing 
to  say  about  It. 

The  SPEAKER^The  point  of  order  Is  well 
taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  cannot  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  but  I  may  speak 
to  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUXG— The  hon.  gentleman 
seconded  the  motion  to  adjourn. 

Bon.  Mr.  LAXDRY.   I  did  not  speak. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Bourlnot  says  : 

A  member  who  has  moved  or  seconded  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  cannot  afterwards  rise 
to  move  tbe  adjournment  of  the  House. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  shall  discuss  that 
point  I  claim  that  in  tbe  Senate  there  Is  no 
need  of  a  seconder.  A  motion  can  be  put 
by  the  member  who  proposes  it  and  a 
seconder  is  not  needed.  Therefore  tbe  point 
cannot  apply. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— But  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man, nevertheless,  seconded  tbe  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— This  rule  only  ap- 
plies In  debates  where  a  secondPr  is  re- 
quired. It  does  not  apply  In  the  House  of 
Lords  or  in  the  Senate.  Tbe  authority  says  : 

In  tbe  upper  House  any  Lord  may  submit  a 
motion  for  tbe  decision  of  their  Lordships  wUh- 
out  a  seconder.  The  only  motion  requiring  a 
seconder  by  usage  being  that  of  the  address  iti 
answer  to  tbe  Queen's  speech,  but  in  ihe  Com- 
mons, after  a  motion  baa  been  made,  it  must 
be  seconded  by  another  member,  otherwlss  It 
must  be  immediately  dropped  and  further  de- 
bate must  be  discontinued  when  no  quesiion  is 
before  the  House. 

The  BPBAKEB^I  do  not  think  there  Is 
anything  in  tliat  point  ?  The  hon.  gentle- 
man could  have  made  his  motion  without  a 
seconder,  but  as  there  is  a  seL'oiider  tbe 
effect  follows.  My  Impression  Is  that 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadaeona  did  not 
rise  to  second  the  motion  and  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Rothesay  simply  said  '  Seconded 
by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadaeona,  and 
I  do  not  think  the  hon.  gentleman  can  be 
considered  as  having  spoken. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI.-Bonrl- 

not  says  : 

A  member  wbo  has  moved  or  seconded  the 
adjournment  of  a  debate  cannot  afterwards  rise 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  tbe  House,  and  as 
a  member  wbo  moved  an  amendment  cannot 
speak  again,  so  a  member  who  speaks  in 
seconding  an  amendment  Is  equally  unable  to 
speak  again  upon  the  original  question. 

So  tbe  hon.  gentleman  is  in  order. 

An  hon.  (IKNTLEMAX— iMove  an  ad- 
journment I 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  have  no  right  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  tbe  debate,  be- 
cause an  adjournment  has  already  been 
moved,  without  a  subsequent  motion,  and 
had  I  a  right  I  would  forfeit  my  opportunity 
to  speak  on  the  amendment,  should  my 
proposition  be  negatived. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
will  have  the  right  to  tbe  floor  to-morrow  if 
be  desires  to  speak. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— There  might 
be  an  understanding  that  the  third  reading 
of  this  Bill  shall  take  place  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  would  depend 
upon  the  absent  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  JIACDOXALD  (P.E.I.)—!  move 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  and  that  It 
be  the  first  order  after  third  readings  to- 
morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDON'ALD  (B.C.)— This  is 
sanctioned  by  a  majority  who  a  short  time 
ago  declined  a  reasonable  proposition  to 
adjourn  the  debate.  I  do  not  think  they 
should  be  allowed  to  do  it.  It  will  not  hurt 
them  to  have  to  proceed  a  little  further  with 
this  matter.  I  think  it  would  refresh  the 
minds  of  hon.  gentlemen  if  they  heard  the 
Bill  read  from  beginning  to  end  and  perhaps 
they  would  not  be  so  cruel  about  it  again. 

The  SPEAKER— There  should  not  be  a 
discussion  on  a  motion  to  adjourn. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  was 
not  carried.  If  the  House  promised  to  be 
considerate  I  shall  let  them  go  home  and 
sleep.  I  want  to  show  the  House  what  can 
be  done,  so  that  they  will  see  that  they  must 
be  more  considerate  than  they  have  been. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  July  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

I'rayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

GOLD  MIXING  COXCESSIOXS  IX  THE 
YUKO.N  DISTRICT. 

INQUiKY. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  -being  called, 
By  the  Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALL>  (B.C.)  : 

Thai  he  will  call  the  attentioa  of  the  govern- 
ment to  some  of  the  coQccsstons  made  of  gold- 
bearing  grouQd  in  the  Yukon  district  to  differ- 
ent persons,  such  as — 

The  Boyle  concession. — Commencing  near  the 
mouth  of  Bonanza  crpek  and  extending  up  the 
Klondike  river  a  distance  of  six  miles,  and  em- 
bracing, according  to  Treadgold's  own  sworn 
statement  bofore  the  Royal  Commission  (Judge 
Britton's),  40  5  square  miles,  25,600  acres.- 
Hon.  Mr.  WILSON. 


Bronaon  A  Ray  concesslos  (Ottawa  meo).— 
According  to  sworn  evidence  at  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, eight  to  nine  square  miles,  on  both 
limits  of  Bonanza  creek,  6,120  acres. 

MatsoQ  ft  Doyle  concession. — Contains  over 
three  square  miles  of  proven  blllslde  placer 
ground,  1.920  acres. 

Quartz  creek  concession  (Joe  Boyle  again}.— 
Contains  three  square  miles  of  tb«  best  psrt  of 
Quartz  creek,  1.920  acres. 

Hermann  concession. — Embraces  six  squart 
miles  of  territory  on  Gold  Bottom  creek,  3,84l 
acres. 

Anderson  concession. — Containing  foar  sqnara 
miles  on  the  best  part  of  Hunker  creek,  2,m 

acres. 

And  will  ask  the  government  have  the  above- 
named  concessions  been  made  T 

If  so,  on  wbat  conSitions  ? 

Have  tlie  concesslonnalres  carried  out  tb« 
terms  on  which  the  concessions  were  made  T 

If  so,  how  much  has  been  contributed  to  tbe 
revenue  of  the  Dominion  by  them  T 

If  the  conditions  have  not  been  complied  with, 
will  the  government  Id  all  cases  of  non-com- 
pliance declare  these  concessions  forfeited  to 
the  Crown,  and  open  to  tbe  free  miner  under  tbe 
ordinary  mining  regulations  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD— Is  the  hon.  Sec- 
retary of  State  prepared  to  furnish  this  ta- 
forniation  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  sent  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior  for  answers,  and  tliey 
tell  me  that  all  the  papers  were  sent  to  the 
commissioner.  Judge  Britton,  and  have  not 
been  returned  yet  Tliey  could  not  give  me 
the  Information  yet.  They  expect  his  re- 
port very  shortly,  and  I  shall  be  glad  to 
have  it  brought  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— They 
oufEht  to  have  copies  of  the  documents  I 
moved  for. 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOTT^I  thonght  so,  hut  all 
the  papers  have  been  handed  over.  They 
wei-e  among  t*he  subjects  that  the  commis- 
sion was  directed  to  inquire  into,  as  to 
whether  the  concessions  have  been,  provi- 
dently issued  or  not,  or  whether  fraudulent 
representations  had  been  made  at  tbe  time 
of  the  issue. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand  until 
AVednesdny  next 

SALE  OF  LANDS  IN  THE  NORTHWEST 
TEERITORIES. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  PBRLEY  inquired  : 

For'a  statement  showing  the  amount  of  mooAJ 
received  by  the  Dominion  government  durins 
the  past  fiscal  year  from  the  Northwest  Terri- 
tories : 

1.  For  lands  so'd. 
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2.  For  bomestaad  entries. 

3.  For  hay  permits  and  pasture  laoda. 

4.  For  wood  and  lumber  sold. 

5.  For  registrar  fees,  and  any  other  sources 
trom  which  money  has  been  received. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  following  Is  the 

reply  : 

1.  For  lands  sold  $144,753  72 

2.  For  homestead  entries..        199,610  00 

3.  For  hay  and  grazing  lands  . .     17,339  20 

4.  For  timber  dues   107,736  So 

5.  For  registration  fees   95.335  33 

5a.  Miscellaneous   17,908  00 

$582,778  00 

As  the  rerenne  returns  for  June  have  not 
yet  reached,  the  department,  it  Is  Impossible 
to  give  a  statement  showing  the  money  re- 
ceived by  the  Dominion  government  during 
the  past  fiscal  year  from  the  Northwest  Ter- 
ritories. The  above  figures  represent  the 
eleven  months  «nded  31st  May,  1904. 

The  answer  to  the  question  as  to  the 
amount  that  has  been  expended  is,  that  the 
amount  Is  very  much  lai^r  than  the  total 
receipts,  for  bringing  In  people  who  made 
homestead  entries  and  took  up  the  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIEB— Expended  for  what? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Expended  for  immigra- 
tion to  the  Northwest.  That  is  In  counec- 
lion  with  the  Other  expenditures  In  the 
Northwest. 

AN  INCOMPLETE  RETURN. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  Orders  of 

the  Day  are  called,  I  desire  to  say,  in  ref- 
erence to  a  return  moved  for  by  the  lion, 
senator  from  Stadacona,  that  I  laid  the  re- 
turn on  the  table  but  he  said  there  was  a 
communication  which  was  not  included, 
that  was  a  report  by  Dr.  Potvln.  I  cannot 
find  that  any  such  report  was  sent  in.  I 
have  inquired  of  the  different  departments 
and  they  have  no  record  of  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDItY— Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  I  would  direct  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  to 
the  return  I  asked  for  some  time  ago  re- 
specting the  steamship  Ncpfmie.  which  was 
*en1:  last  year  from  Halifax  to  Hudson  Bay. 
I  asiied  for  a  return  of  the  names  of  the 
crew  and  the  officers  of  the  ship,  and  I 
shonld  like  to  hare  the  Information  fur- 
nished. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT —  I  shall  make  the  in- 
quiry at  once. 


INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
DEBATE  CONTINUED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Resumlns  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  con- 
sideration of  the  amendments  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce 
to  (Bill  H)  An  Act -further  to  amend  the  Insur- 
ance Act  and  the  motion  ot  the  Honourable  Mr. 
McMulIen  In  amendment  thereto. 

!    Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)— I  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  with  the  ob- 
:  ject   of   fHcilitating   the   business    of  the 
-House,  if  possible,  for  I  believed  the  tern- 
'  perature  last  night  was  neither  conducive 
to  the  health  of  the  members  nor  was  it 
of  that  serene  nature  so  far  as  the  addreRses 
were  concerned  that  would  lead  us  to  ex- 
pect^ it  would  reach  a  very  reasonable  con- 
clusion.   This  matter  has  now  been  before 
the  Senate  for  quite  a  length  of  time.  It 
'  was  introduced  by  the  hon.  member  from 
Itothfsay.  who  ciilicd  the  attention  of  par- 
liament to  certain  allegations  made  against 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Insurance  Gom- 
i  pany  of  New  York.   It  would  appear  from 
the  charges  which  he  made,  and  which  be 
,  substantiated  so  far  as  he  was  concerned 
with  letters  which  had  been  nddrcssod  to 
,  him,  describing  transactions   the  writers 
had  had  with  the  company,  showing  that 
,  they  had  not  received  that  fair  treatment 
1  which  they  had  reason  to  expect  would  be 
•  accordeti  them  by  any  company  disposed 
;  to  act  fairly  with  its  clients.   Judging  from 
I  the  commuuleatious  which  be  read  to  the 
House  it  appeared  as  if  It  were  very  nec- 
,  cssary  that  the  parliament  of  Canada  should 
inquire  into  tliat  subject.    A  committee  was 
appointed  at  that  time,  and  it  has  been  In 
session  nearly  three  months  from  time  to 
time  until  now.    The  members  of  that  com- 
mittee have  given  earnest,  close  and  serious 
attention  to  the  matter  before  them,  and 
tliougli  we  may  not  see  eye  to  eye  wltb 
them  in  the  views  which  they  have  taken 
of  the  subjects  and  the  inquiries  which 
they  have  made  into  the  business  of  that 
tompany,    still    I    believe   that    the  mo- 
I  tinii   of   tin'   lion,   gi-ntlenian  from  Rothe- 
say has  had  some  good   results.      I  am 
quite    satisfied  that  it'  will    In    the  end 
result  advantageously  to  those  people  who 
have    had    reason    to    find    fault  with 
the  management    of     their     affairs  l)y 
tint  coiiipany,  but  I  do  not  agree  at  all  with 
the  Bin  which  was  first  submitted  for  our 
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cODBlderatlon.  I  looked  upon  it  bb  one  en- 
tirely in  favour  of  the  company  and  of  no  I 
benefit  to  ttiose  who  have  reason  to  com- 
plain of  their  treatment  by  the  company,  j 
The  charges  brought  to  onr  attention  .by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  were  of , 
a  very  serious  nature,  and,  when  the  Investi-  ^ 
gatlon  bad  proceeded  a  certain  distance,  It , 
appeared  to  me  as  If  be  bad  hardly  said 
all  be  would  have  been  Justified  in  saying 
if  those  charges  were  established  as  they 
appeared  at  the  outset  of  this  Investigation 
to  have  been  to  some  extent.  But  I  must 
say  my  view  of  the  business  of  that  com- 
pany has  been  somewhat  modified  by  the 
more  recent  evidence  given  respecting  Its 
transactions  with  its  constituents.  If  the 
affairs  of  any  Insurance  company  doing  busi- 
ness in  Canada  were  to  be  closely  investi- 
gated by  a  committee  of  parliament  we 
would  find  in  many  of  them  something 
which  would  not  meet  with  our.  approval. 
We.,  know  that  they  are  not  guided  in  Ihelr 
transactions  with  the  public  by  the  precept 
which  should  guide  one  man  in  bis  inter- 
course with  another,  to  do  unto  others  as 
they  would  that  others  should  do  unto  them. 
We  know  that  companies  one  and  all  are 
apt  to  take  advantage  of  any  little  slip  there 
may  be  on  the  part  of  the  policy-holders  In 
regard  to  the  terms  on  which  tfaey  pay 
their  premiums.  In  many  Instances  these 
people  are  not  a  class  who  would  be 
acquainted  with  the  strictness  with  which 
these  companies  require  their  business  to  be 
transacted,  and  we  know  that  if  they  make 
luiy  slip  the  company  is  very  apt  to  take 
advantage  of  it  and  cancel  their  policies  If 
it  can  be  done.  I  have  known  many  in- 
stances of  that  kind,  and  aa  we  have  heard 
B  good  deal  daring  this  debate  of  the  liard- 
ships  which  have  been  incurred  by  widows 
and  orphans  of  those  who  held  policies  in 
this  company,  and  I  have  no  donbt  they 
are  many  and  numerous  that  have  suffered 
that  way,  we  must  bear  in  mind  it  Is  not 
In  that  company  alone  bat  it  Is  the  case 
with  almost  every  Insurance  company  do- 
ing business  that  If  the  policy-holder  allows 
bis  premiums  to  lapse  be  Is  very  apt  to 
lose  the  insurance  which  his  family  would 
be  entitled  to  at  his  death.  The  charges 
made  by  the  hon.  member  from  Rothesay 
showed  us  that  this  company  had  carried 
on  its  business  In  a  very  expensive  ?viy, 
Hod.  Mr.  HACDONALD  <P.B.I.) 


that  it  was  not  to  be  expected,  ther^we, 
that  it  could  succeed  under  the  assessment 
plan.  I  have  looked  into  the  expenses  and  com- 
missions paid  by  various  companies  within 
the  Dominion,  and  I  mast  say  that  the  com- 
parison Is  not  so  very  unfavourable  to  the 
3{utual  Beserve  Company  as  we  were  M 
to  believe  it  would  be.  It  would  occupy  too 
much  time  If  I  referred  to  a  number  ol 
those  companies,  but  I  will  take  one  com- 
pany within  the  Dominion.  Take  the  re- 
turns as  set  forth  In  the  report  of  Supenu- 
tendent  of  Insurance  to  parliament.  Every 
company  has  to  make  a  return  of  Its  basl- 
ness  standing  at  the  end  of  tbe  year,  and 
that  return  must  be  sworn  to,  and  It  Is 
published  In  the  blue-traok.  Take  the  Con- 
necticut Mutual  Life,  which  Is  doing  bad- 
ness In  Canada  to  a  rather  limited  extent. 
They  have  in  the  hands  of  tbe  ReceivCT 
General,  |111,500  which  Is  supposed  to  be 
a  sufficient  guarantee  for  tbe  small  business 
they  are  doing  in  Canada.  The  income  de- 
rived In  1900  from  their  general  business 
was  98,016,743.  The  disbursements  of  that 
company  besides  death  losses,  endowments 
and  surrenders,  which  are  of  course  mat- 
ters that  they  have  to  pay  under  the  terms 
of  their  policies,  I  find  were  as  follows  : 
Bonuses  and  commissions  to  agents  3$0,4T) 
Salary  aad  allowances  to  asoots  ..  iSfiO 
Salaries  of  officers  and  expenses..  ..  161,688 

$  574.318 

Other  paymenta  and  expendlturas  ..  ..  401,170 
Taxes  and  fees  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   400,796 


Total  ..  0  %l.mj» 

I  took  this  hap-hazard,  in  the  first  report 
of  the  Insurance  Department  I  found,  and 
the  first  company  that  met  my  eye.  These 
figures  show  that  abont  17  per  cent  of  tbe 
total  Income  of  tbe  comp&ny  was  paid  for 
bonuses,  commission  to  agents*  allowances 
and  other  expenditures  for  tliat  year.  Now. 
looking  at  this  by  itself  It  seems  an  enot- 
nioua  amount  for  a  company  to  pry  out  in 
that  way,  and  It  is  referred  to  In  tbe 
evidence  before  the  committee,  that  tbe 
Kutnal  Reserve  I4fe  had  paid  85  per  c«it 
commission  on  new  business  obtained  by 
their  agents.  We  could  scarcely  credit  that  it 
we  did  not  know  something  about  losaraQce 
business  generally.  When  we  make  inquir- 
ies on  the  subject  we  find  that  it  Is  not  an 
extravagant  amount  compared  with  what  is 
paid  by  other  companies  for  obtaining  bnsi- 
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ness  througliout  the  DomioioQ.  Seventy- 
Ave  per  cent  of  the  first  premium  is  a  Tery 
common  rate  to  pay  tvr  new  Insurance,  and 
In  some  cases  a  good  deal  more  is  paid — I 
do  not  know  but  the  whole  of  the  first 
year's  premium  goes  to  ttie  agent  for  obtain- 
ing the  business.  We  know  what  those 
agents  fire  doing  in  the  diEEerent  cities  of 
tlic  nomiriion  where  they  are  seeliing  busi- 
ness. Vn'e  find  them  located  in  the  best  and 
most  sumptuous  offices  with  numerous  clerks. 
It  Is  not  to  be  wondered  at  that  tbe^iUBur 
ance  companies  pay  such  v4ry  large  am- 
ounts for  current  e^>en8es.  Looking  at 
tliese  facts  it  appears  to  me  that  some  of  the. 
statements  made  by  the  hon.  gentiemiin  from 
Eothesay,  when  compared  with  similar 
charges  made  In  other  companies,  are  not  so 
outrageous  as  they  certniniy  seemed  to  be 
at  first  sight.  When  this  Bill  was  first  under 
consideration.  I  was  not  disposed  to  look 
favourably  upon  Its  provisions,  but  after  It 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Banking 
and  Commerce,  and  discussed  there  at  con- 
siilerahle  length  and  amended,  I  regard- 
ed it  more  favourably.  We  appointed 
a  sub-committee,  who  brought  In  the  Bill 
which  is  now  before  us.  That  Bill  Is  sbme- 
wbat  abstruse  perhaps,  and  a  little  difficult 
for  laymen  to  understand  thoroughly,  but  I 
must  say  that  the  dlscuission  which  It  has 
elicited  has  done  much  to  inform  us  more 
thoroughly  as  to  Its  provisions.  The  hon. 
member  for  Wellington  (Hon.  Mr.  McMuIIen) 
in  discussing  this  matter  yesterday,  was  so 
very  wide  apart  In  his  remarks  from  what 
the  Bill  really  seta  out  for  the  policy-hold- 1 
ers,  that  it  would  appear  almost  to  us  as  if ' 
he  had  not  studied  the  Bill  in  its  €^tlrety. 
He  spoke  of  certain  proTisions  being  in  the , 
Bill  which  it  does  not  contain  at  all.  He 
must  have  taken  his  idea  of  it  from  some 
other  authority  than  the  Bill  Itself,  and  I 
was  very  glad  to  hear  the  criticism  of  the 
different  clauses  of  the  Bill  by  the  hon. 
member  from  de  Salaberry.  I  had  myself 
taken  precisely  the  same  view  of  its  pro- 
visions, but  he  gave  his  statement  of  It  In 
such  a  clear  way  that  it  was  impossible  for 
any  one  to  misunderstand  the  application  of 
the  Bill.  When  the  Senate  comes  to  a  con- 
clusion on  this  matter  the  probability  is  that 
the  Bill  will  be  accepted  without  a  division. 
I  must  congratulate  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  on  one  statement  he  made  Inst 
night  during  the  discussion.    A  good  deal 


was  said  that  was  not  becoming  to  the 
Senate,  and  was  different  In  many  respects 
from  what  we  have  been  In  the  habit  of 
hearing  in  this  chamber.  I  refer  to  the 
sound  and  fury  and  the  lurid  language- 
In  which  his  address  was  given  ;  but 
there  was  no  conclusion  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman came  to  In  which  I  cordially  concur. 
That  was  that  this  Bill  was  probably  the 
best  that  could  be  devised,  had  resulted 
from  the  appointment  of  this  committee. 
Entertaining  that  opinion,  how  can  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee  do  othei'wise  than 
support  the  BUI.  There  are  certain  other 
amendments  which  wei'e  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  member  from  de  Salaberry,  which  I  be- 
lli  ve  will.  If  brought  forward  In  the  way  I 
expect  will  certainly  further  improve 
the  Bill  and  be  a  benefit  to  the  people  who 
have  held  policies  in  the  company.  It 
was,  in  the  first  instance,  a  very  difficult 
matter  for  the  parliament  of  Canada  to  deal 
with  a  subject  of  this  kind,  where  n  com- 
pany was  chartered  with  certain  rights  and 
privileges,  and  where,  within  tbe  limits 
of  that  cliarter,  they  had  made  contracts 
both  under  the  assessment  and  under 
the  fixed  premium  plan.  Finding  some 
years  ago  that  the  assessment  plan  would 
lead  them  Into  bankruptcy,  they  took  the 
only  course  cq;>en  to  them  at  that  time,  and 
increased  the  premiums  of  the  policy-holders 
who  held  their  policies  under  the  assessment 
plan.  This  Bill  wiH  now  be  a  great  advan- 
tage to  those  who,  under  the  strain  of  In- 
creased assessments  allowed  their  policies  to 
lapse.  It  will  enable  them  to  come  In,  If 
they  are  stidl  in  ordinary  good  health,  and 
receive  the  equivalent  of  the  insurance  be- 
yond what  they  could  receive  by  going 
intx>  any  other  company.  It  will  enable 
others  to  renew  the  policies  wIiiiA  had 
liipsed  and  give  them  advantages  which  I 
thought  at  one  time  we  would  not  be  able 
to  secure  for  them  under  any  legislation 
thtit  parliament  could  devise.  I  hope  this 
Bill  will  pass  and  that  It  will  have  the 
effect  which  we  anticipate,  and  give  relief 
to  those  poor  i>eopIe  who  hare  been  snfler- 
ing,  and  whose  case  was  so  ably  presented 
by  the  hon.  member  from  Rothesay,  and 
Investigated  by  the  committee  to  Whom 
the  matter  was  referred.  They  have  cer- 
tainly given  time  and  attention  to  it,  perhaps 
much  more  time  than  necessary,  much 
more  than  I  think  It  required.   They  might 
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knve  brought  before  us  as  witnesses  a  num- 
ber of  people  wbo  had  complaints  against 
this  company,  whose  policies  had  elapsed, 
or  who  were  forced  out  by  having  their 
premiums  Increased,  as  they  supposed,  un- 
duly ;  but  they  did  not  take  that  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— It  Is  not  too  late  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.1.)~-Tlils 
ses^ofl  is  drawing  to  a  close,  and  if  we 
expect  these  people  to  receive  any  benefit 
from  legislation  this  Bill  must  be  seut  to  the 
other  House  without  delay.  If  this  rei)ort 
had  come  in  at  an  earlder  date  of  this  ses- 
sion, say  five  or  six  weeks  from  the  time 
the  question  was  first  brought  up,  I  should 
have  lieen  disposed  to  let  the  miUter  stand 
uutil  the  investigation  was  finished  and  we 
had  a  report  from  the  committee  ;  but  wc 
are  near  the  end  of  the  session,  and  it  is 
very  important  that  the  Bill  should  pass, 
and  be  sent  to  the  other  House  for  its 
approval.  The  investigation  took  a  turn 
which,  perhaps,  was  intended,  tliat  is  to 
show  the  extravagance  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Company.  That  may  be  all  very  true 
but  no  matter  bow  clearly  that  may  be  prov- 
ed, what  is  the  object  of  going  any  further 
with  the  investigation  for  that  purpose  ? 
Is  It  going  to  benefit  the  policy-holders  in 
any  way  ?  It  Is  not.  I  believe  our  best 
course  Is  to  pass  the  Bill  at  once  and  let  it 
go  to  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLJ^UC— It  was  admitted  yes- 
terday by  Hon.  Mr.  David' that  the  Bill  was 
prepared  by  Mr.  Eldridge.  Was  there  any 
lietitlon  presented  by  the  policy-holders  ask- 
ing for  the  passing  of  that  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOUAN— Xot  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.K.I.)-I  believe 
there  was  no  petition  presented  asking  for 
the  Bill,  but  tlit're  are  palicy-bolilors  of  the 
company  in  this  cliamhei-,  and  they  oii^'lit 
to  be  better  able  to  judpie  tbau  tiiose  who 
are  not  policy-holders  what  is  in  their  own 
Interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX)RAX— Just  as  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  Rothesay  is  a  policy-holder. 

Hon.  Mr.  M.VCDONAM)  iRE-I.)— I  nni 
quite  satisfied  to  talie  tlie  stalenioiit  of  tlio 
hoji.  gentleman  from  Mille  Isle  (Hon.  ilr 
David).  There  are  other  gentlemen  beslilrs 
the  hon.  member  for  Rothe.-«ay  who  have 
policies  In  that  company,  and  who  have  not 
said  anything  on  the  subject,  one  way  or  the 
Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.) 


'  Other.  They  have  left  It  to  be  dealt  wltb  by 
I  the  committee  and  by  the  Senate.  I  may 
say,  in  reply  to  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
,  asked  the  question,  that  the  Bill  which  wai 
presented  to  the  House  was  framed  by  geu- 
tlemen  who  are  supirased  to  be  able  to  draft 
a  Bill  Impartially,  the  Sui>eriutendent  of  In- 
surance and  Mr.  BradsluLw,  a  member  of 
the  Actuarial  Association  of  Toronto.  These 
two  gentlemen,  I  presume,  were  Quite  able 
to  draw  up  a  Bill  which  would  meet  the 
case. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— The  hon.  geatle- 
man  should  not  leave  out  Mr.  Eldridge. 

•  lion.  Mr.  MACIjONALD  (P.E.I.)— I  have 
not  forgotten  Mr.  Eldridge.  I  was  just  about 
to  allude  to  that  gentleman,  wbo  hns  been 
before  the  committee  of  investigation  for,  1 
think,  some  weeks  past,  and  who,  so  far  as  i 
could  see,  was  ready  to  give  them  all  the 
information  within  his  power,  everything 
they  could  expect  to  get  from  an  officer  of 
any  company  that  is  under  Investigatlou  bv 
a  committee  of  the  Senate.  They  not  onlj 
liad  Mr.  Eldridge  before  them,  tbey  had 
.several  ^reutienion  who  had  durin;:  the  i>.ist 
years  made  serious  charges  against  th^ 
Mutual  Reserve  Company  of  New  York,  ami 
I  do  not  know  that  It  was  very  neeesgar.? 
that  we  should  go  away  l»aek  five  or  ten 
years  to  hunt  up  eliarges  which  hail  been 
rande  against  a  company  .-itill  in  existeiKV. 
and  wbicii,  within  a  year  or  so,  b;is  ba) 
certificates  from  the  liiwnriiiice  I  tcjuiriiiu'i'l 
of  New  Yorli  itself.  I  just  ha])ite!ieil  to  luin 
up  one  of  them  a  few  nihiutes  ago.  It  is 
dated  the  Ifith  February.  1002.  and  sigueti 
I  by  Isaac  Vnnderpoel.  chief  c>.:-!Uiner.  nml 
this  snuip  man  has  s-vorn  t  )  t!:  st.itt',:i.' 
I  with  respect  to  tlie  assets  and  liabilities  of 
the  company.  That  is  jnst  as  I  uinlei-^lan"! 
it,  the  assets  and  llabilitlos  for  that  ye.ir 
I  under  the  assessment  plan.  The  tolnl 
j  ;issfi-i.  jK-cordiiig  to  tills  statement,  wew 
J  sr,.7iio.40»>.  aiul  the  liabilities,  that  is  tbe 
I  net  present  value  at  the  time  of  all  the 
I  policies  which  were  running,  was  .'*r>.323.-M-'. 
the  GxcoBB  of  assets,  luclu'ling  policy  lieu* 
Qver  liabilities  being  $40»0,SS.'). 

Hon.  Mr.  SUDLIVAX— That  takes  in  mt- 
paid  claims. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)-That  Is 
the  net  amount  up  to  that  time.  A  msn 

uiifilit  have  a  policy  of  $10,000.  but  at  that 
tl'oe  It  woo'd  not  be  worth  more  than  Aft? 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JULY  20.  1904 


769 

•  


per  cent  perhaps  of  its  face  Tslne.  I  know 
some  hon.  members  feel  that  In  asking  these 
policy-holders  to  be  reinstated  by  the  com- 
paoy,  the  company  will  never  pay  them  any- 
tblDg,  that  It  Is  not  worth  anything.  I  have 
had  some  experience  in  bnainesB  myself,  and 
I  know  something  about  men  who  conduct 
business  on  a  large  scale,  and  I  think  the 
majority  of  people  will  agree  with  me,  that 
when  m«n  have  been  In  business  for  the 
leDgtb  of  time  this  company  has  been  in 
existence,  the  probability  Is  that  they  will 
continue  to  go  on  while  they  have  such 
assets  and  have  the  number  of  policies 
running  that  has  been  stated  and 
proved  before  the  committee,  to  furnish 
tbem  with  funds  for  some  time  to  come.  I 
have  no  doubt  at  all  but  these  policy-holders 
who  are  seeking  for  some  relief  will  receive 
It  under  the  Bill  which  Is  now  before  us. 
Having  come  to  that  conclusion,  I  shall 
bave  much  pleasure  in  giving  It  my  sup- 
port. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENET— I  shall  give  a 
few  reasons  why  I  am  opposed  to  this  Bill. 
The  hon.  gentleman  from  Gharlottetown 
gave  U8  an  instance  of  tb«  cost  of  insurance, 
by  stating  the  case  of  the  Connecticut  Hu- 
tnal.  That  Is  one  of  the  companies  that  is 
not  doing  business  in  Canada  at  the  present 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)— It  was 
In  1900,  the  year  to  which  the  report  from 

which  I  quoted  related. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY — They  have  gone 
out  of  business.  I  find  In  the  report  for 
last  year,  there  were  no  new  policies  taken 
up,  so  they  did  no  business  here,  last  year. 
On  the  other  hand,  take  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Lffe  of  New  York  :  that  company  had  $86,- 
650  of  unsettled  claims,  for  the  year  1903, 
four  times  as  many  claims  as  any  other 
insurance  company  carrying  three  times  the 
amount  of  insurance.  I  do  not  think  that 
speaks  very  well  for  the  Mutual  Reserve. 
I  will  give  some  good  solid  facts  why  we 
should  not  pass  this  Bill  (H)  as  It  stands. 

The  avowed  purpose  of  the  Bill  Is  to  en- 
able assessment  policy-holders  '  to  obtain 
ordinary  policies  of  life  Insurance  with  fix- 
ed and  deOnlte  premiums  upon  which 
the  said  company  shall  have  no  right  to  levy 
assessments  but  shpU  be  bound  to  maintain 
the  said  reserve.' 
40 


That  this  Is  not  the  real  purpose  of  the 
Bill  is  evident :  Because  any  assessment 
policy-holder  can,  as  the  Insurance  Act  now 
stands,  obtain  an  ordinary  policy  of  life 
insurance  in  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Insurance  Company  on  which  It  would 
'have  no  rUfht  to  levy  assessments'  and 
'be  bound  to  maintain  the  said  reserve.' 
The  Insurance  Act,  chapter  124,  section  42a. 
bearing  on  this  point  reads  as  follows : 

If  aD7  compan?  licensed  or  registered  un- 
der thlB  Act  to  carry  on  the  buslnesB  of  lltel 
iDBurasce  on  the  assessmeat  system,  flies  in 
the  office  of  the  superintendent  notice  ot  Its 
IntentloD  after  the  date  mentioned  In  the  si^d 
notice  to  malntatn,  .  .  .  the  reserve  required 
by  sections  26  and  36  of  this  Act  to  be  main- 
tained br  ordinary  life  insurance  with  fixed  and 
definite  premiums,  such  company  shall  with 
resi>ect  to  all  policies  issaed  after  the  said 
date  ....  maintain  for  the  security  of  the 
holders  ot  the  said  policies  the  said  reserve, 
and  comply  with  all  other  provisions  ot  this 
Act  applicable  thereto,  as  If  It  were  licensed 
under  section  4  ot  this  Act. 

The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Associa- 
tion filed  the  notice  August  11,  1899,  and  in 
90  doing  obtained  the  right  to  write  busi- 
ness on  the  legal  reserve  plan,  but  was  not 
estopped  from  writing  new  business  or  tak- 
ing care  of  Its  old  bualnesa  on  the  assess- 
ment plan. 

The  Insurance  Act,  section  42a,  subsec- 
tion 2,  as  It  now  stands  provides  that : 

The  deposit  of  any  such  company  in  the 
hands  of  the  minister,  at  the  date  mentioned 
in  the  notice  in  the  preceding  subsection  re- 
ferred to,  shall  be  applicable  to  the  policies 
Issued  prior  to  the  said  date  and  shall  be 
dealt  with  In  regard  to  such  pollciea  as  It  the 
said  notice  had  not  been  given,  uid  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Act  applicable  to  assessment 
life  Insurance  companies  (other  than  the  pro- 
visions contained  in  this  section)  shall  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  policies  of  the  company  issued 
prior  to  the  said  date  in  the  same  manner 
and  to  the  same  extent  as  if  this  section  had 
not  been  passed. 

Subsection  3  reads  : 

Any  such  company  shall  at  the  time  of  the 
filing  of  such  notice  make  with  the  minister 
such  deposit,  if  any,  in  respect  to  the  poli- 
cies to  be  Issued  In  pursuance  of  such  notice 
as  the  Treasury  Board  may  fix  and  determine. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  think  we  are  entltl- 
ed  to  know  what  the  hon.  gentleman  is  read- 
ing from. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — Common  sense  and 
truth. 

■  Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Is  he  reading  from 
notes  prepared  by  somebody  else  1 
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Hod.  Mr.  OLOBAN— What  difference  does 
It  make  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— Itls  a^lnst  tbe  mles 
ot  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CtX)RAN— If  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
says  they  are  bis  notes,  wbat  right  bare  we 
to  Interfere  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man would  read  tbe  mles  of  tbe  Senate,  be 
would  not  make  an  assertion  such  as  be  is 
niftklng,  and  I  am  within  my  right  in  malt- 
ing Vtie  inquiry. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  hon.  gentleman 
says  they  are  his  notes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  am  not  addressing 
■the  bon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  Division. 

Hon.  Hr.  SULLIVAN— It  Is  against  the 
mles  of  the  House  to  read  a  qwecb,  but  po- 
liteness between  bon.  members  should  pre- 
vail. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  did  not  wish  to 
raise  any  qnestion  about  it,  but  simply  ask- 
ed for  Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— I  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  are  these  his  own 
deductions  or  are  tbey  from  some  other  au- 
thority ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Tbe  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  right  to  ask  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  answer  this  question,  is 
It  he  that  prepared  Bill  H  or  Mr.  Eldrldge  1 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— I  am  quite  prepared  to 
answer  that  when  tbe  opportunity  is  given. 
I  have  a  right  to  ask  tbls  question  now.  Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  is  reading  from  a  statement 
of  deductions.  Are  they  his  own  deductions 
or  somebody  else's  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDUBAND— Some  members 
are  treated  in  a  very  privileged  way,  because 
I  observe  some  of  my  hon.  colleagues  with 
copies  following  line  for  line  tbe  speech  of 
the  hon.  gentleman.  Why  have  we  not  also 
been  furnished  with  copies  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  hon.  gentle- 
man can  read  these  opinions,  whether  they 
are  his  own  thoughts  or  somebody  else's. 
The  bon.  gentleman  does  not  trouble  the 
House  often  atid  he  Is  not  a  trained  speaker, 
Hon.  Hr.  BEIQUE. 


therefore  a  little  allowance  shonld  be  mad« 
for  him.  I  am  sorry  to  see  tbe  most  skilful 
deleters  In  the  House  endearonrtng  to  stop 
the  taon.  gentleman  who  Is  speaking  for  tbe 
first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— In  answer  to 
tlie  bon.  gentleman  from  Tni-o-;to.  I  ::--s;i. 
the  full  responsibility  for  these  notes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— That  is  not  an 
answer.  Tbe  question  is,  are  these  the  hon. 
gentleman's  own  deductions  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— Tbe  bon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  ask  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  am  rising  to 
a  point  of  (Hder  which  I  tbink  I  have  a  pa* 
feet  right  to  do.  lAe  hon.  gentleman  Is  read- 
ing from  Bometblttg  prepared  by  somebody 
else,  which  be  bas  no  right  to  read  bete. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  would  ask  the  rul- 
ing of  tiie  chair  on  tbe  point  of  order  raised 
by  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Toronta 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— In  order  thit 
the  hon.  gentleman  of  whom  I  am  speaking 
may  understand  what  my  point  Is,  I  wish 
to  say  that  I  do  not  want  in  any  sense  to  be 
understood  as  objecting  to  the  hon.  gentle- 
man  In  reading  his  own  composition.  Tbe 
rule  Is  quite  plain  and  reads  as  follows : 

The  readlnflT  ol  writteD  speeches  which  bn 
been  allowed  la  other  deliberative  usembUw 
has  never  been  recognised  in  either  Honsi 
of  parliament. 

That  is  not  the  branch  I  am  objecting  to. 
If  the  hon.  gentleman  says  it  is  his  own  com- 
position I  have  nothing  more  to  say  aboot 
It.  Tbe  rule  proceeds  : 

A  member  mar  read  extracts  from  docn- 
mentB,  but  bis  own  langaagfl  must  be  delivered 
bona  nde  in  the  form  of  his  own  compoeitloB. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
did  not  follow  the  rule  in  replying  to  the 
speech  from  the  Throne. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- 1  object  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  reading  a  compilation 
of  deductions  which  be  has  not  made  him- 
self, unless  he  gives  his  own  authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— How  can  the  hon. 
gentleman  state  that  he  did  not  make  it  bim- 
selC  ?  I  do  not  think  any  bon.  gentleman 
has  tbe  right  to  say  tbe  hon.  genttemao  Is 
not  reading  bis  own  sentiments.  It  ia  no- 
body's business  whether  remarks  I  am  mak- 
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tog  ate  prepared  by  my  taistorinn,  as  loitg 
afl  I  accept  responsibility  for  them,  and  hv 
has  DO  right  to  cbttllenge  tbe  sentiments  of 
auy  hon'  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS — Strictly,  according 
to  parliamentary  decomm,  It  was  perfectly 
rlgbt  to  refer  to  the  matter  of  a  gentleman 
reading  his  speech,  but  it  Is  done  sometimes 
□nder  the  name  of  having  copious  notes.  It 
Is  a  rule  that  is  trespassed  upon.  If  I  am 
.  allowed  to  express  my  opinion  on  it,  I  think 
It  Is  a  little  unfoi-tunate  to  make  any  refer- 
ence to  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR— That  is  not  the  ques- 
tion I  am  talking  about.  He  is  entitled  to 
read  bis  own  speecli. 

The  SPBAKEfi^I  think  I  understand  the 
question  of  order  raised.  The  authority 
cited  Is  May,  a  recognized  authority  here, 
and  I  think  that  the  point  of  order  is  welt 
taken.  It  is  not  a  question  as  to  whether 
the  hon.  gentleman  shall  be  allowed  to  read 
bla  speech  but  whether  he  shall  be  allowed 
to  read  sometblng  complied  by  somebody 
else.  There  are  cases  cited  bere  -at  page 
295  of  May,  which  are  really  stronger  than 
the  case  now  before  us,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Moncton  is  reading  some- 
thing that  has  been  prepared  by  somebody 
else  be  is  Tlolating  the  rales  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWBENEY— 1  understand 
the  Speaker  has  decided  against  me. 

The  SPEAKBB~If  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Moncton  will  state  what  he  Is  reading, 
perhaps  the  hon.  member  from  Toronto  will 
withdraw  his  objection. 

Hon.  Ur.  KEB.It— I  have  no  objection  to 
his  reading,  but  we  want  the  authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEY— I  have  some 
more  matter.  I  have  a  letter  here  dated 
Uoncton,  K.B.,*  1904,  written  by  a  man  for- 
merly an  agent  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life 
Aasoclation,  which  reads  as  follows  : — 

HonotoD,  April  6,  1904. 

To  Senator  McSweener. 

Dear  Sir,— Referrins  to  a  discussion  that 
totA  plaM  In  th«  Senate  Id  re  Mutual  Re- 
aarr«  I^lfc  Insurance  Association  ot  New  York, 
I  mar  say  I  was  one  of  the  agents  for  that 
association  and  was  agent  also  for  the  following 
associations,  viz..  Dominion  Safety  Fund  Lite 
of  St.  John,  Mutual  Relief  of  Yarmouth,  N.S., 
llMaaehiisetts  Benefit  of  Hartford,  Conn.,  Cov- 
•naot  Mutual  ot  Galeaburg,  Illinois.  All  the 
49^ 


above  associations  bad  the  necessary  deposits 
with  the  Dominion  government  and  were  licens- 
ed to  do  business  in  Canada.  In  talcing  applica- 
tions, all  agenta  explained  that  policy-holders 
were  fully  protected  by  the  d^oslt,  and  that 
the  Insurance  Department  at  Ottawa  inspected 
the  Insurance  business  each  year,  consequently 
there  was  no  chance  for  fraud,  in  fact  that  the 
Insurance  Department  was  created  expressly  to 
protect  policy-holders  against  being  defrauded. 
Now  the  facts  are  that  the  Dominion  Safety 
Fund  Life  of  St.  John  went  out  of  bueiness  by 
transferring  a  few  policy-holders  to  the  Great 
West  at  much  higher  rates— the  rest  all  lost 
their  insurance. 

The  Mutual  Relief  of  YarmouUi,  N.S.,  went 
out  of  business,  transferring  what  they  could  to 
the  Massachusetts  Benefit  of  Hartford,  Cons.,  U. 
S.A. — the  rest,  those  that  did  not  transfer,  lost 
their  insurance.  The  Massachusetts  in  turn  soon 
became  insolvent  and  all  policy-holders  lost  in- 
surance. The  Covenant  Mutual  of  Oalesburg, 
illinolB,  U.S.A.,  went  Into  Insolvency  and  trans- 
ferred their  policy-holders  to  another  Ameri- 
can association  that  had  no  deposit  with  the 
Dominion  government  or  license  to  do  business 
in  Canada.  Canadian  policy-holders  would  not 
transfer  to  such  an  association.  This  associa- 
tion sent  out  notices  to  policy-holders  asking 
remittances  after  they  were  aware  they  were 
Insolvent.  The  remittances  sent  them  they  say 
they  handed  over  to  the  association  they  trans* 
ferred  to  (I  forget  the  name).  I  called  attention 
of  Minister  of -Ineurance  to  the  matter  and  asked 
tt  Canadian  policy-holders  were  protected  by 
the  government  deposit.  He  sent  me  the  In- 
surance Act,  but  I  was  not  sufficiently  posted 
In  law  to  understand  it.  My  daughter  was  car< 
ryiog  a  policy  and  sent  them  a  remittance  after 
they  knew  they  were  Insolvent.  She  got  a 
notice  of  insolvency  from  them  the  next  da] 
after  sending,  and  they  wrote  her,  some  time 
after,  they  had  handed  her  remittance  to  the 
American  association  referred  to  above. 

You  know  the  history  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
of  New  York. 

I  Jield  a  policy  in  the  Dominion  Safety  Fund 
Life  Association  of  St.  John  when  it  ceased 
doing  business,  and  as  I  would  not  transfer  to 
the  Great  West  at  greatly  Increased  rates,  con- 
sequently lost  insurance.  I  was  also  a  policy- 
holder in  the  Yarmouth  Mutual  when  it  trans- 
ferred to  the  Massachusetts  Benefit.  I  refused  to 
be  transferred  as  they  charged  double  rates, 
consequently  lost  Insurance. 

Conductor  Hughes  of  Moncton  took  insurance 
from  me  for  $5,000  and  paid  premiums  regularly 
for  seven  or  eight  years  in  the  Mutual  Rv'serve 
of  New  York,  and  lost  all. 

Mrs.  Benjamin  Tombs  also  took  Insurance  In 
same  association  and  both  paid  till  association 
squeezed  them  out.  There  are  many  others  X 
could  mention.  The  names  of  all  policy-holders 
in  each  of  the  associations  I  have  named  can  be 
got,  if  wanted,  from  the  Insurance  Department 
at  Ui'a.va. 

I  was  very  glad  to  see  this  matter  brought  up 
by  the  Senate  and  will  be  glad  to  see  It  pursued 
and  the  insuring  public  informed  about  what 
protection  the  deposit  ot  S60,UOO  and  license  to 
do  business  in  Canada  Is  to  policy-holders.  In 
all  the  cases  I  have  mentioned  It  has  been  a 
positive  injury,  the  Insurance  companies  all 
publish  the  fact  that  they  have  made  the  de- 
posit and  are  licensed  by  the  Dominion  goTem- 
ment  to  do  business,  that  all  insurance  bcslness 
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Is  audited  and  Isspectcd  once  a  rear  and  It  ii 
imposilble  for  Insurance  companies  to  do  a,aj 
loose  or  tricky  business.  Still  we  find  they  have 
all  stopped  doing  business  when  they  found  it 
moat  convenient  for  themselves. 

It  18  well  understood  that  tber*  is  Tery  little 
risk  on  lives  who  will  pass  a  good  medical  ex- 
amination for  the  first  five  years,  consequently 
If  associations  can  be  formed  and  deposit  made 
and  license  obtained,  and  run  the  five  years 
until  the  membership  Is  la,rse  and  then  stop  and 
withdraw  the  government  deposit,  as  appears 
to  have  been  done  in  all  these  cases  mentioned. 
It  seems  to  open  a  door  for  rascality  in  the  In- 
surance buslDfiss  that  should  not  exist 

All  these  associations  collected  about  twice  as 
much  tor  Insurance  from  their  members  as 
would  have  been  necessary  to  carry  the  same 
amount  of  Insurance  in  any  of  the  mutual 
societies.  These  societies  are  not  protected  by 
the  governmeat  In  any  way.  Neither  are  they 
under  the  supervision  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Insurance.  Still  these  societies  all  exist,  pay 
claims  promptly  and  do  business  han'ourably, 
and  a  vast  amount  of  good.  The  Icnowledge  I 
have  about  the  insurance  associations  referred 
to  and  the  way  they  went  out  of  business,  has 
caused  me  to  think  It  doubtful  if  any  policy- 
holders of  the  old  line  companies  are  any  better 
protected,  or  even  those  carrying  fire  insurance 
riski,  are  sny  better  iwotected  than  were  those 
in  the  associations  that  went  out  of  business 

I  consider  this  an  Important  matter  and  have 
written  you  very  fully.  (Perhaps  you  have 
noticed  this.)  However,  there  must  have  been 
millions  of  dollars  taken  out  of  the  working- 
people  of  Canada  by  these  associations,  and  a 
very  large  part  of  it  went  to  the  United  States 
of  America,  Not  only  this,  but  the  people  of 
Canada  have  been  taxed  to  pay  salaries  of  a  de- 
partment of  insurance  for  protection,  and  being 
confident  they  would  be  protected,  took  In- 
surance and  lost  the  amounts  paid  as  well  as 
Insurance,  and  in  many  cases  found  on  account 
of  falling  health  they  could  not  get  insurance 
even  If  they  were  not  too  much  disgusted  to 
take  chances  of  being  pulled  again. 

Yours,  &c.,  , 

JOHN  L.  STEVENS. 

As  we  were  coming  out  of  the  committee 
room  this  morning  I  njet  Mr.  Dalton,  Clerk 
ot  Private  Bills  In  the  House  of  Commons 
He  stated  to  me  that  he  had  paid  $2,000 
Into  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  in  the  Inst 
eight  years.  The  assessments  had  Increased 
so  much  that  he  was  compelled  to  drop  out. 
Since  this  Investigation  opened,  I  hare  mat 
people  who  say  they  were  squeezed  out  on 
one  pretext  and  another,  and  I  think  It 
would  be  a  sreat  calamity  for  the  policj'- 
holders  Insured  now,  as  well  as  the  people 
who  might  possibly  talie  insurance,  If  this 
company  were  allowed  to  conduct  the  In 
sura  nee  business  again  under  any  Ucense- 
We  have  enough  evidence  before  the  com- 
mittee. We  have  been  sitting  tor  weeks 
past,  and  after  what  has  transpired  before- 
the  committee  I  do  not  think  there  is  a 
Hon.  Mr.  MoSWElENEY. 


province  In  Canada  or  a  state  in  the  Cnitel 
States  that  would  aUow  that  company  to 
do  business.  Their  record  la  Canada  alone 
Is  that  $44,000,000  of  insurance  has  been 
dropped  In  four  years.  What  worse  record 
can  you  find  tban  that  ?  The  Moss  contract 
is  a  most  outrageous  contract  And  Mob* 
recelTed  9197,000  over  and  above  what  be 
paid  out 
Subsection  4  reads  : 

For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  proviaioni 
of  this  section,  separate  and  distinct  registers 
and  books  of  account  shall  be  opened  and  kept, 
showing  respectively  all  policies  Issued  siLd 
business  transacted  by  such  company  after  the 
date  mentioned  In  the  said  notice,  and  all 
policies  Issued  and  business  transacted  before 
said  date ;  and  such  books  and  reglstsn 
shall  show  all  assets,  liabilities,  monen 
and  securities  belonging  or  appertaining 
to  the  said  respective  portions  of  sndi 
company's  business ;  and  tlie  assets  aad 
entire  business  of  the  said  respective  portlou 
shall  be  kept  absolutely  separate  and  distinct ; 
and  the  reserves  or  assets  applicable  to  tbe 
policies  issued  by  such  company  after  the  date 
mentioned  In  the  said  notice  shall  not  be  avail* 
able  In  any  way  for  any  liability  of  sndi  com- 
pany arlsfng  out  of  any  policy  Issued  hy  It  on 
the  assessment  plan. 

Another  reason  why  I  think  the  Senate 
should  not  pass  this  Bill  Is  because  thej 
should  wait  for  the  report  of  the  committee 
appointed  to  Investigate  the  affairs  of  ths 
company  In  Canada.  I  think  there  must  be 
something  radically  wrong  when  they  want 
to  push  this  Bill  through.  The  least  thej 
could  do  would  be  to  wait  and  let  the  com- 
mittee report  We  want  to  be  treated  fairly 
in  that  way.  I  am  one  of  the  committee, 
and  at  first  I  was  not  prejudiced  against 
the  company,  but  I  am  now.  I  have  seen 
enough  to  convince  me  that  they  should  not 
get  a  license  in  Canada.  Their  record  is 
bad.  I  have  received  a  letter  from  Andrew 
Snider,  of  Bradford,  in  which  he  says : 

Tou  may  exchange  your  certificate,  however, 
for  a  whole  life  non-particIpatlng  policy,  with- 
out medical  examination,  which  rate  will  be  in 
excess  of  tbe  amount  you  are  now  being  asked 
to  pay,  but  It  will  give  you  a  contract  with  an 
absolutely  fixed  rate  under  which  the  reserra 
will  be  deposited  with,  the  Dominion  govern* 
ment,  and  your  contract  will  contain  cash  sur- 
render and  paid-up  Insurance  values,  and  y<w 
will  then  know  definitely  what  amount  you  will 
be  called  upon  to  pay  from  year  to  year.  Instead 
of  continuing  along  with  the  expectation  of  b<- 
curing  Insurance  at  less  than  cost,  with  th" 
prospect  of  certain  increases,  which  might 
Impair  your  future  Insurance,  or  perhaps  for- 
feit It. 

There  can  be  no  need  for  new  legislation 
If  this  is  tbe  case.    The  Insurance  com- 
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paDiea  are  not  In  favour  of  this  Bill ;  they 
consider  this  is  a  Bill  framed  expressly  for 
the  purpose  of  helping  the  Mutual  Reserve, 
and  not  for  the  benefit  of  tbe  old  line  com- 
panies ;  and  even  ta  Its  amended  form,  I 
am  satisfied  they  do  not  require  it;  and  I 
gaestdon  very  mncb  whether  It  would  be 
an;  beneAt  to  tbe  poUcy-^oMers  of  thf> 
Mutual  Reserve  If  they  renewed  their  In- 
rarance.  Therefore,  I  certainly  think  it 
would  be  radically  wrong  to  pass  Bill  H  and 
grant  them  a  license.  The  net  value  (re- 
serve) of  the  regular  life  or  old  Une  business 
In  Canada.  December  31,  1908,  was  $124,- 
766.  of  which  $84,576.63  waa  made  up  of 
premium  notes  or  Hens,  leaving  only  (40, 
188.87  of  actual  cash  assets  deposited  In 
Canada  for  the  protection  of  the  regular  life 
or  old  line  business,  and  which  would  be 
about  all  "that  would  be  left  secure  If  Bill 
H  becomes  law,  it  being  a  fact  that  the  new 
contracts,  option  1,  would  have  no  reserve 
at  date  of  Issue,  and  the  new  contracts, 
option  2,  woruKl  have  a  reserve  made  up.  of 
liens  on  paper  and  of  no  value  as  an  asset 
If  BUI  H  passes  as  it  now  stands  it  will  de- 
prive policy-holders  of  their  right  to  begin 
suits  against  the  company  for  the  recovery 
of  damages  for  any  cause. 

This  section  should  be  amended  to  read  : 
'  Nothing  In  this  Act  shall  affect  any  suit 
action  or  other  proceedings  now  pending,*  or 
tbat  may  hereafter  be  brought  '  lu  respect 
of  any  assessment  policy  *  In  force  prior  to 
to  the  passage  of  this  amendment- 
Canadian  assessment  business  does  not 
stand  alone.  More  than  two-thirds  of  the 
business  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  As- 
sociation is  in  exactly  the  same  position  as 
is  its  assessment  bnslnras  in  Canada,  and  la 
all  treated  and  valued  In  the  same  way  by 
the  Insurance  Department  of  the  State  of 
New  York  without  regard  to  the  country  in 
which  it  exists. 

Q.  Hon.  Mr.  WOOD.  "  This  makes  no  dltCer- 
enee  between  tbe  Assessment  Insuraoce  and 
Legal  Reserve  7  " 

'  A.  We  do  Dot  keep  accounts  separately  as 
with  any  State  op  with  any  Country,  exceipting  as 
ter  as  the  expenditttres  ia  that  country  are  con- 
ceraed,  and  the  balance  of  the  contributions 
subject  to  the  general  funds  of  the  Company 
towards  the  general  expenses,  and  the  meeting 
of  the  general  expenaes,  and  the  meeting  of  the 
general  expenditures,  and  towards  the  accumu- 
latlon  for  the  general  protection  of  all  the  busi- 
ness of  the  Company."  Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  vlce- 
Dresldent  and  actuary,  No.  4,  p.  22. 

"  The  Canadian  policy  holders  have  the  pro- 
tection of  every  other  dollar  of  the  company's 


assets  no  matter  where  situated/'  Geo.  D. 
Eldrldge,  vice-president  and  actuary.  No.  3,  p. 
80. 

The  fact  that  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association  reincorporated  and  is  an 
*  old  line '  company  did  not  alter  the  relutton- 
ahlp  of  the  assessment  business  In  Canada 
anj  more  than  it  did  the  assessment  busi- 
neas  In  any  other  conntry.  It  has  advant- 
ages now  which  it  will  not  have  If  *  BUI  H ' 
becomes  law.  The  company  has  made  every 
effort  within  Its  power  to  induce  assessment 
policy-holders  to  change  their  Insurance  to 
the  regular  life  plan,  and  at  the  end  of  five 
years  about  75  per  cent  of  the  total  insur- 
ance in  force  is  on  the  assessment  plan  still. 

The  annual  mortuary  premiums  on  this  cer- 
tificate, or  policy  of  insurance,  after  the  same 
has  been  in  force  for  fifteen  years  from  Its 
date,  shall  not  Include  any  further  contribu- 
tions to  the  reserve  or  emergency  fund,  nor 
shall  tbe  net  amount  of  such  annual  mortuary 
premiums  thereafter  exceed  the  pro  rata  annual 
mortuary  premiums  required  by  the  actual 
mortuary  experience  of  the  association,  or  the 
amount  called  for  by  tbe  Actuaries'  Tables  of 
Mortality.  Provision  7.  page  2,  Mutual  Reserve 
Policy,  Issued  1888, 

'  Death  claims  shall  be  a  first  charge  on  all 
moneys  realized  from  assessments,  and  no 
deduction  shall  be  made  from  any  such  death  on 
any  account  whatsoever.  Insurance  Act,  sec- 
tion 39,  subsection  4. 

The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Insurance 
Company  now  has  the  right  to  do  business 
as  an  old  line  and  as  an  assessment  com- 
pany in  Canada.  The  members  and  tbe 
company  are  free  to  transfer  from  the  one 
plan  to  the  other. 

The  cost  Is  limited  by  contract  to  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  tbe  Actuaries*  Table  of 
Mortality  or  the  actual  mortality  experience 
of  the  association  as  a  whole. 

All  approved  claims  must  be  paid  in 
full.  " 

The  deposits  for  the  protection  of  Cana- 
dian policy-holders  cannot  be  withdrawn. 

The  Canadian  assessment  policy-holders 
do  not  stand  alone  now  any  more  than  they 
ever  did,  and  '  iiave  the  protection  of  every- 
dollur  of  tbe  company's  assets  no  matter 
where  situated.'  Tbe  Canadian  assessment 
polloy-holders  are  in  a  much  better  position 
under  the  law  as  It  now  stands  than  they 
will  be  if  the  pro[>osed  amendment  to  tbe 
Insurance  Act  passes. 

The  real  purpose  of  'BUI  H'  Is,  not  to 
provide '  relief  *  for  policy-holders,  but  to  give 
the  Mutual  Reserve  a  new  lease  of  life  and 
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a  certlBcate  of  health  and  of  good  conduct 
from  the  piirtlament  of  Canada. 

That  It  is  the  company  and  not  the  policy- 
bolders  that  will  be  benefited  by  the  pro- 
posed amendment  to  the  Insurance  Act  ap- 
pears : 

(a.)  It  will  authorize  tlie  company  to  put 
a  lien  on  all  assessment  policies  In  Canada 
without  the  consent  of  tlie  Insurwl,  the  au- 
thority for  doing  so  being  '  Bill  H '  aud 
article  7t  sec.  2,  of  Its  by-laws. 

This  will  reduce  the  amount  actually  In- 
sured by  hundreds  of  thousfinds  of  dollars 
Insurance  without  actually  reducing  the  erst 
to  the  insured  a  single  dollar. 

(b.)  If  '  Bill  H  '  becomes  law.  as  it  now 
stands  it  will  release  the  whole  of  the  de- 
posit now  held  for  the  protection  of  Cana- 
dian assessment  policy-holders  and  band  It 
over  to  the  company.  The  policy-holders 
will  get  no  part  of  It  In  cash  under  any  of 
the  options.  Tho  so-called  '  dividend '  is  not 
to  be  paid  to  the  Insured  In  casli  but  in 
' paid-up  Insurance '  to  'be  deducted  from 
the  amount  of  the  lien,'  or  to  be  '  applied  to 
reduce  the  yearly  renewable  term  premiums.' 
See  paragraph  (d),  page  3,  '  Bill  H.' 

Having  obtained  the  release  of  the  deposit 
now  held  for  the  protection  of  assessment 
policy-holders  in  Canada  the  company,  by 
continuing  to  write  new  business,  however 
small,  until  the  so-called  '  dividend '  was 
paid,  as  It  can  be,  without  the  insured  re- 
ceiving a  single  dollar  in  cash,  could  cease 
doing  new  business  in  Canada  and  with- 
draw tlie  whole  deposit  in  Canada  otlier 
than  the  amount  held  for  the  protection  of 
Its  regular  life  or  old  line  business.  See 
section  5,  page  4.  '  So  long  as  the  company 
Is  undertaking  In  Canada  new  contracts  of 
InsHrance,'  &c, 

If  '  Bill  H '  becomes  law  It  will  at  once 
ti'ansform  the  whole  assessment  policies  in 
Canada  Into  new  contracts  and  reduce  the 
amount  iusured  by  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars  In  '  Hens '  provided  for  under  article 
7,  section  2,  of  the  by-laws  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Insurance  Compjiny. 
Under  the  coutract,  so  changed,  no  policy- 
holder can  ever  be  certain  of  the  amount 
payable  under  his  policy  when  It  becomes  a 
claim. 

Article  7,  section  2. — By-LAws. 
'  If  the  net  value  of  the  funds  which  any  class 
existing  at  the  dat«  of  relncorporatloa  of  this 
Company  under  Sec.  52  of  the  lasurancs  Laws 
Hon.  Mr.  McSWEKNEY. 


*  *  *  shall  be  determined  by  the  actuar/  of 
the  Compaoy  to  be  leas  in  amount  at  any  timt 
than  the  reserve  required  by  these  By-Laws  aai 
the  policy  contracts  of  said  class,  of  which  thv 
same  (By-Laws)  form  a  part,  or  by-law,  each 
certificate  or  policy  of  said  class  shall  be  char- 
geable with  an  amount  limited  to  Ita  eQoitabl* 
share  of  such  deficiency,  to  be  determined  br 
the  actuary  of  the  Company,  which  amount  may 
stand  as  an  Interest-bearing  loan  upon  the  le- 
L-urlly  of  such  reserve,  as  provided  in  section 
5  of  this  article,  constituting  a  lien  against  the 
Insuratice  under  each  such  certificate  or  poller, 
and  any  dividends  or  surplus  accruing  thereon, 
which  lien  may,  however,  at  the  election  of  tha 
member  of  policy  bolder,  be  paid  In  cash  and 
cancelled.' 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEBE*— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman Is  reading  from  a  document  which 
is  not  his  own,  I  shall  rise  to  a  point  of  or- 
der nud  I  do  it  with  considerable  diffidence. 
I  appreciate  the  right  of  free  speech  in  the 
Senate  as  much  as  any  hon.  gentleman,  bat 
the  i-eadiug  of  It  will  appeal  to  any  bos. 
gentleman  In  this  Senate,  If  It  is  permitted 
with  reference  to  the  proceedings  before  the 
House.  If  hon.  gentlemen  can  rise  in  their 
places  and  read  documents  either  In  favour 
of  or  against  legislation  which  we  may  be 
considering,  It  is  the  same  ns  importing 
into  this  House  any  outsider  and  permitting 
liim  to  address  the  House.  The  point  or 
order  Is  stated  at  page  460  of  Bourlnot  » 
follows  : — 

Nor  is  It  in  order  to  read  articles  In  news- 
papers, letters  or  other  communlcatioui, 
whether  printed  or  written,  emanating  from 
persons  outside  of  the  House  and  referring  to 
or  commenting  on  or  denying  anything  said  by 
a  member,  or  expressing  any  oplaton  refiectlns 
on  proceedinKS  within  the  House. 

That  Is  to  say  no  document  can  be  read 
from  any  person  outside  of  the  House  re- 
ferring to  proceedings  within  the  Hoose 
and,  on  the  ground  which  I  have  mentioned, 
the  reason  of  the  rule  Is  quite  logical.  The 
reason  I  raise  the  point  of  order  at  thU 
Juncture  is  not  so  much  to  suppress  what 
my  hon.  friend  has  said,  as  to  sappreaa 
anonymous  letters  wblch  have  been  read  In 
very  great  numbers. 

Hon.  Mr.  WIIiSON— Hu  the  hon.  geatle* 
man  a  right  to  make  a  speech  on  the  point 
of  order  ? 

Hon  Mr.  LOUGHESD— I  am  speaking  to 

it 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOHAN— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man state  the  anonymous  letters  which 
have  been  read  7 
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Hon.  Mr.  LOUQHBBD— I  beard  totters 

read  without  knowing  from  whom  they 
came. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— Let  the  hon.  gentleman 
state  his  point  ut  order.  Tills  U  the  House 
and  not  the  special  committee. 

Hon.  Mr  L01T6HEED— This  House  Is 
composed  of  some  eighty  odd  members,  and 
while  eighty  of  them  are  willing  to  acwrd 
to  an  hon.  gentleman  a  reasonable  degree 
of  time  to  address  this  House,  yet  they  do 
humbly  implore  that  a  reasonable  time 
should  be  given  to  them  to  express  them- 
aelxes  on  any  questions  which  are  properly 
before  the  Honse,  and  while  I  appreciate 
the  wisdom  that  may  fall  from  the  hon. 
jetftleman  from  Victoria  division,  yet  I  do 
claim  to  have  the  right  to  eipress  my  own 
opinions,  notwithstanding  the  adverse  oplu- 
loQS  he  may  have  upon  the  same  subject.  I 
do  say  that  the  dignity  of  this  ^oose  should 
assert  Itself  in  snppresslDg  the  reading  of 
namerons  letters  from  all  parts  of  this  Do- 
minion, dealing  with  the  subject  which  we 
are  Investigating,  and  which  is  on  Inquiry 
before  the  House,  and  when  we  cannot  pos* 
sibly  exaonine  the  persons  who  have  writ- 
ten the  letters.  For  instance  no  one  in  any 
deliberative  body  would  dream  of  permitting 
auouymoos  letters  to  be  read  with  Impunity 
wiliiont  having  the  opportunity  of  examin- 
ing the  parties  who  have  written  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEENEnT— I  do  not  think 
I  read  any  anonymous  letters 

Hon.  Mr  IiOUGHBSiI>— I  acQott  my  hoa. 
friend  from  Moneton  of  having  read  any 
anoiiymoQS  letters.  What  I  had  reference  to 

was  a  number  of  letters  that  in  Uie  earlier 
stages  of  this  discussion  were  read  before 
the  House,  and  have  appeared  upon  the  de- 
bates. I  do  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  If  it 
is  not  inconsistent  with  the  dignity  of  this 
House  that  letiors  shonld  be  read  which  do 
not  come  from  any  responsible  source,  or 
sources  of  which  we  know  nothing.  I  ap- 
peal to  hon.  gentlemen  who  are  supporting 
the  inquiry  asked  for  by  my  hon.  friend 
fnwn  ttothesay,  If  It  is  not  In  keeping  with 
the  dignity  of  this  Houoe  that  only  docu* 
Dvutory  evident  sbonl^  come  befoce  U  oB 
irill  psrxpft  t^e  HoMS0  to  make  a  cloae  es- 
amMuti^n  into  the  sowrce  from  which  It  has 
«ome  aad  weighing  it«  vajue  either  before 


tbe  committee  of  Investigation  or  otherwise  ; 
but  I  would  point  out  again  that  the  read> 
iQg  of  such  articles  referring  to  proceedings 
before  this  House  Is  entirely  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  knows 
the  custom  In  this  House,  and  knows  that 
hon.  members  continuously  read  extracts 
from  papers  and  nobody  ever  believes 
them.  It  was  only  yesterday  the  leader 
of  tiie  opposition  read  a  report  of 
i=ome  speech  made  In  England.  It  is  con- 
tinually done,  and  a  great  deal  of  allowance 
U  made  to  tbe  hon.  gentlemen  making  ttelr 
speeches.  They  quote  from  books  and  for- 
mer speeches  to  make  up  their  argument, 
iiud  no  one  knows  that  better  than  my  hon. 
friend.  They  never  express  their  own  op- 
inion. They  express  the  opinion  of  Jurists 
of  two  or  three  hundred  years  ago;  they  form 
their  diagnosis  on  the  opinions  given  by 
olfeer  people,  and  It  is  not  exactly  the  fair 
thing  that  young  members  of  this  House 
should  be  stopped  by  an  objection  of  that 
kind,  because  this  has  been  the  practice  for 
>ears  and  hon.  members  have  been  allowed 
the  greatAt  liberty.  Tbe  hon.  Speaker 
knows  that  as  veil  as  I  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHBBD— The  point  the  bon. 
gentleman  has  mentioned  is  well  taken,  but 
he  did  not  appreciate  the  point  which  I  rais- 
ed. The  point  of  order  Is  that  no  document 
written  by  an  outsider  referring  to  a  debate 
'before  the  House  can  be  read  by  a  member 
In  the  House.  An  bou.  member  is  at  llbertj 
to  rend  a  newspaper  article  and  ask  for  ai 
explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-If  mj 
hon.  friend  saw  an  article  In  tbe  newspaper 
with  reference  to  himself  he  would  read  it 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED-— I  am  referring 
to  a  debate  before  the  House. 

Hon.  iliT.  WILSON— The  hon.  Speaker 
4ias  not  given  his  decision  on  tbe  point  of 

order.  I  think  that  matter  should  be  decid- 
ed 80  that  we  may  know  what  position  we 
ore  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  TESSIER— It  strikes  me  that 
the  first  question  to  be  decided  would  be 
orhether  the  speech  the  bon.  gentleman  ifi 
making  hod  heen  prepared  by  blmself. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOBAN— Or  his  secretary. 
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Hon.  Mr.  TBSSIBR— We  bave  nothing  to 
tbow  that.  There  Is  nothing  to  show  that 

it  has  not  been  prepared  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man himself.  We  take  it  that  the  speech 
has  been  prepared,  and  he  ought  to  be  al- 
lOTred  by  the  House  to  read  a  speech  on  sucb 
a  difficult  technical  question  as  this.  I  do 
not  see  why  the  House  would  not  allow  him 
to  do  80.  lAe  rule  Is  that  a  member  cannot 
read  bis  speech.  ■  We  find  the  following  in 
■Bourlnot : 

'  Members  maj,  however,  make  use  of  notea  Id 
delivering  speeches. 

That  Is  the  rule,  and  It  has  always  been 

done,  and  I  do  not  know  wiby  we  should 
be  so  strict  to-day.  Since  I  have  been  here 
I  have  seen  it  done  many  a  time.  At  any 
rate  the  hon.  gentleman  said  when  inter- 
rupted that  he  was  reading  from  copIou^ 
notes.  You  have  to  take  his  word  for  It, 
and  If  be  Is  reading  copious  notes  he  Is  fol- 
lowing the  true  doctrine  and  should  be  al- 
lowed to  do  It 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— When  this 
question  was  first  raised  by  the  hon.  member 
from  de  Salaberry,  my  question  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Moncton  was  as  to  whe- 
ther these  deductions  had  been  compiled  by 
himself  or  by  some  one  else. 

Hon.  Bfr.  DOMVILLE— No,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  entirely  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  should  llko 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  gentleman  hlmseR 
on  tiiat  point  It  was  suggested  to  me,  and 
I  knew  nothing  about  the  matter  before, 
and  I  only  make  the  Inquiry  now  becauso 
It  will  enable  the  hon.  gentleman  to  put 
the  matter  right  himself.  It  was  suggested 
to  me  afterwards  that  this  document  was 
being  read  In  violation  of  the  rulee,  a  pre- 
pared statement,  made  up  partly  of  deduc- 
tions and  partly  of  statements  of  fact  and 
partly  supposed  argument  prepared  by  a 
witness  who  has  been  examined  before  the 
committee  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— And  whoso 
Statement  would  not  be  received  in  thin 
House  at  all,  although  It  was  received  be- 
fore the  committee.  I  put  the  matter  to  the 
hon.  gentleman,  and  I  know  whatever  state' 
ment  he  makes  about  it  the  House  wUi 
accept. 

Hon.  Mr.  CX^RAN. 


Hut.  Hr.  WILSON— Who  Is  ttie  hon.  gea- 
tl«nan*s  Informant  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLE}N— I  quite  admit  thai; 
as  a  general  rale,  It  is  not  desirable  that 
mambers  should  read  th^  speeches  closely 
from  notes,  though  I  hare  a  distinct  recol- 
lection of  such  noted  men  as  the  Hon.  Ed- 
ward Blake  reading  bis  entire  speech  in  tbe 
House  of  Commons  in  the  opening  of  par- 
liament from  beginning  to  end,  never  taking 
his  eye  off  the  manuscript  I  have  a  dis- 
tinct recollection  of  Mr.  (^plean  reading 
bis  speech  from  beginning  to  end— a  speecli 
that  lasted  for  four  hours— In  tbe  House 
of  Commons.  It  was  a  courtesy  that  was 
extended  to  him  as  a  ipromlnent  member  of 
the  House.  Nobody  ever  challenged  I^im. 
As  a  rule,  there  Is  always  a  certain  latitude 
allowed  to  new  men  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  the  Senate,  and  It  should  be  so. 
My  hon.  friend  has  not  bad  a  parliamentary 
experience,  and  I  think  this  is  his  second 
or  third  speech.  As  a  matter  of  courtesy  to 
him  we  might  bare  overlooked  this  ques- 
tion. We  know  the  point  raised  by  my  hon. 
friend.  He  may  be  right  or  wrong.  My 
hon.  friend  from  Moncton  stated  that  he 
assumed  the  respo\isibility  for  what  he  is 
reading,  and  even  If  It  was  prepared  witli 
his  assistance  and  under  his  eye,  and  witb 
his  sanction,  I  should  like  to  know  what 
member  of  the  House  has  not  re- 
ceived assistance  In  preparing  his 
speech.  I  should  like  to  know  who  pre- 
pares all  the  speeches  he  makes  him- 
self ?  He  quotes  from  speeches  deliverecl 
before,  and  obtains  extracts,  puts  them  to- 
gether, and  makes  speeches  bimselt  Owin; 
to  the  fact  that  my  hon.  friend  from  Moa^ 
ton  is  not  accustomed  to  addressing  tlie 
House,  be  may  be  compelled  to  keep  bis  eye 
more  closely  on  the  manuscript  than  be 
would  if  he  had  more  extended  experience, 
and  I  think  that  the  latitude  which  Is  usual- 
ly accorded  to  young  members  should  be  ex- 
tended to  him. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEUL-It  la 
not  a  question  of  courtesy  at  the  present  mo- 
ment The  question  before  the  chair  is 
simply  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Moncton  is  In  order  or  nol^  and  the  appeal 
on  behalf  of  the  hon.  member  from  Welling- 
ton Is  not  a  question  tiwt  the  Speaker  could 
consider  for  a  moment  If  the  question  hi 
raised  that  a  member  ot  the  Senate  is  not 
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1q  order,  the  Speaker  has  but  one  duty  to 
perform,  and  that  Is  to  decide  whether  h^ 
la  In  order  or  not  The  side  Isfrae  raised,  as 
to  the  experience  or  Inexperience  of  mem 
hers,  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it 
What  the  hon.  gentleman  from  WeUingtoa 
says  Is  quite  tme.  I  remember  when  I 
occupied  a  seat  on  that  side  of  the  House 
I  Introduced  a  Bill  consc^ldatliq;  the  whole 
of  the  banlirttptcy  law,  and  I  read  the  whole 
of  it,  and  I  did  it  for  this  reason  :  When  I 
rose  I  stated  that  the  character  of  the  Bill 
was  such  that  I  could  not  commit  all  the 
facts  to  memory,  and  I  asked  the  Indulgence 
of  the  House  to  do  so,  which  was  granted. 
Tlie  question  of  oi^er  was  not  raised.  Had 
It  l>een  raised,  all  the  Speaker  could  have 
said  would  be  that  the  hon.  gentleman  must 
dellT^  his  speech,  and  not  read  it. 
I  need  not  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman — I 
heard  him  make  the  remark — took  the  re- 
sponsibility for  hia  speech  himself.  That  is 
very  fair,  but  had  he  rose  and  said  he  had  a 
statement  In  his  hand,  of  which  a  number 
of  hon.  gentlemen  have  copies,  (I  have  it  In 
my  desk,  and  read  it  very  carefully,  a  couple 
of  days  ago).  It  would  have  been  different 
We  know  very  well  by  whom  it  was  pre- 
pared. Had  the  hon.  gentleman  said  that 
be  was  in  a  position  to  lay  certain  facts  be- 
fore the  House,  and  asked  the  indulgence  of 
the  Honse,  I  do  not  suppose  the  question 
would  have  been  raised ;  bu^  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, there  Is  but  one  duty  for  the 
Speaker  to  perform,  to  decide  the  point  of 
order  and  abide  by  It  and  not  waste  the 
time  of  the  House  In  continually  pleading 
for  concessions  which  have  not  been  asked. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  was  the  party  who 
raised  this  discussion  by  asking  the  hon. 
member  from  Moncton  from  what. source  he 
was  reading,  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
answered  that  he  was  reading  from  a  speech 
prepared  by  himself,  I  am  sure  nobody  would 
have  dreamed  of  objecting,  but  there  Is  an 
impression,  which  has  been  confirmed  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition,  that  this  docu- 
ment which  the  hon.  gentleman  has  been 
rending,  is  a  statement  copies  of  which  bad 
been  distributed,  amougst  a  number  of  the 
members  of  this  House,  and  Is  a  statement 
pr^ared  by  one  of  the  witnesses  who  has 
been  In  attendance  before  the  committee, 
and  who  has  had  any  amount  of  quarrel 
and  litigation  with  the  Mutual  Reserve  com- 


pany. Surely  we  are  entitled  to  know 
whether  this  Is  so  or  not  7  If  it  is 
so,  surely  nobody  will  pretend  that 
it  would  be  proper  for  us  to  listen 
to  any  document  of  the  kind,  or  to 
Import  any  such  documents  Into  the  dlscna- 
sion.  Are  we  to  understand  that  I  would 
be  at  liberty  at  the  evening  session,  or  to- 
morrow, to  have  an  answer  prepared  by  Mr. 
Eldrldge,  and  read  snch  a  document  to  the 
House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  already  had  one  prepared  by  him. 
He  read  one  In  the  committee  prepared  for 
him. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUSl — I  beg  the  hon.  geutle- 
man's  pardon  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— The  hon.  gentle- 

iman  said  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  hon.  gentleman 
is  not  speaking  in  accordance  with  the  fact 
I  affirm  here,  as  a  member  of  this  House, 
that  X  had  no  communication  whatever  with 
Mv.  Eldrldge  outside  of  the  committee,  and 
that  I  never  asked  Mr.  Eldridge  to  prepare 
any  document  or  statement  of  any  kind,  ex- 
cept what  I  asked  him  In  the  committee 
room,  and  I  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  take 
back  his  assertion,  which  is  not  according 
to  the  facta. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  state  It  fairly 
nud  distinctly,  and  my  confreres  in  the  com- 
mittee I  know  win  suppwt  me. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  must  not  refer  to  what  has 

taken  place  in  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  say  the  hon. 
member  had  a  paper  prepared  for  him  by 
Mr.  Eldrldge  which  was  read  In  committee 
to-day.  His  answer  is,  that  there  was  noth- 
ing prepared  for  him  by  Mr.  Eldrldge,  ex- 
cept what  he  asked  before  everybody  else. 
That  exception  may  cover  it.  I  simply  state 
what  took  place  In  the  committee,  and  I 
will  be  borne  out  by  the  members  of  the 
committee  who  were  present  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  said  that  there  was  a  document  prepared 
by  Mr.  Eldrldge  and  read  by  me  In  the  com- 
mittee. I  say  It  Is  not  In  accordance  with 
the  fact,  and  I  repeat  the  statement  that  I 
have  uever  bad  any  communication  with 
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Mr.  Eldrldge  outside  of  the  committee  joom, 
and  tbat  all  docnments  wblcb  have  been 

prepared,  have  been  prepared  when  I  asked 
him  as  a  member  of  the  committee  to  pre- 
pare sucli  a  document.  It  was  in  tbe  com- 
mittee and  never  outside  of  it,  and  I  ask 
tbe  bon.  member  to  wltbdraw  bis  assertion. 

Hon.  Mr.  EMDMVILLE— I  will  not  with- 
draw one  word  of  it,  because  I  can  prove  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  appeal  to  tbe  Speak- 
er of  the  House,  and  ask  that  the  bon.  mem- 
ber be  ordered  to  take  back  tbe  assertion 
which  he  has  made.  He  is  bound  to  accept 
my  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  tbink  tbere  Is  a 
little  misunderstanding  

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  have  raised  a  ques- 
tion of  order. 

Hoii.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Tbe  document  to 
which  the  bon.  member  from  Rothe8:ty 
evidently  refers,  was  a  document  that  Mr. 
Eldriage  swore  that  he  had  prepared  at  tbe 
suggestion  of  Senator  B^ique,  and  be  banded 
the  document  ovtr  lo  him  to  look  at.  The 
senator  took  it  and  looked  over  tbe  columns 
one  after  another,  and  banded  tbe  paper 
back  to  Mr.  Eldrldge.  The  committee  under 
stotd  it  liad  betn  prepared  under  tbe  direc- 
tion, or  at  the  request  of  Mr.  B^lque,  and  he 
rend  from  it.  Now,  I  suppose,  that  is  tbe 
document  my  hon.  friend  bas  referred  to. 
anil  when  tbe  hon.  gentleman  understands 
tbat  Is  what  was  referred  to,  It  modifies  the 
position. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  have  made  my 
statement  to  tbe  Senate,  and  In  tbe  face  of 
tbat  statement  tbe  bon.  member  from  Botbe- 
say  bas  risen  in  bis  seat  and  repeated 
tbe  assertion,  challenging  tbe  statement  I 
made,  and  I  say  he  is  not  In  order  In  stating 
anything  of  the  kind.  He  Is  bound  to  accept 
my  statement  and  withdraw  his. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  know 
what  to  make  of  my  ton.  frierd.  It  seems 
to  me,  when  you  get  In  with  so  many  law- 
yers there  is  so  much  hair-splitting  you  do 
not  know  where  you  are.  The  statement 
which  I  made,  and  which  I  stand  by,  is 
what  tbe  member  from  Wellington  bas  Just 
explained  in  bis  way,  and  which  Is  my  way 
«lso.  and  which  I  tell  the  House  wiU  be 
QorcDVQrat^d  by  tfis  ra»t  o(  the  oommUtee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


If  there  Is  anyliilng  to  be  taken  back.  I  Ha 
net  know  what  It  Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  McBWEENET— I  nm  sorry  I 
stiried  up  all  ihiM  temteat. 

The  SPEAKER— Two  questions  of  order 
liave  been  raised.  Due  regard  to  the  d  gnity 
of  tbe  House  would.require  that  ihesa  ques- 
tions of  order,  which  have  been  raised  in  a 
formal  way,  should  not  be  allowed  to  slide 
out  of  sight.  It  is  a  matter  for  the  Hoose 
to  say  whether  I  shou:d  decide  or  rot 

Some  bon.  GENTLEMEN— Chair  !  Chair  [ 

Tbe  SPEAKER^There  was  a  question 
nilsed,  I  think,  by  the  hon.  member  from  Cal- 
gary. There  la  no  doubt  about  the  rule.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  has  read  an 
authority  on  tbe  same  point  from  M;<y. 
Bourinot  lays  down  just  the  same  ductnite 
at  page  that  there  should  be  no  written 
speeches,  and  for  the  reason,  as  stated  b^ 
Fox,  that  if  the  practice  of  reading  written 
speeches  should  prevail,  members  might 
read  speeches  which  were  written  by  other 
people,  and  the  t  me  of  the  House  te  taken 
up  considering  the  arguments  of  persons 
who  are  not  deserving  of  attention.  The 
bon.  gentleman  cannot  read  a  speech.  la 
the  present  Instance,  it  was  stated  expressly 
1>7  tbe  hon.  gentleman  who  raised  tbe  Qi:es- 
tion  of  order,  that  he  would  not  object  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  MocctOn  reading  his 
own  speech,  but  be  did  object  to  his  readbig 
a  statement  ijrepared  by  somebcdy  else,  and 
tl'ttt  it  is  clearly  out  of  order.  In  May,  the 
Speaker  said  if  that  were  allowed,  people 
outside  would  be  able  to  miike  speeches  by 
proxy,  ai;d  It  would  lend  to  a  great  abase. 
With  respect  to  tbe  other  point  raised  Juat 
now  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  de  Sola- 
berry,  tbere  was  a  difference  between  the 
statemem:  made  by  the  hon.  gentlanan  from 
Rothesay,  and  the  statement  made  by  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry.  I  un- 
derstood tbe  bon.  gent'eman  from  Rothesay 
to  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry had,  in  tbe  committee,  this  momlBg 
read  a  statement  prepared  for  him  by  one  of 
tbe  wltuesses.  Tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry  stated  it  was  never  prepared 
for  him,  and  that  what  had  been  prepared 
was  prepared  at  the  instance  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

H«B.  Hr.  XmUYlhl^.  not  at  tbt 

lnst«nfis  4f  the  offla«iitt«e^ 
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The  SPEAKEH— The  hon.  gentlemnn 
from  de  Salaberry  said  he  had  had  no 
conreraation  or  interconrae  with  the  wit- 
ness, except  at  the  meeting  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  whatever  was  asked  for  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  at  the 
meeting  of  the  committee  was  practically 
asked  for  by  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— No. 

The  SPEA.KBIU-The  i^tement  of  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  apart 
ftltogetber  from  his  personal  character, 
must  be  received  by  the  House,  and  of  course 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay.  It 
la  for  the  House  to  deal  with  the  refusal  oC 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  withdraw  his  as- 
sertion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  couW  show  from  the 
records- 
Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— The  statement  o? 
facts,  s->  far  as  the  committee  is  concerned, 
Is  this- 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN — Order. 

Hon.  2Ir.  CLORAN— State  the  point  of 
order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  incident  as  to  the 
remarks  In  the  committee  Is  cloied,  unless 
the  House  wishes  to  reopen  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  TOUNG— The  leader  of  the  oppo- 
sition raised  a  point  of  order  which,  I  think, 
Is  of  as  much  importance  as  any  raised  to- 
day, and  that  is  making  reference  to  pro- 
ceedings In  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— I 
should  like  to  hare  that  point  of  order  set- 
tled. The  violation  of  the  rule  that  guides 
debating  has  led  to  all  this  difficulty,  and  If 
I  might  be  allowed  to  refer  to  the  debate  of 
last  night,  the  whole  night  was  taken  up  In 
discussing  something  that  we  should  not 
have  discussed  at  all,  that  is.  the  proceed- 
ings in  the  committee.  We  bad  not  the  re- 
port here,  and  yet  the  speeches  until  11  or 
12  o'clock  at  night,  were  devoted  almost 
exclnsively  to  what  took  place  in  the  com- 
mittee. My  point  Is.  and  I  hope  that  mem- 
bers In  future  will  take  the  responsibility 
of  calling  attention  to  the  fact  when  the 
role  la  broken,  that  a  member  has  no 
right  to  refer  to  proceedings  In  committee, 


In  debates  In  this  House,  until  all  the  docu- 
ments are  before  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  hB» 

stated  the  rule  correctly. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  regret  exceedingly 
the  hard  sayings  and  disorder  which  have 
originated  In  the  discussion  of  this  Im- 
portant question.  I  feel  that  It  Is  a  question 
far-reaching  in  Us  effects.  If  we  carry  thla 
Bill  In  Us  present  form,  we  must  more  or 
less  weaken  the  position  In  which  many 
other  of  the  important  Insurance  companies 
occupy  at  the  present  time.  Our  desire 
should  be  at  least  to  govern  ourselves  that 
no  reflection  may  go  forth  to  the  conntry,  In 
reference  to  our  Insurance  Institutions. 
Many  people  look  upon  life  Insurance  ns  a 
very  important  part  of  the  provisions  mad& 
for  themselves  and  for  their  families  after 
them,  and  that  being  the  case  we  should  do 
uothlng  to  reflect  upon  the  insurance  com- 
panies. One  hon.  gentleman  this  afternoon 
stated,  that  if  the  business  of  any  Insurance 
company  had  been  Investigated  as  closely 
as  that  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  it  would  be 
found  to  have  been  doing  wrong.  Is  that 
a  fair  Inslpuatlon  to  spread  broadcast 
through  the  country  ?  Is  the  House  In  a 
position  to  say  that  such  Is  the  ease  ?  Peo- 
ple ought  to  be  careful  as  to  the  statements 
they  make  here.  They  go  not  only  to  the 
House  but  over  the  whole  country,  and  pro- 
duce effects  Injurious  or  beneficial,  accord- 
ing to  the  character  of  the  statements  made. 
I  feel,  therefore,  that  if  I  attempt  to  make 
statements  In  this  House  they  should  be 
strictly  In  accordance  with  the  evidence 
that  has  been  produced.  We  have  been  told 
that  we  have  no  right  to  mention  what  has 
occurred  In  the  committee,  until  the  com- 
mittee has  reported.  No  doubt  that  Is  thfr 
proper  course,  but  who  Is  to  blame  for  the- 
violatlon  of  the  rule  ?  We  are  perfectly 
prepared  to  go  on,  and  do  our  utmost  to 
carry  on  the  Investigation,  so  that  we  might 
be  in  a  position  to  act  intelligently  and 
prudently  In  the  consideration  of  the  BUI 
now  before  the  House.  Had  we  that  oppor- 
tunity ?  Did  we  have  It  when  we  desired  to 
have  this  Bill  delayed,  so  that  we  might 
have  the  report  of  the  committee  before  us  ? 
What  were  we  told  ?  They  said  they  were 
anxious  to  get  the  BUI  before  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee.  Those  who  are 
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opposed  to  the  Bill,  for  the  sake  of  assisting 
theiD,  withdrew  their  opposition  and  allowed 
It  to  go  before  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee.  After  It  had  been  before  them, 
and  was  reported  back  to  this  Honse,  we 
supposed  we  would  be  permitted  to  discuss 
the  Bill,  In  accordance  with  the  usages 
which  govern  the  second  reading  of  any 
BUI.  Were  we  permitted  ?  No.  It  was 
moved  by  the  promoter  of  the  Bill,  with  all 
haste,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  It  before 
the  committee  of  the  whole  House.  Had  It 
gone  to  committee,  we  would  have  been  held 
down  closely  to  the  rules,  that  we  had  no 
right  to  discuss  anything  but  the  clauses 
under  consideration.  Was  that  fair  to  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  principle  of  the 
tun  ?  Was  It  proper  to  try  and  put  us  In 
that  position  so  that  we  would  be  compelled 
to  discuss  the  Bill  clause  by  clause,  and 
after  all  the  clauses  were  passed  we  might 
endorse  the  preamble  ?  I  appeal  to  the 
House,  that  we  have  not  been  properly 
treated.  X^et  us  get  the  report  of  the  Select 
Committee.  I  am  prepared  to  do  my  utmost 
to  make  this  Bill  as  efficient  as  possible,  in 
the  Interest  of  the  policy-holders.  We  know 
that  many  of  the  i)ollcy-boldfirs  have  not 
been  treated  fairly  by  that  company.  We 
have  a  sworn  statement  to  that  effect 
before  the  committee,  and  that  evidence  has 
been  reported.  The  reports  that  we  have  had 
also,  show  that  if  there  has  not  been  actual 
wrong-doing,  there  has  been  reckless  extra- 
vagance, imprudence  and  waste  of  the 
money  of  the  policy-holders  on  the  part  of 
the  management  That  being  so,  what  Is 
■cm  duty  ?  To  give  the  company  a  new  lease 
of  life  ?  To  let  them  go  before  the  public  and 
say :  We  went  to  parliament,  we  had  a 
searching  Investigation,  all  the  evidence 
that  could  be  brought  against  us  was  elicit- 
ed, ev»y  act  of  ours  since  we  became  an 
Insurance  company  was  examined,  and  here 
we  are  with  &  clean  character,  and  we  ask 
(yon  to  do  what  the  Senate  of  Canada  has 
done  for  us,  give  us  a  clean  BUI  and  let  us 
go  and  see  whether  we  will  do  any  better 
111  the  future  than  we  have  in  the  past'  Is 
there  a  single  member  of  the  committee  who 
can  contend  tbat  extravagance  has  not  been 
proved  before  the  committee  ?  Every  one 
must  admit  tbat  the  directors  of  the  com- 
pany have  transacted  their  business  in  a  way 
Hod.  Ur.  WILSON. 


to  reflect  discredit  open  them.  Further  tlian 
that  they  are  holding  forth  the  necessl^  of 

passing  this  Bill,  for  what  ?  Do  they  iwe- 
tend  to  say  that  they  could  not  if  they  had 
so  desired,  after  the  Bill  was  passed  In  1S99, 
carry  into  effect  the  various  policies  tbef 
had  issued  before  tbat  ?  They  are  perfectly 
well  aware  tbat  all  the  advantages  the  BID 
would  give  them  could  be  carried  Into 
effect  under  the  charter  they  received 
n  [  tbat  time.  Why.  then,  should  it  be  neces- 
sary that  we  should  be  fighting  these  battles 
when  they  Ijave  every  opportunity  to  accom- 
pli* that  which  they  are  now,  under  this 
newt  Bill,  ashing  us  to  endorse  ?  It  would 
seem  to  me  there  must  be  something  "MUsA 
the  scene  ;  tbat  It  Is  merely  a  desire  to 
so  frame  the  Bill  that  they  could  carry  on 
the  old  line  business,  Instead  of  the  new  line 
business.  If  it  be  true  that  they  could  Mtc 
carried  on  the  business  under  the  chart» 
wMdi  they  received  in.  1899,  why  are  tiiey 
here  ?  I  have  heard  some  say,  *  Oh,  it  vu 
not  their  doing,  the  member  for  Bothes&j 
raised  a  question  In  the  House  here  and 
they  had  to  defend  themselves.*  That  may 
or  may  not  be  true,  but  if  it  was  his  dolog, 
bringing  the  matter  before  the  House,  vWl 
any  of  you  tell  me  ISiat  there  was  not  am- 
ple justification  for  the  course  he  has  par 
sued  ?  Instead  of  being  accused  of  dolic 
this,  tbat  and  the  other,  the  country  Till 
say  he  did  a  noble,  honourable  and  straight- 
forward act.  Can  you  pretend  to  say  that 
the  people  that  Insured  under  this  provision 
with  the  Mutual  Reserve,  ^ave  not  just  ret- 
son  to  feel  tbat  they  have  been  badly  treat- 
ed, and  therefore  ought  to  have  some  re- 
dress ?  Tbe  bon.  gentleman,  Instead  of  being 
open  to  the  charge  of  be/lng  meddlesome, 
will  be  congratulated  by  widows  and  or- 
phans throughout  Canada  and  even  in  the 
United  States  for  having  on  tbe  floor  of 
this  House  striven  to  the  beat  of  his  abtllty> 
lo  protect  them.  Tbe  Questioa  arises,  if  tbat 
be  so,  what  ought  we  to  do  in  tbe  mattcf  * 
Under  the  assessment  system,  amended  in 
1S99,  this  company  could  enter  Into  the  var 
lous  lines  of  insurance  .  They  went  to  the 
people  and  asked  them  to  transfer  from  tbe 
old  to  the  new  system.  They  tell  us  that 
they  succeeded  in  gettii^  about  twent;- 
Ave  per  cent  of  tbe  total  amount  of  tii^ 
Insurance   to  transfer.   Tbe  remainder  re- 
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fused.  Can  yon  blame  them  ?  If  yoa  were 
placed  iQ  ttaelr  position  would  you  deserve 
blame  for  refusing  to  transfer  ?  Would  you 
'l<e  able  to  say  that  yon  had  confidence  In 
tbem,  after  the  e^ieilence  of  the  past  ?  If 
twenty-five  per  cent  under  rarlouB  repre- 
wntations  and  inducements,  and  a  great 
amonnt  of  sophistry,  were  induced  to  enter 
tbe  fold  with  the  wolves,  wViat  became  of 
the  seventy-flve  per  cent  ?  Will  any  one 
say  that  seventy-flve  per  cent  of  the  poliey- 
bolders  did  not  know  their  own  business, 
and  that  they  most,  perforce,  be  compelled 
to  enter  Into  this  insurance  company,  when 
by  their  own  free-will,  they  refuse  to  do  so? 
tire  yon  prepared  to  vote  away  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  seventy-five  per  cent  of  the 
policy-holders?  Are  you  prepared  to  say  that 
they  shall  not  continue  the  old  assessment 
l  ollcy  in  the  future  as  In  the  past  ?  Do  you 
tbink  It  is  a  good  thing  that  tiiere  should 
be  retroactive  legislation  ?  We  know  that 
ex  post  facto  legislation  Is  dangerous.  We 
all  know  that  to  attempt  to  coerce  people 
to  eater  into  an  obligation  that  they  do  not 
feel  a  desire  to  accept  is  not  a  principle  of 
free  Britlsb  institutions. 

Are  we  by  our  legislation  to  deprive  those 
aeveuty-Ave  per  cent  of  the  rights  that  the? 
may  have  under  their  contract  with  this 
company  ?  I  say  that  that  is  a  wrong  prin- 
ciple. I  do  not  believe  there  is  an  hou. 
member  in  this  House  who  will  vote  to  de- 
prive these  people  of  the  liberty  of  acting  in 
Lliis  matter  In  the  way  they  desire  to  act. 
Again,  what  right  have  we  to  legislate  In  the 
manner  we  are  asked  to  do  ?  We  have  no 
light  to  do  It  People's  liberties  are  more 
hnportant  to  ns.  Because  stunebody  had 
Ii»nred  bi  a  company,  and  because  some 
body,  forsooth,  was  not  able  to  keep  up  bis 
payments  on  bis  policy,  and  is  therefore 
liable  to  lose  a  UttJe  money,  should  we  turn 
round  and  injure  seventy-five  per  cent  for 
the  benefit  of  the  minority  of  those  who 
bave  insured  in  the  company  ?  I  beard  my 
hoD.  friend  saying  that  unless  we  passed 
this  Bill  there  would  be  nothing  left  for  tbe 
policy-holders.  He  has  no  right  to  say  to 
one  out  of  seventy-five  per  cent  that  he 
fihould  have  legislation  in  his  Individual  in- 
terest, while  tbe  others  are  deprived  of  the 
same  privilege.  Let  us  for  the  moment  con- 
sider the  Bill  as  It  is  presented  to  us.  Where- 
in is  the  advantage  of  that  BUI  ?   Why  la 


that  Bill  forced  upon  ttkte  House  in  the 
manner  in  which  It  Is  being  forced  upon 
this  House  ?  W<hy  should  It  be  considered 
so  Important  that  that  BUI  should  be  rushed 
through  in  the  manner  in  whlcb  it  is  being 
rushed  through  ?  Is  there  a  reason  for  It  T 
Is  there  any  Justtficatton  on  the  part  of  tbe 
prcmoters  of  the  BUI  that  such  should  be 
the  case  ?  If  tbe  majority  ot  those  who 
were  insured  were  petitioning  parliament 
here,  and  asking  for  legislation  whereby 
they  could  get  some  relief,  then  I  could 
understand  members  introducing  a  BUI  and 
trying  to  carry  it  Into  effect,  -but  where  is 
tbe  ax^al  from  the  country  ?  Now  and 
then,  perhaps,  we  may  have  a  member  of 
parUament  who  is  asking  for  some  legl^a- 
tion,  but  where  the  appeal  from  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  and  tb^  policy-holders— 
those  who  are  most  interested,  and  per- 
haps many  of  tbem  more  interested  than 
some  of  the  members  of  this  House — where 
is  tbe  appeal  from  them  ?  Where  is  the 
mandate  from  those  who  are  affected  by 
this  legislation  ?  I  cannot  feel  that  there  i<i 
any  Justification  in  an  act  of  this  kind.  It 
there  had  been  such  a  desire  that  tliey 
shonld  be  changed  and  become  part  and  par- 
cel of  an  insurance  company  such  as  the 
New  York  Mutual  Reserve  is  trying  to  im- 
pose upon  us  now,  the  facta  bave  gone  forth 
to  every  portion  of  tbe  Dominion  of  (Janada 
that  tbe  company  are  asking  for  legislation 
of  tlrat  nature,  and  where  are  the  appeals 
from  the  people  for  it  ?  We  are  asked  to 
interfere  with  private  contracts  and  private 
rights  that  bave  been  existing  for  ten  or 
fifteen  years.  Have  we  a  right  to  do  it 
without  the  people  asking  for  it  ? 
Many  of  them  say  they  want  to 
continue  their  assessment  policies  In 
the  future  as  they  have  in  the  past. 
Are  we  to  turn  around  and  say :  'No,  70a 
cannot  do  it.  We  are  going  to  legislate  joa 
out  of  your  rights,  and  deprive  you  of  the 
liberties  you  bad,  when  you  entered  Into  a 
contract  with  this  company.'  Is  that  the 
course  that  this  Senate,  in  the  20th  century, 
is  going  to  adopt  ?  Is  that  the  course  they 
are  going  to  establish  as  a  precedent  to  gov- 
ern them  in  the  future  ?  Are  we  to  have 
members  from  different  parts  of  the  coun- 
try. Introducing  legislation  here  and  forc- 
ing seventy-five  per  cent  of  the  people  to  do 
something  to  which  they  object  ?  I  do  not 
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believe  that  that  Is  the  feeling  of  hon.  mem- 
bers of  this  House.  I  do  uot  believe  tUiit ' 
that  is  the  feeling  that  we  ought  on  this  oc-  j 
caslon  to  be  governed  by,  and  1  must  again 
ask,  yrhj  tbis  baste  ?  My  hon.  friend  last  ^ 
evening  said  that  there  was  a  statement ; 
made  by  my  bon.  Trieud  from  Wellington  i 
that  was  not  borue  out  by  facts,  and  Ue  said  j 
be  had  no  -riglit  to  introduce  it,  unless  the  I 
select  committee  had  reported  upon  it.  Wbo 
was  to  blame  for  it '/  Was  it  my  hon.  j 
friend  ?  IJid  he  introduce  tbis  Bill  V  Did  be  • 
try  to  burry  It  through,  and  without  dls- 1 
cussloQ  send  it  to  the  Committee  on  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce,  so  as  to  get  ahead  of  the  i 
endorsation  or  disapproval  of  the  select 
committee  V  No.  It  v>as  not  he.  It  wfS 
the  promoter  of  this  Bill,  the  one  wbo  was 
the  father  of  Bill  H,  who  comes  here  and 
tries  to  deprive  the  people  of  tlUs  country, 
or*  75  per  cent  of  tbem,  from  having  this 
kind  of  policy  that  they  so  desire.  I  con- 
gratulate blm,  I  congratulate  this  House, 
that  they  should  feel  that  It  was  necessary 
that  a  thing  of  this  kind  should  be  done. 
Now,  sir,  let  us  cousider  for  a  moment 
what  this  Mutual  Reserve  Society  is.  You 
remember  perhaps  some  years  ago — and  It 
Is  a  matter  of  history — that  tbey  entered 
Into  negotiations  with  another  society  that 
was  doing  a  similar  business  here  in  Can- 
ada, a  society  called  the  P.  P.  I.  Insurance 
Company  of  St.  Thomas.  Some  bon.  sena- 
tors will  linow  full  well  what  that  society 
was.  Ultimately  the  trustees  of  tbat  so- 
ciety, through  some  means  or  otber,  entered 
Into  negotiations  for  the  carrying  of  t^e 
business  tbat  tbey  bad  been  doing.  In  the 
cdmmlttee,  It  was  sworn  to  by  the  third 
vice-president  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  tbat 
they  had  agreifd.  provided  certain  things 
were  done  by  the  P.  P.  I.  Society,  ttmt  they 
would  give  to  the  P.  P.  I.  Society  10  per  (!e»t 
of  the  whole  amount  of  insurance  on  thfir 
policies.  The  P.  P.  I.  at  that  tlmn  had 
about  twelve  millions  of  life  insurnuce. 
They  were  doing  business  upon  the  assess- 
ment principle,  the  same  as  the  New  Y3rk 
Mutual  Reserve  was.  They  bad  about 
twelve  million  dollars  of  business,  which, 
If  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve  bad 
carried  out  their  part  of  the  contract,  would 
htLve  given  to  tlie  frnstees  of  the  P.P.I. 
$120,000.  Tn  the  committee,  Mr.  Bldrldge 
stated  that  he  had  negotiated  this  a>;rce- 
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meut  between  the  P.  P.  1.,  and  the 
Mutual  Reserve.  He  said  tbat  sevea 
sbarper  men  he  bad  never  met  la 
his  life,  in  bis  transaction  of  business, 
than  the  Canadians  with  whom  be  negotiat- 
ed the  deal.  I,  In  my  simplicity  asked  him 
what  amonnt  he  had  paid  the  P.  P.  I. 
for  the  transference  of  the  business. 
He  stated  that  if  they  had  carried 
out  what  tbey  agreed  to  carry  out,  they 
would  have  paid  ten  per  cent  on  the  amooot 
of  policies  transferred  to  the  New  YoA 
Mutual  Reserve.  '  Well,'  I  said,  *  That  is 
hardly  an  answer.  Did  you  or  did  you  sot 
pay  them  ? '  He  refused  to  answer  me. 
Now  this  Is  sworn  testimony  in  the  commit- 
tee. I  ask  you  in  all  fairness,  was  it  not  s 
proper  question  to  ask  him  ?  Was  it  not  a 
miatter  that  the  people  in  the  locality  when 
the  P.P.I,  were  canning  on  business  sbonld 
have  known  ?  I  urged  upon  blm  the  necee- 
sity  of  letting  us  know  what  they  paid  or 
whether  tbey  gave  anything  or  not  I  have 
the  document  here,  and  I  can  read  the  agree- 
ment whereby  they  entered  Into  the  contract 
with  the  people,  but  what  did  tbey  get? 
They  got  twelve  million  of  business.  Ac- 
cording to  their  own  statement,  tbey  did 
not  pay  one  single  dollar  for  the  business 
tbat  tbey  received,  or  the  expenses  of  work- 
ing up  the  twelve  million  of  insurance.  Al- 
though they  accepted  the  Insurance  as  right 
and  proper  insurance,  they  refused  to  pay  a 
single  dollar.  While  they  were  paying  Mr. 
Moss  $350  a  week,  they  did  uot  pay  the 
people  of  St  Thomas  or  in  that  locality  one 
single  cent,  because  they  did  not  cariy  out 
the  terms  of  the  agreement  What  were 
the  terms  of  the  agreement  ?  The  termi 
were  that  they  should  imy  the  P.P.I-  to 
transfer  this  amount  of  business,  twelve  mil- 
lion dollars,  and  that  tbey  were  to  give 
them  as  assessment  eight  dollars  per  thoa- 
sand,  and  two  dollars  for  expensea.  You  can 
easily  understand  that  tbey  made  a.  pretty 
good  bargain.  If  on  the  part  of  the  P.  P-  L, 
and  if  on  the  part  of  the  New  York  Mutoal 
Reserve  a  villainous  transaction  suggested 
at  tbat  time,  had  been  agreed  upon  aad  en- 
tered into,  and  ratified,  and  the  money  paid 
over,  what  would  have  been  the  resolt  ? 
The  result  would  have  been,  as  Mr.  Eld- 
ridge  admitted,  and  as  bis  lawyer  told  him. 
tbat  he  would  have  been  placed  behind  ft* 
bars.    Well,  the  bars  bad  holy  terrors  for 
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tbem,  but  tlieir  consciences  did  not  prerent 
the  transaction.  They  were  more  elastic, 
aad  more  easily  gotten  over,  than  ;the  fear  of 
going  behind  the  bars,  and  they  said  th^ 
did  not  carry  oat  the  agreement  for  fear 
they  wonld  be  Indicted  according  to  thi 
laws  of  New  York.  Now,  tbl*  was  n  traoB- 
aetion  with  this  insurance  company  that 
my  hon.  friends  are  desirous  to  give 
a  new  habiliment,  a  new  make  up,  so  that 
they  can  go  on  and  transact  busnesi  In 
the  futui-e.  I  coogratulate  them  highly  in- 
deed upon  all  advantages  they  may 
be  able  to  draw  out  of  that  society, 
If  their  actions  in  the  future  sbonld 
be  anything  like  they  have  been  in 
the  past,  ajid  I  can  sympathize  with 
them  that  their  pro8i>ects  will  be  very 
poor  Indeed,  to  carry  out  these  agreements. 
If  they  failed  to  fnlfll  their  agreements  in 
the  past,  are  you  to  expect  them  to  do  any 
better  in  the  fntare  1  If  we  read  the  Bill 
carefully,  and  X  suppose,  hon.  gentlemen,  1 
Bball  be  permitted  to  read  some  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  without  a  point  of  order 
being  raised  by  any  hon.  gentleman,  we 
shall  flud  that  it  is  a  very  different  Bill  from 
what  it  was  when  Introduced  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto,  and  If  you  look 
carefully  at  the  various  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
yon  will  conclude  that  the  Bill  Is  something 
very  unusual.  It  says  that  the  company 
may  obtain  a  license  under  the  Insurance 
AcL  Have  they  not  now  a  license  under 
the  Insurance  Act  ?  Were  they  not  licensed 
before  ?  Was  it  necessary  that  this  Bill 
should  be  passed  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
tbem  a  license  under  the  Insurance  Act  ? 
If  you  look  at  the  Insurance  Act,  and  at  this 
Bill  as  amended,  you  will  find  that  they  had 
that  right  in  1890,  and  the  Bill  upon  the 
face  of  It  Is  a  fraud. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— Hear.  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  WII/SON— My  hon.  friend  says 
*  bear,  hear.*  They  say  it  is  a  public  Bill, 
and  yet  from  fii^t  to  last,  every  line,  every 
clause,  every  arrangement,  every  principle, 
if  It  has  any  principle  at  all,  Is  in  the  dl- 
Tection  ot  the  New  Tork  Mutual  Beserve 
Fund  Insurance  Company.  What  other 
company  Is  affected  by  It  ?  What  other 
insurance  socle^  Is  affected  by  it  ?  Any  of 
tiie  flratwnal  societies  ?    Any  other  so- 


ciety than  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve ; 
and  If  it  be  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve 
nlone,  then  It  should  have  been  introduced 
as  a  private  Bill,  subject  to  the  ordinary 
fees,  and  let  it  go  through  the  House  under 
the  rules  governing  all  private  Bills.  We 
know  what  this  company  have  been  in  the 
past,  and  we  have  heard  what  they  pro- 
pose to  be  under  this  Bill.  It  refers  to  the 
rights  of  the  existing  assessment  policy- 
holders. Now,  what  are  you  going  to  do 
with  the  rights  of  the  existing  policy-hold- 
ers ?  You  are  asked  to  pass  a  Bill  where- 
liy  they  may  be  deprived  of  those  Impor- 
tant rights.  Instead  of  giving  them  rights, 
you  are  seeking  to  take  away  the  rights 
wliicb  they  ore  entitled  to,  therefore  I  say 
that  the  Bill  which  my  hon.  friend  has  In- 
troduced Is  a  fraud,  as  It  does  not  carry 
out  that  which  It  Is  Intended  to  carry  out. 
A  gi-eat  deal  of  stress  has  been  placed 
upon  the  fact  that  policies  which  have 
lapsed  for  ten  years  may  possibly  be  re- 
vived. What  iB  the  meaning  of  that?  How  re- 
vived ?  Could  they  not  take  the  same  amount 
of  money  and  go  to  any  line  Insurance  com- 
pany and  have  a  life  policy  Issued  with  a 
less  amount  payable  annually,  than  would 
be  payable  under  this  Bill  ?  Then  tliey 
say  that  policy-holders  will  not  have  any 
of  the  dividends.  Where  are  the  dividends 
to  come  from  ?  They  say  they  take  $152.- 
000  of  the  deposit  But  how  are  they  going 
to  get  It  until  they  place  the  reinsured  under 
the  Act  ?  They  dare  not  touch  a  single 
dollar  of  It  so  long  as  the  assessment  poli- 
cies remain  In  force,  and  Is  there  not  a  rea- 
son why  they  are  coming  to  this  legisla- 
ture ?  And  what  Is  the  purpose  ?  It  Is 
to  get  control  of  the  $152,000  out  of  which 
they  say  they  are  going  to  pay  dividends  to 
the  different  plans  of  Insurance  as  brought 
forward  in  this  Bill.  Then  they  say  fur- 
tliey  :  *  You  do  not  need  to  have  an  examina- 
tion by  a  medical  man  in  the  future.  All 
you  have  to  do  Is  to  certify  yoiu'self  upon 
tlie  form  presented  to  yon  by  the  company.' 
What  is  that  form  to  be  ?  Do  any  of  you 
know  what  that  form  will  be  ?  You  will 
find  that  the  form  will  be  made  so  stringent 
and  so  severe  that  you  might  better  go- 
before  the  crankiest  doctor  In  creation  and 
be  examined  ratber  than  submit  to  the  plans 
they  will  propose  to  you,  and  further,  if 
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you  certify  that  yoa  have  been  in  good 
bealtli,  they  will  search  from  one  end  of  the 
country  to  the  other  to  And  If  you  bare  not 
been  sick  with  Influenza  or  something,  and 
they  will  thereby  refuse  to  [>ay  your  in- 
snrance  if  yon  should  happen  to  die. 

My  idea  of  this  is  tiiat  if  yoa  have  to 
certify,  that  certificate  has  to  be  approved 
by  the  society  before  you  conld  possibly 
be  allowed  to  come  back  into  the  fold.  Not 
only  that,  but  you  are  to  get  no  dividends, 
and,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington 
stated  when  making  his  remarks  upon  this 
BUI.  It  matters  not  if  some  of  the  vollcy- 
faolders  had  been  paying  for  ten  years,  and 
others  not  paying  at  all,  all  that  the  latter 
would  be  deflcient  iu  would  be  Just  the  divi- 
dends ?  Wbat  is  the  dividend  ?  Fifteen 
or  twenty  per  cent  upon  the  thousand  dol- 
lars—the wonderful  dividend— and  I  want 
to  know  further,  and  I  should  like  the  pro- 
moter of  the  Bill  to  show  where  the  $152,- 
000  is  to  come  from  ?  They  say  they  will 
take  it  out  of  the  $228,000  deposit  now  In 
the  hands  of  the  government,  and  the  balance 
of  the  ¥228,000  Is  to  remain  on  deposit.  Who 
furnishes  the  $152,000,  wbat  is  to  become 
of  it  ?  They  say  It  is  to  go  in  dividends. 
Will  the  society  in  New  York  furnish 
it,  or  must  it  be  taken  out  of  the  Receiver 
Qeneral's  hands  and  used  ?  If  it  is  taken 
out  of  the  Receiver  General's  hands  what 
will  be  the  effect  ?  There  will  be  that  much 
less  security  for  the  policy-holders  than  you 
bnve  to-day.  It  will  be  much  better  to  put 
the  company  in  liquidation  and  let  them 
pay  up  their  claims,  and  satisfy  as  far  as 
they  can,  those  they  have  wronged,  than 
to  come  to  their  rescue,  and  grant  relief  for 
the  wrongs  they  have  committed.  It  seems 
to  me  our  duty  is  perfectly  plain.  We  know 
full  well  that  these  policy-holders  have  been 
robbed.  We  know  full  well  that  they  are 
not  at  the  door  of  the  Senate  asking  for  this 
Bill.  Many  of  the  insurance  companies  and 
many  of  those  who  look  upou  life  insurance 
as  the  only  means  of  making  provision  for 
their  old  age,  will  be  deterred  from  doing 
so,  and  you  will  be  doing  a  lasting  injury 
to  those  people.  Therefore  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation In  snying  that  the  present  Bill  Is 
not  In  the  interest  of  the  people,  and  ought 
not  to  be  passed.  How  can  we  conscienti- 
ously enact  a  retroactive  law,  whereby  you 
Hon.  Hr.  WILSON. 


are  depriving  people  of  th^r  rights  and  prt- 
vlleges.  I  say  it  is  wrong.  I  say  that  do 
judge  upon  the  bench  will  sanction  such  a 
course  as  hon.  gratlemen  are  pursuing  here, 
and  If  these  people  are  not  willing  to  come 
in  to  this  new  scheme  of  their  own  accord, 
I  say  you  have  no  right  to  coerce  them  ssA 
bring  them  in  against  their  will. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  should  lUe  te 
say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salatwrry 
that  whatever  I  might  have  said  In  the  beat 
of  the  moment  I  had  no  desire  to  say  any- 
thing oflTenslve. 

The  SPEAKER.    It  being  bIx  o'clock  I 

leave  the  chatr. 

After  Recess. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— When  the  House 
rose  for  recess,  J  was  endeavouring  to 
point  out  some  reasons  why  I  Mt  it  wu 
not  in  t4ie  beat  interests  of  the  poU<^ 
holders  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve 
to  be  reinstated  under  and  throngb 
the  management  of  that  association.  I 
was  trying  to  show  that  their  dealings  io 
the  past  would  not  guarantee  the  confidence 
that  was  necessary  to  place  in  an  iusiirdDce 
company  in  the  future  to  transact  businesi 
in  Canada.  I  may  have  failed  to  make  that 
very  clear.  Nevertheless  I  felt  sincerely  tliat 
the  course  I  was  taking  was  in  the  best  In- 
terests and  for  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 
the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  that  their  ac- 
tions, adverse  to  what  they  hud  agi-eed  upoa 
in  the  past,  were  such  that  we,  as  citizens, 
could  no  longer  have  any  confidence  Iu  them, 
and  I  hope  I  shall  be  able  to  show  later  oiit 
that  that  confidence  was  misplaced  and  that 
the  company  were  to  blame  for  the  manntf 
in  which  the  people  were  treated.  I  also 
tried  to  show  that  the  BUI  as  now  prepared, 
whether  prepared  by  Mr.  Eldridge  or  by 
somebody  else,  does  not  secure  those  who  bad 
been  paying  Into  the  New  York  Mutual  Re- 
serve for  a  number  of  years,  as  they  ought 
to  be  protected.  It  certainly  was  ft  very  un- 
seemly thing,  that  a  member  of  the  Senate, 
w'ho  Introduced  this  Bill,  should  have  re- 
course to  the  officers  of  the  very  'fompaoy 
whose  affairs  are  being  investigated,  to  man- 
ipulate the  various  clauses  of  that  Bill,  pep- 
haps  more  In  the  Interest  of  the  company 
than  In  the  interest  of  the  poor  long-ml^ 
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log  and  bnidened  policy-holders.  If  you 
analyse  tbe  Bill  carefully,  I  tbluk  you  will 
agree  with  me,  that  It  Is  not  such  a  measure 
as  ought  to  receive  the  approval  of  the  Sen- 
ate. The  facta  In  connection  with  the  Bill, 
and  the  whole  Bill  Itself,  If  you  read  It  care- 
fully, clause  by  clanse,  Indicates  that  it  is 
not  likely  to  accomplish  the  object  that  they 
pretended  they  bad  In  view,  and  It'  would 
almost  seem  to  me  that  the  object  of  Mr. 
Eldrtdge  was  realized  in  the  Bill  rather  than 
the  object  of  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is 
to  father  the  Bill.  Clause  3  reads  as  fol- 
lows :— 

8.  From  and  after  the  date  of  the  said  license, 
the  rights  of  the  holders  of  tlie  aas«ssmeDt 
poUclea  of  tlie  company  and  the  Itablll^  of  the 
company  thereunder  sliall  be  as  follows  : — 

(a.)  Every  such  assessment  policy  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  a  non- participating  policy  of  life 
Insurance  with  fixed  and  definite  premiums  for 
the  amount  aecertalned  as  provided  In  paragraph 
(W  of  this  section,  payable  only  on  the  death  of 
the  Insured  and  upon  the  performance  of  the 
policy  conditions,  except  In  bo  far  as  such  con- 
ditions are  modified  by  the  provialons  of  this 
section,  and  subject  to  the  provisions  of  para- 
sraph  (o)  of  tbis  section,  upon  payment  from 
time  to  time  of  tbe  new  premium  from  and  after 
the  date  of  the  said  license,  at  tbe  time  stipu- 
lated In  tbe  said  policy,  tog^ether  with  an  amount 
equal  to  five  per  cent  of  such  new  premium  as  a 
loading  tor  expenses. 

Now,  why  If  the  company  are  insuring  them, 
do  they  not  insure  for  a  d^nite  and  reason- 
able sum,  whatever  it  may  be,  without  load- 
ing these  policies  up  In  tbe  manner  provided 
for  under  this  clause  ?  It  says 

<B.)  The  amount  of  such  policy  shall,  at  the 
option  of  the  Insured,  be  either, — 

(I)  The  amount  which  the  said  new  premium, 
taken  as  a  net  annual  premium  (without  any 
allowance  for  expenses)  for  the  age  of  the  in- 
tared  at  his  birthday  nearest  tha  date  of  the 
said  license  would  purchase  according  to  the 
Hm.  mortality  table  of  the  Institute  of  Actua- 
ries of  Great  Britain  and  a  rate  of  Interest  of 
three  and  one-half  per  centum  per  annum  ;  or, — 

What  Is  tbe  object  of  tbis  ?  Why  is  it 
necessary  ?  Are  other  Insurance  policies 
loaded  up  as  this  Is  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBR  (Toronto)— Does  not  the 

bon.  gentleman  know  that  that  is  the  table 
adopted  by  tbe  department,  on  which  all 
insurance  policies  are  charged  ? 

Hon.   Mr.  WILSON— I   understand  that 
part  oC  it.  but  I  understand  tbis  to  be  a 
very  different  thing. 
50 


Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— No,  there  Is 

not  a  particle  of  difference. 
■ 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— My  hon.  friend  wiU 
have  an  opportunity  to  state  his  views.  I 
say  it  Is  not  the  manner  of  all  Insurance 
companies,  and  It  is  not  tbe  manner  of 
loading  those  policies  existing  at  the  time 
the  Mutual  Reserve  first  became  an  Insur- 
ance company.  There  was  no  such  thing  as 
loading  up  with  three  and  a  half  or  four 
or  five  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— On  the  con- 
trary, when  this  company  was  started  the 
rate  was  four  per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  know  perfectly 
well  that  where  the  insurance  was  taken 
in  St.  Thomas  oq  the  Mutual  Reserve  prin- 
ciple no  such  rate  was  added  at  all.  If 
he  is  positive  in  his  opinion  I  am  equally 
positive  In  mine.  It  Is  alt  very  well  to 
make  me  believe  it  for  the  sake  of  what  ? 
Convincing  tbis  bon.  body  that  this  is  the 
proper  insurance  to  pursue  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- It  Is  calcu- 
lated at  that  rate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — There  Is  too  much 
calculating. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  is  a  good  thing 
my  hon.  friend  Is  able  to  calculate  at  that 
rate.  I  wish  he  could  calculate  to  make  a 
reasonable  Bill,  a  Bill  that  this  hon.  body 
will  accept,  and  the  policy-holders  be  bene- 
fited by. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— If  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  refer  to  the  Insurance  Act, 
he  will  find  the  basis  on  which  they  are 
bound  to  put  up  their  legal  reserve,  and  he 
will  find  that  In  former  years.  It  was  four 
per  cent,  and  that  It  has  been  reduced,  and 
it  is  In  tbe  returns  for  every  Insurance  com- 
pany. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  suppose  my  hon. 
friend  obtained  a  good  amount  of  informa- 
tion from  the  actuary  who  was  engaged  In 

the  framing  of  this  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  obtained  no 
Information  from  him  at  all  on  the  subject* 
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and  I  shall  not  allow  that  kind  of  state- 
ment to  be  made  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Then  I  will  say,  that 

on  account  of  not  having  that  information 
from  him,  and  having  no  information  of 
Ills  own,  the  Bill  is  defective,  and  as  th«i 
hon.  gentleman  is  the  father  of  the  BOl,  he 
will  often  regret  having  taken  It  In  charge. 
The  clnuse  continues  : 

The  amount  (subject  to  the  amount  of  Hen 
hereinafter  provided)  which  the  said  new  pre- 
mium taken  as  a  net  premium  (without  any 
allowance  tor  expeoaes)  tor  the  Age  of  tbe  in- 
sured at  his  birthday  nearest  tbe  date  of  the 
Issue  of  tbe  policy,  would  purchase,  according 
to  the  basts  set  forth  In  the  first  option  afore- 
said. 

My  hon.  friend  said  last  evening  there 
would  be  only  one  option.  Here  we  -lud 
there  are  three. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB — I  stated  three. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  accept  the  hon. 
gentleman's  statement;  I  did  not  ao  under- 
stand It.   Then  It  says  : 

Provided  that  the  full  reserve  or  reinsurance 
value  for  the  amount  of  auch  policy  at  the  date 
of  the  said  license  computed  from  the  date  of 
the  iBflue  of  such  policy  on  the  basis  aforesaid, 
shall  be  a  lien  or  chafge  upon  the  said  policy, 
hearing  Interest  to  be  compounded  annually  at 
the  rate  of  four  and  one-half  per  centum  per 
annum  until  paid. 

What  is  the  object  of  this  ?  A  person 
gets  insured.  He  is  to  have  a  certain 
amount  for  which  the  Insured  will  become 
responsible  on  .nccount  of  Wie  reinsurance, 
and  that  amount  is  to  be  charged  np  to  him 
at  4}  per  cent.  Now.  is  that  a  reasonable 
4>roposltiou  to  make  in  the  insurance  ?  I 
|3ay  it  is  not,  and  therefore  when  a  family 
come  to  realize  upon  a  policy,  they  find  it  is 
loaded  up.  and  perhaps  the  4i  per  cent 
■compounded  from  year  to  year  will  equci 
the  amount  of  the  Insurance.    Then  it  says: 

(c.)  The  holder  of  any  such  assessment  pol- 
icy shall  have  th'^  right  to  continue  his  said 
policy  for  the  fuli  amount  thereof  as  a  yearly 
renewable  term  policy  upon  which  the  pre- 
miums shall  not  exceed  the  net  yearly  natural 
premiums  for  the  attained  age  of  the  insured 
calculated  upon  the  basis  of  the  mortality  table 
and  rate  of  interest  aforesaid  with  a  loading 
of  five  per  cent  for  expenses. 

That  Is  tbe  last  option.     They  have  two 
■c^iances  ;  they  can  have  the  first  chance,  or 
Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


they  can  have  the  second  chance,  loaded  np 
with  this  heavy  Hen  upon  thrir  policy,  or 
they  can  pay  a  large  amount  annually.  Why 
is  It  any  better  to  load  up  a  policy  in  thij 
way  than  to  have  a  policy  on  the  assMsment 
plan  ?  Later  on  I  shall  be  able  to  show 
that  this  company  declared  tliat  they  vere 
the  BtrQUgest  company  in  the  country.  That 
no  other  company  was  equal  to  them,  not 
only  In  Canada  and  the  United  States,  but  in 
the  w*hole  world,  and  therefore  when  they 
entered  into  contracts  they  would  be  able 
to  guarantee  the  fall  payment  of  all  these 
policies.  We  have  tbe  statement  of  tbe 
father  of  this  BUI,  Mr.  Bldrldge,  to  tbat 
effect.  Of  course  he  knows  how  to  frame 
a  Bin,  and  as  this  has  been  framed  in  the 
interest  of  the  Mutual  Reserve,  he  certainly 
ought  to  Ret  credit  for  it.  I  referred  also 
to  the  statement  about  lapsed  policies  befng 
imiewable,  and  the  manner  In  which  they 
were  renewable.  Now  you  all  know  as 
well  as  I  do  tbat  these  renewal  policies  are 
very  fictitious.  It  says  If  an  Indi^-Idnal 
makes  the  assertion  that  he  has  been  so  and 
so,  that  he  has  lived  a  straight  life,  has  not 
exposed  himself,  has  not  been  guilty  of  dis- 
sipation, drunkenness  or  anything  of  that 
kind— he  makes  his  report,  because  tbe 
forms  win  demand  It,  to  the  Insurance  com- 
pany  

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— Tbat  Is  a  kind  of 
confession,  Is  It  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  is  accepted  by  the 
company  for  the  time  being  ;  but  whdn  the 
question  of  paying  the  claim  comes,  it  l3 
perfectly  easy  for  the  company  to  say  the 
man  misrepresented  bis  condition,  and  if 
the  case  went  to  court  they  would  appeal 
it  from  one  court  to  another,  and  the  chances 
are  that  the  poor  widow  and  orphans  wodW 
not  receive  a  cent.  Then  take  another  item: 
they  are  to  have  in  the  first  place  a  certain 
dividend  to  be  declared  to  those  who  talie 
the  first  option.  I  asked  before,  I  ask  again 
where  Is  that  dividend  coming  from  ?  Hov 
is  the  company  to  pay  the  dividends  unless 
it  goes  to  the  Receiver  General  and  with- 
draws the  jnoney  ?  I  understand,  though 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  be  true,  that  when 
this  company  changes  their  assessment  policy 
and  adopts  a  straight  line  policy  they  will 
contend  that  they  have  a  right  to  withflrav 
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their  deposit.  Later  on,  as  the  hon.  member 
from  Wellington  showed  very  plainly  the 
other  day,  when  they  have  gone- on  tor  n 
certain  time,  doing  a  certain  amount  of 
business  they  can  go  to  the  Receiver  General 
and  say  '  We  are  through  witli  the  busi- 
ness here  ;  we  are  getting  no  new  business 
and  we  want  to  withdraw  the  deposit  In  the 
Receiver  General's  hands.*  What  protec- 
tion will  yon  hare  for  the  unfortunate  pol- 
icy-holilers  ?  That  will  be  the  upshot  if  this 
Bill  Is  carried  into  effect  as  we  find  it  here. 
They  talk  about  revival  of  lapsed  policies. 
It  looks  like  an  attempt  to  induce  people 
to  come  into  permanent  insurance  Instead 
of  remaining  In  the  Mutual  Reserve.  Every 
line  of  the  BUI  goes  to  show  that  the  de- 
sire is  to  induce  the  policy-holders  to  be- 
come Insured  on  this  straight  lihe  plan,  and 
I  could  understand,  if  they  could  give  sucb 
insurance  at  moderate  rates  that  it  would  be 
deslraUe ;  but  it  Is  not  fair  now  to  try 
to  coerce  or  influence  or  attack  men  who 
are  already  insured  to  come  In  and  accept 
terms  wlilch  they  would  not  accept  under 
ordinary  conditions.  Have  we  any  right  to 
pass  this  Bill  and  legislate  against  the  rights 
of  those  who  have  been  Insured  ?  Millions 
of  dollars  of  insurance  has  been  entered  into 
by  Canadian  policy-holders,  and  we  are  now 
aftked  to  adopt  a  Bill  that  will  compel  alt 
those  Interested  in  that  insurance  to  change 
the  system  under  which  they  were  insured 
and  to  take  out  another  kind  of  policy.  Is 
that  Just  ?  Is  It  right  !  If  it  was  right 
you  would  not  find  men  from  the  various 
parts  of  Canada,  and  even  from  the  United 
States,  appealing  to  parliament  not  to  pass 
this  measure.  Every  letter  we  get  from 
these  unfortunate  people  is  to  the  effect : 
'  Protect  our  interest  and  do  not  allow  a 
Bin  tOj  pass  whereby  we  shall  he  cocrceil 
Into  taking  straight  life  Insurance  under  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Company.'  If  tbey  had  a 
reputation  that  would  secure  the  confidence 
of  the  people  it  would  be  a  different  thing, 
but  they  have  not  that  reputation ;  there- 
fore I  say  it  is  a  gross  injustice  that  they 
should  be  coerced  Into  becoming  part  and 
parcel  of  such  an  institution  under  this  Bill. 
Put  yourself  in  their  place  :  If^  yon  had  in- 
sured your  life  to  provide  for  your  family, 
and  the  time  came  when  the  insurance  com- 
60i 


pany  through  reckless  and  Improvident 
management  had  squandered  their  money, 
and  tbey  came  and  asked  yon  to  forgive 
them  and  let  them  have  a  new  lease  of 
power  to  go  on  and  do  as  they  had  t>eeD 
doing  before— what  would  you  say  ?  If  the 
managers  of  this  Institution  came  here  to- 
day, asking  to  be  incorporated  as  an  In- 
surance company,  would  you  feel  lustlfled 
In  giving  them  Incorporation,  knowing  that 
they  had  already  violated  the  trust  that  they 
had  received  from  parliament  ?  I  do  not  be- 
lieve this  House  would  feel  they  were  doing 
their  duty  if  they  granted  a  charter  under 
sudb  circumstances.  I  am  not  gQing  through 
this  Bill  any  further.  In  my  opinion  It 
will  not  accomplish  that  which  Its  promo- 
ters pretend  to  say  it  will.  But  what  will 
it  do  ?  It  will  benefit  the  management 
of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve  and  en- 
able them  to  take  the  last  drop  of  blood  out 
of  the  unfortunate  people  iiisured  in  their 
association  and  give  them  an  opportunity 
I  to  prey  upon  the  people  of  this  country  for 
another  twelve  or  flfteen  years.  Some  hon. 
gentlemen  Insinuated  to  mc  some  time  ago 
that  1  was  perhaps  interested  against  this 
Insurance  Bill,  that  I  had  a  pique  or  a  spite 
or  ill-wUl  towards  the  New  York  Mntual 
Reserve.  They  may  call  It  pique  or 
spite  or  what  they  will  ;  I  have  no  pique 
or  spite  against  any  men,  or  any  set 
of  men,  who  will  not  deal  justly,  honestly 
and  fairly  with  the  citizens  of  Canada. 
I  hope  I  am  honourable  enough  to  do  my 
utmost  to  protect  the  rights  of  our 
I  people,  and  I  am  at  the  same  time  cautious 
I  to  do  no  harm  to  others.  While  trying  to 
I  serve  my  country.  The  truly  loyal  man  fs  the 
j  one  who  will  guard  and  protect  the  rights' 
j  of  iliis  fellow  citizens  ;  If  he  does  not  do 
I  that  he  is  not  a  loyal  or  true  citizen  of  Can- 
1  ada.  I  had  no  Interest,  directly  or  Indirect- 
!  ly,  in  this  Insurance  company  or  any  other 
mutual  Insurance  company  in  the  Dominion, 
and  while  I  have  fought  not  only  In  this 
House  but  In  the  committee,  for  the  rights 
of  the  people  Interested  in  the  P.P.I.,  I 
never  had  sixpence  interest  In  that  society. 
If  I  could  by  any  possibility  enable  every 
individual  In  that  society  to  be  placed  in 
a  fair  and  Just  position  I  would  do  my  ut- 
most to  accomplish  that  end,  but  I  believe 
this  Bill  will  accomplish  the  very  reverse. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILIaE— As  It  stands. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— We  will  change  It  a 
good  deal  before  it  passes. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  referred  a  few  mo- 
ments ago  to  the  P.P.I.  It  was  started  as 
an  assessment  company  under  the  Ontario 
Act  and  was  known  aa  a  provident  and 
benevolent  society. 

Hon.  Mr.  OOFPEY— A  fraternal  society. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Yes.  It  was  called  a 
provident  society  under  which  all  classes 
could  Insure.  The  business  of  the  company 
was  carried  on  in  the  city  of  St  Tliomas,  and 
was  doing,  as  has  been  represented  here,  and 
as  the  Mutual  Reserve  was  doing,  a  fair 
amount  of  business.  Many  people  became  in- 
sured under  It  Many  thought  there  had  been 
a  heaven-born  system  of  Insurance  Intro- 
duced whereby  they  could  get  their  lives 
insured  at  a  very  low  rate.  We  all  know  the 
tendency  of  people  ;  If  they  think  they  can 
get  things  for  less  than  their  value  they  are 
■  disposed  to  invest.  This  was,  I  suppose,  the 
case  with  the  P.P.I.  In  St  Thomas.  The 
society  went  on  for  a  number  of  years,  and 
issued  assessment  policies  to  the  amount  of 
somewhere  about  $13,000,000.  They  had 
paid  all  their  claims,  and  had  met  every 
obligation.  When  a  death  claim  was  pre- 
sented they  paid  it  without  haggling  or  go- 
ing to  the  courts.  They  asked  for  nothing 
but  the  medical  certificate  showing  that  the 
applicant  was  entitled  to  the  insurance.  I 
suppose  Mr,  Ej^drldge.  of  the  New  York 
Mutual  Reserve  had  discovered  there  was 
another  mutual  insurance  company  some- 
where doing  a  considerable  business,  and  as 
his  own  company  were  not  perhaps 
as  prosperous  as  they  would  like  to  be, 
he  opened  'negotiations  with  the  trus- 
tees of  the  county  of  Elgin  P.  P.  I.  Com- 
pany. The  P.  P.  I.  trustees  were  invited 
to  New  York  and  taken  around  and  had  a 
jolly  good  time  of  it,  no  doubt  at  the  expense 
of  the  policy-holders  bf  the  New  York 
Mutual  and  of  the  P.P.I.  It  Is  very  nice 
to  have  a  good  time  at  the  e^ieiise  of  others. 
Later  on,  when  they  returned  to  St  Thomas, 
a  rumour  came  out  that  the  trustees  of  the 
P.P.I,  had  made  n  splendid  bargain,  and 
there  was  going  to  be  an  amnlgiimfition  of 
the  $13,000,000  of  the  P.P.I,  with  the  many, 
many  other  millions  of  the  Mutual  Reserve. 
We  had  it  going  firom  one  end  of  the  county 
to  the  other,  and  I  have  no  doubt  my  hon. 
Hon.  Mr.  WILSON. 


friend  from  London  heard  It,  because  the  P.P. 
I.  was  transacting  business  there.  This  report 
went  abroad,  that  they  had  received  or  were 
going  to  receive  a  very  large  amount  of 
money.  The  companies  amalgamated,  and 
I  have  here  the  agreement  that  was  entered 
into  between  the  managers  of  the  two  insti- 
tutlous.  By  this  document  one  was  trans- 
ferred to  the  other,  just  like  so  much  stodi, 
and  the  amount  involved  is  represented  to 
have  been  *  $1.'  There  was  a  nigger  in 
the  fence,  and  a  big  nigger  too.  and  they 
had  to  cover  him  up  to  keep  him  from  the 
gaze  of  the  policy-holders  In  the  P.P.I.  For 
the  sake  of  placing  it  on  record,  I  crave  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  read  the 
agreement : 

Ttiis  agreement,  made  this  27Ui  day  ot  JinM, 
in  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred,  and 
ninety-six,  by  and  between  the  Provincial  Pro- 
vident Institution,  a  corporation  duly  organlied 
and  existing  under  and  by  yirtue  of  the  laws 
o;  the  Province  of  Ontario,  of  the  first  part, 
and  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association, 
a  corporation  duly  organized  and  existing  un- 
der and  by  virtue  ot  the  laws  of  the  Sute  ot 
New  Tork,  of  the  second  part,  witnesseth. 

Whereas,  the  parties  hereto  are  engaged  in 
business  of  life  insurance  on  the  ansessment 
and  co-operative  plan,  and 

Whereas  the  party  of  the  flrat  part  li  de- 
sirous of  amalgamating  with  the  party  of  the 
second  part  and  of  transferring  its  membere  to 
the  said  party  of  the  second  part. 

Now.  therefore,  for  and  la  cooBlderatlor  of 
th^  premises  and  of  the  coveoants  and  atipu- 
latlons  hereinafter  contained,  and  of  the  warn 
of  one  dollar,  lawful  money,  in  band  paid  by 
the  aaid  party  of  the  first  part,  the  receipt  ot 
which,  before  the  signing  of  these  presents, 
is  hereby  acknowledged,  by  the  said  party  of 
the  second  part,  this  agreement  witnesietn 
as  followB  : — 

First.  That  the  said  party  of  the  first  part 
shall  on  the  16th  day  ot  July,  1896,  as  the 
agent  of  the  party  of  the  second  part.  Issue  to 
Its  members  a  notice  of  an  assessment  In 
accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  certificate 
of  membership  held  by  each  of  the  members 
ot  said  party  of  the  first  part,  which  sUd 
assessment  shall  be  known  as  the  '  transter- 
ring  assesament,'  which  said  notice  shall  con- 
tain a  statement  embodying  the  aubatanee  of 
this  agreement  and  shall  be  prepared  by  tlie 
party  of  the  second  part  and  be  approved 
a  committee  of  trustees  ot  the  party  ot  the 
first  part. 

Second.  That  the  said  party  of  the  second 
part  shall  assume  all  the  outstanding  risks 
of  the  party  of  the  first  part  and  shall  become 
responsible  for  all  losses  and  claims  accruins 
to  members  or  policy-holders  of  the  said  party 
of  the  first  part  from  and  after  the  date  of 
the  notice  of  the  transferring  assessment, 
provided  In  the  first  clause  thereof,  the  amount 
of  which  assassment,  together  with  eight  dol- 
lars per  one  thousand  of  business  actually 
paying  said  transferring  assessment  aa  a  first 
payment  or  admission  fee,  and  two  dollars  per 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JULY  20,  1904 


789 


one  tbousand  of  buslnesa  so  paying  said  aBsess- 
ment  ou  account  of  tbe  general  expense  fund, 
shall  be  paid  to  the  party  of  the  lecood  part. 

Third.  The  parment  of  the  transferring  as- 
aessment  by  any  member  of  the  party  of  the 
first  part.  In  accordance  with  said  notice  and 
the  terms  and  condition  thereof,  shall  consti- 
tute BQch  member  a  member  of  the  party  of 
tbe  second  part,  with  all  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  sucb,  but  subject  to  alt  the  obligations 
of  such  membership  In  the  party  of  the  second 
part,  including  the  provisions  of  the  constitu- 
tion or  by-laws  and  the  rules  and  the  regula- 
tions of  the  said  party  of  the  second  part  as 
they  now  exist  or  aa  the  same  may  be  hereafter 
amended,  Tbe  members  of  the  party  of  the 
first  part  so  becoming  members  of  the  parties 
of  the  second  part  shall  not  be  called  upon 
to  pay  assessments  in  excess  of  those  charged 
members  of  tbe  party  of  the  second  part  en- 
tering said  party  of  the  second  part  at  the 
same  dates  and  ages  as  said  members  so 
transferred  from  the  party  ot  tbe  first  part 
entered  said  party  of  the  first  part  respect- 
ively, except  as  by  change  of  policies  or  certl- 
cates  of  membership  this  agreement  may  be 
modified. 

Fourth.  That  members  of  the  party  of  the 
first  part  so  becoming  members  of  the  party 
of  the  second  part  shall  not  be  required  to 
exchange  their  policies  or  certificates  of  mem- 
bership for  those  of  said  party  ot  the  second 
part  tmless  they  may  elect  to  do  bo,  their 
Insarance  will  he  continued  under  the  policies 
or  certificates  Issued  by  said  party  of  the  first 
part  as  hereinbefore  provided,  subject  to  the 
^erms  thereof  as  to  forfeiture  for  non-pay- 
ment of  dues  or  assessments. 

Fifth.  The  said  party  of  the  first  part  shall 
pay  all  claims  to  policy-holders  or  otherwise 
otitstandlng  or  incurred  up  to  the  date  of  satd 
trMisferring  assessment,  and  shell  immediately 
on  the  Issuing  of  the  notice  ot  said  transfer- 
ring assessment  pay  over  to  said  party  of  the 
second  part  the  fund  known  as  the  annuity  fund 
of  the  said  party  of  the  first  part,  and  upon 
tbe  completion  of  said  transferring  assessment 
ten  dollars  per  one  thousand  of  all  trane- 
ferred  business  where  the  attained  age  ot  tbe 
member  at  the  time  of  such  transfer  exceeds 
sixty  years- 
Sixth.  All  papers,  notices,  assessment  circu- 
lars, and  all  other  documents  or  papers  what- 
ever to  be  sent  out  to  carry  Into  effect  the 
provisions  ot  this  agreement,  shall  be  prepared 
by  the  party  of  the  second  part  and  approved 
by  a  committee  of  the  trustees  of  the  party  of 
th?  flr^t  part. 

Seventh.  It  is  covenanted  by  the  party  of  the 
first  part  that  its  officers  and  trustees  shall 
and  will  give  its  and  their  utmost  moral  aid 
In  aiding  the  transfer  of  its  membership  to 
said  party  of  the  second  part,  the  exchange  of 
policies  or  certificates  of  memttershlp  to  those 
l8S\ied  by  the  party  of  the  second  part  and 
tbe  complete  performance  ot  all  the  conditions 
and  provisions  of  this  agreement. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— Sell  tbem  over, 
body  And  bones. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Yes,  and  all  the 
money  which  they  had,  and  T  will  be  able 
to  show  they  had  some.  Here  we  find  there 
was  an  amendment.    They  had  signed  tbe 


amendment  and  struck  out  clause  2  of  the 
agreement  made  27tt)  Jane.  1896.  that  bound 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Association  to  ap- 
ply the  several  funds,  reserve  fund,  emer- 
gency fund,  annuity  fund  and  mortuary 
fund  received  from  P.  P.  I., 

In  the  manner  and  foe  the  purposes  prescribed 
by  the  by-laws  now  existing  of  the  said  Institu- 
tion subject  to  the  third  provision  ot  tbe  agree- 
ment of  June  27.  1896. 

Giffht  dollars  per  thousand,  plus  two  dol< 
lars  more  per  thousand.  This  association 
later  on  repudiated  the  debt,  and  did  not 
give  them  what  they  agreed  to  give,  al- 
though they  took  over  thirteen  million  of 
insurance,  for  which  they  stated  that  they 
did  not  pay  a  dollar.  The  P.-  P.  I.  had 
worked  up  an  Insurance  of  some  ttah'teen 
million  dollars  ;  they  transferred  the  whole 
of  these  policies  over,  and  not  one  single 
tloHar  was  paid  to  the  trustees  of  tbe  P. 
P.  I.  for  tbe  large  business  they  bad  worked 
up.  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen,  if  the  Mu- 
I  tuitl  Reserve  failed  to  carry  out  an  agree- 
ment of  that  kind,  can  you  rely  upon  them 
to  act  any  more  fairly  with  their  policy- 
holders under  this  BUI,  which  certainly  will 
not  accomplish  the  object  which  they  con- 
tend it  will,  but  almost  tbe  veiy  reverse. 

There  were  a  number  of  people  insured 
in  the  P.  P.  I.  who  happened  to  be  over  60 
years,  and  the  P.  P.  I.  had  to  give  this  gen- 
erous whole-souled  Mutual  Reserve  Asso- 
ciation ?10  for  taking  over  the  policy  of  a 
man  who  happened  to  get  to  the  age  of  65 
before  this  deal  occurred.  Generous  they 
were,  and  good  they  were,  but  they  looked 
out  for  themselves  and  they  were  protected. 
Two  parties  transacting  the  business  In 
St.  Thomas,  tbe  solicitor  from  St  Thomas 
and  the  solicitor  from  New  York;  stated 
that  if  they  had  completed  the  transaction 
as  at  first  contemplated  they  would  have 
been  promptly  put  behind  the  bars.  I  told 
one  of  them  it  was  tbe  place  he  should  be. 
Was  or  was  not  the  agreemwit  carried 
out  ?  The  Mutual  Reserve  treated  the  P.  P. 
I.  policy-holders  in  the  same  manner  they 
used  tbe  assessment  policy-holders  In  their 
own  company,  so  that  they  forced  the  P. 
P.  I.  business  from  $13,000,000  down  to 
¥8,000,000.  . 

Clauses  8,  9  and  10  of  the  agreement  are 
as  follows  : 
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S.  That  all  moneys  recelvecl  by  the  party  of 
the  second  part  on  account  ol  the  business  trans- 
ferred  or  from  members  of  the  party  of  the  first 
part  shall  be  used  and  applied  by  the  said  party 
of  the  second  part  to  the  same  uses  and  pur- 
poEes  as  moneys  recelTed  from  new  members  of 
Bald  party  of  the  second  part  admitted  at  the 
date  of  such  transfer. 

9.  Thatr  If  any  member  or  members  of  the 
party  of  the  first  part  declare  his  or  their  un- 
willlngnesB  to  assent  to^he  transfer  of  member- 
ship herein  provided  and  Insist  on  remalnlns 
members  of  the  party  of  the  first  part,  said 
party  of  the  second  part  hereby  covenaBts  and 
agre«s  that.  In  consideration  'ot  the  payment  to 
it  of  said  member  or  members'  dues  and  assess- 
ments by  the  said  party  of  the  first  part,  to  re- 
insure the  risk  on  such  member  or  members  un- 
til he  or  they  can  be  seen  and  a  personal  ad- 
justment made  ftith  such  member  or  members, 
and  the  party  of  the  second  part  agrees  to  pro- 
tect said  party  of  the  first  part  against  all  ex- 
pense involved  in  such  adjustment. 

10.  That  Uie  said  party  of  the  first  part  shall 
Immediately  on  the  day  of  the  date  of  the  said 
transferring  assessment  turn  over  to  said  party 
of  tbe  second  part  all  original  applications  for 
membership  heretofore  at  any  time  received  by 
it,  and  any  and  all  books,  records,  accounts, 
documents  and  vouchers  in  any  way  relating  to 
any  policy  or  certificate  of  membership  out- 
standing on  the  day  of  the  date  of  the  notice  of 
said  transferring  assessment. 

As  I  said  before,  tbey  got  tbirte«n  mii- 
Hons  in  policies.  They  got  all  the  books 
and  certificates.  Tbey  got  everytbing,  and 
I  suppose  all  the  furniture  in  possession  of 
the  P.  P.  I.,  and  tbey  agreed  to  give  tbem 
ten  per  centum  of  the  thirteen  million,  or 
somewhere  about  $130,000,  and  tbey  confess 
now  that  they  did  not  pay  tbem  one  single 
ceut,  because  Mr.  Eldrldge  stated  In  commit- 
tee that  bad  their  agreement  been  carried 
out,  they  would  have  been  placed  behind  tbe 
bars.  This  is  tbe  company  that  my  hon. 
friend  from  Toronto  is  so  desirous  to  in- 
corporate that  tbey  may  go  forth  like  wolves 
in  sheep's  clothing  to  seek  whom  tbey  may 
devour,  as  they  have  done  In  the  past. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.  C.)— Why  did 
the  party  of  tbe  first  part  go  Into  the  con- 
tract ?  What  were  they  to  gain  by  it  ?  It 
looked  like  a  foolish  contract,  handing  over 
everytbing. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  agreement  was 
made  with  the  trustees  of  the  Provincial 

Provident  Society  in  St  Thomas,  that  the 
Mutual  Reserve  should  do  what  ?  After 
this  transferring  clause,  and  the  premium  of 
eiffht  dollars,  plus  two  dollars  per  $1,000 
that  they  should  pay  to  the  trustees  of  tbe 
P.  P.  I.,  ten  per  centum  or  $130,000,  to  the 
trustees  of  the  P.  P.  I.  It  was  tbe  $130,000 
Hon.  Ur.  TTILSON. 


that  looked  so  large  In  their  eyes,  and  for 
which  they  were  ready  to  transact  tbe  bnal- 

ness  ;  but  tbe  lawyer  in  St  Thomas,  Colin 
McDougall,  told  them  :  '  If  you  carry  into 
effect  that  contract,  tt  will  mean  a  criminal 
prosecution.'  The  lawyer  in  New  York  told 
that  Immaculate  Individual  my  friend 
Eldridge,  that  If  he  transferred  this  money, 
it  would  be  the  cause  of  his  going  behind 
the  bars. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-Was  the  $130.000to 
be  given  to  tbe  trustees  to  divide  among  the 
members,  or  for  themselves  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WIL/SON— For  the  trustees;  I 
do  not  think  tbe  poi  icy-bolder s  would  bare 
seen  a  cent  of  It.  The  pockets  of  the  trus- 
tees would  have  been  large  enough  to  bold 
the  whole  amount 

An  hou.  MSMBER— Did  they  get  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— No,  that  Is  where  the 
difficulty  came  In.  Mr.  Bldridge  says  that 
a  sharper  lot  of  men  than  the  seven  men 
from  St  Thomas  he  never  did  business  with 
in  his  life,  and  that  if  be  could  deceive,  de- 
fraud, and  cheat  tbem,  he  was  doing  a  grext 
stroke  of  business. 

An  hon.  MEMBER— Were  you  one  ot 
them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— No,  1  was  not  I  had 
no  Interest,  directly  or  indirectly,  iu  this  as- 
sociation. I  was  not  a  member  or  attorney 
or  examining  physician,  or  In  any  way  in- 
terested in  the  affairs  of  tbe  company.  The 
agreement  concludes  :— 

Id  witness  whereof  the  parties  hereto  bare 
caused  their  corporate  seal  to  be  hereunto 
sfflxed  and  these  presents  to  be  signed,  on  th« 
part  of  the  party  ot  the  first  part  of  Its  Presi- 
dent and  Secretary  and  on  the  part  of  tbe 
party  of  tbe  second  part  by  Its  tllird  Vlce-Pre- 
siiient  In  duplicate,  tbe  day,  month  and  year 
first  above  written. 

OKO.  K.  MORTON, 

President. 

S.  S.  UILLER, 

Secretary. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Lite  Association, 
GEO.   BLDRIDQE.  third  Ylee-Pnisidaiit 

Now,  look  at  the  signatures  ?  wbo  are 
these  men  ?  The  very  men  that  my  be- 
friend from  Toronto  is  desirous  of  handln? 
over  this  BIH  to,  so  that  he  can  get  some 
more  members,  I  suppose,  transactlnf  busi- 
ness of  this  kind.  George  K.  Morton  was 
president,  an  individual  in  St  Thomas,  £!• 
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S.  Miller,  who  then  had  the  chief  secretary- 
ship of  the  P.P.I.,  and  now  in  Montreal,  and 
whom  do  you  suppose  signed  It  on  the  pari 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve,  other  than  our  dear 
friend  George  D.  Eldrldge,  tbh-d  vice-pre- 
sident of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve. 

■'•  ■'.  ('(irFEY-I  believe  they  had  a 
very  large  amouut  of  money  as  a  reserve 
fund,  in  the  Provincial  Provident  Do  yoo 
know  what  Itecame  of  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  was  going  to  read 
it.  The  P.P.I,  acting  economically,  paying 
tbe  president,  vice-president,  and  other 
loembers  of  the  organization,  reasonable 
salaries,  not  sUch  as  the  New  York  Mutual 
Reserve  paid  to  their  officials,  salaries  so 
large  that  they  dare  not  state  them  In  detail 
though  willing  to  give  us  the  lump  sum,  be- 
cause they  do  not  want  It  go  abroad  that 
while  the  policy-holders  are  paying  extor- 
tionate assessments,  the  officials  down  at 
head-quarters  are  luxuriating  upon  twenty- 
five,  thirty,  fifty,  and  a  hundred  thousand 
dollars  salaries.  They  do  not  want  such 
Information  to  go  abroad.  Our  society  was 
acting  economically..  They  would  have  a 
meeting  when  necessary  and  the  directors 
would  charge  up  against  the  policy-holders 
twenty  dollars  for  each  and  every  meeting 
they  held  for  each  and  every  director.  They 
bad  accumulated  a  large  amount  of  money 
and  had  deposited  that  money  in  the  bank. 
Not  only  was  this  but  business  to  the 
amount  of  thirteen  million  dollars  transfer- 
red to  the  hands  of  these  men  with  large 
salaries  down  in  New  York,  so  that  they 
could  employ  Mr.  Moss  at  fifty  or  a  hundred 
thousand  dollars  a  year.  (1  would  not  say 
that  they  did  give  him  that  but  they  gave 
the  money  over  to  the  New  Yorli  Mutual, 
and  it  amounted,  as  I  am  credibly  Informed 
and  verily  believe,  to  a  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  I  appeal  to  hon.  gentlemen  here, 
and  I  appeal  to  parliament  to  pause  before 
it  places  upon  the  statute-books  an  Act  to 
rehabilitate  men  with  such  a  record.— for 
they  have  a  past  record  very  unsavoury  in 
the  transaction  of  Insurance  business.  You 
may  ask  me,  why  did  the  people  of  our  town 
do  as  I  say  they  did  ?  Tou  can  easily  under- 
stand that  If  those  trustees  thought  they 
were  going  to  get  $100,000,  and  that  money 
to  the  extent  of  1100,000  was  going  to  be 


refunded  to  the  policy-holders  in  St.  Thomas, 
they  readily  entered  into  this  arrangement 
and  the  transfer  was  drawn.  The  Mutual 
Reserve  continued  to  carry  the  policies  Is- 
sued by  the  P.F.I.,  and  very  shortly  com- 
menced to  Increase  the  calls  from  two  dol- 
lars to  five  dollars  and  eight  dollars,  until 
they  froze  the  poor  Canadians  out.  The 
funds  had  to  go  down  to  New  York  to  satis- 
fy that  greediness  of  the  officials  down 
there.  They  raised  the  fees  and  the  assess- 
ments so  high,  that  not  only  in  St.  Thomas 
but  in  other  places  those  who  were  insured 
had  to  withdraw.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  ask 
me  justly,  how  was  it  that  the  certificate 
holders,  or  policy-holders,  how  they  were 
satisfied  with  being  treated  in  the  manner 
in  which  they  were.  I  have  a  document 
here  which  will  show  to  some  extent  the 
means  that  were  adopted  whereby  the  P.P.I, 
were  induced  to  keep  quiet.  It  is  by  E.  S. 
MlUer.  the  secretary  of  the  Provincial  Prov- 
ident of  St  Thomas.  It  reads  : 

You  Will  be  informed  by  the  iDcIosed  clrcu' 
lar  to  members  of  the  Provincial  Provident 
Institution  of  the  terms  of  consolidation  agreed 
by  the  management,  on  behalf  of  said  inatitu- 
tloD,  and  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Lilfe  Asso- 
ciation. 

*  Consolidation '  ?  I  could  apply  a  word  that 
would  be  more  appropriate  than  consolida- 
tion. I  could  s:iy  the  robbei-y  of  the  P.  P.  I. 
by  the  action  of  the  Mutual  Reserve.  The 
letter  continues  : 

After  perusal,  you  will  observe  that  the  plan 
Is  an  amalsamation  of  the  business  of  this, 
the  moat  prominent  Canadian  organization, 
with  that  iDBtltution,  the  most  prominent,  not 
only  in  America,  but  in  the  world.  By  this 
agreement,  assessment  InBurance  will  become 
the  foremost  life  Insurance  Interest  In  the 
country,  and  the  combined  business  In  Canada 
of  the  two  InstltutlouB  will  be  exceeded  by 
that  of  only  one  company  of  any  kind.  By 
such  a  combination  of  strength  that  has  been 
divided,  there  will  certainly  result  a  yet  more 
rapid  growth  in  membership  and  sound  finan- 
cial condition,  than  would  otherwise  be  pos- 
sible. 

It  Is  Impossible  to  do  Justice  In  a  communi- 
cation of  this  character  to  the  merits  of  the 
arrangements,  either  from  the  standpoint  of 
the  membership  or  of  the  agents,  but  we 
simply  ask  you  to  Inform  yourself  on  the  sub- 
ject and  to  refrain  from  committing  yourself 
to  any  engagement,  until  you  are  in  posses- 
sion of  all  the  facts,  which  will  be  communi- 
cated to  you  within  a  tew  days,  together  with 
proposals  for  continuing  your  allegiance  under 
the  new  arrangement,  upon  terms  that  will  bo 
found  both  liberal  and  attractive. 

Thanking  you  for  your  loyalty  In  the  past 
to  this  Institution,  and  bespeaking  from  yon 
the  same  quality  of  service  to  the  Mutual  R«- 
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lenra  Fund  Life,  where  I  hope  itUl  to  he  aaao- 
dated  with  70U  In  the  work  of  life  Insurance, 
I  am, 

Very  truly  yours, 

B.  S.  MILLER, 

Secretary. 

Tlint  is  not  all.    We  have  solbe  more. 

Another  drcular  reads  : ' 

The  most  prominent  examples  ot  the  ad- 
TantagfiB  derived  by  the  people  of  Canada  from 
the  system  of  assessment  life  Insurance  are 
the  Provincial  Provident  Institution,  the  larg- 
est home  company,  and  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association,  which  not  only  has  the 
largest  business  In  force  In  the  Dominion,  but 
l8  also  the  largest  institution  of  the  kind  in 
the  world. 

It  has  seemed  to  the  managements  of  these 
two  organizations  that  still  greater  possibili- 
ties for  good  would  accrue,  were  the  efTorta 
now  direntod  to  the  upbuilding  of  two  compet- 
ing offlceu  united  in  a  single  purpose,  especially 
in  view  of  the  marked  tendency  at  the  present 
time,  seen  both  in  the  Dominion  and  in  the 
United  States,  towards  a  reduction  in  the  num- 
ber of  Institutions  In  the  various  branohes  of 
Industry,  with  a  resultant  Increase  In  the  bulk 
of  transactions  of  each. 

Did  they  realize  It  ?  Has  there  b6en  an 
Increase  In  the  transactions  of  the  unfor- 
tunate P.  P.  I.,  or  Is  it  an  Increase  of  the 
transactions  with  the  unfortunate  poHcy- 
holdors  who  have  been  loaded  up  and  load- 
ed down,  and  liens  placed  upon  their  poli- 
cies, so  that  the  company  can  carry  them 
with  a  diminished  valuation  ?  The  circular 
continues  : 

Recognizing,  therefore,  the  advantages  of  h 
wider  business,  both  because  it  gives  increased 
security  and  greater  economy,  the  management 
of  the  Provincial  Provident  Institution  Is  glad 
to  be  able  to  lay  before  Its  members  a  matured 
plan  for  the  consolidation  of  the  two  largest 
masses  of  assessment  life  Insurance  In  Can- 
ada. By  the  amalgamation  of  the  business  of 
this  institution  (amounting  to  over  ?13,000,000) 
with  that  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  (amounting  to  over  123,000,000  In 
Canada  ot  its  total  of  $310,000,000},  an  aggregate 
of  over  $36,000,000  of  Canadian  business  will 
result.  This  exceeds  in  amount  that  carried 
by  any  lite  Insurance  company  (with  a  siagle 
exception)  doing  business  In  the  Dominion  on 
any  plan  ;  is  more  than  one-tenth  of  all  the 
life  Insurance  business  of  all  kinds  reported 
In  the  blue-book,  and  exceeds  by  $1,500,000  that 
of  all  other  assessment  companies  combined 
reporting  to  the  Canadian  Insurance  Depart- 
ment. 

The  basis  of  the  consolidation  of  the  busi- 
ness is  most  fair  and  equitable  to  both  parties, 
and  it  has  been  possible  to  bring  it  about  be- 
cause of  the  high  quality  of  the  business  ot 
the  Provincial  Provident  Ittstitution.  which 
renders  feasible  an  amalgamation  presenting 
none  of  the  objections  which  attach  to  a  mere 
reinsurance  of  risks.  That  the  plan  is  one 
of  especial  benefit  to  the  members,  and  there- 
fore one  upon  which  the  management  can 
Hon.  Ur.  WIt£ON. 


present  to  them  its  sincere  congntnlationa, 
the  following  details  show  conclusively  :— 

1.  The  arrangement  Includes  every  member. 
No  member's  insurance  Is  disturbed.  Every 
risk  Is  carried  on  without  interruption.  There 
Is  simply  placed  behind  each,  as  turtlier  seciul- 
ty,  the  broad  resources  and  large  membersblp 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life,  giving  to  tha 
Insurance  the  protection  of  that  association'! 
strength  and  vast  resources. 

It  says  that  no  memtier*8  Insurance  Ii 

disturbed.  I  do  not  thlnli  they  are  dis- 
turbed now  by  getting  any  of  the  payments 
when  life  is  extinct.  They  will  carry  tbe 
cliiim  from  one  court  to  the  other,  and  final- 
ly, if  they  cannot  succeed  here,  tliey  go  te 
tlie  law  lords  in  England  to  plead  their 
case,  and  send  the  ablest  lawyer  of  Cao- 
flda  over  there  to  argue  their  cose.  My 
tiou.  friend  says  they  have  one  there  now. 
I  stated  that  the  Mutual  Reserve  took  over 
tlilrteen  millions  of  business  of  the  P.  P.  I. 
I  forgot  to  say  that  they  have  by  death  and 
lotting  their  policies  lapse  less  than  el^t 
millions  of  that  business  now.  The  circnlir 
continues  : 

2.  There  need  be  no  change  of  policies.  The 
simple  act  of  paying  the  regular  assessment, 
to  the  same  ofllclal.  at  4he  same  address  and  is 
the  same  manner  as  former  assessments  of  tlie 
Provincial  Provident  have  been  paid,  la  all 
tliat  is  required  to  constitute  the  present  mem- 
ber of  the  Provincial  Provident  InstltuUon  i 
member  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association,  with  all  the  rights,  privileges  sad 
obligations  of  such  membership. 

Of  course,  tUey  discovered  by  this  time, 
that  they  had  not  very  many  righta— only 
the  right  to  pay  double,  treble  the  call,  al- 
most every  month  The  circular  contlnDCs: 

The  strength  of  the  Uutual  Reserve.  Its 
annual  Income  is  nearly  $6,000,000. 

If  they  have  $6.000,(XX)  why  do  they  not 
continue  on  the  assessment  plan  and  pay 
ofC  tlie  claims  against  tbem.  Why  shoald 
they  ask  for  better  terms  from  the  Senate, 
when  they  might  adopt  some  other  course  ? 
If  they  are  getting  six  millions  of  an  annaal 
income,  is  that  not  a  pretty  good  reserve  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON—Wbat  date  Is  that  7 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— 1896.  Will  that  suit 
the  hon.  gentleman  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  Is  a  good  while 

ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Yes,  they  coald  not 
wrong  80  many  of  the  P.P.I,  people  wltbont 
having  some  time  to  do  It    Tbey  would 
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require  time  to  do  it  In  a  way  that  they 
wonld  not  lay  themselves  open  to  charges  of 
fraud  and  corrupt  acts.  It  is  a  good  while 
ago.  Tme,  there  are  many  of  Uiose  poor  un- 
fortunate ones  to-day  who  bare  not  a  dol- 
lar, and  could  not  keep  their  policies  paid. 
My  hon.  friend  says  it  Is  a  good  while  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  reason  I  asked 
was  that  the  hon.  gentleman  stated  it  was  a 
good  while  ago  and  asked  why  could  they 
not  go  on  now  and  pay  up  the  claims.  The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Is  it  on  account  of 
their  having  dealt  fairly,  justly  and  honestly 
with  the  policy-holders,  or  is  it  because  tliey 
have  robbed  the  people,  that  they  ask  for  this 
change  ?  If  the  public  had  the  same  degree 
of  confidence  in  this  company  as  It  had  in 
1896.  there  would  be  a  different  story  to  tell, 
and  this  Bill  would  not  be  required.  The 
circular  continues  : 

Its  assets  exceed  96,000,000.  Its  surplus  tunds 
amount  to  $3,672,526  or  112.62  per  each  one 
thousand  dollarB  of  tnaarance  agaiDSt  $9.23  per 
escb  $1,000  In  the  Provincial  Provident.  Its 
membership  is  110,000.  Its  outstandftis  Insur- 
ance reaches  $310,000,000.  It  has  paid  death 
claims  over  $26,500,000.  The  peculiar  hold  the 
association  has  in  Canada ;  it  has  on  its  stalT  a 
number  of  Canadians,  Including  Its  2nd  Yiee- 
Presldent  and  Chairman  ot  the  Executive  Com- 
mittee. It  has  in  force,  the  largest  Canadian 
business  of  any  assessment  company.  Its  busi- 
ness to  number  of  population  Is  as  large  la 
Canada  as  Is  the  Vnlted  States.  It  wrote  more 
nev  buainees  In  Canada  In  1885  than  any  other 
assessment  company,  and  with  two  exceptions 
than  any  other  company  of  any  Iclnd.  It  gained 
Id  business  In  force  In  Canada  In  1885  more  than 
a  million  dollars.  It  baa  paid  d«atb  clalme  In 
Canada  more  than  $1,250,000.  It  has  a  deposit 
with  the  Canadian  government  In  Canada, 
seeuritles  liavlng  a  present  value  of  over  $108,- 
000.  Its  assets  in  Canada  at  the  date  of  Its  last 
report,  exceeded  a  quarter  of  a  million  dollars. 
After  congratulating  the  members  of  the  P.P.I., 
upon  the  many  advantages  afforded  them  by  tbls 
amalgamation  with  the  business  of  the  largest 
and  strongest  assessment  life  Insurance  organiz- 
ation in  the  world,  we  remain. 
Faithfully  yours, 

GEOROB  K.  UORTON,  President. 

JOHN  BAIRD,  Treasurer. 

E.  S.  MILLER,  Secretary. 

Now,  I  liave  other  papers  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLEJ— Read  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Perhaps  some  hon. 
fi«itlemen  might  feel  desirous  of  having 
them  read,  but  If  the  House  will  consider 
them  as  read,  I  shall  hand  them  In  to  the 
reporters. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— That  Is  United 
States  style ;  it  Is  not  allowed  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  would  like  to  gratify 
hon.  members,  and  I  might  just  as  well  be 
reading  these  papers  as  sitting  down.  I 
shall  read  a  letter  dated  July  15.  18dQ,  from 
one  of  the  meml)ers  of  the  New  York  Mu- 
tual Reserve  Association.  At  that  time  be 
was  in  good  standing,  but  when  a  certain 
class  of  men  disagree,  then  a  certain  other 
class  will  get  Justice.  That  Is  the  mild- 
est way  I  can  put  it.  The  letter  is  as  fol- 
lows :— 

305,  307,  309  Broadway,  New  York, 

Jul7  16,  1896. 
Confirming  the  statement  made  by  the  man- 
agement of  the  Provincial  Provident  Institu- 
tion of  St.  Thomas,  Ont.,  of  the  arrangement 
for  the  consolidation  of  the  business  of  that 
Institution  with  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association,  the  management  of  the  latter  as- 
sociation extends  Its  cengratulatlonB  over  the 
advantages  resulting  therefrom.  The  insurance 
of  every  policy-holder  Is .  protected  and  pre- 
served ;  the  guaranties  and  security  of  the 
large  membership  and  large  accumulations  ot 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  are  given  to 
the  members  of  the  Provincial  Provident,  who 
become  members  of  the  former  company  on 
equal  terms  of  rights  and  duties  with  those 
members  who  entered  that  association  at  thu 
same  dates  and  ages,  respectively,  as  the  mem- 
bers  of  the  Provincial  Provident  entered  that 
Institution.  The  arrangement  will  disturb  In 
the  least  possible  degree  the  relations  of  the 
members  of  the  Provincial  Provident,  while  it 
will  strengthen  their  insurance  and  give  them 
I  better  guaranties  and  security. 
I  The  payment  of  the  current  assessment — 
!  which  Is  to  be  paid  to  Mr.  E.  S.  Miller  at  St. 

Thomas,  as  all   preceding  assessments  have 
I  been  paid— gives  to  your  policy  the  guarantee 
I  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life,  with  Its 
I  millions  of  assets,  Its  more  than  one  hundred 
I  thousand  members  and  Its  three  hundred  mil- 
lions of  insurance.   It  pledges  to  you  the  same 
I  fair  dealing,  prompt  payment  of  claiimB  and 
earnest  regard  for  your  every  right  and  for 
I  the  soundness  of  the  Insurance  you  are  pur- 
I  chasing,   which   have    characterized   Its  deal- 
ings during  the  past  fifteen  years,  la  which  It 
bas   paid  over  twenty-seven   million  dollars 
of  death-claims.     The  association  has  been 
proud  in  the  past  of  Its  Canadian  business,  and 
it  welcomes  with  pride  this  addition,  which 
gives  to  that  business  a  magnitude  secoud  to 
that  of  only  one  ot  the  many  Hie  Insurance 
companies  that  are  operating  In  the  Dominion. 
By  order  of  the  Executive  Committee, 
J.  D.  WELLS.  Chairman. 
By  order  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
C.  W.  CAMP,  Secretary. 

I  suppose  those  officials  of  the  New  York 
Mutual  will  not  deny  tluit  be  had  a  right  to 
make  that  proposition  at  that  time.  I  might 
read  another  from  a  man  called  Frederick 
■\.  Burnham,  of  whom  some  of  you  may 
have  beard.     If  not,  possibly  members  of 
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the  select  committee  will  remember  hear- 
ing bis  name  mentioned  In  connection  with 
the  name  of  J.  D.  Wells.  The  letter  is  as 
follows  ;— 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association. 

New  York,  Sept.  15.  1896. 
We  are  glad  of  this  opportunity  to  congratu- 
late you  upon  the  complete  success  which  has 
attended  the  consolidation  ot  the  Provincial 
Provident  Institution  with  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association.  That  consolidation  was 
undertaken  on  sound  business  lines,  and  in  a 
way  that  could  hut  appeal  to  sound  business 
Judgment.  The  membership  of  the  Provincial 
Provident  proved  its  ability  to  deal  Intelligently 
with  a  matter  of  this  character  by  the  practical 
unanimity  of  its  assent.  No  transaction  of  a 
similar  nature  has  ever  been  carried  through 
with  the  smoothness  and  the  success  that  has 
attended  this. 

Why  should  it  not  be  smooth.  If  they  were 
going  to  take  advantage  of  the  Insured  In 
New  York  and  the  nnfortmiatea  In  St.  Tho- 
mas. It  should  be  transacted  with  smootb- 
uess;  oVherwise  the  people  would  have  re- 
seiiteil  it.  and  would  not  have  become  a 
piirty  to  It.     The  letter  continues  : 

There  has  been  no  Interruption  ot  any  man's 
Insurance,  but,  on  the  contrary,  every  man 
had  at  once  placed  behind  him  the  protection 
and  guarantee  of  our  millions  of  business  and 
assets.  That  this  was  appreciated,  the  event 
has  proved.  The  number  who  failed  to  make 
payment  was  no  greater  than  the  average  un- 
der calls  levied  in  the  past  by  the  Provloclai 
Provident,  and  even  these  are  paying  up  and 
reinstating  their  membership.  The  losses  that 
occurred  are  being  met  by  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  and  in  all  senses  the  former  mem- 
bership of  the  Provincial  Provident,  who  havb 
accepted  the  terms  of  consolidation,  hold  the 
same  relation  to  our  association  as  members 
originally  admitted. 

In  congratulating  you  upon  tt^  success  ot 
this  transaction,  we  want  to  bespeak  from  you 
loyalty  to.  and  trust  In,  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life.  It  la  strong  ;  it  is  honest  ;  It  Is 
able  to  carry  out  its  every  contract  ;  Its  plans 
and  methods  are  right.  Twenty-seven  and  a- 
halt  million  ot  death-clalma  promptly  and 
honestly  paid  prove  this,  it  there  were  no 
other  proof.  Remember,  you  are  a  part  ot 
this  great  company.  Its  offices  exist  for  you  ; 
its  affairs  are  conducted  that  your  dependents 
may  have  protection.  If  you  wanf  to  know 
anything  of  its  affairs,  write  and  ask.  Its 
officers  are  ready  to  give  you  information  that 
is  exact  and  trustworthy.  With  the  means  of 
obtaining  Information  at  first  hand,  do  not 
place  reliance  in  the  rumours  or  tales  that 
come  to  you  from  other  sources.  Tour  insur- 
ance Is  a  pert  of  your  estate.  It  is  worth  pro- 
tecting ;  it  Is  worth  the  trouble  of  securing 
trustworthy  Information.  You  have  Joined  with 
us  ;  give  us  your  loyalty  and  support,  and  this 
association,  which  is  yours,  will  never  dis- 
appoint you. 

FREDERICK  A.  BURNHAH, 

President. 

J.  D.  WELLS. 
Chairman  Executive  Committee. 
Hon.  Mr.  WILSON. 


Have  tbey  ever  disappointed  any  of  the 
policy-holders  ?  Are  there  not  to-day  bnnd- 
[  reds  of  them  crying  out  against  the  treat- 
I  ment  they  have  received  ?  A  worse  record, 
I  a  more  deceptive  transaction,  than  that 
i  which  took  place  between  the  P.  P.  I.  and 
:  the  Mutual  Beserre,  never  to<^  place  any- 
!  where.   We  have  to-day  In  that  section  of 
I  Canada  widows  and  orphans  crying  for 
bread,  who  depended  for  support  In  their 
declining  years  on  insurance  in  the  P.  P.  I.— 
I  people  who  had  no  other  means,  and  who 
'  stinted  and  pinched  themselves  day  In  and 
I  day  out,  In  order  that  tbey  might  be  able 
to  meet  the  calls  upon  them.   Many  Trith 
I  two  ttaonsand  dollars  or  five  thousand  dol- 
i  lars  Insurance  are  having  their  insnrance 
assessments  almost  doubled.   Many  of  tbeni 
I  are  to-day  without  a.  single  dollar  of  in- 
I  surance,  because  they  could  not  earn  snffl- 
I  cient  In  a  place  like  St  Thomas,  where 
I  there  is  a  large  number  of  labour  employees, 
'  to  keep  up  their  assessments,  and  bad  to  let 
their  policies  lapse.  They  have  been  sadlj 
\  disappointed  by  the  glowing  tongues  and 
false  statements  of  the  management  of  those 
I  Insurance    companies.     What  parliament 
ought  to  do  Is  to  protect  those  who  have 
I  been  deceived  by  this  company,  and  I  believe 
I  that  the  BUI  brought  In  by  my  hon.  friend 
!  from  Toronto  will  not  accomplish  that  ob- 
[  Ject,  for  It  is  going  to  clothe  these  wolves 
In  sheep's  clothing,  and  send  them  fortb 
again.    The  result  will  be  the  same.  Are 
we  prepared  to  enact  retroactive  legisla- 
tion for  the  sake  of  licensing  this  class  of 
men  to  do  business  in  Canada  ?  Those 
who  have  been  guilty  of  such  transactions 
in  the  past  should  not  have  the  confidence 
of  parliament,  and  I  hope  this  House  will, 
In  the  future,  raise  its  bands  and  say,  '  We 
will  have  no  more  of  you  ;  we  will  not  grant 
the  privilege  you  are  asking.'  I  have  tried 
to  place  before  this  House  and  country  the 
absolute  necessity  of  acting  cautiously,  pru- 
dently and  wisely  before  granting  legisla- 
tion of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIcHUGH— 1  do  not  desire  to 
prolong  this  debate,  but  I  want  to  explain 
my  position.  When  the  hon.  member  from 
Rothesay  made  his  charges  against  tfie  Mu- 
tual Reserve  Company  In  this  honourable 
House,  I  took  the  stand  then,  that  a  commit- 
tee should  be  appointed  to  Investigate  their 
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affuirs.  At  the  time  I  felt  tliat  the  com- 
paay  might  have  an  answer  to  rebut  those 
charges.  I  had  an  open  mind,  nnd  was 
ready  to  hear  Iwth  sides  of  the  question. 
That  the  appointment  of  the  committee  has 
been  productive  of  good  is'  clear  from  tbi 
remarks  of  hon.  gentlemen,  who  have  stated 
that  the  Bill  is  the  outcome  of  its  work.  J 
l>elieve  that  that  Bill  is  an  advuntnge  to 
the  policy-holders  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Association.  It  is  a  very  Impovtaut  Bill. 
It  has  been  very  severely  criticised  by  some 
bou.  members.  I  do  not  think  the  BUI  Is 
jwrfect,  but  an  opportunity  was  given  yes- 
terday, when  the  motion  was  made  to  go 
into  committee,  to  amend  the  Bill,  and  make 
it  sntisfactory.  If  any  one  desired  to  do  so. 
That  course  would  have  been  a  better  one 
than  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  for 
two  days,  finding  fanlt  with  the  Bill  as  it 
stands. 

The  hon.  member  from  Wellington  asked 
yesterday,  what  are  the  advantages  to  be 
gained  by  this  Bill?  You  are  taking  in  those 
who  have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapse,  on 
the  same  terms  as  those  who  have  kept  their 
policies  alive,  he  said;  but  the  hon.  member 
from  de  Salaberry  showed  that  they  were 
doing  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Wellington  Is  a  good  business  man. 
He  knows  that  If  two  men  living  near  each 
other  had  properties  of  equal  value,  which 
tliey  wanted  to  Insure  in  the  London  Mutual, 
and  one  after  the  first  year,  discontinued  hts 
insumnce,  while  the  other  continued  his  In- 
Buranee,  the  rate  being  twenty  dollars  a 
year  ;  If  at  the  end  of  ten  years,  the  one  who 
had  discontinued  bis  Insurance,  wanted  to 
renew,  what  right  would  the  other  have  to 
say  to  the  company:  *I  bare  paid  yon  during 
these  ten  years,  $180  more  than  my  neigh- 
bour, and  I  should  get  better  terms  than  jou 
are  giving  him.  He  has  only  paid  you 
twenty  dollars  while  I  bave  paid  you  two 
hundred  dollars  ?  The  company  would  be 
Jastifled  in  saying  you  had  a  good  business 
transaction.  If  your  property  bad  been  des- 
troyed by  fire,  you  would  have  had  the  bene- 
fit of  the  Insurance ;  your  nel^bour's  pro 
perty  was  not  insured;  he  was  carrying  the 
risk  himself.  The  man  who  has  kept  his 
policy  alive  in  the  Mutual  Reserve  Company 
has  hai^tbe  advantage  of  knowing  that  he 
has  had  provision  made  for  bis  family,  In 
the  event  of  bis  death;  those  who  allowed 


their  policies  to  lapse,  had  no  such  protec- 
tion. I  have  heard  the  statement  made  In 
this  debate,  that  no  good  could  be  found  in 
this  Bill  simply  because  a  gentleman  named 
Eldridge  had  something  to  do  with  the  pre- 
paration of  it  When  the  House  deals  with 
the  BiU,  It  is  not  going  to  be  the  Bill  of  Mr. 
Eldridge  or  of  Mr.  Fltpgerald.  or  of  the  ex- 
pert from  Toronto.  It  is  going  to  be  the 
Bill  of  this  House,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the 
policy-holders  of  the  company  in  Canada. 
The  hon.  member  from  St.  Thomas  found 
great  fault  with  the  Bill,  and  said  75  per 
cent  of  the  policy-holders  were  going  to  be 
coerced  into  adopting  the  straight  life  i>lan. 
Before  the  BUI  leaves  this  House,  I  want 
to  see  them  protected  against  coercion;  I 
want  to  see  that  they  are  left  under  the  as- 
sessment plan.  If  they  want  it.  The  Bill  can 
be  so  framed  as  to  give  the  policy-holders 
the  option  to  continue  the  assessment  plan 
ov  change  to  the  straight  life  plan.  I  think 
it  would  be  to  their  advantage  to  exercise 
tiie  <^tion  given  in  this  BIU  ;  but  if  they 
think  otherwise,  this  honourable  House  is 
not  going  to  legislate  to  allow  the  company 
break  their  contracts  with  the  policy-hold- 
ers. The  hon.  gentleman  asks  what  form 
of  certificate  Tyould  be  required  to  enable 
a  member  to  get  reinstated,  after  his  policy 
had  lapsed.  It  is  an  easy  matter  to  put  that 
In  the  hands  of  the  Superintendent  of  In- 
siwance,  and  to  see  that  be  Is  the  man  to 
frame  the  certificate  under  wlilcb  tbese  lap- 
sed policy-holders  are  to  be  reinstated.  Just 
a  word  as  to  that  committee  :  I  voted  for 
the  appointment  of  It,  feeling  that  they 
would  enter  upon  the  investigation  with  an 
o^en  mind.  Tbey  stated  to  this  House  that 
they  were  going  to  act  in  a  scini-judiclal 
capacity.  I,  In  my  simplicity,  believed  that 
statement  to  be  true.  If  a  judge  of  this 
country  was  to  act  In  the  manner  tbat  hon. 
members  of  that  committee  have  acted  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
use  the  language  he  Is  using  now.  He  Is 
referring  to  a  committee  of  this  House. 

The  SPEAKER— -The  bon.  gentleman  has 
not  referred  to  the  committee.  He  has  not 
referred  to  the  proceedings  of  the  committee 
at  all  yet. 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY— I  beg  the  Speaker*? 
pardon,  he  Is  referring  to  the  committee. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAXD— I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order  ;  the  boii.  gentleman  has  had  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  has  no  right  to 

comment  upon  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH — I  do  not  often  siieak 
ill  this  House,  and  I  do  not  want  to  violate 
the  rules  wlien  I  do  spealE,  but  It  Is  time  for 
this  House,  and  I  can  aay  that  without 
reflection  on  the  committee,  to  say  that  they 
know  what  the  report  of  that  committee  is 
going  to  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOUAN— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— We  know  pretty 
well.  I  say  no  person  would  want  to  be 
before  a  committee  or  any  judicial  body, 
that  before  having  heard  the  evidence  would 
pronounce  the  company  to  be  corrupt  and 
dishonest.  One  lion,  member  of  the  com- 
mittee who  did  so,  was  honest  eimugb  to 
make  the  statement  here  to-day  that  he  hM 
hts  mind  made  up  In  that  respect.  If  they 
have  their  minds  made  up  and  know  the 
report  they  are  to  bring  in,  it  is  a  waste  of 
money  to  continue  the  investigation  any 
longer. 

Hon.  Mr  .CLOItAN— As  chairman  of  that 
committee,  I  would  call  the  Bon.  gentleman's 
attention  to  the  fact  that  he  is  stating  what 
is  absolutely  not  correct  wltlto  regard  to  the 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDLRAND— We  heard  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  yesterday  ex- 
pressing his  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— The  hon.  gentleman 
told  us  that  the  position  he  wns  going  to 
occupy  was  of  a  semi-judicial  character,  and 
when  he  came  as  chairman  of  the  commit- 
tee, before  this  honourable  body,  and  asked 
for  counsei,  he  made  the  statement  that  the 
Inqnlry  was  to  be  a  semi-Judicial  one.  I  ask 
the  Judgment  of  the  House  If  they  have 
shown  that  It  was  a  semi-judicial  one  ? 
They  have  expressed  a  great  deal  of  sympa- 
thy for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  policy- 
holders. If  they  wanted  to  do  anything  for 
tue  widows  and  orphans  they  would  en- 
deavour to  give  their  best  judgment  to 
framing  a  Bill  that  would  be  of  some  ser- 
vice to  them.  The  widows  and  orphans  they 
are  lamenting  so  much  over.  If  this  opposi- 
tion is  continued  mnch  longer,  will  hare 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


cause  to  say  'Save  us  from  our  friends*. 
I  do  not  wish  to  prolong  the  debate,  bDt  I 
did  want  to  point  out  how  I  felt  on  the  sub- 
ject. I  supported  the  appointment  of  that 
comuVittee,  and  if  no  other  good  has  come 
from  it  but  this  Bill,  I  am  satisfied  with  my 
action. '  I  should  like  to  see  tlie  committee 
conduct  the  Investigation  in  tbe  semi-Judi- 
cial manner  they  promised.  When  all  the 
evidence  Is  in.  let  them  come  before  the 
House  with  a  report,  giving  theh*  codcIo- 
slons.  but  they  should  not  give  out  to  the 
country  that  they  have  found  the  verdict 
before  the  evidence  is  In. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Where  is  that  ver- 
dict ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— It  Is  in  the  expres- 
sions of  members  of  tbe  committee. 

Hon.  iir.  LAXDRY— I  deny  that 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Some  hon. 
gentlemen  have  spoken  of  amendments  that 
titey  propose  to  offer  to  this  Bill.  If  th«f 
would  disclose  the  amendments  now.  It 
might  save  a  great  deal  of  time  and  dis- 
cussion. It  might  be  better  to  postpone  tbe 
further  consideration  of  tbe  Bill  to-nigbt. 
and  let  the  amendments  be  put  on  the 
minutes  for  to-morrow,  I  want  to  ask  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  (Hon.  Mr. 
Kerr)  why  it  Is  necessary  that  a  gentleaiaB 
who  has  been  under  examination  here  by 
this  committee,  and  a  stranger  in  tbe  coun- 
try, should  have  anything  to  do  with  tbe 
framing  of  this  Bill  ?  .Is  there  not  enongb. 
talent  in  Canada,  without  calling  hi  a 
stranger  to  do  tbe  M-ork  ?  He  has  not  been 
charged  with  crime,  but  he  has  been  charged 
with  gross  extravagance,  and  I  would  prefer 
to  have  bad  a  Bill  drafted  by  sometiody  else. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  shall  ex- 
plain. Hon.  gentleuiea  wMI  remember  tiiat 
when  I  introduced  this  lyill.  I  ezplobied 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Bill  was 
framed.  I  stated  In  a  general  way,  wbicb 
was  afterwards  conflrniPd  by  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  that  tbe  Bill  had  been  drawn 
at  his  instance  and  request  by  Mr.  McM^^ 
chy  ;  that  it  had  been  brought  to  me  Tlth 
the  intimation  that  the  Superintendent  of  In- 
surance had  approved  of  it ;  that  I  s>U 
I  would  see  the  Superintendent  of  Idsuranee 
before  I  would  undertake  to  say  wbetber 
I  would  introduce  the  BUI  or  not ;  tbat  I 
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saw  bim  and  bad  a  conference  witb  bim  in 
tbe  presence  of  otber  gentlemen,  and  was 
iaformed  tbat  it  bad  bis  approval ;  tbat  I 
tbeo  made  some  suggestions  to  him  as  to 
fnrtbrar  advantages  which  I  thongbt  the 
pollcj-holders  should  get ;  that  having  made 
that  statement  to  him,  he  farther  amended 
the  Bill ;  tbat  tbat  Bill  was  presented  to 
me,  and  I  was  asked  to  introduce  it ;  thut 
I,  rurtber,  saw  Mr.  Fitzgerald  before  I  did 
so,  and  learned  of  bim  personally  that  he 
approved  of  tbe  Bill,  that  be  thought  now 
it  was  In  the  best  shape  it  could  be  put, 
and  that  there  was  no  reason  why  It  should 
Dot  be  bitroduced,  In  fact  tbat  the  depart- 
ment wished  it  to  be  Introduced.  I  there- 
upon Introduced  the  Bill,  and  gave  that  ex- 
planation at  one  of  the  subsequent  stages. 
All  of  tbat  has  been  confirmed.  I  Blated 
definitely  then,  that  I  was  not  introducing 
it  as  a  BUI  on  behalf  of  the  company,  hut 
as  a  public  Bill,  and  In  my  capacity  as  a 
senator,  that  1  had  no  connection  of  any 
kind  with  the  company,  and  wns  doing  it 
solely  with  a  view  to  protect  the  Interests 
of  tbe  policy-holders,  so  far  ns,  in  my  limited 
Judgment  and  with  my  limited  ability— 
which  does  not  seem  to  equal  tbat  of  other 
membei-s  of  the  Senate  who  have  been 
speaking  on  the  subject-'l  could  devise. 
Tha-e  were  imperfeetlous  in  it,  no  doubt. 
Others  could  see  them.  I  Invited  discussion, 
and  with  a  view  of  getting  tbe  best  discus- 
sion we  could  have,  I  was  going  to  ask.  If 
the  Bill  was  accepted  by  the  House,  that  It 
should  be  referred  to  the  Banking  and  Com- 
merce Committee.  Accordingly,  when  tbe 
time  came,  I  was  fortunate  enough  to  secure 
from  this  House,  the  vote  which  sent  it  to 
the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 
When  tbe  committee,  met,  notice  was  given, 
so  tbat  all  parties  interested  might  be  heard, 
and  there  was  a  large  representation  before 
that  committee.  Life  companies,  policy- 
holders of  St.  Thomas  (represented  not  by 
an  hon.  member,  but  by  others  represent- 
ing them  there),  and  policy-holders  from 
other  parts,  were  heard  before  that  com- 
mittee. The  unanimous  verdict  of  all  the 
companies  and  all  the  representatives  be- 
fore that  committee.  In  general  terms  was 
that  they  were  In  favour  of  tbe  proposals 
of  the  Bin. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— What  committee? 


Hon.  Mr  KERR  (Toronto)— The  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee.  I  am  explaiu- 
Ing  how  tbe  proposition  is,  and  I  am  com- 
ing to  tbe  answer.  They  were  all  in  favour 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  They,  no  more 
than  I.  felt  bound  by  the  limitations  of  each 
particular  clause  or  phrase.  They,  as  well 
lis  I,  desired  If  possible  to  make  It  better, 
and  the  only  objection  ever  urged  was  on 
the  part  of  life  Insurance  companies,  who 
wanted  it  put  In  tbe  form  of  a  private  BUI 
Instead  of  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Insurance 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Yes,  a  private  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Upon  that,  a 
sub-committee  was  appointed  by  tbe  Bank- 
ing and  Commerce  Committee.  I  was  not  a 
member  of  that  committee,  and  I  was  not  a 
member  of  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Committee.  I  was  entitled  to  appear  be- 
fore the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee, 
although  not  entitled  to  vote.  I  did  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  Bill,  and  was  rather  sharp- 
ly taken  to  task.  That  Is  all  at  an  end  now. 
But  after  that,  when  I  attended  the  sub- 
committee, I  had  no  part  in-  Its  delibera- 
tions, I  was  not  consulted  about  It  I  took 
the  liberty  of  making  one  or  two  sugges- 
tions. I  had  no  (^portunlty  of  su^sting 
iu  any  way  any  amendment  with  any  feel- 
ing that  I  could  present  it  there.  That 
sub-committee,  and  not  I— and  I  was  no 
party  to  It — referred  that  BUI  to  the  Supei> 
intendent  of  Insurance,  with  Instructloiur 
to  associate  with  him  one  gentleman  w3io 
had  been  named  on  behalf  of  the  life  In- 
surance underwriters,  and  the  other  gen- 
tleman who  was  supposed  to  represent 
those  who  would  be  interested  on  behalf 
of  the  company.  It  was  the  sub-committee 
who  named  them — not  from  any  sugges- 
tions from  me  in  any  way  whatever— and 
those  three,  and  the  whole  of  the  sulMHnn- 
mlttee  agreed  to  It.  The  chairman  of  that 
committee  supported  it.  No  one  has  any 
higher  opinion  as  to  the  Judgment,  fair- 
mindedness,  honesty,  integrity,  high  spirit, 
and  public  Interest  and  desire  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  people,  than  the  hon.  cliair- 
man  of  the  committee,  and  the  hon.  chair- 
man of  the  sub-committee.  Tbe  hon.  chair- 
man of  tbe  committee,  I  may  mention,  was 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Slontreal  (Hon. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


798 


SENATE 


Mr.  Drummond),  who  has  received  such ! 
distinction  lately,  of  wMc%  we  are  at)  glad  [ 
to  hear,  and  the  chairman  of  the  snb-com- ! 
mittee  was  the  boa  gentlemaD  who  leads  ] 
the  opposition  (Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell). ' 
The  part  I  was  permitted  to  take  in  the  | 
committee  was  a  hamble  one.  bat  I  was  \ 
not  on  the  committee,  nor  consulted.  Nei-  i 
ther  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance  nor 
Mr.  Bradshaw,  whose  name  has  been  men- 
tioned, nor  Mr.  Eldrldge,  erer  consulted  me 
or  spoke  to  me,  with  reference  to  what  wa» 
done  with  that  Bill,  from  the  time  It  was' 
handed  over  to  them  until  afterwards,  when 
I  henrd  their  report  adopted  In  the  com- 
mittee.  They  passed  it  to  the  Bankini;  and  : 
Commerce  Committee,  and  the  Banking  and 
Commerce  Committee  passed  it  on  here,  nn- . 
nnimonsly,  after  a  good  deal  of  considera- 
tion and  scrutiulzlni];,  line  by  line,  nnd  I 
s^'hould  like  to  know  from  the  hon.  gentle- 
man where  my  opportunity  for  amendments 
came,  until  the  Bill  was  presented  to  this  , 
House  ?    It  had  passed  to  a  conmiittee  of  I 
which  I  was  not  a  member,  and  it  passed 
to  the  sub-committee  who  did  not  associatfi  I 
with  me.  and  It  was  not  till  it  got  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  that  I  bad  a  right  to 
siiy  anything  as  to  Its  provisions.    I  Tiad  ! 
the  sense  to  know  that,  and  I  held  my  ; 
tongue  until  I  had  a  right  to  speak.  The 
moment  the  opportunity  occurred.  In  order ; 
that  the  amendments  might  be  made,  and  in  ' 
onier  that  other  hon.  gentlemen  might  have  i 
an  equal  chance,  I  asked  that  Instead  of  | 
the  report  being  adopted  It  should  be  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
where  I  could  have  an  opportunity  of  sug- 
gesting my  amendments.   I  propose,  when 
the  opportunity  occurs,  to  say  what  those 
amendments  are,  but  I  do  not  propose  to , 
do  It  until  the  proper  time.   1  do  not  pro- 1 
pose  to  be  told  that  I  have  no  right  to  sug- , 
gest  it,  and  have  it  criticised  before  we  are  I 
In  committee.  | 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDON'ALD  (B.C.)— I  made' 
no  charge  against  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
freely  aclinowledge  he  has  nothing  to  do  ' 
with  the  Bill  any  more  than  I  have.  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  the  father  of  the  Bill, 
and  my  hon.  friend  is  the  godfather,  and 
between  them  they  have  the  responsibility. 
I  did  not  cliarge  them  fn  that  case,  but  1 
Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (TorontoJ. 


wanted  to  know  how  Mr.  Eldrldge  came  to 
be  associated  with  this  Bill.  My  hon.  friend 
knew  bow  he  was  associated  with  It,  bat  1 
did  not,  and  whether  anybody  Is  guilty  of 
having  asked  that  gentleman  (Mr.  Eldridgef 
to  participate  I  do  not  know,  but  it  slioald 
not  have  been  done,  and  I  condemn  in  the 
strongest  language  the  fact  that  a  man  who 
has  been  tinder  examination  for  extran- 
gance  with  other  people's  money  sboald  have 
anything  at  all  to  do  with  that  Bill.  These 
are  my  opinions.  I  want  to  ask  the  boo. 
gentleman  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill  If  be 
wilt  let  the  BUI  stand  until  the  report  of 
the  committee  is  brought  in  ?  That  is  a 
reasonable  request  The  committee  bare  i 
great  deal  to  consider  in  this  matter, -Qion^ 
possibly  their  report  will  not  influence  one 
way  or  another  the  present  Bill,  but  it  wonld 
ho  Ji  common-sense  transaction  to  po8t{K)iie 
consideration  of  the  Bill  nntU  the  report 
comes  in. 

Hon.   Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — Permit  me 
to  answer  the  question   the  bon.  gen- 
tleman has  aeked.    I  jrould  very  gladly 
do  It.    If  will  be  borne  in  mind  tbat 
this  BUI  came  back  from   the  sub-com- 
mittee more  than  a  week  ago.   It  will 
be  borne  in  mind  that  I  moved  for  the 
immediate  consideration  of  these  clanses. 
It  was  suggested  to  let  it  stand  over.  I 
suggested  on  Friday  last  the  oonsideratlon 
of  this  matter.  '  It  was  then  stated  tbat 
the  committee  wonld  be  able  to  make  Its 
report  by  the  beginning  of  the  week.  I'pon 
that  I  suggested  either  Monday  or  Tuesday, 
and  accordingly  Monday  was  named  bJ" 
ntlier  members  of  the  House,  not  by  myself, 
and  so  the  BUI  stood  for  consideration  on 
Monday.      No  report  was  brought  in  on 
Monday,  and  we  were  no  further  advanced 
than  we  were  the  previous  week;  but  w 
were  very  much  further  advanced  in  an- 
other way.     We  are  now  one  week  nearer 
prorogation.      We  are  now  on  the  border 
of  possibilities,  and  while  I  would  most 
gladly  wait  for  any  length  of  time  that 
would  suit  the  convenience,  or  that  woaW 
possibly  serve  to  help  any   kind  of  saggei- 
tlon  to  iDiprove  this  Bill;  while  I  vonl' 
mostiCladly  accede  to  anything  of  the  klni 
I  felt  tbat  any  further   postponement  of 
the  stage  we  are  now  at  would  imperil  tlie 
Bill  being  passed  Into  law  this  session.  Let 
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me  suggest  the  adoption  of  my  motion, 
whlcb  is  the  adoption  of  the  i*eport,  coupled 
as  It  Is  with  the  fact  that  this  BUI  has  not 
received  its  third  reading,  coupled  with  the 
fact  I  have  announced  already,  that  amend- , 
uients  are  to  be  proposed,  some  of  which ' 
will  meet  the  very  points  that  have  been ; 
considered,  though  they  are  not  of  conse-  ■■ 
quence  in  this  debate  at  ail,  but  were  drawn  ' 
up  before  the  debate  began,  and  would  meet , 
most  of  the  points  raised  here.    It  Is  pro- 
posed to  put  them  In  writing,  so  that  hon.  > 
members  can  consider  tbem  at  the  third 
reading.   If  I  gave  it  now,  I  wonid  be  out 
of  order,  until  the  motion  has  been  made 
for  the  tbird  reading.    I  would  be  at  i 
liberty    on   the   motion    for    third  read- 
ing   to    move    my    amendments,  and. 
tjierefore,   last   night,   when   this  debate 
was    proceeding,    I    a»ked    whether  we 
could  not  arrire  at  a  conclusion  to  take  this 
stage  now,  In  order  that  the  motion  might 
be  made  for  third  reading  to-day,  and  in  that 
event  notice  could  be  given  to-day  ;  but  hon. 
gentlemen  would  not  accept  It ;  nothing 
could  be  done,  but  they  should  take  their 
own  course,  and  therefore  hon.  gentlemen 
will  see,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  am 
desirous  of  seeing  the  BUI  pass,  as  I  think  | 
it  Is  now  a  good  Bill.     It  has  been  pro-' 
nonnced  by  the  Superintendent  of  Insnr- , 
ance,  ns  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  1 
on  Banking  and  Commerce  announced  here, ! 
to  be  as  good  a  Bill  as  it  is  possible  to  make, 
and  largely  and  entirely  In  the  Interests  of 
the  poliey-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-Is  that  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Eldridge  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBR  (Toronto)—!  have  not 
consulted  him  on  that  point,  and  have  not 
been  asked  to  do  so.  but  that  Is  what  Sir 
George  Drummond  stated  here,  an  opinion 
lu  which  he  said  he  concurred. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOIIAN— So  far  as  he  knew. 

Hon.  5Ir.  KERR  (Toronto)— Very  well.  I 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  with  the  en- 
lightenment of  members  of  this  House,  the 
concurrence  of  the  hon.  gentleman  himself 
may  be  Invoked. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Yes.  Number  7  will 
have  to  go  out. 


Hon.  Mr.  KKRB  (Toronto)— And  I  would 
suggest  that  if  there  is  a  sincere  desire  on 
the  part  of  those  who  have  been  protesting 
In  the  name  of  the  widows  and  orphans, 
to  do  something,  and  that  can  only  be  done 
by  the  Bill,  If  we  should  now  adopt  this 
motion  as  the  course,  towards  the  third  read- 
ing, and  ft  will  be  then  lu  order  to  give 
notice  of  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  VZDAL— I  think  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  labouring  under  a  serious  mistake 
as  to  the  question  which  is  really  before  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDON'ALD  (B.C.)-Although 
my  hon.  friend  declines  to  postpone  this 
measure,  I  want  to  rejoice  his  heart,  by 
telling  him  that  I  am  not  going  to  make 
a  long  speech.  I  am  too  old  Cor  that,  and 
there  are  two  hon.  gentlemen  who  have 
taken  the  wind  out  of  my  sails,  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Wellington,  ami  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Elgin.  I  fully  endorse  what 
they  have  said.  If  I  had  to  make  a  speech 
I  should  prepare  a  similar  speech,  as  1 
endorse  every  word  they  have  said.  I  do  not 
like  the  Bill.  I  do  not  like  the  loading  of 
the  premiums— the  five  per  cent.  I  do  not 
like  taking  the  securities  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  government,  to  do  anything  ;  I  should 
leave  It  there.  I  do  not  like  the  last  clause, 
which  bars  any  action  against  the  com- 
pany hereafter.  On  aoeount  of  these  fea- 
tures which  I  do  not  like,  I  shall  adopt  the 
opinions  expressed  by  the  hon.  members 
from  Wellington  and  Elgin.  ' 

Hou.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  had  no  Idea  of 
saying  anything  at  this  stage  of  the  sitting 
of  the  House,  but  I  thought  before  the  dls- 
cusslou  was  closed  I  might  say  a  few  words. 
I  am  stimulated  to  do  so  by  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria.  I  thought 
he  wns  rather  severe  on  the  committee — that 
semi-judicial  body  which  he  thinks  ought 
to  have  acted*  in  a  seml-judiclal  manner.  I 
think  they  acted  very  well,  considering 
the  material  under  consideration,  and  the 
way  the  members  themselves  acted.  In 
fact  they  were  all  sinning,  and  If  you  want 
to  know  who  are  the  chief  sinners.  I  will 
tell  you  that  they  were  the  lawyers,  the  men 
who  ought  to  keep  oi'der. 

Hou.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— What  about 
the  doctors  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-I  ginned  a  Httle, 
bat  nothing  at  all  equal  to  tbe  olber  gentle- 
men.   The  trouble  whs  there  were  a  great 
many  abstract  questions  of  Insurance  taken 
up,  which  did  not  come  witbln  tbe  scope  of 
the  investigation.   I  thought  there  would  be 
simple  frauds  brought  forward,  and  that 
this  luvestigatlon  would  be  conQned  to  that. 
However,  this  discussion  will  do  a  great 
deal  of  good.  There  is  no  more  Important 
matter,  after  tbe  food  we  eat,  the  water  we 
drink,  and  the  clothes  we  wear,  than  In- 
surance ;  none  which  afCects  the  people  so 
generally,  and  none  tbe  discussion  of  which 
will  be  listened  to  or  considered  with  more 
attention  and  care.    I  am  sure  every  bon. 
gentleman  who  has  spoken  here,  has  spoken 
from  his  heart.   He  has  spoken  not  under 
tbe  influence  of  any  company  or  from  any 
motive  whatever  beyond  the  desire  which 
every  one  ought  to  have,  namely,  to  benefit 
himself  and  tbe  public,  because  whatever 
benefits  the  public  ueeessarily  benefits  him- 
self.  I  am  happy  to  thluk  that  is  the  case, 
although  a  ainguiar  feature  in  connection 
with  Ibis  matter,  which  I  may  mention  to 
the  House  Is  that  tbe  whole  of  the  legal 
fraternity  are  on  one  side  in  this  discussion, 
beginning  with  the  great  experienced,  learn- 
ed, astute,  and  eminent  counsel  from  Calgary 
and  coming  down  to  the  fullest  limit  of  tbe 
maritime  provinces,  and  tbey  are  among  tbe 
ablest  men  of  the  Dominion.  That  is  a  sin- 
gular fact,  and  another  curious  fact,  so  far 
as  I  can  make  out.  Is  that  the  doctors  are  all 
on  the  other  side.   This  Is  merely  a  matter 
of  curiosity.    The  reason  why  I  think  that 
this  Bill  should  not  go  through  Is  not  so  much 
on  account  of  the  provisions  of  it,  though  It 
has  great  defects,  and  I  shall  vote  against  It, 
but  because  by  adopting  it  now  you  supplaut 
a  committee  appointed  by  this  House  and 
stamped  with  the  order  of  this  House  to 
conduct  a  certain  investigation.   It  may  be 
very  well  for  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Lind- 
say (Hon.  Mr.  McHugh)  to  show  his  feelings 
against  tbe  Bill  now.    He  should  have  ob- 
jected when  he  was  in  the  committee  room, 
and  he  should  have  taken  the  precaution  to 
check  all  tlie  errors  he  saw,  as  I  did.  What- 
ever may  bare  been  the  result  I  think  the 
investigation  was  conducted  bonesHy. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— I  was  not  In  the  com- 
mittee room.  I  did  not  happen  to  be  a  mem- 
ber of  tbe  committee. 

Hon.  Hr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  moment  this 
BUI  is  passed  by  tbis  House  tbe  cmnmittee 

drops  to  pieces.    Whether  it  resigns  or  not 
it  Is  of  no  further  use,  and  the  effect  of  its 
Investigation  Is  counteracted.    There  is  a 
good  deal  of  principle  at  stake.   If  yon  do 
this  now  it  may  be  done  again,  and  evn 
if  you  have  a  majority,  it  is  not  right  to 
wipe  out  a  committee  Just  because  you  have 
tbe  greater  number.   They  have  a  mandate 
from  the  Senate,  and  so  long  as  tbey  hare 
It  they  ought  to  be  respected.  You  are  not 
insulting  them,  but  you  are  inaultlog  tbe 
honour  and  dlgni^  of  the  Senate  by  pat- 
ting the  committee  out  of  business,  and 
causing  them  to  resign.   They  must  resi^ 
How  can  they  go  on  Investigating  a  mat- 
ter which  Is  already  settled  by  tbe  Senate  ? 
If  the  House  wants  them  to  resign,  wby 
not  send  a  polite  note  by  some  Influential 
member  of  the  Senate  to  tbe  chairman, 
saying,  *  We  will  not  wait  any  longer  for 
the  report  of  tbe  Investigation.    If  it  Is  not 
concluded  by  to-morrow  we  shall  take  It  up 
and  discuss  it  In  the  House.'    So  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  it  has  been  delayed  too  long. 
I  have  always  urged  that  there  should  be 
all  possible  drapatcli,  and  I  wns  bad  eoongji 
to  thiofc  that  some  members  of  that  eom- 
mittee,  by  their  actions,  wished  the  whole 
thing  would  end  In  smoke  and  confusion, 
and  they  would  be  then  able  to  say  that 
the  committee  was  no  use.    We  have  one 
gentleman    making   one   assertion  before 
the  committee,  and  we  have  another  con- 
tradicting it   If  any  hon.  gentleman  reads 
that  report  In  1899  of  the  Inspector  of  Id- 
surance  for  the  state  of  New  York,  which 
Is  in  evidence,  and  can  support  tbis  com- 
pany afterwards.  I  am  satisfied.    I  conW 
not  do  so.    Coming  to  ,the  subject  of  de- 
bate, I  contend  that  the  Mutual  Reserre 
is  not  qualified  for,  and  should  not  be  In- 
trusted wltb  the  duty  of  taking  care  of 
these  policy-holders.   It  has  been  weifthwi 
in  the  balance  and  found  wanting.   It  bu 
nothing  to  show  to  Its  credit  in  the  wbole 
of  its  career.   It  was  founded  in  deceit  and 
fraud,  and  its  career  has  been  cbaracterlied 
by  fraud.    There  Is  no  bright  spot  In  Its 
history,  and  if  that  Is  the  case  why  do  yon 
throw  these  people  back  into  their  bands 
again  ?    Hon.  gentlemen  apeak  of  gettins 
something  out  of  the  company.   It  wonU 
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tflke  me  a  week  to  understand  the  Bill 
thoroughly,  aud  If  I  were  to  hnnd  it  to  a 
policy-holder  he  would  say  that  I  might  as 
well  hand  him  a  stone  when  he  asked  for 
bread.  Wliy  are  they  putting  in  all  those 
conditions  ?  An  bon.  gentleman  says,  aud 
that  is  his  great  argument,  that  Is  the  beet 
they  cnu  do.  It  occurs  to  me,  If  that  Is 
the  best  they  can  do,  permit  the  com- 
pany to  go  on  and  do  In  the  future  as 
they  have  done  in  the  past.  It  Is  a 
very  poor  way  of  assisting  those  people 
wbo  bave  been  plundered.  I  know  that 
simultaneously  with  the  cbarges  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay,  there 
suddenly  appeared  in  this  city  the  chief 
oflicer  of  that  company,  with  a  cohort  of 
people  behind  him,  who  immediately  set 
to  work  to  supplant  and  destroy  the  work 
of  the  committee.  I  hope  tola  machinations 
have  not  been  successful.  I  hope  the  poison 
he  has  put  Into  the  enrs  of  hon.  members 
has  not  taken  effect.  My  duty  and  your 
duty  is  as  it  would  be  for  our  own  families. 
Consider  yourself  as  one  of  the  policy- 
holders, and  just  simply  do  as  you  would 
do  for  yourself.  T^at  is  the  way  I  In- 
tend to  act.  I  confess  I  should  like  more 
light.  I  confess  It  would  be  much  better 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  had  waited  a  little 
while.  There  Is  no  use  sitting  up  late  ut 
night  endangering  the  health  of  bon.  gen- 
tlemen advanced  in  years  wlio  may  cAtcb 
cold.  Tliere  is  no  necessity  for  rushing 
this  Bill  to-night.  There  is  plenty  of  time 
to  discuss  it,  and  plenty  of  time  for  every 
hon.  gentleman  to  inform  himself  on  the 
subject  I  llsttened  with  satisfaction  to  the 
speeches  made  during  this  debate,  nnd  was 
much  pleased  with  them.  T  never  saw  such 
an  exhibition  of  the  eloquence,  skill  and 
energy  (tf  the  Senate  In  debate  during  the 
time  I  hare  been  here.  It  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  go  Into  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  at 
all.  On  principle,  it  Is  bad,  and  in  it  there 
Is  no  relief  offered.  It  is  worse  than  none. 
It  only  upsets  men's  minds,  and  makes  them 
confused.  Who  la  going  to  support  the  com- 
pany In  their  lavish  and  extravagant  deal- 
ings ?  It  is  all  very  well  to  write  certain 
Instrnctions.  There  is  a  clause  there  to 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  referred,  by 
which  the  bolder  of  a  lapsed  'policy  apply- 
ing for  reinstatement  can  make  a  state- 
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meat  of  his  own  case.  I  know  what  that 
amounts  to.  Some  of  you,  in  the  innocence 
of  your  heart,  may  think  an  Insurance,  com- 
pany has  a  soul  ;  that  a  feeling  of  humanity 
runs  through  It ;  that  there  is  a  fibre  of  any- 
thing but  selflshnesa  In  the  woof  of  Its  struc- 
ture ;  bat  any  one  who  thinks  so  Is  mistaken. 

I  know  something  of  insurance  companies. 
I  have  examined  for  this  company,  and  I 
think  all  the  parties  I  examined  are  living 
yet.  I  tried  to  do  tbem  justice,  but  the  his- 
tory of  this  company  is  that  they  have  work- 
ed ou  the  principle  of  robbing  Peter  to  pay 
Paul.  Their  business  principles  is  collect 
In  all  you  can,  and  as  long  as  you  keep  that 
up  you  can  show  a  successful  table  every 
year  and  you  get  on  swimmingly  ;  but  tlie 
moment  the  stream  of  new  clients  is  stopped 
we  see  the  result.  We  see  it  here.  Do  hou. 
members  think  this  company  will  secure 
any  bnslness  in  this  country  after  this  in- 
vestigation ?  Do  you  think  their  agent 
could  successfully  canvass,  even  if  he  re- 
ceived the  "whole  premium  of  the  commis- 
sion ?  I  know  in  the  part  of  Ontario  where 
I  live— which  of  course  is  more  Intelligent 
than  the  rest  of  the  country— he  could  not 
get  any  business.  I  do  not  say  this  to 
slander  the  company.  I  think  it.  Is  wrong 
to  slander  any  company.  If  they  were 
disposed  to  be  honest  and  lived  up  to  their 
promises  and  pledges  and  to  the  conditions 
of  the  charter  by  which  they  were  first 
called  into  existence,  they  would  act  dif- 
ferently. Do  hon.  gentlemen  think  any 
respectable  company  represented  in  the  per- 
son of  its  chief  officer  would  appear  before 
parliament  and  go  on  in  the  miserable  way 
in  which  they  have  done  in  this  investiga- 
tion ?  A  man  who  wiis  conscious  of  his 
own  Innocence  und  coiiwious  that  the  com- 
pany had  done  its  duty  would  say  '  I  defy 
you  in  the  Senate,  Here  are  my  books. 
Examine  tlieui.  I  challenge  investigation.' 
But  this  has  not  been  the  case.  To  get  safe, 
reliable  information  of  the  condition  of  this 
company  could  not  be  done  if  the  committee 
sat  for  a  year.  It  could  only  be  done  by  the 
investigation  being  earied  on  diligently  from 
day  to  day  at  the  headquarters  of  this  com- 
pany. I  could  allude  to  a  great  many  wronga 
perpetrated  by  the  company,  but  I  cannot 
see  a  bright  spot  In  their  existence.  I  think 
It  Is  monstrous  to  lay  down  the  doctrine  that 
you  cannot  get  anything  better  than  this 


Digitized  by 


Google 


802 


SENATE 


Bill.  I  am  only  a  homoepatUIc  part  of  this 
Senate,  but  I  have  a  plan  which  I  think  will 
be  better  than  this  Bill,  and  I  hope  all  the 
policy-holders  wlil  accept  It.  In  the  excite- 
ment of  this  discussion  I  certainly  tried  to 
avoid  hurting  the  feelings  of  any  one  and 
I  regret  that  I  am  in  oppoaitlon  to  the  wis- 
dom—and I  say  It  in  ail  sincerity  and 
because  I  believe  It— to  the  wisdom  of  so 
many  hon.  geutlemen.  It  makes  me  think 
my  position  Is  not  right,  but  I  have  examin- 
ed the  Bill  again  and  again  nnd  I  feel  that  I 
have  no  other  course  than  to  oppose  with 
all  my  might  and  main  the  passage  of  this 
Bill,  and  on  my  honour  I  shall  do  It. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
seems  to  me  we  have  wandered  altogether  i 
from  the  subject  before  the  House,,  and  we  ! 
have  been  discussing  the  merits  and  de-  j 
merits  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve ' 
Company  Instead  of  drawing  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  merits  of  the  Bill  be- 
fore the  House.   We  have  had  general  de- 
nunciation of  the  Bill,  and  every  kind  of 
charge  brougTit  against  the  company  it-  ! 
self.    I  desire  to  say  that   the   explana-  ■ 
Hon  given  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  To- 
ronto ill  reference  to  the  introduction  of  j 
the  Bill,  and  the  actions  of  the  committee 
upon  the  Bill,  are  correct.    He  omitted 
one  point,  however,  and  that  was*  when  the 
Committee  on  Banking  ami  Commerce  se-  i 
lected  a  sub-committee  to  consider  the  mer-  I 
its  of  the  Bill,  that  the  Banking  Committee  ^ 
Instructed  the  sub-conimlttec  to  call  to  their 
aid  tlie  Superintendent  of  Insurance,  Mr. 
Fitzgerald,  some  gentleman  connected  wltli  ' 
the  actuarial  association  of  Toronto,  and  ' 
some  gentleman  who  was  interested  in  the  | 
Bill  It^lf  or  connected  with  the  Bill.    It  i 
was  but  justice  that  Mr.  Fitzgerald,  Super-  I 
Intondent  of  Insurance,  and  Mr.  Bradshaw,  j 
who  was  the  secretary  of  the  Actuarial  ; 
Association,    and    Mr.    Eldrldge,    If  he 
would  consent   to  act,  '  who   had  lorge 
experience  and  was  Interested  in  the  Bill 
Itself,  should  be  asked  to  consider  the  BUI, 
and  the  sub-committee  should  call  them  to  [ 
their  aid.   The  sub-committee  acted  strictly 
In  accordance  with  their  instruction,  and  j 
Invited  Mr.  Eldrldge,  If  he  would  consent, 
to  meet  these  other  gentlemen,  and  frame 
such  a  BUI  fls  the  Senate  thought  should 
be  enacted  in  the  Interests  of  the  poUcy- 
Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN. 


holders.  That  was  the  action  of  the  com- 
mittee  itself.    That   committee,  after  a 

consultation  with  these  gentlemen,  drafted 
a  Bill,  which  was  presented  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Banking  and  Commerce,  nnd  was 
accepted  by  them.  Now,  If  my  lion,  friend 
from  Kingston  has  a  scheme  which  woold 
meet  all  the  requirements  of  the  polU?- 
holders,  I  ask  bim  why  he,  as  a  member  of 
the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee,  did 
not  make  those  suggestions  to  the  com- 
mittee, in  order  that,  if  Vbey  were  at  all 
practicable,  they  could  be  utilized  and  placed 
In  this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  reason  is  that 
I  was  not  asked.  It  would  have  been  Im- 
pertinent 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
hon.  gentleman  was  a  member  of  that  com- 
mittee for  a  special  purpose,  and  that  was 
to  deal  with  every  question  wiilch  came  be- 
fore it,  and  if  he  has  any  proposition  or  any 
suggestion  to  make  by  which  this  Bill  wuld 
be  iierfected,  he  neglected  his  duty  lo  not 
informing  the  committee  of  it  I  am  not 
speaking  of  the  special  committee.  I  admit 
he  was  not  on  the  special  committee,  hot  M 
he  had  any  suggestions  to  make,  they  wooW 
have  been  received  courteously  as  all  suf- 
gestious  would  coming  from  a  gentleman  oi 
his  ability  and  knowledge  of  insurance ; 
but  having  failed  to  do  that  he  owes  It  to 
this  House  now  to  admit  Uiat  he  n^lected 
his  duty  as  a  member  of  the  Banking  and 
Commerce  Committee  In  not  making  the 
suggestion,  which  he  says  he  couid  have 
made,  and  has  in  his  own  mind,  by  which 
the  policy-holders  can  be  protected.  I  have 
very  great  respect  for  the  hon.  gentleman. 
He  knows  that.  My  long  acquaintance  with 
him  Is  of  the  most  amiable  and  confidential 
character,  but  I  could  not  help  pohitliig  out 
to  him  this  dereliction  of  duly  on  bis  imrt 
As  to  the  merits  of  that  company  or  its 
conduct  in  the  past,  all  I  have  to  say  Is  that 
if  the  company  Is  as  bad  as  It  Is  represented 
to  be,  there  Is  greater  necessity  for  this 
House  to  adopt  such  measures  as  will  p^ 
tect  the  policy-holders  against  mismanage- 
ment in  the  future. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Hear,  hear. 
Is  the  point. 


That 
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HOD.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-What 
Is  oar  position  at  the  present  moment  ?  Here 
was  a  company  carrying  on  a  system  of  In- 
surance, based  upon  the  assessment  prln- 
eipre.  Experience  has  taught  all  those  who 
hare  bad  anything  to  do  with  Insurance, 
that  for  a  time  that  system  can  be  success- 
ful, but  after  some  y^ars,  there  are  circum- 
stances which  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  now, 
that  render  it  impracticable  to  carry  it  on 
successfully.  This  company  bas  been  carry- 
ing  on  business  In  Canada,  and  has  had  a 
large  amount  of  insurance.  In  a  certain 
year,  the  Insurance  Act  was  amended,  and 
this  company  withdrew  from  the  assessment 
class  of  business,  and  having  withdrawn 
from  tliat  branch  of  the  baslness,  there  was 
no  longer  new  blood  Introduced,  and  they  did 
not  receive  enough  In  the  way  of  assess- 
ments to  continue  the  business  successfully. 
As  the  members  dropped  off,  the  company 
were  obliged  to  lery  higher  assessments  each 
year,  with  the  result  that  many  of  the  policy- 
holders ceased  to  pay  their  assessment,  and 
from  a  business  of  over  thirty  millions,  It  has 
dropped  down  to  eight  or  ten  millions.  The 
assessments  on  the  remaining  policy-holders 
had  to  be  raised  at  every  death,  and  the 
assessments  became  so  large  that  people 
could  no  longer  afford  to  pay  them,  and  they 
dropped  out.  Now,  what  has  this  House  to 
do?  Has  any  suggestion  been  made  by  those 
who  have  condemned  the  actions  of  the  com- 
pany in  the  past  by  which  Uie  policy-hold- 
ers can  be  placed  in  a  better  position  than 
they  are  at  the  present  moment.  If  this  Bill 
should  be  rejected  ?  If  this  Bill  should  be 
rejected,  how  are  you  going  to  benefit  those 
policy-holders  who  have  continued  to  pay 
tbeir  assessments  up  to  the  present  time  ? 
If  the  Bill  Is  not  passed,  certainly  you  give 
no  relief  whatever  to  the  policy-holders  who 
have  ceased  to  pay  their  preminms,  and  are 
no  longer  entitled  to  any  benefit  from  the 
association.  Tbis  Bill  provides  first,  to  al- 
low those  who  have  continued  the  payment 
of  their 'assessments  to  change  to  another 
system,  by  which  they  would  be  relieved  by 
paying  a  certain  amount  annually,  of  any 
further  asarasments.  Whether  the  provi- 
sions and  the  details  of  the  Bill,  are  of  such 
a  character  as  to  accomplish  that,  will  be 
for  the  House  to  decide. 

Then  another  misapprehension  has  aris- 
en.    A  question  put  by  the  hon.  senator 
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from  Acadle  (Hon.  Mr.  Poirler),  while 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mllle  lies, 
(Hon.  Mr.  Davldl  was  speaklii};.  whs 
misunderstood.  He  asked  whether  the  per- 
son who  had  been  paying  his  assessment  con- 
tinuously, would  have  to  get  a  doctor's  cer- 
tificate, in  order  to  be  transferred  from  one 
branch  to  another.  The  bon.  gentleman 
from  Mllle  lies,  I  am  quite  satisfied,  did  not 
catch  the  question,  and  he  answered  'yes/ 
because  he  appeared  to  be  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  question  referred  to  those 
whose  policies  had  lapsed.  Now,  those  who 
have  continued  their  assessments  have  not 
to  provide  any  certificate,  but  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  being  transferred  to  the  old  line 
system,  and  the  amount  upon  wliich  they 
are  to  pay  In  the  future,  Is  to  be  in  accord- 
ance with  the  value  of  their  policy  upon 
a  basis  fixed  by  the  Superintendent  of 
Insurance,  who  will  base  his  decision  on 
the  actuarial  principles  that  decide  all  these 
questions.  The  applicant  would  require  no 
medical  certificate,  because  his  heirs  would 
be  In  a  position  at  this  moment,  in  case  he 
should  die,  to  claim  the  full  amount  of  fats 
policy  ;  but  the  man  who  bas  ceased  to  pay 
his  assessments  has  no  rights  In  the  company 
at  all.  When  I  spoke  on  this  question  before, 
I  thought  that  It  was  Impracticable  to  carry 
out  the  suggestion,  then  made,  but  the  com-  - 
pany  Itself  has  consented,  and  the  actuaries 
who  have  assisted  in  framing  the  clause 
have  made  provision  that  a  person  who  baa 
censed  to  pay  his  assessments  for  ten  years 
can,  by  producing  a  certificate  of  health, 
be  reinstated,  and  reinstated  upon  the  basis 
of  the  age  at  the  time  he  first  Insured.  Now 
it  is  said  that  that  certificate  may  be  of  such 
a  character  that  nobody  can  sign  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— The  certificate  la 
to  be  signed  by  the  applicant  himself.  . 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI.L-I  un- 
derstand, I  think,  what  I  am  talking  about. 
I  was  going  to  point  out  Hiat  the  ob- 
jection taken  to  that  class  Is  of  the 
character  to  which  my  hon.  friend  has 
called  my  attention.  I  was  going  to  say  fur- 
ther, that  I  thought  the  objection  had  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  It,  and  one  amendment 
which  I  know  is  to  be  proposed,  is  that  tliat 
certificate  is  to  be  framed  by.  or  af  least 
accepted  by  the  Superintendent  of  Insur- 
ance. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— That  Is  new  In- 
formation to  UB. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  —  t 
know  it  Is,  and  If  my  hon.  friend  liad  not 
Interrupted  I  would  tiav«  told  Mm. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— But  It  is  not  in 
the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACIiENZIB  BOWELL  —  I 
know  it  is  not  in  the  Bill.  I  wag  calling 
attention  to  the  objection  taken,  and  In 

doing  so,  1  Intended  to  say  precisely  what 
I  hnve  said,  tlmt  one  of  t^e  amendments 
WHS  to  meet  that  objection.  But  there  are 
many  objections  that  one  docs  not  think  of 
ill  fniiuiii}!  II  mtMsnre  of  this  very  sreat 
importance.  I  may  mention  as  a  case  in 
point,  that  the  hon.  member  from  St  Tho- 
mas, while  he  criticised  the  Bill— I  thought 
he  was  making  a  good  argument— took  ob- 
jection to  a  clause  to  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Toronto  Intends  to  propose 
nuieiKlineiits.  That  objection,  which  my 
hon.  friend  dwelt  upon  at  some  length,  is 
to  the  legislating  away  the  rights  of  seventy- 
five  per  cent  of  the  policy-holders  from 
whom  they  have  not  heard.  I  think  it  will 
strike  any  one  as  being  ex  post  fucto  legis- 
Iiition,  us  lie  has  said.  One  of  the  miieuil- 
ments  I  know  will  be  proposed  at  the  third 
reading  

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— In  criticising  that,  I 
had  no  knowledge  of  tliese  amendments. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL  —  I 
know  that,  and  that  is  why  I  am  referring 
to  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  should  have 
had  n  knowledge  of  tbem. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Hon. 
gentlemen  could  not  have  a  knowledge  of 
them  until  an  opportunity  presented  Itself 
to  submit  them  to  the  House.  When  we 
came  to  consider  the  question  again,  and 
the  defects  In  Vbe  BUI  were  pointed  out, 
we  said  these  defects  ought  to  l>e  amended. 
The  intention  Is  to  propose  at  the  third 
reading  a  provision  by  which  the  seventy- 
five  per  cent  can  remain  in  the  assessment 
plan,  as  they  are  to-day,  and  further  an 
amendment  will  be  proposed  by  which  any 
arrangement  with  the  company  upon  the 
basis  of  commutation  or  otherwise,  shall 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


be  carried  out.    I  know  also  that  the  wag- 


;  gestion  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Wellington, 
that  the  latter  clause  of  the  Act  should 
[  leave  it  optionaf  with  those  who  think  they 
^ave  right  of  action  against  the  company 
I  hereafter,  arising  otit  of  what  they  have 
;  done  during  the  time  they  held  the  policy, 
j  should  be  protected,  or  in  other  woi*ds,  that 
I  the  cases  which  are  now  before  the  courts 
I  shall  not  be  interfereil  with  by  this  Bill, 
nor  shall  the  right  of  any  one  who  wonkl 
have  cause  of  action  against  the  company 
for  the  reasons  which  have  induced  two 
I  of  the!  policy-holders  to  enter  the  courts 
I  and  test  the  auestion  to-diiy.  be  Interfered 
.  with. 

i  Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— TTieu  the  hon.  gen- 
'  tleman  is  oppose<l  to  all  clauses  of  the  Bill, 
;  where  there  Is  any  retroactive  l^Islation  ? 

1  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL—I  am 
.  opposed  to  retroactive  legislation  of  any 
kind,  and,  consequently,  when  tliat  amend- 
ment of  the  BUI  is  proposed,  it  will  have 
my  support  and  my  vote.  I  quite  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  in  that  respect,  be- 
cause it  is  a  delicate  question  to  inter- 
fere witli  what  w^e  call  vested  rights,  and 
these  people  have  vested  rights,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent.  .If  people  remain  in  the  com- 
pany, as  they  are  under  the  present  plan, 
they  take  the  respoDSlbility.  We  do  not 
desire  to  remove  them  from  that  class,  if 
they  wish  to  remain  there.  There  were 
one  or  two  other  suggestions  made  that 
I  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN-That  changes  the  BUI 
altogether. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No.  it 
does  not  change  it  altogether.  It  Is  changed 
now  from  the  character  that  it  had  when 
it  was  first  Introduced.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Toronto  said  to-night,  that  when  be  intro- 
duced the  Bill,  and  after  consIdeHng  it, 
there  were  certain  elnuses  In  it  which  he 
did  not  approve  of,  and  he  intended  to  sug- 
gp.st  changes.  The  sub-committee,  with  the 
aid  of  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance  and 
the  secretary  of  the  Actuarial  Association 
of  Canada,  nnd  of  those  who  are  interested 
in  the  Bill,  made  certain  suggestions  which 
they  thought  covered  It,  and  which  the 
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Snperlntendent  of  iDsnrance  stated  before 
the  Banking  and  Cominevce  Committee,  he 
considered  In  the  Interests  of  tlie  Canadian 
policy-liolders,  and  the  best  that  could  be 
done  under  the  circumstances,  and  he  ad- 
ded '  I  commend  It  to  the  lion,  gentlemen  of 
the  committee.'  In  considering  this  question, 
we  ought  to  try  and  divest  ourselves  of  pre- 
judice. If  Buch  we  have,  against  the  com- 
pany Itself.  I  have  no  confidence  In  that 
system  of  iiisuraiice.  Years  ago  when  a 
company  was  organized  in  connection  with 
a  society  in  which  I  heid  a  very  prominent 
position  on  this  principle,  I  opposed  it  from 
the  beginning,  and  never  would  Iiave  any- 
thing to  do  with  it  from  that  day  to  this. 
The  results  of  the  policy  in  other  companies 
have  proved  the  wisdom  of  tiie  course  I 
took  on  tliat  occasion.  I  am  under  the  im- 
pression that  it  would  be  mucli  better  to 
allow  these  amendments  to  be  adopted,  and 
then;  if  the  amendments  wtalcli  It  Is  proposed 
to  make  to  the  Bill  do  not  meet  the  approval 
of  the  Senate,  reject  It  at  Its  third  reading. 
I  frankly  confess  that  if  a  motion  bad  been 
made  for  tiie  six  months'  hoist,  when  tiie 
Bill  was  Introduced,  It  would  have  met  my 
hearty  support ;  but  when  I  consider  the. 
pains,  the  trouble,  and  the  thought  given 
to  this  question  by  gentlemen  who  have 
some  knowledge  of  Insurance,  and  that  It  Is 
likely  to  be  a  benefit  not  only  to  the  present 
policy-holders,  but  also  to  those  whose  poli- 
cies have  lapsed,  I  think  It  Is  the  duty  of 
the  Senate  to  try  and  make  some  provision 
for  the  protection  of  those  who  are  in  this 
company,  bad  though  it  may  be,  and  bad  as 
it  has  been  r^resented  to  tie.  I  am  rather 
inclined  to  think,  that  the  statements  of  my 
hon.  friend  from  St.  Thomas,  reflect  more 
upon  his  own  townsmen,  than  on  the  Mutual 
Reserve.  The  latter  made  the  best  bargain 
they  could.  If  my  hon.  friend  from  St. 
Thomas  was  making  a  bargain  with  a 
friend,  some  other  physician— to  hand  him 
over  his  business  I  do  not  think  he  would 
do  It.  because  he  has  sufficient  confidence  in 
himself  to  believe  he  can  do  all  the  doctoring 
necessary— but  even  supposing  he  did.  I  do 
not  think  It  would  be  any  great  reflection 
apon  his  honesty,  his  ability,  or  his  business 
habits,  if  he  made  the  best  bargain  he  could. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— And  not  carry  out 
my  promises  V 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  my  hon.  friend  would  carry  out  his 
promise. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— But  they  did  not. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Theu 
the  people  of  St.  Thomas  were  the  bigger 
fools  for  having  anything  to  do  with  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWEBNEY—They  think  so 
now,  probably. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
are  many  other  points  I  should  like  to  touch 
upon,  but  I  shall  confine  myself  to  the  Bill 
before  us  without  referring  to  the  character 
of  the  company  at  all.  I  want  to  impress 
this  upon  the  members  who  are  about  to 
vote  :  what  Is  to  be  gained  by  the  rejection 
of  this  Bill  ?  Has  any  other  suggestion 
been  made  by  which  the  policy-holders  can 
be  better  secured  than  by  the  provisions  of 
this  BUI,  and  the  suggestions  which  havebeen 
thrown  out  for  its  omendment  ?  Reject  the 
Bill,  and  you  leave  the  company  precisely 
where  It  is  now,  and  as  the  deaths  take 
place,  so  In  proportion  must  the  rates  be  in- 
creased to  meet  the  assessment.  It  is  trqe, 
there  Is  a  sum  deposited  with  the  govern- 
ment to  assist  In  meeting  these  claims, 
which  can  be  drawn  upon  to  that  extent, 
but  beyond  that  I  see  no  object  In  rejecting 
the  Bill.  I  was  very  much  Impressed  with 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  New  Glasgow.  He  held  the  same  views 
that  I  hold  myself  upon  this  question  ;  that 
is,  he  had  no  confidence  in  it  In  the  first 
place  ;  but  finding  that  no  better  proposition 
could  be  made,  he  thought  It  better  to  vote 
for  the  Bill,  than  to  throw  It  out  and  leave 
the  policy-holders  In  the  uncertain  position 
that  they  hold  to-day.  I  am  firmly  of  the 
opinion,  and  I  think  those  who  have  given 
the  question  the  slightest  thought  will  come 
to  the  same  conclusion,  if  this  BUI  Is  not 
passed  after  what  has  taken  place,  that 
eight  million  dollars  of  Insurance  that  they 
now  have,  will  soon  drop  to  a  very  small 
amount,  because  the  policy-holders  will  say 
to  themselves  what  my  hon.  friend  from 
Mille  Isles  has  said  over  and  over  again — I 
cannot  afford  to  meet  these  large  assess- 
ments, and  consequently  I  shall  drop  out. 
Who  will  benefit  by  that  ?  The  company,  for 
the  ^ater  the  number  of  this  class  of  pol- 
icy-holders who  drop  out,  the  more  the  corn- 
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pany  will  gain.  Pass  thla  Bill,  aud  tbe  com- 
pany will  be  obliged,  as  long  as  tbey  have 
any  existence,  and  any  assets,  to  meet  the 
demands  which  will  be  made  upon  them, 
un&BT  the  provisions  of  this  Bill.  It  has 
been  said  It  Is  loaded.  That  Is  a  word  that 
I  confess;  I  had  to  make  inqolry  about,  to 
know  what  it  meant,  but  the  loading  of  a 
policy  of  five  per  cent  Is  to  cover  the  expenses 
of  carrying  it  on.  We  know  in  all  insurance 
companies  there  is  a  large  expense  for  man- 
agement, and  wUle  they  do  not  refer  to  It 
Id  their  charter,  tiiey  can  load  to  any  extent 
to  cover  the  expense. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-The  loading  Is 
In  the  premium  In  tbe  level  plan. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— You 
restrict  the  amount  that  this  company  can 
charge  to  the  carrying  on  of  this  branch  of 
the  business  to  5  per  cent  and  If  it  costs 
them  10  per  cent,  they  have  to  take  it  out 
of  other  funds,  and,  not  out  of  those  of  the 
policy-holders.  Tbe  other  companies  do  not 
do  that ;  their  reserve,  as  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  member  from  Toronto,  Is  biased  on 
the  Insurance  Act  It  used  to  be  4  to 
5  per  cent,  but  as  the  Interest  upon  money 
fell  continually  in  the  market,  the  govern- 
ment, in  its  wisdom,  passed  an  Act  to  com- 
pel the  insurance  companies— those  that 
begin  business  now— to  base  their  reserve 
upon  31  per  cent  instead  of  4  or  5  per  cent, 
and  those  of  the  old  companies  who  have 
transacted  th^r  business  upon  4  ot  5  per 
cent  In  the  past,  have  gradually  to  come  down 
to  the  3)  per  cent.  Some  companies  were, 
given  a  certain  number  of  years  to  accom- 
plish that  end,  I  am  not  going  to  pursue 
tbls  subject  any  further.  My  only  object, 
and  the  profession  of  every  member  of  the 
Senate,  who  has  spoken  against  the 
company  and  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
is  that  something  should  be  done  to  benefit 
the  policy-holders  of  this  company  In  Can- 
ada. Will  this  Btll  accomplish  that  object  ? 
As  it  stands,  some  say  it  will  not.  An  bon. 
gentleman  who  spoke  strongly  against  the 
company  said  It  will.  If  there  is  any 
amendment  which  will  accomplish  what 
the  committee,  had  In  view,  let  the  sugges- 
tion be  made  at  the  third  reading  and  my 
Impression  is  that  the  feeling  of  the  House 
Is  such  that  any  reasonable  proposition  wUl 
be  accepted  to  protect  the  policy-holders. 
Hoi..  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


When  the  Bill  was  introduced,  those  who 
listened  to  me  knew  that  I  made  very 
serious  objections  to  it  ou  the  general  prin- 
ciple, but  I  have  come  to  the  same  conclo- 
slon  that  the  hon.  member  from  New  Glas- 
gow (Hon.  Mr.  McGregor)  came  to  afta 
what  has  taken  place,  that  we  had  better 
try  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible  to  do 
something  which  will  aid  the  present  policy- 
holders who  have  put  their  money  into  tbis 
company,  and  who.  if  something  be  not 
done,  will  be  wiped  out  of  existence,  and 
lose  all  that  they  have  paid,  and  have  no 
guarantee  for  the  future.  Admitting  as 
true  ali  that  has  been  said  against  the  com- 
pany, for  argument's  sake,  it  strikes  me  there 
is  a  greater  necessity  under  the  circum- 
stances for  this  House  to  adopt  some  means 
by  which  to  remedy  an  evil  that  everybody 
admits  to  exist  I  have  no  personal  interest 
In  It  I  never  woold  take  a  policy  In  any 
company  conducted  on  the  assessment 
principle,  because  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
long  ago,  that  if  you  take  such  a  policy 
unless  you  die  very  soon  afterwards,  yonr 
family  will  get  no  benefit  from  it.  Let  us 
consider  the  Bill  on  Its  merits,  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  company.  I  have  one  other 
suggestion  to  make.  If  you  pass  tbls  Bill, 
it  has  been  said  by  .the  hon.  member  from 
St  Thomas,  you  are  giving  this  company  a 
lease  to  do  business  in  Canada  for  ten  or 
fifteen  years  to  come.  That  implies  tbey 
are  going  to  live  that  length  of  time.  If  so. 
it  win  be  so  much  the  better  for  the  policy- 
holders, but  if  yon  reject  the  Bill,  you  leave 
them  where  they  are  to-day,  to  carry  on  the 
business  on  tbe  old  line  system,  and  yon 
place  the  present  policy-holders  who  have 
continued  to  pay  their  assessments,  in  a 
position  to  have  demands  made  upon  tliem 
for  Increased  assessments,  upon  every  death 
that  occurs.  If  you  think  that  Is  good 
policy,  then  reject  the  Bill,  and  leave  the 
policy-holders,  and  the  unfOTtnnate  widows 
and  orphans,  of  whom  we  have  heard  w 
much  in  this  debate,  In  the  same  position 
they  are  in  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— The  hon.  geutle- 
man  has  intimated  that  certain  amendments 
will  be  moved.  If  so,  It  would  seem  blgbl? 
desirable  that  some  one  who  Is  In  possession 
of  the  amendments  should  place  them  before 
the  House ;  It  might  assist  us  in  disposing 
of  this  matter. 
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Hon.  Mr.  McMILI.AN~I  am  very  glad 
that  the  message  of  peace  was  entrusted  to 
the  hon.  member  from  Belleville.  Like  many 
members  of  the  Senate,  I  felt  disposed  from 
the  start  to  support  any  measure  that  bad 
for  Its  object  tbe  relief  of  the  policy-holders 
of  this  unfortunate  company.  The  charter 
that  they  got  in  1899  gave  them  power  to  do 
business  on  the  straight  line  principle,  as 
w^ell  as  upon  the  assessment  principle.  But 
only  twenty-flve  per  cent  of  those  holders  of 
policies  in  force  at  that  time,  have  availed 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  of  trans- 
ferring to  the  straight  line  principle.  j 

The  other  76  per  cent  ftre  out,  and  as  my  | 
hon.  friend  from  Elgin  has  forcibly  stated; 
this  evening  the  other  75  per  cent  have  not 
availed    themselves    of    the    opportunity . 
t>resented  to  them.     By  this  Bill  as  it  is; 
ipr^ented  to  the  House  you  are  obliging 
tbem  to  take  either  one  of  the  two  options.  ' 
and  it  they  will  not  accept  either  one  of  those 
two  options  they  will  have  to  take  tbe  third,  I 
which  is  in  clause  (g).   I  consider  that  that  | 
ts  a  very  unjust  power,  because  they  have 
some  liberty  under  the  Act  of  1899,  but  there  | 
you  deprive  them  of  the  only  privilege  that 
existed— that  Is  of  remaining  as  they  are.  j 
My  hon.  friend  ?rom  Belleville  tells  us  now  | 
that  that  objection  is  going  to  be  removed.  ^ 
There  are  hon.  gentlemen  In  this  House  who 
are  always  anxious  to  put  notices  on  the 
paper.     Why   did   they   not   during  the 
last    two    or    three    days  '  inform  the 
House   that  they   were  willing  to  make| 
some   amendments  that  .would  meet  the' 
objection    that    hon.    gentlemen    of  this 
House    have    to    this    Bill.     Why  did, 
they   not  give   notice  of  these   amend- 1 
^ents  ?     Why  did  they  try  to  force  thte ; 
Bill  through  the  House  without  amendment? ; 
If  they  had  given  us  that  notice;  if  they  had 
bitlmated  that  they  intended  to  Improve  the 
Bill  so  that  it  could  be  acceptable  to  hon. 
gentlemen  of  this  House  there  Is  ncit  an 
hon.  member  within  my  hearing  who  would 
not  be  willing  to  support  the  Bill  or  any  Bill 
that  would  put  the  policy-holders  upon  a 
proper  footing. 

Hon.  Mr.BBIQUE<— When  I  had  the  honour 
to  speak  yesterday  I  announced  that  I 
Intended  to  move  other  amendments,  and 
that  I  would  put  them  on  the  order  paper. 
I  had  at  the  time  prepared  a  certain  amend- 
ment and  made  up  my  mind  as  to  the  others 


but  1  have  finished  them  only  this  morning. 
I  have  them  completed  and  I  intend  to  put 

tbem  on  tbe  notice  paper  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Why  were  not  those 
amendments  mentioned  when  the  notices 

of  motion  were  asked  for  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — Because  I  have  be&i 
completing  them  during  tbe  session  of  the 

House. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— That  makes  my 
hon.  friend  all  the  more  guilty,  because  be 
should  have  stated  bis  amendments  on  the 
order  paper  and  saved  us  a  lot  of  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— A  notice  of 
motion  would  have  been  absolutely  out  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— I  beg  pardon, 
and  the  distinct  statement  was  made  that 
the  opportunity  wonid  be  availed  of  when 
the  House  went  Into  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN — ^Are  we  discussing 
here  the  principle  of  the  BUI  or  are  we 

discussing  the  principle  of  those  amend- 
meuiB?  What  are  we  discussing  ?  The  ac- 
eeptimce  of  tbcsL-  amendments.  Could  we 
accept  them  and  then  turn  around  and  say 
'  We  want  these  amendments  amended  In 
that  dUrection  V  I  have  two  policies  In  my 
pocket  this  vt-ty  minute,  issued  by  that 
insurance  company,  that  were  ol>tiilued  by 
fraud,  I  am  not  going  into  that.  Those 
parties  are  not  willing  to  accept  any  amend- 
ments made  by  this  Bill  ;  they  would  rather 
remain  as  they  are.  Who  is  in  possession 
of  the  facts  ?  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Belleville  alone  is  In  possession  of  these 
facts.  I  am  going  to  refer  to  two  very 
objectionable  clauses  of  the  Bill,  I  refer  to 
sub-clause  8. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  have  no  objection 
to  communicate  to  the  House  the  amend* 
ment  I  prppose  to  move. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  am  glad  we 
have  brought  these  hon.  gentlemen  to  time. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  say  we  have 
been  debating  this  Bill  for  the  last  two  days, 
and  lion.  gentlemen  stood  on  their  high 
horse,  and  would  not  communicate  to  us  the 
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amendments  whicb  would  have  ended  tbis 
discussion.  Speaking  for  myself  as  one,  I 
would  be  willing  to  accept  the  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — Surely  the 
hon.  gentleman  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
speak. 

Tne  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  the  floor  has  given  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- 1  was  going 
to  ask  the  question,  was  it  not  the  very  pro- 
posal to  go  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
for  the  purpose  of  making  the  amendments  ? 
Was  that  not  voted  down  as  the  only  means 
by  which   [ 

Some  hoD.  MEMBERS — Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAX — I  understand  that, 
but  the  only  thing  I  am  sorry  for  is  that 
those  amendments  were  not  given  to  us. 
There  Is  another  clause  and  that  is  clause 
8.  Tbat  pretends  to  let  In  those  who 
have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapse.  It  Is  a 
clause  that  would  extract  money  from  these 
policy-holders  as  long  as  they  live,  and  when 
death  came  their  heirs  would  have  to  meet 
the  company  In  court  and  fight  the  claim. 
The  whole  thing  was  left  In  this  way,  that 
they  were  to  sign  a  certificate  stating  the 
condition  of  their  health  at  that  time.  The 
easiest  thing  in  the  world  for  tbe  company 
would  be  to  procure  evidence  from  a  dozen 
l>foi)l(>  in  tlie  iieiglil)ourbood,  stating  tbe  con- 
trary to  the  facts  recited  In  the  certificate 
and  when  a  death  claim  came  to  the  office 
they  would  say  we  are  In  {lossesslon  of  such 
and  such  a  fact ;  this  man  did  not  tell  us 
the  truth,  and  the  consequence  would  be 
tJint  tbe  heirs  would  not  get  a  single  dolliir. 
If  there  is  anything  at  all  to  act  as  a  safe- 
guard for  those  who  are  to  come  in  at  pre- 
sent, it  is  to  produce  a  certificate  from  an- 
other quarter,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  Belle- 
ville suggested.  Let  them  produce  the  ner- 
tmcnte  of  a  medical  man.  and  the  certificate 
of  half  a  dozen  nelghlwmrs,  lint  do  not  leave 
it  entirely  to  tliemsclvcs.  because  just  as  sure 
as  you  do  that  tbe  claim  will  be  disputed 
when  the  time  comes.  Now,  the  last  clause 
Is  the  most  objectionable.  We  are  told  that 
that  clause  Is  to  be  amended  so  as  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  bou.  gentlemen.  These  are 
Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN'. 


the  only  clauses  in  the  Bill  that  are  really 
worth  anything.  Tbe  whole  thing  is  in  these 
clauses.  That  Is,  to  give  those  who  hold 
policies  at  present  the  privilege  of  entering 
into  a  straight  life  policy,  or  to  remain  as 
tbey  are  and  preserve  right  of  action  against 
the  company  for  issuing  policies  on  false 
representations  and  by  false  means.  Wltb 
these  objections  In  the  Bill  I  for  one  feel 
that  until  it  Is  amended  to  that  extent.  I 
shall  vote  against  it  and  will  remain  until 
the  dog-days  are  over  to  oi»i)ose  the  Bill, 
because  If  there  Is  any  chance  at  all  for  tlie 
.  policy-holders,  It  Is  under  the  old  Act  and 
you  are  depriving  them  of  that  safeguard 
here. 

I     Hon.  Mr.  ROBERTSON— Right  along  tills 
;  line  I  Bbonid  lilce  a  little  Information.  My 
I  oi>lnlon  in  reference  to  this  matter  was  tbat 
i  this  Bill  should  not  be  rushed  through  the 
■  House  until  we  bad  a  report  from  the  com- 
I  mittee.    Now  it  seems  the  Bill  is  here,  and 
'  we  are  likely  to  have  to  vote  on  It  to-night 
;  It  has  been  announced  both  by  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  De  Salaberry  and  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Toronto,  that  they  have  amend- 
ments prepared  whicb  tbey  propose  to  add 
to  tbe  Bill.   The  hon.  leader  of  tbe  opposi- 
tion has  announced  one  or  two  more.  But 
there  are  one  or  two  matters  I  should  like 
to  baye  Information  on,  and  this  Is  the  time 
to  get  It.  Under  a  clause  of  this  BUI,  iiage 
3, 1  would  gather  tbat  this  company  Is  to  be 
permitted  to  withdraw  the  deposit  that  they 
have  in  the  Dominion  treasury. 

Hon.  Mr.  CliORAN— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— On  this  class  of 
Insurance. 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBBRTSON—I  want  to  know 
from  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  De  Salaberry 
if  one  of  his  amendments  Is  In  the  line  of 
protecting  this  money  and  keeping  It  in  the 
treasury  for  the  protection  of  the 
policy-holders  ?  If  that  is  so,  it  will 
change  my  mind  largely  In  reference 
to  the  Bill.  Then,  the  last  clause  of 
this  Bill  if  it  goes  through  in  its  present 
shape  wlii  prevent  policy-holders  from 
entering  any  action  against  tbe  company 
similar  to  tbe  action  that  ts  proceeding 
In  England  now,  and  If  tbat  is  so  I  want 
to  know  from  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto,  and  from  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
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De  Salaberry,  if  tbey  have  an  amendment 
to  protect  the  poUcy-liolders  in  that  regard  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)~With  refer- 
ence to  the  question  a«ked  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman I  would  simply  say  that  the  pro- 
Tislon  which  is  made  in  clause  G,  with 
reference  to  the  funds  In  the  hands  of  tdie 
government,  was  understood  by  the  expert 
and  by  the  snb-committtee  of  the  Banking 
and  Commerce  Committee,  and,  I  suppose, 
by  that  committtee  also  to  mean  that  the 
money  should  remain  ;  but  my  hon.  friend 
fuMH  De  Salaberry  has  been  discussing  this 
matter  a  good  deal,  and  we  have  both  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  that  can  be  made 
more  certain  than  it  is,  to  provide  that  that 
money  shall  remain  In  the  bands  of  the 
government  and  that  shall  be  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  thirty-third  and  thirty- 
fourth  sections  of  the  Insurance  Act,  so  that 
60  long  as  there  are  obligatioua  of  the  com- 
pany In  existence  the  government  can  retain 
that  money.  Any  one  will  see  that  the  pro- 
vision is  there,  not  that  the  money  shall 
remain  on  deposit  for  ever,  because  the  com- 
pany might  ^jrovide  for  these  obllBatlona 
and  withdraw  from  business  ;  but  so  long 
as  there  are  obligations  here,  the  govern- 
ment, under  those  sections,  are  entitled  to 
protect  all.  policy-holders,  and  It  is  Intended 
to  make  that  clear.  With  reference  to  the 
last  clause  of  the  Bill  there  is  nothing  there 
to  bar  an  action. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  bears  all  actions. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  talking  about  a  serious  proposition, 
and  I  mean  to  say  this — and  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  agi-ee  with  me.  there  is 
nothing  In  that  clause  barring  an  action;  on 
the  contrary  it  provides  that  an  action  is  not 
barred.  I  am  talking  of  actious  that  have 
been  brought 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Now  pending  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  is  our  view 
that  any  action  brought,  based  upon  fraud, 
like  the  action  in  Englnnd,  would  not  be 
barred  at  all.  There  Is  nothing  barring  any 
action  at  all.  nor  Is  there  anything  changing 
any  person's  rlglit  to  bring  an  action,  and  If 
a  policy-holder  holding  an  old  policy  and 
determining  to  remain  on  the  assessment 
plan,  and  not  to  change  it,  desires  to  litigate 


against  any  attempt  to  change  his  policy, 
bis  action  will  still  be  maintained.  But  if 
there  is  any  doubt  about  it,  there  is  no 
trouble  about  obtalnli^  a  legal  opinion  from 
the  law  officers  of  the  Grown  upon  that  point 
The  Minister  of  Justice  can  be  consulted 
about  it,  If  there  Is  any  qaestlon,  and  it  can 
be  made  perfectly  plain  that  where  frauds 
are  established  the  action  cannot  be  barred. 
Tlie  Idea  Is  not  to  Introduce  Into  this  Bill 
something  which  is  not  needed— something 
which  is  affirmative  of  the  existing  law.  We 
are  only  putting  In  provisions  which  will 
prevent  rights  being  taken  away.  There  Is 
no  right  taken  away  by  the  Bill  as  I  under- 
stand it 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — Before  passing  from 

that  point  and  giving  a  legal  interpretation 

of  that  clause,  allow  me  to  put  a  question  : 

Would  it  not  be  safer  for  the  policy-holders 

to  make  tlie  clause  read  In  this  way  : 

Nothing  in  this  section  shall  affect  any  suit, 
aetioD  or  other  proeeedlDg  which  has  been 
taken  or  may  be  taken. 

That  would  put  It  in  black  and  white  and 
would  not  leave  the  interpretation  of  the 
law  in  the  hands  of  some  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  bear  In  mind  that  there  is  pro- 
vision being  made  here  for  the  policy-holder 
to  change  his  position  If  he  elects  to  do  so. 
It  is  prt^osed,  If  he  does  not  want  to  change 
bis  position,  that  that  condition  will  be  con- 
tinued, so  that  against  a  man's  will  there 
will  be  no  change  made.  He  shall  have  the 
option  to  change  or  remain  as  he  Is.  If  he 
determines  to  remain  as  he  is,  then  all  his 
rights  remain,  and  there  is  nothing  in  this 
Bill  to  change  or  affect  It  If  he  does  change 
his  position  ;  If  he  does  elect  to  change  and 
take  a  policy  of  the  other  kind,  be  ought  not 
also  to  have  with  it  some  right  of  action  In 
i-espect  of  the  policy  he  is  giving  up,  and, 
therefore,  such  phraseology  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman suggests  would  be  opening  the  door 
to  first  giving  a  changed  and  improved 
policy,  and  leaving  a  cause  of  action  behind 
It ;  but  I  think  there  is  no  trouble  about 
either  doing  one  or  two  things— either  fram- 
ing this  Bill  BO  as  to  accomplish  the  object 
or  obtaining  the  opinion  of  the  law  officers. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— The  best  opinion  is 
the  opinion  of  the  Senate,  and  the  Senate 
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has  a  right  to  make  the  law.  The  duty  of  a 
legislative  bodj*  Is  to  put  as  little  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  judges  as  regards  the  iii- 
terpretatlou  of  the  law  as  possible.  We 
should  make  the  law  as  clear  as  possible. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  would  like 
to  Implement  the  answer  to  that  question  in 
this  way  :  that  it  Is  proposed  practically  to 
say  that,  without  the  consent  of  the  ftersoUt 
unless  the  person  shall  be  offered  the  ofttlon 
and  unless  be  consents  to  a  change  and  de- 
sires a  change  io  the  contract,  his  contract 
shall  continue.  That  is  the  first  point  So 
that  his  rights  are  not  going  to  be  cut  out 
In  the  ruthless  manner  we  have  heard  talked 
about ;  consequently  the  option  Is  to  be  eveu 
more  extended  by  this  proposal  so  as 
to  cover  the'  cases  that  may  occur 
between  the  time  of  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  and  the  issuing  of  the 
license,  because  the  clause  that  is  here 
does  not  cover  the  gap  there  Is  there.  Third, 
It  Is  proposed  to  provide  that  alt  the  assets 
shall  remain  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Insurance  Act,  which  I  have  pointed  out 
before,  and  In  other  respects  It  Is  intended 
to  safeguard  the  rights  of  the  policy-holders 
In  various  ways.  I  Just  want  to  say  this  for 
myself:  I  do  not  think  that  any  self- 
respecting  member  of  the  Senate  would,  in 
view  of  the  way  in  which  this  BUI  has  been 
dealt  with  since  I  have  introduced  It  here, 
have  thought  of  putting  a  notice  on  the 
order  paper,  until  he  was  In  a  position  to  do 
it  without  a  point  of  order  being  raised.  We 
have  had  several  points  of  order  raised.  It 
is  not  because  I  take  any  umbrage  or  stand 
on  my  diglnlty  at  all  about  it,  but  because 
I  felt  that  in  doing  this  I  should  have  to 
stand  on  my  right.  When  explanations  were 
asked.  I  gave  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBERTSON— I  understand 
now,  from  the  opinion  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  has  given,  that  the  Bill,  by 
the  amendments  to  be  Introduced,  will  be 
safeguarded  on  those  two  points.  I  should 
like  to  hear  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  member 
from  De  Salaberry  In  addition  to  that  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  have  been  pressing 
on  members,  to  the  knowledge  of  the  leader 
of  the  opposition,  that  I  would  not  vote  In 
favour  of  the  Bill  unless  these  amendments 
Hon.  Hr.  CLORAN. 


were  brought  in.  I  have  prepared  tl» 
amendments  accordingly,  because  I  took  the 

position  that  the  rights  of  the  poIlcy-hoMera 
should  not  be  interfered  with,  that  if  the/ 
choose  to  remain  under  the  assessment  plan 
It  will  be  their  own  funeral,  but  they  bad 
that  right,  and  I  answer  affirmatively  tbe 
.qnesUon  that  has  been  asked.  It  la  but 
fair  to  myself  to  say  tiiat  as  r^rards  tbe 
hst  clauses  In  the  BUI,  I  am  oittrely  is 
accord  with  tbe  opinion  that  has  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto, 
I  am  entirely  of  Hie  opinion  that  suits  for 
fraud,  such  as  have  been  taken  In  England, 
are  in  no  way  debarred  by  this  Bill.  I 
propose  to  limit  the  notice  of  amendment 
virttially  to  this.  I  have  been  written  to 
by  the  Hon.  John  S.  Hall,  lately  of  Montreal 
but  now  of  Calgary,  calling  my  attention  to 
a  class  of  policy-holders  w^o  bad  entered 
into  agreements  with  the  company,  and 
whose  agreements  would  be  interfered  with 
by  tbe  Bill,  and  I  have  drafted  my  amend- 
ments for  the  purpose  of  covering  and  mak- 
ing it  clear  that  the  BUI  will  not  intotereit 
all  with  any  such  agreements,  and  that  the 
company  will  be  obliged  to  respect  tbose 
agreements.  But  I  declare  that,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned  If  members  of  tbe  Senate 
entertain  any  doubt  on  that  point,  I  am 
willing  to  redraft  it  to  make  the  point  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  ROBERTSON— Since  we  are 
satisfied  on  these  two  points,  I  should  like 
to  draw  tbe  attention  of  hon.  geatlemen  to 
a  paragraph  on  page  4,  In  order  to  secure 
the  poUcy-bolders  as  much  as  possible.  The 
object  I  have  Is  to  make  the  Bill  as  per- 
fect as  possible,  on  behalf  of  the  policy- 
holders. In  the  latter  part  of  that  paragraph 
you  will  notice  It  says  that  the  company 
shall  revive  policies  that  have  lapsed  for 
non-payment  of  premiums,  but  they  aregoin? 
to  do  this  on  a  certificate  of  the  policy- 
holder himself,  as  to  the  state  of  bis  health- 

The  point  I  want  to  make  is  tUs:  we  have 
had  a  committee  sitting  for  a  great  length 
of  time,  investigating  this  company  and 
we  learn  that  the  managers  of  this  company 
are  very  astute  gentlemen  and  take  ad- 
vantage of  every  circumstance  to  talk« 
money  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  policy-hold- 
ers and  put  it  Into  their  own. 

If  the  company  are  allowed  to  take  a 
man's  Own  certificate  as  to  the  state  of  >is 
health,  after  a  little  time  they  wiU  begbi 
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to  sbout  '  You  gave  us  a  false  certificate ' 
BDd  on  the  strength  of  that  objection  they 
will  refuse  to  pay  his  family  when  a  death 
claim  is  presented.  I  should  like  to  know 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  from  De  Salaberry 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  if 
they  have  an  amendment  prepared  to  meet 
this  ?  The  only  thing  I  cau  see  to  meet  It— 
and  I  am  not  speaking  for  the  doctors  now— 
Is  that  there  should  be  u  doctor's  certi&cate 
as  to  the  health  of  the  man,  and  the  com- 
pany should  be  held  bound  by  that 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  have  no  more  mis- 
sion to  prepare  amendments  tbau  any  other 
member  of  the  Senate.  I  took  the  ground 
that  the  form  required  by  the  coiu{>any 
would  be  liable  to  leave  that  class  of  policy- 
holders at  the  mercy  of  the  company,  and  I 
propose  to  move  that  the  following  words 
be  added  '  And  approved  by  the  Superin- 
tendent of  lusorance.'  The  certificate,  sucli 
as  It  will  be,  will  have  to  receive  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Superieutciident  or  Insurance. 
I  can  find  no  better  authority  than  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— May  I  ask  the  hon. 
senator  who  has  been  a  party  to  the  draft- 
ing of  this  Bill,  if  the  form  of  certificate  re- 
quired by  the  company,  signed  by  the  holder, 
Is  not  the  form  required  by  the  company  ? 
Could  we  not  have  that  form  before  us, 
when  considering  the  amendment  ?  ^\'e 
do  not  know  what  the  form  may  be  ;  it  may 
be  very  strict  There  is  another  point 
There  may  be  policy-holders  away  from 
tbis  country,  in  Europe,  or  In  South  Africa 
among  the  Canadian  soldiers,  or  lu  the 
Yukon.  Tbey  cannot  know  that  after  ninety 
days,  tbey  will  be  debarred.  That  is  another 
point  to  be  taken  into  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— As  for  as  the  flrst 
question  Is  concerned,  I  am  agreed  tliat  a 
certlflca1)e  as  required  by  the  company, 
would  not  answer  the  purpose  ;  but  the 
company  must  be  bound  by  the  decision  of 
the  Superintendent  of  Insurance.  He  is  the 
proper  officer,  the  natural  guardian  of  the 
Interests  of  the  policy-holders,  and  be  must 
be  taken  as  being  a  fair  man,  and  the 
certificate  must  be  approved  by  him  and  no 
otber  certificate.  Now,  I  propose  to  suggest 
an  amendment  to  that  effect.  As  far  as  the 
second  point  Is  concerned,  the  hon.  mem- 
t>er  will  notice  that  under  clause  (e)  It  Is 
provided : 


(e.)  The  company  shall,  within  thirtr  dajrs 
from  the  date  of  the  said  license,  send  to  each 
of  the  holders  ot  its  assessment  policies,  by 
registered  letter  postage  prepaid  to  the  last 
known  address  ot  such  policy-holder,  a  state- 
ment staowiog  iQ  detail  the  amount  of  the  policy 
and  dividend  under  each  of  the  foregoing  op- 
tions and  the  Hen,  if  any,  and  of  the  premiums 
to  be  thereafter  payable  in  respect  of  such 
policy  and  ot  the  times  when  such  premiums 
are  payable  ; 

Therefore  it  will  be  within  thirty  days  of 
obtaining  the  license,  and  I  propose  to  sug- 
gest an  amendment  limiting  it  to  two 
montbs  for  a  company  to  apply  for  the 
license.  Within  thirty  days,  they  shall  be 
obliged  to  make  it  known  to  all  policy- 
holders how  they  will  stand,  with  the 
several  (^tlons  which  shall  be  open  to 
them  under  this  Bill.  Then  every  policy- 
holder will  have  ninety  days  to  decide  as  to 
to  bis  option. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOUAN— That  Is  the  very  point 
I  am  making  In  favour  of  the  policy-holders. 
For  Instance,  men  who  are  awliy  In  the 
Yukon  or  in  South  Africa. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man suggest  some  amendment  ?  I  think  It  Is 
satisfactory  as  it  Is,  but  If  hon.  members 
prefer  an  amendment  or  suggest  It,  I  am 
quite  sure  for  my  part  I  should  be  disposed 
to  favour  it 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— This  will  come  np 
prc^erly  when  the  Bill  is  in  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Are  we  to  under- 
stand that  in  accepting  concurrence  in  the 
amendments,  proposed  by  the  main  motion, 
that  we  may  amend  those  amendments  af- 
terwards ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUB— Of  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- No,  not  of  course. 
We  cannot  decide  a  matter  to-day  in  a  way 
difTerent  from  the  way  It  has  already  been 
decided.  So  those  accepting  the  amend- 
ments to-day  must  bear  In  mind  that  they 
cannot  change  the  amendments,  except  by 
adding  to  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI>-There 
are  certain  amendments  made  to  the  BUI, 
an4  tbere  are  portions  of  the  Bill  which 
are  the  same  as  when  It  was  Introduced. 
The  hou.  gentleman  can  give  notice  that 
at  the  third  reading  he  will  move  to  refer 
the  Bill  back  to  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
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or  that  tbe  House  adopt  such  amendments 
or  additions  to  it.  as  may  be  deemed  proper 

Hon.  Mr.  TOUNG— The  only  question  that 
might  arise,  would  be  In  the  case  of  some 
amendment  that  has  already  been  rejected 
liy  tlie  House,  but  hou.  gentlemen  will  bear 
in  mind  that  the  amendments  suggested 
have  not  been  rejected  by  the  HouBe,  and 
therefore  the  position  of  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  Is  perfectly  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  they  are  accepted 
they  cannot  afterwards  be  rejected  ? 

Tbe  Senate  divided  on  the  amendment : 

Conteats  : 

Tba  HoDOOrable  HsMieun 

Balrd.  McLaren, 

Bernier,  McMillaD. 

Boiduc,  McMullen, 

BoucberTille,  de  McSweeney, 

Carling  (Sir  John),  Memer, 

Church,  Owens, 

Cloran,  Perley, 

DobBon,  Robertson, 

Domville,  Sullivan, 

Landry,  Wilson.— 21. 
Macdonald  (Victoria), 


Non-Cootents : 
The  Honourable  Messieurs 


Bfilque, 

Black, 

Bowel! 

4Sir  Mackenzie), 
Coffey, 
Dandurand, 
David, 
EldwardB, 
Kerr  (Toronto), 
Lougheed, 
Lovftt, 

Macdonald  (P.E.I.). 


McGregor, 
McHugh, 
MItcheir, 
Pelletler 

(Sir  Alphonse), 
Power  (Speaker), 
Scott, 

Templeman, 

WatsoD, 

Yeo, 

Young.— 21. 


Tbe  omendment  was  declared  lost. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  motion  to  adopt 
the  report  of  tbe  committee,  which  was 
agreed  to  by  the  following  -vote:- 

Contents  ; 
The  Honourable  Messieurs 


Non-Oontenta  : 
The  Honourable  Messieurs 


Batrd, 

Bernter, 

Bolduc, 

Boucbervllle,  de, 

Cloraa, 

DobaoD, 

DomvlIIe, 

LADdry, 


Macdonald  (VlctorU), 

McLaren, 

McMullen, 

Merner, 

Owens, 

Perley, 

Sullivan, 

Wilson.- 16. 


BSlque, 

Black, 

Bowell 

(Sir  Mackenzie), 
Carling  (Sir  Jolm). 
Church, 
Coffey, 
Dandurand, 
David, 
Edwards, 
Kerr  (Toronto), 
Lougheed, 
Lovitt, 

Macdonald  (P.B.I.), 


McGregor, 

McHugh. 

McMillan, 

MtSweeney, 

Mitchell. 

Pelletier 

(Sir  Alphonse), 
Power  (Speaker), 
Robertson, 
Scott, 

Templeman, 

Walaon, 
Yeo, 

Young.— 26. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)  moved  that  the 
Rill  be  read  tiie  third  time  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

An  hon.  GENTLEMAN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  hon.  Speaker 
decided  Inst  year  that  we  should  raise  a 
point  of  order  before  tbe  question  was  put 

Tbe  SPEAKISU— I  do  not  see  bow  a  ques- 
tion can  be  raised  until  the  motion  has  been 
put  by  tbe  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— I  did  not  see  it  last 

year  myself. 

The  question  being  put  by  Ills  Honour  the 
Speaker. 

Hon  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  I  refer  to  clause  124  of  our  rules, 
which  reads  as  follows  : 

In  all  unprovided  cases  the  rules,  usigas, 
forms  and  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Lords 
are  to  be  followed. 

I  refer  to  page  444,  of  tbe  10th  addition 
of  May,  second  paragraph,  which  is  headed 
'  Public  Bills,'  and  this  Is  declared  to  be  a 
public  Bill.  That  paragro^ih  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

Public  Bills  which  affect  private  rights  thus 
combining  the  characteristics  of  a  public  aad 
a  private  Bill  are  termed  and  practiced  hybrid 
Bills,  and  are  subject  as  also  are  petltionert 
against  the  Bill  to  the  payment  of  fees  In  rei- 
pect  of  a  private  Bill. 

This  House  has  just  adopted  the  amend- 
ments proposed  by  the  Standing  Committee 
on  Banking  and  Commerce.  This  Bill  is  iio 
more  a  public  BUI.  It  is  a  private  Bill.  It 
has  become  a  i)rivate  Bill  by  the  decisions 
Just  given  by  this  House.  The  Bill  Is  no 
more  an  Act  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act.  It 
is  a  Bill  as  It  reads  now,  aa  reported  by  tbe 
committee,  a  Bill  which  comes  into  this 
House  with  a  preamble  quite  diCFerent  from 
tbe  first  preamble,  with  provisions  quite  dif- 
ferent from  tbe  provisions  in  tbe  Srst  Bill-. 
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It  Is  no  more  the  same  Bill.  It  is  a  private 
Bill,  bat  If  tbe  hon.  Speaker  chooses  to  de- 
clare it  a  public  Bill  I  shall  accept  his  de- 
claration for  the  moment  and  refer  him  to 

page  444  of  May.  where  it  la  said  : 

Public  Bills  which  affect  private  rights  thus 
comblDing  tbe  characteristics  of  a  public  and 
private  Bill  are  termed  in  practice  hybrid  Bills 
ud  are  subject  to  the  regulatiOBB  which  are 
Imposed  upon  private  Bills. 

There  must  be  a  petition,  there  must  be  a 
payment  of  fees.  Ail  those  things  must  ac- 
company tbe  public  Bills,  which  affect 
private  rights.  The  other  quotation  to 
which  I  refer  Is  from  Bourinot,  last  edition, 
page  (j84.  The  point  is  that  alterations  have 
been  made  in  this  Bill  so  that  it  cannot  be 
acc^ted.  Bourinot  says  : 

While  a  Bill  la  la  progress  in  the  Commons 
no  alteration  whatever  can  be  made  In  Its  pro- 
vision except  by  tbe  authority  of  the  House.  If 
it  should  be  found  a  Bill  has  been  tnateriallv 
altered  since  its  Introduction  It  would  have  to 
be  withdrawn.  A  clerical  alteration  however  is 
admiSBlble.  If  It  be  necessary  to  make  any 
changes  in  the  Bill  before  the  second  reading 
the  member  In  charge  of  it  will  ask  leave  to 
vitbdraw  the  BtU  and  present  another  instead 
[hereof.  la  the  Canadian  House,  1S64,  an  order 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  relative  to 
usury  was  discharged  and  tbe  Bill  withdrawn. 
On  the  following  day  the  member  interested  In 
tbe  Bill  was  given  leave  to  bring  in  another,  on 
the  same  subject  but  with  amended  title.  In 
tbe  session  of  1862,  the  attention  of  the  Speaker 
was  directed  to  the  fact  that  the  representation 
Bill  had  been  materially  altered  since  its  In- 
troduction, and  that  it  was  not,  in  consequence 
of  such  alteration,  the  same  Bill  that  was  pre-  . 
sented  a  few  days  before  to  the  House.  Hr. 
Speaker  Biancbet  at  once  decided  that  the 
Bill  could  not  be  allowed  to  proceed,  and  that 
it  was  necessary  to  follow  strictly  thereafter 
the  practice  of  the  English  parliament,  and  not 
permit  any  changes  except  mere  clerical  altera* 
tions  in  a  Bill  once  before  this  House.  The 
Bill  was  accordingly  withdrawn  and  another  im- 
mediately presented, 

Hon.  Mr.  Y()T:NG— What  is  the  point  with 
reference  to  this  Bill  ?  That  It  has  been 
materially  altered. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Might  I  say  ii  i 
word  M-ith  refei'ence  to  this  point  of  onlor. 
It  was  held  yesterday  that  this  was  a  public  ' 
Bin.   There  having  been  no  appeal  from  the 
ruling  of  the  chair,  my  hon.  friend  cannot  i 
from  his  place  say  that  It  is  a  hybrid  Bill  or 
a  private  Bill.  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— When  the  Speaker 
gave  his  decision  yesterday  it  was  on  a  Bill 
that  was  not  yet  amended.  It  was  on  a 
Bill  as  presented  In  this  House.     It  was 


on  Bill  <H).  'An  Aet  to  amend  the  In- 
surance Act That  was  a  BUI  to  amend 
a  public  Act.  The  amendments  brought 
before  this  House  have  been  accepted. 
That  Bin  has  been  entirely  wiped  out  now, 
and  we  have  a  private  Bill  in  pluee  of  the 
public  Bill  which  was  before  the  House 
yesterday.  I  claim  that  this  private  BUI  has 
been  substituted  for  the  public  Bill  and  that 
the  exigencies  of  the  regulations  must  be 
complied  wltb.  If  we  say  that  It  is  a 
public  Bill  I  have  this  other  nrgunient. 
If  It  Is  a  public  Bill  It  affects  private  in- 
terest and  that  Is  the  scope  of  the  Bill  Itself. 
If  It  affects  private  interests  it  is  a  hybrid 
Bill  and  It  must  follow  the  regulations  laid 
down  hy  the  autliuritles.  iiiul  in  thiit  case  a 
fee  must  be  exacted  and  the  different  rules 
of  a  private  Bill  must  be  complied  with.  A 
ticdtion  must  be  presented  to  this  House 
also,  and  I  say  that  none  of  .those  rules 
have  been  complied  with  and  the  Bill  Is 
not  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGUEED— All  I  can  say  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  that  it  has 

been  held  that  this  Is  a  public  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— Not  this  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHBBI>— It  was  held  by 
tlie  chair  that  it  was  a  public  Bill.  No 
action  of  the  committee  could  have  changed 
it.  So  far  as  Bill  II  Is  concerned  it  is  a 
public  Bill.  My  hon.  friend  from  Stadacona 
has  no  right  to  assume  that  it  has  assumed 
-any  other  phase  than  that  of  a  public  Bill. 
And  it  bas  to  be  assumed  that  it  is  a  public 
Bill.  I  am  not  dealing  with  the  question  as  to 
hybrid  Bills.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look 
Into  the  authorities  he  will  see  that  Is  a  rule 
common  only  to  the  House  of  Commons  in 
England  and  Is  not  at  all  applicable  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVjlN— The  question 
should  be  decided  without  any  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  House  will 

permit  me,  we  might  decide  the  first  point 
and  then  consider  the  second  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  I)eB<>T'rHEIlVII,l,K-.\s  it  !•* 
an  important  niatteis  I  assume  the  Speaker 
will  not  render  a  decision  to-night.  I  shall 
call  the  attention  of  the  hoii.  members  to 
this  fnct:  although  the  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  sjioken  before  me  says  this  ts  still  a 
public  Bin  and  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona  said  it  was  a  public  Bill  yester- 
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day  but  not  a  public  Bill  to-day.  Wheu 
the  Speaker  gave  his  decision  we  had  a 
Bill  befiu-e  us  to  amend  the  insnrance  Act 
That  baa  been  struck  out  by  the  committee, 

and  no  title  has  been  put  on  it,  and  the 
whole  of  the  clause  In  the  Bill  as  brought 
U]>  hy  the  report  pertaining  entirely  ti>  a 
private  Bill.  I  do  uot  proiwse  to  dist-u-ss 
the  Bill,  I  hare  not  the  right  to  do  so,  but 
I  think  every  one  of  us,  whether  Liberal  or 
ConfWTvatlve,  muRt  attach  the  greatest  im- 
portance to  the  good  name  of  the  Senate. 
Supposing  this  Bill  Is  passed  and  sent  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  a  member  of  the 
Commons  should  say  '  Here  Is  a  private 
Bill,  where  is  the  petition  for  it  ?  There  is 
none.  Where  is  the  money  to  pay  for  the 
printing '/  None."  Then  where  would  we 
be  ?  We  would  be  In  a  perfectly  ridiculous 
position.  I  hope  hon.  members  will  consider 
this  matter.  The  good  name  of  the  Senate 
must  be  conserved  with  the  greatest  caution, 
and  we  should  not  vote  on  the  spur  of  the 
moment.  I  think  the  matter  should  not  be 
decided  to-night. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— With  reference  to  the 
first  point  of  order— as  to  the  alteration  of 
the  Bill— the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona 
answered  his  own  question  when  he  read 
the  statement  that  while  a  Bill  Is  in  progress 
In  the  Commons,  no  alteration  whatever 
can  be  made  in  Its  provisions  except  by  the 
authority  of  the  House.  We  have  been 
doing  that  by  the  authority  of  the  House, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— How  does  the  hon. 
member  reconcile  his  position  with  the  posi- 
tion taken  by  Speaker  Blanchet  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  was  referring  to  the 
hon.  gentleman's  first  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Read  the  extract, 
and  see  how  Speaker  Blanchet  decided  In 
reference  to  the  question  of  the  Franchise 
Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  have  no  objection  to 
read  it,  because  it  bears  out  still  more 
clearly  the  point  I  am  making,  which  Is  that 
when  an  hon.  gentleman  Introduces  a  Bill 

in  the  House  and  it  Is  no  longer  In  his 
private  possession,  but  In  the  possession  of 
the  House,  he  has  no  right  to  make  any 
changes  in  that  Bill  wliatever.  The  House 
then  takes  that  responsibility,  and  it  rests 
Hon.  Ur.  DeBOUOHBRVILLB. 


upon  the  House  to  deal  with  It,  and  the 
Speaker,  on  the  occasion  to  which  the  bon. 
gentleman  refers,  having  discovered  that  t 
Bill  had  been  altered  without  the  authority 
of  the  House  Immediately  ordered  that  it 
be  withdrawn,  which  was  certainly  a  proper 
course  to  follow,  maintaining  the  procedure 
which  I  had  suggested  the  House  hid 
authority  to  follow. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWELL— There 
Is  another  point.  If  the  original  Bill  was 
introduced  as  a  public  Bill  and  declared  to 
be  a  public  Bill,  though  as  many  of  us  con- 
tended It  dealt  with  private  matters,  would 
the  amending  of  that  Bill  Change  its 
character  and  make  It  a  private  B411  3  It 
having  been  decided  that  Is  waF  a  public 
Bill  It  was  sent  to  committee  for  what  par 
pose  ?  To  consider  its  provisions.  While  it 
Is  amended,  the  character  of  the  Bill  has  not 
been  Interfered  with.  The  principle  hivolved 
in  the  Bill  lias  not  been  interfered  with,  and 
if  It  were  a  public  Bill  then,  it  must  be  a 
public  Bin  now,  although  these  changes 
have  been  made.  If  the  doctrine  laid  down 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  be 
correct,  then  you  could  not  change  any  Bill 
and  you  could  not  amend  any  BUI.  But 
when  the  Bill  Is  amended  it  passes  from  the 
bands  of  the  introducer  and  becomes  the 
property  of  the  House  as  indicated  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Klllarney,  and  the 
BUI  now  is  precisely  the  same  In  principle 
as  the  Bill  which  was  introduced  by  tlie 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto.  The  only 
difference  being  that  the  title  Is  changed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  beg  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's pardon.  The  Bill  introduced  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  was  a  Bill 
affecting  all  the  insurance  companies  of  the 
country— amending  the  Insurance  Act  Tbat 
was  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  This  Bill  applies  only  to  one 
company. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Tbe 
same  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-It  is  not  the  same 
principle.    It  is  a  dUTerence  between  a 

public  Bill  and  a  private  Bill.  There  is 
nothing  like  a  definition.  When  we  want  to 
discuss  questions.  I  think  the  best  thing  Is 
to  define  them  first.  What  Is  a  private 
BUI  ?    I  snppose  the  authority  of  Hay 
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might  be  accepted  on  tbat  question,  page 
226  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  private  Bill  must 
necessarily  be  supported  by  the  parties 
Interested.  This  is  not  a  Bill  adTOcatiiiEr  or 
supported  by  tbe  insurance  codipauies.  It 
Is  a  Bill  forced  on  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  not  the  defi- 
nition given  by  tbe  antborlties.  It  might  be 
tlie  definition  of  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  thinic  I  am  right 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDEY— I  think  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman Is  wrong. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  change  could  be 
made  In  the'  law  if  the  bon.  gentleman's 
view  is  carried  out.  The  Mutual  Reserve 
Company  comes  under  a  certain  Bill.  It  is 
ruiind  there  are  provisions  in  it  affecting 
individuals  outside  of  the  company  and 
tbose  Individuals  have  certain  rights  which 
parliament  Is  bound  to  respect,  whether  tbe 
company  accepts  it  or  not,  and  it  is  in  tbat 
respect  I  say  it  is  not  a  private  BiU. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Page  706  of  Bonrl- 
not — and  In  all  humility  I  confess  tbe  defi- 
nition given  by  Bourinot  Is  different  from 
tbe  one  given  by  the  bon.  minister  and  May 
— reads  as  follows  : 

Private  Bills  are  dlBtinsuiahed  from  public 
Bills  in  tbat  they  dlrectl?  relate  to  the  aftairff 
of  private  Individuals  or  to  corporate  bodies, 
or  to  the  commuolty  in  general.  They  must 
pass  through  the  same  stages  as  public  Bills. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  does  not  accord 
witb  the  definition  here  because  this  Bill  Is 
advocated  by  many  thousand  persons 
against  the  will  of  tbe  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  should  Hlce  to  see 
tbe  petitions  presented  by  those  people  ad- 
vocating a  private  Bill  against  the  company. 
It  is  a  private  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDXIRAND— I  wonder  If  tbe 
committee  which  bas  just  been  appointed  to 
investigate  but  not  to  frame  a  Bill  bad  been 
granted  power  to  frame  a  relief  Bill,  and  If 
tbat  committee  had  reported  proposing  n 
relief  for  the  large  class  of  policy-holders  in 
one  special  company  and  had  brought  It  to 
the  House.  I  wonder  if  it  would  not  be  a  pub- 
lic Bill  as  completely  as  If  It  related  to  all 
the  insurance  companies  ?  It  could  not  be  a 
private  Bill  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  tbe 


word,  promoted  by  certain  corporntfons  for 
the  advantage  of  a  corporation.  It  may  be 
an  invasion  of  the  right  of  that  corporation, 
and  this  Bill  Is  an  invasion  of  the  right  of  a 
corporation. 

I  doubt  whether  we  have  within  our  past 
experience  met  with  a  similar  Bill.  We  are 
Imposing  special  legislation,  special  laws! 
special  eitactments  with  reference  to  a  com- 
pany that  is  not  incorporated  in  Canada 
wbieh  holds  no  charter  from  the  Dominion 
of  Canada,  a  Aarter  wblcb  could  not  be 
amended  or  could  not  be  modified.  We  are 
dealing  with  a  foreign  company  that  bas 
simply  obtained  a  license  from  tbe  govern- 
ment of  Canada  to  do  business  in  Canada, 
and  we  nre  now  enacting  legislation  wblcb 
will  fit  the  si)ecial  class  of  business  done  by 
tbat  company  under  which  we  may  bring 
other  companies  if  it  pleases  us  at  the  fol- 
lowing session  ;  but  I  contend  this  is  the  act 
not  of  a  private  corporation  but  of  tbe  par- 
liament of  Canada.  It  is  not  a  private  Bill, 
I  contend  It  is  the  nature  of  a  public  BUI. 
The  government  would  Itself  bring  such  a 
measure  for  the  relief  of  the  citizens  of  Can- 
ada who  would  be  suffering  from  certain 
hardships.  Instead  of  the  government  of 
Canada  proposing  and  promoting  tbe  Bill,  it 
is  practically  the  work  of  the  Senate  of  Can- 
ada which  has  the  stamp  of  this  cliamber. 
I  do  not  see  that  this  BUI  can,  under  tbe 
present  circumstances,  be  classified  as  a 
hybrid  or  private  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Is  it  not  done  at 
the  request  of  the  Speaker  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Wben  the  Bill  

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— Is  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman going  to  speak  two  or  three  times  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yes.  When  the  Bill 
came  before  committee  It  was  changed,  and 
It  was  made  a  private  BUI. 

The  SPEAKER— I  do  not  think  tbe  two 
points  of  order  are  well  taken.  In  the  first 
place,  as  the  hon.  geutloman  from  Calgary 
says,  a  hybrid  Bill  is  not  known  to 
our  parliamentary  system  :  and.  further, 
supposing  that  this  BUI  were  by  tbe  adop- 
tion of  the  report  transformed  from 
a  public  Bin  Into  a  private  Bill,  If  it  should 
be  held  that  that  had  happened  and  that 
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this  Bill  being  n  prirntp  Bill  was  subject 
to  the  rules  which  govern  private  Bills,  it 
Is  not  too  late  to  pay  the  fees  on  it,  and.  as 
I  understand,  the  fees  are  only  paid  after 

the  second  reading.  I  tliink  the  hoii.  gentle- 
man from  Killarney,  juid  the  hoii.  leader  of 
the  opposition  place  the  matter  in  the  pro- 
per light.  The  refereitce  In  Bourlnot  Is 
to  a  case  where  the  Bill  is  altered,  not  hy 
the  House  Itself  as  Is  the  case  of  this  Bill, 
Imt  by  the  promoter  or  some  other  person. 
Bourhiot  says  :  • 

While  tbe  Bill  Is  In  progress  in  the  CommoDs 
□o  alteration  whatever  can  tie  made  In  its  pro- 
visions except  by  the  authority  of  the  House. 

We  all  know  that.    Bourinot  proceeds : 

If  tt  be  necessary  to  make  any  chaDges  in 
the  Bill  before  the  second  reading  the  member 
in  charge  will  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Bill 
and  present  another  Instead  thereof.  In  the 
Caoadian  House,  1864,  an  order  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  relative  to  usury  was 
authorized  and  the  Bill  withdrawn. 

But  if  that  rule  were  to  be  enforced  liter- 
ally as  has  been  stated  by  one  hon.  gentle- 
man, we  could  not  amend  a  BHIl  at  all.  Our 
work  is  largely  altering  Bills.    Then  these 
rnle»  witu  respect  to  private  Bills  are  In- 
tended  for   the  protection  of  parliament. 
They  are  Intended  to  provide  that  the  persons 
who  wish  to  get  Bills  through  for  their  own 
Interest,  shall  go  through  certain  forms  and 
shall  give  notice  to  the  parties  Interested. 
This  Bill  came  as  a  public  Rill.   This  House 
became  seised  of  the  Bill.    It  became  the 
property  of  the  House,  and  the  House  has 
the  utmost  freedom  of  action  in  dealing 
with  the  BUI.     The  committee,  while  they 
did  not  In  so  many  words  say  we  recommend 
that  this  Bin  shall  be  transformed  from  a 
public  Bill  into  a  private  Bill,  substantially 
recommended  that  the  operation  of  this  Bill 
should  be  limited  to  the  parties  who  are 
Interested  either  as  policy-holders  or  as  a 
company  In  the  business  of  the  Mutual  , 
Reserve  Assurance  Company.  That  was  the  | 
recommendation  of  the  committee.    The  I 
House  has  acted  on  that  recommendation,  ' 
and  I  do  not  think  any  case  has  ever  occurred  I 
which  would  say  that  this  House  has  not 
the  power  to  limit  the  operation  of  a  Bill  [ 
In  any  way  which  it  thinks  proper.    I  rule  , 
that  these  points  of  order  are  not  well  taken.  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  WltfSON— If  I  remember  cor- 
rectly, and  I  thinlE  I  do,  it  was  specially  I 
provided  that  the  Bill  might  go  to  the  Stand-  ' 

The  SPEAKER. 


Ing  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce 
on  account  of  the  dlscnsslon  that  was  neces- 
sary, and  that  when  It  came  back  to  tbe 
House,  the  fullest  latitude  should  be  grant- 
ed to  discuss  every  clause  of  the  Bill,  and 
if  it  be  a  private  Bill,  as  is  contended,  that 
It  should  go  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

The  SPEAKER— The  House  decided  tlie 
other  way  yesterday. 

Hon.    Mr.   LANDRY— No,   the  Speaker 

decided  on  a  question  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  question  is  on  the 
motion  for  third  reading  of  the  Bill  at  the 
next  sitting  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  want,  to  speak  on 
that  motion.  Yesterday,  tbe  hon.  member 
from  Toronto  (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr)  moved,  se- 
conded by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Young,  that  the  Or- 
der of  the  Day  be  dist-hargeii.  and  that  ttif 
House  Immediately  resolve  Itself  Into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  for  the  consideration 
of  Bill  Intituled  '  .\n  A^-t  to  amend  ili^ 
Insurance  Act'    That  was  the  public  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  hou.  gentleman 
is  out  of  order;  he  is  referring  to  a  past 
debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  not  referring 
ito  a  past  debate.  I  am  referring  to  the 
Minutes  of  Proceedings,  where  I  find  tlie 
Collowing  entry  :— 

Tliftt  the  Order  of  the  Day  be  discharged,  aod 
that  the  House  Immediately  resolve  itself  into 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  for  the  con- 
slderatioQ  of  the  Bill  (H)  intituled  :  'Ad  Act 
further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act.'  and  tb« 
amendments  reported  by  the  Standing  Con- 
mittee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  as  set  forth 
In  the  said  Bill  as  reported  by  the  said  stand- 
ing committee. 

After  Debate. 

With  leave  of  the  Senate,  the  said  motion  vat 
withdrawn. 

Then  the  Honourable  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto) 
moved,  seconded  by  the  Honourable  Ut.  Yomt. 
That  the  said  amendments  be  now  agreed  to. 

Then  the  Hon.  Mr.  McMullen  came  with 
au  amendment.  What  I  contend  is,  the  first 
motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto 
was  not  withdrawn  by  leave  of  the  Senite, 
but  was  ruled  out  of  order.  It  was  ruled 
out  on  demand  of  Hou.  Mr.  Bolduc.  Further, 
we  see  that  Hon.  Mr.  Domvllle  moved,  sec- 
onded by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Landry,  that  further 
debate  on  the  said  motion  be  adjonrued.  and 
the  question  of  concurrence  being  put  on  th^ 
amendment — where  is  the  amendment  f  The 
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only  amendiQeDt  spoken  of  there,  Is  the 
amendment  brought  In  by  Mr.  MdMullen. 
The  Senate  divided,  and  the  names  were 
tflken  down.  It  was  the  motion  to  adjourn 
the  debate,  on  wblcb  tbe  House  divided.  I 
call  attention  to  these  Irregalaritles. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  beg  to  give 
notice  of  two  amiendmeDts  that  I  purpose 
mablng  to  tbe  BUI— 

The  SPEAKER— Tbe  bon.  gentleman 
from  de  Saiaberry  bas  the  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-I  do  not  tblnk  the 

Speaker  bas  a  right  to  say  tbe  bon.  member 
from  de  Salaberry  has  tbe  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  a  matter  of  fact  he 

had,  because  he  was  on  tbe  floor  first. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- But  It  Is  not  for  tbe 
Speaker  to  decide  tbat. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— The  bon.  gentleman  Is 
quite  right;  I  made  a  mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  give  notice  of 
amendment  which  I  shall  move  at  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill.  I  have  already  called 
attention  to  the  nature  of  these  amend- 
ments, except  one,  which  Is,  this:  with  tbe 
Bill  as  It  Is  printed  on  default  of  parties 
electing,  tbey  are  to  be  deemed  to  have 
cbosen  tbe  third  option.  As  I  am  at  present 
Informed,  the  best  of  tbe  three  options  Is 
tbe  first  one,  and  I  give  notice  of  that 
change,  but  I  Invite  bon.  gentlemen  to 
ascertain  for  themselves  whether  I  am  cor- 
rectly Informed  or  not. 

Hon.  Sr.  LANDRY- Is  that  In  the  notice 
of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Win  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman amend  his  motion,  so  that  these  may 
be  discussed  In  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  will  move  them 

separately. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  it  U  a  public  Bill 
It  must  go  to  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  amendments  can 
be  discussed  fully  In  the  Honse. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  will  preu  my  nib- 
Jectlon. 

The  Senate  ajourned  until  three  o'clock 
this  afternoon. 
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TEE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thuradajf,  July  SI,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Obftlr  at  Three 
o'clock 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READINGS. 

BUI  (144)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  of  the 
present  session  respecting  the  Temiscouata 
Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Sir  Alphonse  Pel- 
letler.) 

Bill  (160)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Act  of  the 
present  session  Intituled  an  Act  to  incor- 
porate the  Thorold  and  Lake  Erie  Railway 
Company. — (Hon.  Mr.  DomvlUe.) 

BUI  (58)  An  Act  respecting  the  Imperial 
Loan  and  Investmnit  Company  of  Canada.— 
(Hon.  Mr.  DomvUle.) 

Bin  (140)  An  Act  respecting  tt^  Alliance 
Bank  of  Canada.— (Hon.  Mr.  Betque.) 

THE  SUPPLY  OP  RIFLES. 

NOTICE  OP  INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY  gave  notice  : 

That  he  wHl  ask  tbe  government  for  a  state- 
nent  Bhowlns  the  military  strength  of  tbe  gov- 
ernment of  Canada  In  bo  far  as  it  relates  to 
ammunition,  rifles  and  other  weapons  of  war- 
fare, where  and  In  what  proportions  are  such 
stored  ? 

He  said  :  I  am  Induced  to  make  this  In- 
quiry, because  when  I  was  first  elected  to 
tbe  Honse  of  Commons  a  large  number  of 
people  made  application  to  me  to  get  rifles 
to  form  rifle  clubs.  It  took  me  two  years 
to  And  out  tbat  I  could  not  get  them.  Every 
year  since  then.  I  have  been  requested  to 
get  rifles  for  rifle  clubs,  and  I  have  not 
been  able  to  get  any.  Tbat  Is  why  I  propose 
to  inquire  If  there  are  any  rifles  In  the 
country,  so  ns  to  get  them  for  the  boys  of 
tbe  Northwest  who  want  to  form  clubs  to 
become  expert  in  rifle  shooting, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  already  aware  that  a  contract  has  been 
made  with  Sir  Charles  Ross  for  tbe  delivery 
of,  I  think,  one  thousand  rifles  a  month.  In 
this  age  of  peace,  there  is  an  extraordinary 
demand  for  rifles,  and  it  appears  tbat  tbe  de- 
mand cannot  be  met  In  any  country.  The 
rage  is  for  militarism  rather  than  for 
ploughshares. 
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THE  TRBADGOLD  COMMISSION. 
INQDIRT. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKBNZIE  BOWBLL  In- 
quired : 

What  has  been  the  coat  at  the  TreadgoM  Com- 
mlnlon  to  the  country  up  to  the  present  date. 

and  what  Is  the  probable  amount  yet  to  be  paid  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-The  cost  of  the  Tread- 
gold  Commission  to  the  present  date  is 
$8,915.66.  I  am  unable  to  say  what  amount 
may  yet  have  to  be  paid. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEL1>-The 
balance  of  the  accounts  are  not  in  yet  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOirr— The  living  commis- 
sioner has  not  made  his  report  yet,  and  we 
have  not  completed  the  accounts  yet 

NOTICES  OF  MOTION. 

A  POINT  OP  ORDER. 

The  SPEAKER— Orders  of  the  Day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— There  Is  a  motion 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bel- 

que,  that  has  not  been  called  : 

By  the  Hon.  Hr.  B61qu«  : 
That  he  will  move.  That  the  chairman  of  the 

Select  Committee  appointed  to  Investigate  the 
position  In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Associaiioa  of  New  York  be  ordered 
to  report  to  the  House  that  part  of  the 
proceedings  of  said  committee  bad  on  the  13tb 
instant,  relative  to  an  appeal  made  by  Senator 
B^ique  from  tbe  chairman's  ruling  on  a  point  of 
order  raised  on  a  motion  in  amendment,  made 
by  Senator  Landry,  to  a  motion  moved  by 
Senator  Lougheed  ;  and  that  he  will 'appeal  to 
the  House  from  said  ruling  of  said  chairman. 

The  SPEAKER— When  thla  order  was 
called  yesterday,  or  the  day  before,  it  was 
allowed  to  stand  over  until  the  report  of  the 
committee  with  which  It  deals  was  taken 
up  ;  and,  consequently,  being  guided  by  the 
pi-evlous  action  of  the  House,  I  did  not  call 
it. 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY— There  is  nettling  on 
record  to  that  elTect  Bourinot,  at  page 
828,  says  :— 

Calling  of  questions  and  orders— Until  the 
sessioQ  of  1876,  when  the  rules  were  amended, 
questions  and  notices  of  motion  were  constantly 
allowed  to  stand,  la  case  members  were  absent 
or  were  not  prepared  at  the  moment  to  proceed 
with  them  ;  but  great  Inconvenience  and  Ipss 
of  time  resulted  from  so  Irregular  a  procedure, 
and  the  consequence  was  the  adoption  of  the 
following  rule  : 

Questions  put  by  members,  notices  of  motion, 
and  orders  (other  than  government  notices  of 
motions  and  orders),  not  taken  up  when  called, 
shall  be  dropped.  Dropped  orders  shall  be  set 
down  In  the  order  book  after  the  orders  of  the 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


day  for  tbe  next  day  on  which  the  House  sbtll 

Bit. 

ThiB  rule  is  now  rigidly  enforced. 

If  a  member  is  not  ready  to  go  on  wttb 
:  his  motion,  or  if  he  gave  his  notice  of  motloo 
in  such  an  irregular  form  that  it  cannot 
come  In  its  regular  place,  tbe  only  ttilng 
to  do  is  to  drop  It  Therefore  it  is  not  In 
order  to  pass  over  this  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— When  this  mvtlon 
was  called  the  day  before  yesterday,  I 
made  the  motion  that  it  stand  to  be  taken 
up  with  the  seventh  report  of  the  special 

committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Where  is  that  mo- 
tion ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Tbe  motion  was  made 
verbally,  and  there  was  a  discnsston  on 
tbe  point,  and  that  was  the  understanding. 
The  motion  was  carried,  if  I  recollect,  on  i 
division.  I  have  not  verified  whether  It 
appears  that  way  on  the  Order  paper,  bat 
that  was  the  order  of  the  House,  and  I 
declared  that  tbe  first  portion  of  the  notice, 
the  report  having  been  made,  bad  nothing 
to  do  with  It  any  more  except  for  tbe  pur- 
pose of  malclng  tbe  last  portion  regarding 
tbe  appeal  read  intelligently.  It  Is  inti- 
mately and  necessarily  connected  with  tbe 
retort,  and  cannot  be  taken  up  except  witli 
the  report ;  if  we  are  to  proceed  with 
any  common  sense  It  cannot  be  taken  np 
separately  from  tbe  report  The  most  that 
the  hon.  member  should  ask  Is  tbat  I  sbonld 
renew  the  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  we  want  to  pro- 
ceed, as  the  hon.  gentleman  says,  witb 
common  sense,  tbat  motion  sbonld  drop 
immediately.  It  is  against  tbe  rules  and 
against  common  sense.  ^  In  tbe  name  ot 
common  sense,  we  cannot  order  the  cbalr- 
man  to  produce  a  document  which  is  now 
before  the  House.  Under  the  rules  of  tliis 
House  I  ask  that  this  notice  of  motion  be 
dropped. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  It  Is  not  dropped, 
I  shall  have  to  move  that  It  be  proceeded 
with.  This  notice  of  motion  has  been  on 
the  minutes  for  some  days  and  Is  a  standing 
farce.  I  ask  tbe  hon.  gentleman  to  proceed 
now  with  bis  motion  or  I  shall  move  Out  it 
be  dropped. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUB— Wben  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  a  motton.  befcwe  the  House  ve 
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will  deal  with  It  For  tbe  present  I  ask 
that  tbe  order  of  the  House  stand  un- 
cbanged. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOBAN— I  move  that  the  no- 
tice of  motion  be  struck  out 

Hon.  Mr.  BEHQUB— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  bon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
miike  any  motion  of  which  no  notice  has 
been  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Where  is  the  notice 
of  tbe  motion  the  bon.  gentleman  has  Just 

niiule 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— This  thing  has  to  be 
settle^  one  way  or  tbe  other.  The  hon. 
senator  has  not  even  asked  the  chair  to 
bave  the  motion  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  standing  on  the 
decision  of  the  Senate  the  day  before  yes- 
terday. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  taking  tbo.  bon. 
gentleman's  word  for  it  but  there  is  notliing . 
to  show  It  on  the  record.    There  is  a  nottce 
of  motion  here  to  order  the  chairman  of 
tbe  committee  to  produce  a  report  and  no  i 
demand  has  been  made  to  bare  tbe  motion  I 
9taDd,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  why  the  | 
Speaker  says  '  Stand '  when  no  request  has  i 
been  made  to  have  the  motion  stand.     I ! 
WiiM  wjittins  for  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  ' 
d(>  Sitlaberry  to  ask  that  his  motion  stand,  I 
and  then  I  would  have  eqiofcen.  but  the^ 
Speaker  said  everything  was  dear  until  tbe ; 
bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  raised  bis  i 
point  of  order.     In  the  face  of  this  notice  of  \ 
motion  I  ask  that  It  be  dropped  or  moved,  i 
because  It  is  important  that  we  sbonld 
know  whether  a  certain  portion  of  the 
evidence  relating  to  this  Mutual  Reserve 
Company  should  go  Into  the  records  or  not. 
That  should  be  settled,  at  once.   Tbe  bon.  | 
gentlemnn  Is  holding  up  the  decision  of  this 
House  In  regard  to  that  matter,  and  It  is 
Important  that  the  committee  should  know 
whether  the  charges  against  tbe  company 
are  to  go  Into  the  record  or  not     We  should 
have  an  Immediate  decision.     I  do  not 
care  whether  the  evidence  goes  In  or  not 
but  as  chairman  of  that  committee,  I  do 
not  want  my  dedalon,  sustained  as  It  was 
by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  held  up 
here  for  a  week  or  two  wliile  tbe  investiga- 
tion la  going  on.     If  we  get  an  order  from 

the  Senate  that  the  documents  charging  tbe 
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company  with  forgery  and  other  offences 
cannot  be  admitted  as  evidence,  then  w« 
can  proceed  with  tbe  examination  of  the 
^tnessea  on  these  lines,  but  as  long  as  the 
document  Is  held  up  by  the  Senate  on  tbe 
demand  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  ve  cannot  do  anything. 

Hod.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  point  of  order.  I  was  not  here  when 
the  discussion  commenced,  but  my  recol- 
lection of  the  proceedings  tbe  other  day  is 
this  :  When  that  notice  was  called  by  tbe 
Speaker  tbe  bon,  senator  in  whose  name  It 
stands,  moved  tbat  It  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration at  tbe  same  time  as  the  report 
of  the  special  committee.  The  House 
acquiesced  in  that,  whether  the  records 
show  it  or  not  X  have  a  dlsttnct  reQolle<^ 
tion  that  that  was  done.  The  Speaker 
therefore  has  nothing  to  do  but  assert  the 
authority  of  the  House  and  order  the  motion 
to  stand  until  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee is  taken  up.  There  Is  no  point  of 
order  to  bring  before  tbe  Speaker,  because 
tbe  House  has  placed  itself  In  possession 
of  the  motion  and  has  ordered  it  to  be  con- 
sidered In  the  way  the  Jugdment  of  tbe 
House  has  been  pronounced.  It  is  not  the 
fault  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry tbat  this  motion  has  not  been  dealt 
with;  it  Is  because  other  'business  has  oc- 
cupied the  time  of  tbe  House  and  the  order 
has  not  been  reached.  Had  the  report 
of  the  select  committee  been  reached,  tbe 
complaint  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Vic- 
toria would  have  had  no  basis ;  but  by 
order  of  tbe  House  certain  busluess  has  pre- 
cedence over  other  business,  and  our  time 
has  been  taken  up  with  orders  which  stood 
on  the  order  paper  before  this  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- 1  quite  concur  in 
what  tbe  bon.  gentleman  says,  but  it  Is  no 
fault  of  mine  if  there  Is  no  record  of  tbe 
incident  in  the  Minutes  of  Proceedings. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  have  not  looked  over 

the  minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have,  and  there  is 
nothing  of  it  there.  I  have  stood  under  this 
impeachment  for  four  sittings  of  the  House. 
Tile  course  pursued  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  shows  either  that  he  has 
no  confidence  in  bis  apfwal,  or  I  am  right.  I 
do  not  want  this  notice  to  t>e  dragged  from 
day  to  day  on  the  minutes  of  the  House,  re- 
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fleeting  on  me  as  cbairman  of  tbe  commit- 
tee, and  on  the  majority  of  the  committee 
who  sustain  my  decision.  It  is  but  right 
and  proper  that  the  decision  of  the  commit- 
tee should  be  vindicated  by  this  House,  no 
matter  what  motion  tbe  bon.  gentleman  may 
bave  made  to  connect  it  with  another  order 
with  whicb  it  baa  notblnff  to  do.  I  hold 
that  this  Senate  should  give  the  committee 
the  benefit  of  its  decision,  so  that  the  com- 
mittee will  be  able  to  go  on  and  examine 
the  witnesses  on  this  document  if  it  is  ad- 
mitted. It  is  an  interference  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  tbe  committee.  On  behalf  of 
the  committee,  I  ask  that  tbe  bon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  either  proceed  with 
this  motion  or  drop  it. 

The  SPEAKER— I  think  It  only  right  that 
the  House  should  know  what  has  taken 
place.  It  is  true  that  this  resolution  of 
which  I  spoke  does  not  appear  In  the  printed 
minutes,  but  I  have  the  original  minutes  of 
Tuesday  under  my  hand. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOKAN— I  bave  not  seen  that. 

The  SPEAKEK— I  cannot  help  that. 
When  I  called  the  notice  of  motion,  tbe  hou.  ! 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  moved,  sec- 
onded by  the  Hon.  Mr.  David,  that  tbe  no- 
tice of  motion  standing  in  bis  name  for  that 
day  be  allowed  to  stand  until  the  Item  on 
tbe  Orders  of  the  Day  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  seventh  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee to  investigate  tbe  position  In  Canada 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Associa- 
tion of  New  York  was  called.  Tbe  officer  at 
tbe  table  did  not  put  that  in  the  printed 
Minutes,  but  it  is  part  of  the  action  of  tbe 
House ;  and  at  any  rate  there  is  involved 
an  ordinary  courtesy  which  I  have  never 
known  to  be  refused.  Further,  bon.  gen- 
tlemen, will  bear  in  mind  there  are  half  n 
dozen  notices  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  of 
motions  which  cannot  be  moved  until  we 
reach  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  to  amend 
the  Insurance  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX)RAN— Those  notices  of 
motion  relate  to  that  BUI  directly.  If  that 
memorandum  which  tbe  hon.  Speaker  has 
read  had  been  on  record  I  would  not  bave 
bad  a  word  to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY~I  want  to  know  if  it 
was  only  by  error  that  this  entry  was  not 
made  In  tbe  Minutes  ? 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


The  SPEAKER— I  assume  it  was.  and  1 
have  heQu  so  Informed  by  tbe  clerk.  Surel.v 
the  clerks  at  the  table  bad  no  reason  to  omit 
it. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNO — Our  officers  have  t>een 
worked  early  and  late  daring  tbe  last  few 
days. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Not  only  the  officers. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOCN«— That  is  true.— oar 
selves  as  well. 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
THIRD  READING. 

Tbe  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called: 

Third  ReadlDg  (BUI  H)  An  Act  further  » 
amend  the  Inauraace  Act  as  amended— (Uoo. 
Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto.) 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  Tbe  Bill  ia  described  on  our  orte 
paper  as  Bill  (HJ  an  Act .  to  amend  tbe 
Insurance  Act,  but  It  has  lost  that  title. 
The  amendments  whicb  were  carried  yes- 
terday contained  one  which  changes  the  title 
to  '  An  Act  respecting  Canadian  Assessment 
policy-holders  In  tbe  Mutual  Reserre  Life 
Insurance  Company  '.  By  ttie  adoption  ct 
these  amendments  tbe  House  erased  t&e 
old  title  and  substituted  for  It  a  new  title. 
Tbe  Order  of  tbe  Day  now  proposes  tbe 
third  reading  of  a  Bill  which  no  Ioii}:er 
exists.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  proceed 
that  wuy.  The  hon.  gentleman  should  mate 
a  motion  that  the  title  of  tbe  Bill  should  ap- 
pear correctly  In  tbe  Orders  of  the  has 
to-morrow. 

The  SPEAKER— I  find  in  Bonrinot.  i«ige 
073,  the  following  under  the  heading  *  mo- 
tion that  the  Bill  do  pass' — 

Tbe  next  question  put  by  the  Speaker  Is  tint 
this  Bill  do  pasfl  and  that  the  title  ba.  *c 

Then,  at  tbe  end  of  that  pamgrapb,  Ur. 
Bourlnot  says : 

Any  amendment  to  the  title  may  now  be  m»Af. 
That  is,  on  motion  for  the  Anal  passing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is,  provided  tbe 
change  bas  not  already  been  made. 
The  SPBAKER— It  bas  not  been  made 

yet 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Yes.  it  b'aa  bees 
made  by  adopting  the  report  of  tbe  coi»- 
mlttee. 
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The  SPBAKBB— Will  the  hon.  gentleman 
jnst  wait  tor  a  moment.  Let  btm  turn  to 
page  781  of  Bourlnot,  and  he  will  find,  deal- 
ing wltb  reports  of  committees  : 

Whea  the  committee  have  found  It  advlaahle 
to  alter  the  title  of  the  Bill  the?-  will  report  the 
fact  to  the  House,  and  it  will  be  amended  on 
the  motion  ol  the  final  pasaage. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— But  It  has  heea 

amended  already.- 

Tbe  SPEAKBR— No,  the  committee  re- 
ported In  favour  of  altering  it,  and  the  title 
Is  to  be  altered  on  the  final  passing.  At 
page  788,  I  find  the  following  : 

The  member  In  charice  ot  the  Bill  will  move 
that  the  Bill  he  now  read  a  third  time  :  and, 
vhen  that  motion  has  been  agreed  to,  the  final 
motion  will  be  made,  that  the  Bill  do  pass  and 
that  the  title  be,  &c  ;  and  now  Is  the  usual  time 
t3  amend  the  title. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— Tea,  that  Is  the 
proper  time. 

The  SPBAKKR— We  are  adopting  the 
asual  course;  there  is  nothing  in  the  point 
of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— There  la  nothing- 
hear,  hear. 

Hon.  yiT.  KKKK  (Toronto)  moved  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  Is  not  printed  in  French  and  English. 

The  SPEAKER— I  understand  the  original 
Bill  was  printed  In  French. 

Hon.  Mr.  l/oMVILLE — We  never  had  it 
distributed  In  French  and  English. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— I  doubt  if  the 
boD.  gentleman  would  be  very  much  bene- 
fited by  having  It  In  French. 

The  SPEAKER — I  have  in  my  hand  now 
the  Bill  as  it  Appears  before  the  House, 
printed  In  French. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  spealting  of 
the  Bill  as  It  appears  since  the  amendments 
were  made  to  It  by  the  committee. 

The  SPEAKER— That  is  the  Bill  which  I 
have  before  me, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- 1  rise  to  a  point  of 

order.   If  we  turn  to  page  637  of  Bouriuot, 

we  find  this : 

It  is  becoming  a  frequent  practice  to  send  Im- 
portant Bills  requiring  very  careful  and  dvllber- 
ate  inquiry  to  a  special  or  select  standing  com- 


mittee, before  referring  them  to  a  oommlttee  of 
the  whole. 

And  again.  I  find  at  page  660 : 

When  Bills  are  reported  from  select  commit- 
tees after  their  second  reading  in  the  House, 
they  go  upon  the  orders  of  the  dar  for  consider- 
ation In  committee  of  the  whole  In  pursuance 
of  the  following  rule. 

And  then  Rule  22  Is  quoted.  I  find  again 

at  page  670  the  following  : 

It  has  not  been  uncommon  in  the  Canadian 
House  to  pass  Bills  without  reference  to  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole.  This  has  been  done  in  the 
case  of  the  Appropriation  or  Supply  Bill  and  not 
unlrequentl]r  in  the  case  of  other  Bills,  also 
founded  on  resolutions  passed  in  the  committee 
of  the  whole.  Supply  and  Customs  Bills,  on  the 
other  hand,  have  been  considered  only  at  tlmei 
in  committee,  whenever  It  has  been  found  neces- 
sary to  amend  them.  This  proceeding  Is  at 
variance  with  the  general  practice  ot  the  Cana- 
dian House  of  Commons  and  Is  not  sustained  by 
the  modem  usage  of  the  English  House,  where 
Bills  generally  (except  those  reported  from 
standing  committees)  are  considered  In  commit- 
tee of  the  whole.  The  correct  usage  of  con- 
sidering all  Bills  in  committee  of  the  whole  is 
now  invariably  followed.  In  the  Senate,  public 
Bills  are  also  sometimes  considered  without 
reference  to  a  committee  of  the  whole,  and 
Invariably  so  In  the  case  of  the  Supply  Bill. 

Now  if  we  consult  May,  at  ptige  44.3  we 
find  a  reference  to  just  this  case  of  a  public 
Bill  which  affects  private  rights,  thus  com- 
bining the  characteristics  of  a  public  and  a 
private  Bill.  What  does  May  say  ?  In 
England  they^faave  examiners  who  examine 
and  classify  those  Bills— 

If  the  examiners  report  that  the  standing 
orders  have  been  complied  with,  or  the  select 
committee  on  standing  orders  report  that  the 
Bill  may  be  proceeded  with,  the  Bill  Is  read  a 
second  time,  and  committed  to  a  select  com- 
mittee, nominated  partly  by  the  House  and 
partly  by  the  committee  of  selection  ;  and  the 
committee  may  be  empowered  to  bear  suitors, 
their  agents,  and  counsel  for  and  against  the 
Bill  ;  and  the  Bill,  when  reported  from  the 
select  committee  la  recommitted  to  a  committee 
of  the  whole  House  and  is  subsequently  treated 
as  a  public  Bill. 

With  these  authorities  I  claim  that  this 
Bill  should  now  be  recommended  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman In  charge  of  the  Bill  made  a  mistake 
<n  putting  it  on  the  Orders  for  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  {Toronto) — If  I  remem- 
ber aright,  the  hon.  gentlenran  himself  the 
day  before  yesterday  took  the  exception 
that  this  Bill  could  not  go  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  having  gone  to  a  special 
committee,  and  that  there  waft  a  ruling  on 
that  point  to  that  effect 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  not  correct 
The  point  of  order  that  I  raised  was  thU. 
The  Orders  of  the  Day  Indicated  the  pro- 
cedure that  the  hon.  gentleman  wanted  to 
take,  that  was,  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  reported  hj  the  select  commit- 
tee. When  It  came  to  fhat  phase,  he  changed 
his  motion,  and  the  point  of  order  that  I 
raised  was  this,  that  he  had  no  right  to 
change  his  motion  without  giving  notice, 
and  that  was  the  point  which  was  decided. 
Further,  It  70V  will  look  at  our  own<  rules 
and  forms  of  proceedings,  70Q  will  see  at 
page  100,  clause  82,  that  when  a  BUI  has 
been  read  a  second  time  the  following  que»- 
tion  is  thenput,  *  that  this  Bill  be  committed 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  : 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED— It  went  to  a 
special  committee  instead. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yes,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  knows  why.  It  was  because 
there  were  private  Interests  in  the  case, 
but  as  the  BUI  Is  now  declared  a  public 
BUI,  I  want  to  follow  tbe  coarse  applic- 
able to.  a  public  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  House  ordered  the 
third  reading  and  we  cannot  go  back  on 
that  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Tbe  time  to 
have  taken  this  objection  was  yesterday. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  Is  wrong  in  saying  that  the  House 
ordered  it. 

The  SPEAKER— There  is  nothing  In  the 
authority  which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  first 
cited,  page  657  of  Bourlnot,  to  bear  out  his 
contention.  It  simply  says  that  it  Is  be- 
coming a  frequent  practice  to  send  im- 
portant Bills  to  a  select  committee  before 
referring  thein  to  a  Committee  of  the  AVhole. 
The  citation  at  page  670  was  with  respect 
to  Bills  in  tbe  House  of  Commons.  At 
page  G71,  the  quotation  Is  : 

In  the  Senate  public  Bills  are  also  BOmetlmes 
considered  without  reference  to  a  committee  of 
the  whole,  and  invariably  so  In  the  case  of  the 
Supply  Bill.' 

It  seems  to  me  that  leaves  the  whole 
matter  In  the  hands  of  the  House  where  It 
really  is.  A  Bill  has  to  be  re»d  three 
times,  but  there  Is  no  rule  which  requires 
a  BUI  to  go  to  Committee  of  tbe  Whole. 
That  rests  w'lth  the  House.  In  this  case 
the  House  decided  to  dispense  with  that 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


Stage.  Whether  tbe  House  was  wise  in 
doing  so  or  not,  it  so  decided,  and,  under 
the  orders  of  the  Housev  the  BUI  Is  up  now 
for  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEBVILLE— The  lion, 
senator  from  Rothesay  has  objected  because 
the  Bill  was  not  printed  in  French. 

The  SPEAKER— That  was  decided  half 
an  hour  ago— that  the  BlU  was  printed  in 
French. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOtJCHERyiLLE-^Thls  Is  a 
very  Important  matter,  affecting  t^e  ri^ts 
of  the  French  speaking  minority.  His 
Honour  the  Speaker  has  expressed  the  opin- 
ion that  because  tbe  BUl  has  lieen  printed 
once  in  French,  therefore  every  requirement 
has  been  complied  with.  1  cite  the  section 
133,  of  the  British  North  America  Act : 

Either  the  Kngllsh  or  the  French  languase 
may  be  used  by  any  person  In  tbe  debate  of  tb« 
Houses  of  the  parliament  of  Canada  and  of  the 
House  of  legislature  of  Quebec  ;  and  both 
those  languages  shall  be  used  in  the  respective 
records  and  journals  of  the  Houses. 

I  caU  attention  to  the  words  *^ati  be 
used ' ;  to  comply  with  this,  every  BUI  sboald 
not  only  be  printed  and  distrlbated  in 
French,  but  should  be  reprinted  in  both 
languages  when  changes  are  made.  I  wonld 
also  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
minutes,  containing  these  important  amend- 
ments, have  not  yet  been  distributed  in 
French. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  received  a 
copy  of  this  Bill  In  French,  and  I  want  t 
ruling  whether  we  can  proceed  with  the 
Bill  until  it  Is  printed  and  distributed  in 
both  languages.  Tlie  constitution  entitles 
us  to  the  possession  of  these  documents  in 
both  languages,  and  I  ask  for  the  Speaker'i 
ruling. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  Informed  that  tbe 
Bin  has  been  distributed  in  French  and  It 
is  probable  that  the  hon.  gentleman  hetng 
looked  upon  as  an  English  speaking  member 
has  not  got  a  copy,  but  If  he  wants  one  it 
will  be  supplied  to  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  Is  not  a  question 
whether  I  want  It  or  not,  but  X  claim  that 
the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  gentlwn*n 

from  Monfiirvllle,  should  be  respected.  I 
do  not  want  his  point  of  order  to  he  treated 
as  it  hEis  l>een.  He  is  entitled  to  a  fair  de- 
cision as  to  whether  he  should  be  suppli^ 
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with  a  copy  of  tbese  documents  printed  in 
the  language  which  be  speaks. 

The  SPEA'keR— As  I  understand  the 
point  taken  by  the  bon.  gentleman  from 

MoDtarville,  It  Is  not  that  this  Bill  has  not 
been  printed  in  French  but  that  the  French 
edition  of  the  minutes  has  not  been  distri- 
buted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHBBVILLE— The  re- 
port of  the  committee  and  the  Bill  as 
clianged  must  be  printed  iu  French  and  dis- 
tributed. I  am  surprised  that  those  who  are 
always  speaking  of  the  rights  of  the  French 
population  are  the  first  to  let  them  go  with- 
out saying  a  word  on  their  behalf. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  furthermore  bave 
this  to  say  on  the  question  of  French  trans- 
lation. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  is  a  question  of 
privilege  and  I  have  a  right  to  speak.  How 
are  we  to  ascertain  the  value  of  the  French 
translation  unless  we  are  furnished  every 
twenty-four  hours  with  the  documents  of 
the  day  ?  I  would  demand  a  w%ek  to  exam- 
ine the  technical  terms  of  this  Bill.  Uoyr 
do  we  know  what  will  be  the  effect  of  the 
translation  of  this  Bill  ?  I  quite  agree  with 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Montarvllle  that 
this  House  is  entitled  to  have  the  French 
edition  of  every  Bill  which  comes  before  us 
(or  discussion.  Here  Is  a  BIH  that  is  sure 
to  produce  abundance  of  litigation.  How  do 
we  know  that  the  French  version  of  this 
Bill  is  correct  ?  It  Is  not  wise  to  proceed 
with  so  important  a  measure  as  this  without 
giving  each  member  of  the  House  an  oppor- 
tunity to  verify  the  correctness  of  the  trans- 
laUon.  I  stand  with  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Montarrilie  In  demanding  this  right. 

The  SPEAKER— the  only  right  Is  that 
the  Bill  shall  be  distributed  In  both  Ifing- 
uages,  and  that  has  been  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — It  has  only  been  dls- 
tribut)^  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED — I  rise  to  a  point 
of  order.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Victo- 
ria (Hon.  Mr.  Cloran)  has  spoken  at  least 
half  a  dozen  times.  1  am  quite  willing  to  let 
him  occupy  half  the  time  of  the  House,  but 
I  must  draw  the  line  somewhere. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — I  am  only  asking  for 
a  ruling  of  the  chair,  whether  we  shonld 
have  the  French  translation  of  these  docu- 
ments. 

The  SPEAKER— The  chair  has  ruled 
three  times. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  It  Is  not  neces- 
sary ? 

The  SPEAKER— Nothing  of  the  kind,  but 
that  the  Bill  has  been  fflstrlbuted  In  French. 
I  can  furnish  the  hon.  gentleman  informa- 
tion, but  Z  cannot  furnish  him  understand- 
ing. 

Hon,  Mr.  BEIQUE  moved  : 

That  the  said  Bill  be  not  now  read  »  third 
time,  but  that  It  be  amended  as  follows  :— 

iBt.  By  the  insertioo  of  the  vords  '  od  making 
application  therefor  within  two  months  from 
the  passing  of  this  Act '  after  the  word  '  en- 
titled '  Id  the  second  line  of  clause  2. 

The  object  of  this  amendment  Is  quite 
plain.  It  Is  for  the  purpose  of  limiting  It  to 
two  months  Instead  of  leaving  it  optional 
with  the  company  to  defer  for  a  year,  if  they 
like,  making  the  application  for  n  license. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBR  (Toronto)— I  would  sug- 
gest that  the  time  should  be  made  three 
months  ;  two  months  Is  a  very  short  time  iu 
which  to  procure  ail  the  Information  needed 
to  present  to  the  department. 

The  amendment  was  changed  as  sds^ested 

and  adopted. 

Qon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  moved  to  amend  : 

By  adding  the  words  '  except  as  provided  In 
Subsection  (dd)  hereof  at  the  begtonins  ot 
clause  8,  before  the  words  '  from  and  alter.' 

The  motion  wa«  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-I  move  that  the  Bill 
be  further  amended  by  adding  after  para- 
graph (d)  of  clause  3,  the  following  : 

(dd.)  The  holder  of  any  such  aBseasmect  policy, 
except  any  of  those  mentioned  in  subsection  (h) 
hereof,  shall  have  the  right  to  continue  his 
pcltcy  under  the  assessment  plan,  as  provided 
in  the  policy,  upon  giving  notice  In  writing  to 
the  company  within  ninety  days  after  the  dat« 
of  the  said  license  electing  to  continue  his 
policy  on  the  aseessmeDt  plan;  and  In  default 
of  such  notice,  such  policy-holder  shall  be 
deemed  to  continue  his  policy  as  let  forth  la 
subsection  (b)  hereof. 

The  object  of  this  amendment  Is  quite 
apparent.  If  any  of  the  assessment  policy- 
holders should  desire  to  remain  under  the 
assessment  plan  they  can  do  so. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CI-ORAN— In  regard  to  that  I 
shall  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  accept  ft 
suggestion.  I  gave  notice  last  evening  that 
I  would  move  that  the  words  '  ninety  days ' 
be  changed  to  the  words  '  six  months,'  but 
I  ttud  on  the  notice  of  motion  it  Is  not  en- 
tered, so  I  have  to  ask  you  to  accept  the  sug- 
gestion or  I  sbaU  move  an  amendment  I 
was  prepared  yesterday  to  accept  bIx  months 
in  this  amendment.  In  reference  to  the  se- 
cond amendment  that  it  be  three  months 
Instead  of  two,  I  am  under  the  necessity  of 
asking  a  further  delay  In  behalf  of  the 
Holicyrhoiders,  simply  after  the  end  of  three 
months,  then  the  policy-holders  of  the  com- 
tmny  should  have  an  extended  delay  not 
only  of  lUnety  days,  but  of  the  increased 
time  given  to  the  company  to  get  their  li- 
cense. It  would  l>e  unfair  to  the  pcrflcy- 
holders,  who  are  not  around  the  Immediate 
vicinity  of  the  home  office  or  of  its  prin- 
cipal agencies,  to  be  given  only  ninety  days. 
There  are  proba"bly  many  policy-holders 
Who  are  away  in  Europe,  who  are 
away  in  the  far  west,  who  will  never  bear 
of  this  Bill  for  several  months  to  come. 
If  we  are  going  to  limit  their  time  to  ninety 
days  to  secure  the  rights  which  this  Bill 
gives  them,  you  simply  keep  them  away  from 
the  benefits  of  this  Bill.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances I  would  ask  the  hon.  fathers  of 
this  Bill  to  accept  the  suggestion  that  that 
delay  of  ninety  days  be  increased  so  as  to 
provide  time  for  those  absent  membus  to 
make  their  demand  on  the  company  to  be 
reinstated. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  would  suggest  that 
for  the  present  the  clause  be  adopted  as  it 
is,  but  with  the  understanding  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  who  is  promoting  the  Bill  will 
ascertain  as  to  whether  the  six  months 
could  not  be  granted  and  then  it  will  neces- 
sitate changing  bIx  months  Id  other  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  but  vre  can  come  back  to  it  for 
that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Who  Is  to  be  the 
Judge  of  the  necessity  of  the  provision  for 
six  months*  time  ?  Is  it  this  honourable 
House  or  an  officer  of  the  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— This  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— We  should  be  in  n 
position  to  pass  on  that  question  at  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  think  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  acknowledge  that  we  must  deal 
Hob.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


fairly  with  all  parties,  and  the  only  thing 
that  I  suggest  Is  that  the  promoter  of  flie 
Bill  should  have  an  opportunity  to  ascer 
tain  whether  there  is  any  serious  objection, 
us  far  as  the  company  Is  concerned,  whether 
it  would  be  oppressing  the  company  by  d- 
tendtng  the  time  limit  from  three  to  six 
months.  I  fall  to  see  any  objection.  Unleag 
they  can  show  that  there  Is  serious  objefr 
tion.  I  tfalDfe  the  House  might  make  It  six 
months. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Of  coarse  It 
would  be  apparent  to  everybody  that  once 
the  Bill  pa8s»  Into  law  it  is  a  mattn  of  Im- 
portance that  at  as  early  a  date  consistent 
with  due  protection  to  the  interests  of  all, 
the  business  of  the  company,  as  readjusted, 
should  be  put  into  definite  shape.  Every- 
body will  be  interested  In  that,  and  the 
shorter  tiie  tkne  In  which  that  can  be  safel; 
done  the  better  for  all  concerned.  It  vu 
thought  that  a  shorter  time  than  three 
months  would  be  satisfactory,  but  there  are 
cases  of  absentees,  though  there  are  few 
places  In  the  world  which  cannot  be  reach- 
ed In  three  months  and  an  answer  received, 
and  probably  none  at  all  where  three  .months 
would  not  be  more  than  ample  ;  but  to  giia>^d 
against  a  person  being  ill  when  he  received 
his  notice,  it  was  advisable  to  give  as  long 
time  as  possible.  I  would  suggest  as  a  rea- 
sonable time,  and  more  than  reasonable, 
that  four  months  be  accepted. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  care  whe- 
ther  it  Is  ten  days  or  thirty  days,  if  we  give 
the  policy-holder  the  option  of  proving  to 
the  company  that  he  was  not  aware  of  ttiis 
Bill.  A  man  may  be  up  in  the  shanties  for 
.1  year,  and  we  should  give  him  an  opport- 
unity of  proving  that  he  was  only  aware 
of  the  passing  of  this  Bill  within  ninety 
days.  Take  our  shantymen  who  go  up  to 
the  woods  and  do  not  come  back  In  twelve 
months.  Tbey  find  the  Bill  has  been  passed 
on  the  1st  of  August,  and  tbey  return  here 
the  1st  of  July  following.  Give  that  man 
the  opportunity  to  prove  that  he  had  no 
knowledge  of  the  Bill.  I  simply  want  to 
I)rotect  the  policy-holder. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  suggest  that  seriously. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— This  Bill  is  supposed 
to  be  in  the  interest  of  the  poUcy-holder. 
We  have  been  charged  on  the  floor  of  this 
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House,  and  In  the  corridors,  wltli  being  op- 
posed to  tbe  policy-holders.  I  nsk  for  the 
protection  of  tbe  policy-holders  who  are  not 
nble  to  protect  themselves,  who  are  away 
from  sources  of  information  and  who  will 
liave  no  voice  In  the  matter.  Those  policy- 
holders who  are  able  to  prove  that  they  bad 
no  knowledge  of  tbe  passing  of  this  Bill 
sfaonid  have  an  opportunity  of  being  rein- 
stated. It  does  not  interfere  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  I  have  no  Intsrest  In  the 
matter.  I  do  not  know  the  men  that  are 
up  in  the  shanties,  nor  tbe  men  down  in 
Sooth  Africa.  I  think  that  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  could  easily  draft  a  clause 
whereby  such  policy-holders  could  be  pro- 
tected. 

•Hon.  Mr.  KEBR — I  wish  to  say  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman does  not  want  to  vote  on  this  ques- 
tion. Tbls  BHl  provides  three  months  for 
tbe  obtalnii^  of  a  license,  and  four  montbs 
after  that  Is  tbe  least  a  policy-holder  vould 
have  If  my  suggestion  was  adopted.  Prac- 
tically there  would  be  seven  montbs  for 
policy-holders  to  Inform  themselves  about 
this. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Supposing  a  man 
comes  In  at  tlie  end  of  three  months.  The 
time  he  has  got  Is  only  four  months,  not 
seven. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — Practically 
he  -has  seven  months  to  learn  about  the 
Bill  and  he  would  appreciate  as  a  lawyer 
as  well  as  anybody  the  importance  of  hav- 
ing in  the  Bill  some  definite  date,  not  an  un- 
certain date  requiring  external  evidence, 
but  n  definite  date  named  in  the  Bill,  and  I 
ask  him  to  accept  tbe  suggestion  of  four 
months,  which  gives  ample  time  for  every- 
thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  €LORAN— I  admit  a  definite 
date  should  be  stated  in  tbe  Bill,  but  if  poll 
cy-boldera  are  out  of  the  country,  and  are 
able  to  make  proof  that  they  have  no  knowl- 
edge of  this  Bill  they  should  be  protected. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  hope 
the  Speaker  will  enforce  the  rules  of  the 
House  and  confine  each  hon.  member  to  one 
speech  on  this  motion. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB—I  do  not  quite 

understand  this  amendment.  This  proposed 

amendment  read  as  follows  ; 

(dd.)  The  holder  of  such  asaessment  policy, 
except  »nj  of  tbo8«  mentloaed  is  subsectioD  (b) 
hereof,  shall  bave  the  right  to  continue  liis 
policy  under  the  aBBeasment. 

Take  tbe  case  of  John  Brown.  He  says  : 
'  No,  yon  have  broken  my  tontract.'  We 
might  refer  to  tbe  Angers  case,  or  the  case 
in  England,  and  their  answer  Is  '  Yes,  but 
you  bave  been  guilty  of  laches  by  not  paying 
your  premium  under  protest.'  John  Brown 
has  been  paying  bis  premium  under  protest 
up  to  that  date.  He  accepts  that  while  he  Is 
In  the  court.  He  has  kept  Ijis  policy  alive 
by  paying  his  premium  each  time.  Will  that 
clause  not  be  a  tacit  admission  of  his  that 
he  comes  in  under  it  and  that  all  bis  pre* 
mlums  are  wiped  out  when  he  comes  into 
court  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No,  I  think  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  will  be  folly  satisfied  when  we 
come  to  tbe  saving  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  would  suggest 
otherwise  that  it  might  be  amended  by 
adding  '  Unless  suit  has  already  been  com- 
menced.' I  want  to  provide  that  the  policy- 
bolder  cannot  be  held  under  that  clause  as 
having  given  tacit  admission  and  accepted 
the  change  of  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  WIIiSON— It  strikes  me  that 

tbls  clause  should  be  amenfled.  We  are  sup- 
posed to  be  protecting  the  policy-holders. 
There  may  be  those  who  are  policy-holders 
who  are  advanced  In  life,  who  would  not 
desire  to  change  from  the  one  foi-m  to  the 
other,  and  who  would  prefer  continuing  on 
the  same  plan.  If  tbey  do  not  give  notice 
within,  say,  four  months,  whether  they  will 
accept  one  or  the  other,  are  you  to  remove 
them  from  the  assessment  plan  and  place 
them  in  one  of  tbe  other  propositions  ?  I 
think  the  duty  too  should  devolve  upon  th'e 
company,  If  they  are  going  to  force  those 
who  bave  entered  Into  an  agreement  on  the 
iissessiiieiit  plan  and  that  ngreeiueiit  bus  been 
going  on.  and  they  bave  been  paying  assess- 
ments under  that  agreement,  to  see  that 
those  men  are  notified.  If  you  say  four 
months,  perhaps  they  may  get  their  notices, 
and  perhaps  they  may  not.  If  tbey  do  not 
get  their  notices  they  are  driven  out  of  the 
assessment  class  Into  the  other  class.  We 
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should  provide  for  a  registered  letter  to 
notify  tbese  people. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— In  clanse  (e)  It  Is  pro- 
vided for.  It  is  Incumbent  upon  the  com- 
pany to  notify  every  one  by  roistered  letter. 

Hon.  Mr,  WILSON— We  most  have  some 
means  by  which  these  men  shall  be  notified. 
My  hon.  friend  said  we  were  going  to  cover 
It  tn  the  last  clause,  but  we  did  not  do  it. 

Let  those  people  reinaiu  iu  ou  the  assess- 
ment policies  as  long  as  they  desire  to  re- 
main. That  being  the  case,  I  thinlt  a  reg- 
istered letter  or  some  positive  means  should 
be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  may  siiy  the  hou. 

senator  from  Wellington  has  given  notice  of 

an  amendment  to  the  last  clause  of  the  Bill, 

and  we  propose  to  accept  his  amendment 

which  Is  very  wise.  It  is  In  these  words  : 

7.  Nothing  In  this  Act  shall  affect  anr  BUlt, 
action  or  other  proceeding  now  pending  or 
which  hereafter  majr  be  brought  in  respect  of 
any  policy  or  claim  BgalQBt  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  WII^ON— That  does  not  cover 
it.  It  is  the  question  of  forcing  a  man  who 
wishes  to  I'emaln  In  the  assessment  plan. 
Into  another  plan  at  the  will  of  this  com- 
pany, provided  be  did  not  give  notice  In 
four  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUK— The  clause  reads  : 

(d.)  The  company  shall,  withio  thirty  days 
from  the  date  of  the  said  license,  send  to  eaob 
ot  the  holders  of  Us  assessment  policies,  by 
registered  letter  postage  prepaid  to  the  last 
known  address  ot  such  policy- holder,  a  state- 
ment showing  la  detail  the  amount  ot  the  policy 
under  each  of  the  foregoing  options  and  the  Hen, 
If  anjr,  and  of  the  premiums  to  be  thereafter 
payable  In  respect  of  such  policy  and  of  the 
times  when  such  premiums  are  payable. 

It  is  lucuuit>ent  upon  the  company  to  send 
to  each  of  the  iwlicy-bolders  within  thirty 
days  after  the  obtaining  of  the  license,  the 
full  information,  and  It  will  leave  them  three 

months  out  of  the  four  to  decide  which  op- 
tion they  prefer,  and  It  Is  only  In  default 
of  their  so  deciding,  that  we  provide  that 
they  siiall  remain  under  such  option. 

Hou.  Mr.  WILSON— That  does  not  cover 
the  point  that  I  raised.  My  point  is  this, 
that  even  if  these  men  get  a  notice  and  do 
not  send  back  a  letter  stating  that  they  ac- 
cept the  one  or  the  other,  they  are  put  in  a 
different  cliiss  from  that  which  they  were  in 
before.  Many  of  tbese  old  men  who  have 
Hon.  Mr.  WII^ON. 


been  paying  assessments  year  after  year 
aggregating  a  large  amount  would  desire  to 
remain  where  they  are.  If  they  were  not 
prepared  to  write  a  letter  saying  they  will 
accept  one  or  the  other  of  the  options,  this 
will  force  them  out  of  the  assessment  plan 
and  make  them  accept  one  or  the  other  pro- 
positions. I  say  it  Is  the  bounden  duty  of  thia 
House  to  decide  that  tbey  shall  remain 
under  the  assessment  plan  unless  tbey  take 
a  different .  course  themselves.  Why  force 
them  out  of  that  class  1  Are  we  to  force 
out  75  per  cent  of  those  assessmdot  policy- 
holders and  drive  them  Into  one  of  the  other 
classes  without  giving  them  ample  Dppo^ 
tunity  of  saying  .whether  they  desire  to  re- 
main as  tbey  are  ?  Make  It  Incurabeot 
upon  tbe  company  to  notify  these  people, 
and  let  tliem  send  a  document  to  the  com- 
pany stating  tbey  are  willing  to  change 
their  policy,  but  do  not  give  the  compaay 
power  to  force  them  out.  If  you  do  not  do 
that  then  you  oblige  these  policy-holders  to 
say  which  of  the  options  they  are  going  to 
an-ept.  I  say  you  are  doing  an  injustice 
to  them,  and  are  not  acting  fairly  by  those 
who  desire  to  continue  under  the  assess- 
ment system. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  understand  now  the 
objection  which  Is  made,  and  It  has  not 
escaped  my  mind.  I  prepared  an  amend- 
ment In  that  direction,  and  I  shall  state  tb* 
reason  why.  We  are  all  satisfied  that  It 
would  be  to  tbe  detriment  of  policy-holders 
to  remain  under  the  assessment  plan.  It 
would  be  against  their  interest. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— They  have  the  rlgbt 
to  select 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— We  are  satisfied  tbey 
should  be  given  an  opportunity  of  malting 
a  selection,  but  what  I  want  to  do  is  to  pro- 
tect a  portion,  whether  large  or  small,  of 
policy-holders  who  may  not  know  of  tii« 
passing  of  the  Bill,  who  are  neglecting  their 
own  interests,  and  to  be  sure  that  their  in- 
terests will  be  properly  protected  by  get- 
ting the  benefit  of  the  best  option  under  tbe 
BUI  I  have  drawn  it  that  way  so  that  it  will 
be  open  to  them  to  accept  the  option,  and  if 
they  neglect  to  do  so.  we  protect  their  in- 
terests to  tbe  best  of  our  ability  sod  JodS- 
ment. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— All  I  ask  is  that 
those  who  are  assured  on  the  asseasnieiit 
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plm  shall  give  to  the  company  notice  re- 
qaesting  that  they  should  be  placed  under 
one  or  the  other  syBtem  before  any  change 
of  their  policy  Is  made  by  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  understood  that 
we  were  to  allow  those  gentlemen  to  con- 
tinue under  the  assessment  plan  if  they 
chose  to  do  so.  If  they  send  no  notice  It 
Is  understood  they  continue  in  the  samcr 
way.  I  understood  that  was  a  feature  of 
the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLI\AN— It  should  be  made 

one. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  are  face  to 
face  with  this  difficulty :  We  all  know  the 
tmraedlate  cause  of  the  raising  of  the  as- 
sessment—the stopping  of  new-comera  Into 
thHt  system.  What  will  be  the  effect  of 
this  3111  upon  the  members  remaining  un- 
der the  assessment  system  ?  As  soon  as 
the  Bill'  is  passed,  or  within  the  next  six 
months.  It  Is  to  be  presumed  that  a  con- 
siderable number  under  the  assessment  plan 
will  ndopt  one  of  those  three  options.  If 
the  present  system  is  so  harsh  that  there 
is  a  general  outcry  throughout  the  oountry 
apiinst  the  heavy  assessments  to  which 
thnsp  people  will  have  to  submit,  what  will 
it  lie  when  a  considerable  portion  of  those 
policy-holders  shall  have  abandoned  the  as- 
sessment plan  and  have  passed  to  the  pre- 
mium plan  ?  What  load  will  the  remaining 
assessment  pollcy-holdera  have  to  carry  ?  It 
will  strike  every  one  that  the  load  that  they 
will  hnve  to  carry  will  be  such  that  they 
shall  break  down.  So  we  are  now  providing 
by  this  amendment  for  the  vacillating  ones, 
those  who  do  not  know,  who  cannot  Judge 
for  tliemselvea  of  the  superiority  of  this 
present  plan,  who  will  hesitate  between  one 
of  those  three  options  and  will  let  the  time 
pass  for  three  or  four  months,  for  everybody 
knows  that  Inaction  Is  far  ensler  th^n  ac- 
tion. This  amendment  will  have  the  effect 
of  giving  the  vacillating  ones,  the  ^or- 
nnt  ones  who  do  not  know  exactly  whnt 
option  to  accept,  the  option  that  will  be 
most  favourable  to  them.  My  hon.  friend 
from  Elgin  says  that  we  make  them  slavas. 
We  are  coming  to  their  rescue  or  makinp: 
our  l>est  endeavour  to  come  to  their  rescue. 
We  know  that  a  considerable  number  of 


them  who  beve  but  a  primary  education  will 
be  confronted  with  this  statement  which  is 
difficult  to  understand,  and  they  cannot  al- 
ways get  advice  and  will  be  nonplussed  In 
many  Instances,   it  Is  for  those  who  do  not 
know  better,  and  who  will  hesitate  and  not 
themselves  decide  what  system  they  should 
adopt,  that  we  declare  that  If  within  three 
or  four  months  they  do  not  make  up  their 
minds  to  remain  on  the  assessment  princi- 
ple, which  we  all  know  would  be  one  that 
would  be  ruinous  to  them,  that  they  shall 
come  under  one  of  these  options.   It  seems 
to  me  under  those  considerations  that  it  is 
just  that  we  shoud  decide  for  them  that 
they  shall  be  classed  under  one  option  rath- 
er than  be  kept  under  the  assessment  plan. 
;  When  you  have  transferred  from  the  aasess- 
j  ment  plan  a  considerable  portion  of  those 
I  who  are  at  present  under  that  system,  in 
I  what  position  will  the  others  be  ?  There 
i  are  people  who  believe  that  tlieii"  position 
I  will  be  made  still  more  difficult  by  the  pass- 
I  age  of  the  Bill,  that  by  cutting  off  fifty  per 
I  cent  of  the  assessment  policy-holders,  the 
I  remaining  ones  will  see  their  assessments 
I  rising  yearly,  and  the  parliament  of  Can- 
1  mill  is  deciding  to  put  them  undor  one  of 
.  the  options  and  not  leave  them  in  that  class, 
j  because  we  nil  know  when  the  two  last 
'  ]iol icy-holders  under  the    assessment  sys- 
tem  survive  that  the  one  who  will  die  first 
I  will  see  his  heir  enriched  by  the  full  am- 
ount paid  by  the  other  under  the  policy. 
I  I  think  we  are  doing  a  just  and  equitable 
;  act  in  deciding  for  the  ignorant  and  vacll- 
I  latins  ones  by  taking  them  out  of  the  as- 
\  sessment  plan  and  giving  them  one  of  these 
i  options. 

!  Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Just  a  woi-d 
1  or  two. 

'     Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 

i  order. 

I     lion.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — I    have  not 
spoken  on  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's pardon,  he  did  speak. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— If  we  are  not  nl* 
lowed  latitude  In  this  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— I  siiould  like  to 
HSk  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  It 
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It  is  so  very  importniit  tbat  assessment 
polic7-bold«r8  sbould  accept  one  of  the  first 
two  options,  wby  couflne  them  to  a  limited 
time  because  the  number  fs  decreasing  down 
to  perbaps  50  or  25  per  cent  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  KERR— Because  tbe  assessments 
hare  to  make  up  tbe  losses. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  n  point  of 
orclei- :  tlie  boa.  gentleman  bns  no  rfgbt  to 
speak. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— He  bas  the  right 

to  iinswev  a  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY.  No,  are  not  In 
Committee  of  tbe  Whole. 

The  SrEAKKR— The  question  Is  on  tbe 
third  anienduiunt  substituting  90  days  for 
GO  days  and  substituting  F.  for  D. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mv.  BEIQUE— I  move— 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.   The  bon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 

move  an  amendment. 

The  SPEAKER— He  Is  putting  the  amend- 
ments of  which  he  has  given  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  want  the  ruling  of 
the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— When  the  hon.  gentle- 
man rose  to  move  his  amendment  en  bloc,  it 
was  suggested— and  the  House  acquiesced 
as  far  as  I  could  see— tbat  tbe  best  way  was 
to  move  each  separately. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Tbat  does  not  give 
tbe  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG- So  as  to  discuss  each 
amendment  separately. 

The  SPEAKER^The  House  so  decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  want  tbe  ruling  of 
the  chair. 

The  SPEAKER— The  ruling  of  tbe  chair 
Is  that,  as  it  was  understood,  without  any 
dissent  exiiressed.  that  these  amendments 
sbould  be  taken  up  one  by  one,  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  within  his  right. 

Hoii.  Mr.  ]-AXI)RV— The  hon.  gentleman 
may  move  his  iiniendnieut  separately. 

The  SPEAKER- He  may  move  tbe  am- 
endments of  ^hich  he  bas  given  notice, 
separately. 

iioD.  Mr.  McMillan. 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  move  that  tbe  BUI 
be  farther  amended  by  substituting  for  the 
letter  E  In  line  55  of  paragraph  F  of 
clause  3  tbe  letter  I.  On  referring  to  Ur. 
Bradsbaw  for  the  purpose  of  confirming 
the  opinion  which  has  already  been  given 
by  experts,  I  find  that  the  best  option  ^ 
the  first  one,  and  therefore,  I  think  it  is 
our  duty  to  give  the  policy-holders  the  very 
best  option.  They  have  a  right  to  clioose 
any  one  ot  them,  but  under  the  Bill  as 
drafted  if  tbey  do  not  make  a  choice  they 
are  assumed  to  have  chosen  tbe  third  eoe, 
and  I  want  It  understood  that  they  Till 
be  taken  to  have  chosen  the  first  one. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  beg  to  move  the 
fifth  amendment  of  which  I  have  given  no- 
tice, which  reads  as  follows  : 

5th.  By  Inserting  after  the  word  Mapaed'  hi 
line  20  in  clause  3,  paragrapli  (h)  the  tollowlns: 
'  or  what  may  lapse  after  tbe  passing  ot  thli 
Act  and  prior  to  the  date  of  the  aald  lioenM'; 
and  by  adding  after  the  word  '  company'  In  llai 
30  of  the  said  paragraph  (b)  tbe  following:  'and 
approved  by  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance.' 

This  is  to  cover  snch  policies  as  may 
lapse  from  the  time  of  the  passing  of  tbe 
Act  until  the  license  1b  iSBueS,  and  it  li 
to  give,  them  the  right  to  revlTe  tbete  potter 
the  same  as  those  whose  policies  have  lap- 
sed ten  years  previous  to  the  passing  of  t^e 
Act.  It  is  extending  the  date  to  which  tbe 
holders  of  policies  who  Jiave  allowed  their 
policies  to  lapse  shall  be  entitled  to  be  rein- 
stated. Tbe  second  amendment  has  re^e^ 
ence  to  the  certificate.  Hon.  gentlemen  Till 
bear  in  mind  that  they  are  given  the  oppor 
tunity  of  having  their  policy  revived  pro- 
viding tbey  furnish  a  certificate  of  good 
health.  I  suggest  tbe  addition  of  these 
words,  which  have  been  approved  by  tbe 
Superintendent  of  Insurance,  so  that  tliiT 
will  not  be  left  to  the  mercy  of  the  com- 
pany, but  that  the  Superintendent  of  lu- 
surance,  who  Is  the  natural  guardian  of  the 
right  and  interests  of  policy-holders  in  in- 
surance companies,  shall  be  the  Judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  MCMILLAN— My  hon.  friend 
does  not  meet  the  objection  we  raised  to 
this  clause.  What  we  did  object  to  was  tbnt 
they  would  have  to  submit  to  tbe  terms 

dictated  by  the  company.  If  they  cannot 
comply  with  that,  they  have  nothing  to  i*" 
fer  to  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance. 
They  cannot,  possibly  submit  the  case  to 
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liim  «t  all,  because  tbe  company  may  exact 
sucb  answers  from  tbem  as  will  prevent 
tbem  from  availing  themselves  of  the  privi- 
lege they  have  under  that  clause.  What 
we  really  want  iB  to  make  the  Superinten- 
dent of  Insurance  take  tbe  holders  of  the 
lapsed  policies  into  the  company  under  tbe 
terms  set  forth  lu  the  Act,  but  to  take  no 
advantage  of  tbe  fact  that  a  man  may  not 
be  in  a  healthful  condition,  take  bim  as  he 
stands  in  regard  to  his  health  and  not  sub- 
mit blm  to  a  medical  examination,  the 
gaestlon  that  the  Inspector  of  Insurance 
Is  expected  to  answer  is  the  question  whe- 
ther he  has  told  tbe  truth  or  not.  Has  he 
told  that  he  is  shbject  to  a  cough  or  at- 
tacks of  intluenza  every  now  and  then,  or 
tbat  he  was  affected  once  or  twice  a  yeiiv 
with  an  attack  of  rheumatism  ?  All  these 
questions  can  be  put  in  the  certificate  that 
he  is  compelled  to  furnish.  He  is  sup- 
posed to  tell  the  truth  in  that  certificate ; 
he  is  supposed  to  tell  all  these  things,  and 
he  Is  supposed  to  answer  all  these  ques- 
tions. Tbe  question  that  the  Superinten- 
dent of  Insurance  is  to  answer  is  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  he  has  told  the  truth  or 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  our  sympathy  for 
the  unfortunate  man  who  has  allowed  bis 
.policy  to  lapse,  we  must  not  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  this  association  is  a  mutiul 
cue,  and  that  if  it  favonra  one  class  unduly 
we  are  injuring  another  class.  We  have  no 
right  to  do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  HcMILLAN— Not  in  these  lapsed 
cases,  because  they  do  not  participate  In  the 

reserve. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Their  claims  on  tbe 
company  are  absolutely  forfeited  under  the 
rule.  Tbe  moneys  they  had  paid  in  already 
are  an  asset  remaining  to  the  holders  of  pol- 
icies who  continue  in  good  standing  ;  there- 
fore. I  say  any  undue  advantage  you  give 
to  the  policy-holders  who  have  ceased  to  have 
a  legal  Interest  In  tbe  company  is  given  at 
the  expense  and  to  tbe  detriment  of  those 
who  have  remained  In  the  company,  and  there- 
fore we  may  be  doing  an  injury  to  them  in 
our  desire  to  help  those  who  are  now  being 
admitted  into  tbe  company  again  as  a  mat- 
ter of  grace.  We  have  to  draw  the  line 
carefully.  If  a  man  who  has  forfeited  his 
policy  is  til  the  last  stages  of  consumption. 


it  is  quite  apparent  he  is  no  longer  a  fair 
risk,  and  It  would  be  unjust  to  those  who 
have  paid  up  their  policies  regularly  to  allow 
bim  to  come  In.  and  be  classed  with  the  other 
policy-holders.  It  is  a  delicate  matter  how 
far  you  could  fairly  go  in  allowing  persons 
who  have  forfeited  their  policies  to  be  rein- 
stated. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMlLLAN— This  clause  opens 
the  gate  ;  where  do  you  propose  to  stop  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— You  cannot  open  tbe 
gate  unqnallfle^^. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN-Tbat  is  what  is 
done. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  think  It  is  appar- 
ent that  if  a  man  was  not  a  fair  risk  It 
would  not  be  Just  to  allow  him  In  to  make  a 
claim  on  the  funds.  We  are  giving  the  lapsed 

policy-holder  some  advantage ;  we  cannot 
give  him  the  entire  advantage.  We  cannot 
reinstate  a  man  who  is  near  his  end,  and 
sny  be  shall  be  a  charge  on  tbe  funds  of  the 
■company,  when  be  has  forfeited  his  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTTE— I  attach  importance  to 
each  clause  being  fully  understood  by  every 
member  and  I  cannot  agree  with  the  position 
indicated  by  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State. 
The  point  has  been  properly  raised  by  the 
bou.  gentleman  from  Glengarry,  and  let  It 
be  well  understood  that  the  other  classes  of 
policy-holders  here  will  not  be  affected  at  aU 
by  this  class,  because  they  will  be  fully  pro- 
tected by  the  deposit  which  will  have  to  be 
maintained  with  tbe  government  These 
policies  that  have  to  be  revived  are  not  to 
participate  in  the  deposit.  The  question 
that  tbe  hon.  member  from  Glengarry  sug- 
gests Is  that  tbe  Bill  should  go  to  the  extent 
of  reviving  policies  without  any  certificate 
of  good  health.  Is  that  a  fair  obligation  to 
Impose  on  tbe  company  ?  We  are  endanger- 
ing the  whole  Bill  if  we  go  to  that  extent. 
The  company  might  decline  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  Bill,  and,  therefore,  the 
policy-holders  would  lose  the  benefit  of  It.  I 
have  done  all  I  could  to  get  the  greatest 
benefit  for  tbe  policy-holders  by  way  of 
amendments  and  I  should  be  very  glad  if  it 
was  possible  to  Induce  the  company  to  go  to 
the  extent  indicated  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Glengarry ;  but  I  must  confess  that  1 
think  It  would  be  unreasonable.  These  poli- 
cies have  lapsed  for  ten  years,  and  it  would 
not  be  reasonable  to  ask  that  this  whole 
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mass  of  twenty  odd  million  dollars  would 
be  thus  revived  en  bloc  witbout  each  policy- 
bolder  furnishing  a  certificate  of  good  health. 
It  is  going  a  great  way  to  de  what  Is  done. 
With  the  Bill  as  drafted,  and  as  I  propose  to 
have  It  amended,  the  certificate  Is  furniEdied 
by  tbe  tasured  bimself,  and  the  Sup«inten- 
dent  of  Insnrauce  will  decide  as  to  the  form. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— A  certificate  as  re- 
quired by  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— As  required  by  the 
company,  but  approved  by  the  Insurance 
Superintendent 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— You  must  get  some 
certificate.  Tbe  certificate  of  the  gentleman 
who  wishes  to  be  reinstated  should  be  sup- 
ported by  tbe  certificate  of  bis  physician,  or, 
if  you  nite,  by  somebody  else.  It  is  a  point 
we  might  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  have  a  physician  give  a  certificate 
than  the  man  himself,  but  it  might  be  from 
both. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  consider  this  is 
a  very  important  point,  and  we  might  settle 
it  in  this  way.  The  man  who  seeks  to  have 
bis  policy  revived  lias  to  furnish  a  certifi- 
cate. After  he  does  so,  the  company  should 
have  twelve  months  in  which  to  challenge 
the  accuracy  of  that  certificate,  and  if  they 
do  not  do  so  within  that  tiu^e,  they  should 
forfeit  their  right  to  do  It  after  tbe  man  is 
dead  and  gone. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— But  If  tbe  policy- 
holder dies  in  the  meantime  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  is  good  for 
twelve  months,  because  It  is  approved  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Insurance.  Within 
the  twelve  months  the  company  must  chal- 
lenge the  accuracy  of  that  certificate,  and 
set  foi'tli  the  grounds  on  which  they  do  so. 
otherwise  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  do 
it  afterwards. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  all  have  sym- 
pathy with  those  whose  policies  have  lapsed. 
Now  let  us  see  where  this  clause  reaches. 
The  hon.  Secretary  of  State  I  think  was 
right  in  what  lie  said  ;  there  must  be  fair- 
ness displayed  towards  the  policy-holders, 
who  have  maintained  their  policies.  We 
win  assume  that  ten  years  ago  a  man  at  the 
age  of  55  took  out  a  policy  and  allowed  it  to 
lopse.  If  that  poUcy  is  revived  now  be  will 
be  65.   Assuming  that  a  large  number  will 

Hon.  Hr.  BEIQUE. 


in  tbe  future  do  as  they  have  done  in  tiie 
past,  elect  to  stand  by  tSie  contract  they 
made  when  they  got  an  assessment  certifi- 
cate, are  you  going  to  put  tbese  lives  right 
on  to  them  ?  Are  you  going  t9  make  than 
pay  not  only  for  each  other  bat  for  all  these 
old  lives  that  are  to  be  brought  in  now  ?  In 
tbe  committee  this  morning  it  was  shown 
that  the  rates  are  not  high  enough  at  i»re- 
sent,  and  that  as  each  policy-holder  dies,  it 
is  n  question  how  much  will  be  paid  to  his 
heirs,  and  tbe  last  man  to  survive  will  bftve 
nothing  left  It  is  bad  enough  1»  be  In  that 
position,  but  are  we  going  to  load  up  tbese 
policy-holders  with  these  old  lives,  and  make 
It  doubly  burdensome  ?  Take  the  case  tti:it 
I  have  mentioned  of  a  man  who  to-day  is  6o  ; 
If  he  is  reinstated,  in  five  years  more  he  will 
have  reached  the  three  score  years  and  ten. 
and  that  Is  considered  an  advanced  age 
everywhere,  outside  of  tbe  Senate.  TIk 
clause  should  be  considered  farther  to  see 
how  it  really  affects  the  Interests  of  tbe 
policy-holders.  Remember,  tbe  reinstated 
policy-holder  must  furnish  a  certificate  of 
his  continued  good  health.  A  man  may  be 
in  good  health  at  fifty-five  ;  bow  many  men 
can  say  that  their  good  health  has  continued 
up  to  sixty-flve  ?  The  man  who  gives  a  cer- 
tificate of  his  good  health  gives  a  warranty, 
but  nobody  owns  anything  in  this,  company 
but  tlie  managers.  Tbe  poUcy-boIdera  have 
nothing  to  say.  Two  or  three  gentlemen 
who  control  the  company  can  do  just  as  they 
please.  They  are  the  Czars  of  this  company. 
Supposing  they  did  their  duty — If  I  could 
force  myself  to  think  they  would— would 
they  perpetrate  such  an  Injustice  on  the 
policy-holders  left  under  the  assessment  sys- 
tem ?  They  could  not 

On  the  other  hand  If  they  did.  the  assess- 
ments would  have  to  be  raised,  becau.se  the 
old  lives  would  be  tumbling  in.  and  the 
youaser  lives  would  be  forced  to  meet  the 
claims.  It  seeius  to  me  these  reinstated 
policy-holders  should  be  made  a  separate 
class,  and  furnish  the  grease  for  tb^ 
own  frylng.^an.  I  think  It  Is  well  their  poli- 
cies should  be  revived,  but  they  should  be 
a  separate  class  by  themselves.  Look  at  the 
position  this  will  put  the  Superintendent  of 
Insurance  in  ?  Is  he  to  make  a  certificate, 
as  against  the  company,  and  have  we  got 
to  accept  his  decision  ?  We  know  hov  he 
has  endorsed  all  that  the  managers  of  this 
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company  have  done  at  the  borne  office  in 
New  York.   He  has  never  been  able  to  see 
what  baa  been  going  on,  or  Ueur  of  the 
chargee  agaiust  them,  oud  to-day  we  are 
asked  to  take  bis  dictum  as  against  the 
policy-holders.      Tlifs  certificate  of  good 
health  becomes  a  warrant}-.  The  managerd 
have  sent  around  to  all  the  policy-holders 
slips  to  sign,  saying  that  they  are  in  good 
health  or  think  they  are.    Time  and  again 
I  have  had  tliem  sent  to  me.    Suppose  you 
signed  and  returned  one  of  these,  and  by 
some  accident  dropped  dead  next  day,  what 
would  be  the  charge— breach  of  warranty  ; 
that  in^n  was  In  bad  health  when  he  gave 
that  warranty  ;  there  was  no  doctor's  certi- 
ficate ;  be  took  tbe  responsibility.  We  know 
what  the  result  will  be.    If  this  wiis  a  dot- 
tor's  certiQcnte  it  would  be  different.  Un- 
less 11  doctor's  certificate  is  furnished,  the 
heirs  of  the  policy-holder  will  have  to  take 
whatever  the  company  Is  willing  to  give 
them,  beoause  the  certificate  of  good  health 
was  fnrnlsbed  by  the  policy-holder  himself, 
and  the  heirs  would  not  be  able  to  prove 
that  he  had  acted  In  good  faith  In  giving 
that  certificate.    I  say  it  is  wrong  morally, 
and  this  clause  siiould  be  recast  and  these 
reinstated  policy-holders  put  in  ii  special 
class  by  themselves.   I  have  heard  a  good 
deal  said  lu  the  lobbies,  but  my  only  desire 
since  I  took  this  matter  up  two  years  ago 
has  been  if  possible  to  help  out  these  un- 
fortunate policy-holders,  and  any  Bill  which 
will  be  really  in  their  interest  has  niy  ap- 
proval.   But  I  shall  not  stultify  myself  by 
accepting  everything  which  is  presented  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  and 
the  tion.  gentleman  from  Toronto.    I  ask 
them  therefore  to  leave  this  section  over 
until  to-morrow,  and  to  think  over  the  sng- 
gestioQ  of  putting  these  reinstated  policy- 
holders in  a  class  by  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUIS— They  are  put  in  a 
clasB  by  th^selves,  because  they  do  not 
participate  in  the  deposit  already  made  ;  but 
tbe  company  wUl  be  liable.  It  will  be  Incum- 
bent on  the  company  the  next  day  after  these 
policies  are  revived  to  place  a  very  large 
deposit  in  the  hands  of  the  Dominion  gov. 
ernment  to  provide  the  proper  reserve  for 
these  policies. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— But  that  does  not 
meet  my  objection,  l>ecause  taking  the 
money  tliat  is  hero  to-day  in  Ottawa  with 


tbe  government  It  Is  only  J20  per  thou- 
sand added  to  the  policy,  twenty  dollars  to- 
wards meeting  one  premium.  What  other 
value  is  there  reserved  here  ?  The  only 
object  in  having  the  reserve  here  la  that 
tiiey  must  have  something  iat  stake  lu  this 
country  In  case  actions  should  be  brought 
ngulnst  them  or  Judgments  recorded  against 
them,  but  I  do  not  think  any  insurance 
man  in  Canada  will  attach  any  other  value 
to  that  deposit  as  security  for  the  insured. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— The  point  the  hon. 
gentleman  has  raised  has  no  reference  to 
tbe  clause  under  discussion.  It  has  refer- 
ence more  especially  to  clause  5  of  the  BUI, 
and  I  propose  to  make  clause  5  rend  dlffei*- 
ently  from  the  way  it  appears.  As  prlnteS 
it  provided  only  for  a  portion  of  the  deposit 
in  respect  of  the  assessment  policies.  That 
is.  there  are  on  deposit  with  the  Canadian 
government  two  dllTerent  deposits,  one  of 
$228,000,  which  stands  there  as  a  guaran* 
tee  for  the  assessment  policies,  and  there  Is 
besides  that  a  deposit  of  $80,000  which  is 
for  the  new  level  premium  business  carried 
on  by  the  company  from  the  7th  of  August, 
ISIH).  In  the  clause  as  printed,  the  policy- 
lioldei-s  would  not  have  the  benefit  of  that 
$80,000,  so  I  propose  to  strike  out  the 
words,  '  In  respect  of  tbe  said  assessment 
policy,*  so  that  the  policy-bolders  shall  bo 
secured  by  the  two  deposits  in  the  hands  of 
the  government.  Then  I  propose  to  add 
these  words,  '  The  whole  amount  of  the  de- 
posit shall  remain  in  all  respects  subject  to 
sections  33  and  34  of  the  Insurance  Act.' 
'J'he  efTect  of  the  amendment  is,  tiiat  under 
tiiese  sections  of  the  Insurance  Act  the  de- 
posit cannot  be  touched  at  all.  It  Is  to  re- 
main there,  even  If  the  company  becomes 
insolvent  and  discontinues  business,  to  be 
used  to  reinsure  the  risks. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  object  to  their 
coming  In  with  .that  warranty  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Superintendent  of  Insuraikce. 
1  say  it  is  not  fair  to  the  other  class  of 
policy-bolders.  Do  I  understand  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  have  explained  that  the  de- 
posit is  going  to  be  for  all  concerned,  ot"  are 
the  assessment  people  under  the  old  plan 
to  have  the  money  for  themselves  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTIE— The  present  and  the 
future  except  those  who  remain  on  the  as- 
sessment plan,  which  I  take  it,  will  be  very 
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few.  There  will  be  but  one  deposit  Tbe 
next  day  after  tbe  company  takes  its  license, 
tbe  deposit  will  consist  of  the  41228,000  and 
the  $80,000.  and  that  will  be  for  the  giiaran- 
tee  of  all  the  parties  Insured  with  the  com- 
pany, and  it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Insurance  to  exact  a  much 
larger  deposit  before  tbe  company  are  al- 
lowed to  continue  their  business,  and  It  will 
be  tbe  eonsequenccf  of  tbe  revival  of  the 
$20,000,000  of  Insurance. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— That  one  deposit 
Is  what  1  object  to.  We  never  found  out 
iibout  that  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAIRD — Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  $228,000  now  on  deposit  with  tbe 

government  is  to  remain  as  secui-ity  for  the 
poliey-hoiders  still  living  under  the  assess- 
ment priiiciiile  ?  I  understood  that  was 
the  case,  but  now  I  understand  that  that 
money,  and  the  additional  deposit  will  be 
put  into  a  lump  sum  for  all  tbe  policy- 
liulders. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  moment  the  Bill 
goes  Into  openition  tlie  $228,000  which,  at 
present,  stands  in  the  hands  of  the  govern- 
ment merely  an  guarantee  for  policy-holders 
ou  the  assessment  plan,  will  remain  there  as 
guarantee  for  the  others  as  well,  and  with- 
out depriving  the  policy-holders  under  the 
regular  level  premium  plan  of  the  benefit 
of  tlfe  other  deposit  of  $80,000.  The  de- 
posit will  hare  to  be  supijlemented  fi-om 
time  to  time  In  OTder  to  protect  fully  all 
the  Insurance  whfch  will  come  under  the 
iBVfil  premium  plan. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSOX— There  Is  one  point 
in  reference  to  the  second  amendment  ap- 
plying to  the  policy-holders  who.  through 
some  accident,  allow  their  policies  to  lapse  ; 
they  are  to  be  placed  on  tlie  same  footing 
as  those  who  had  allowed  their  policies  to 
lapse  for  ten  years.  That  would  hardly  be 
fair.  For  Instance,  there  are  many  who 
know  that  this  Bill  Is  under  consideration, 
and  may  be  watching  to  see  what  sort  of 
legislation  will  be  enacted  and  what  their 
position  wlil  be  when  it  becomes  law.  They 
may  allow  one  or  two  payments  to  lapse, 
and,  if  they  do  so.  they  are  to  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  those  whose  policies 
lapsed  ten  years  ago.  They  must  not  only 
be  reinstated  under  that  system  but  be  de- 
Hon.  Hr.  BEIQUE. 


I>rlved  also  of  tbe  very  fuuds  they  hare  been 
contributing  to  for  the  last  ten  yenrs. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Tbe  reason  why  tbej 
are  made  to  occupy  that  position  is  tbli: 
otherwise  we  would  be  interfering  witli  the 
rights  of  the  other  policy-holders.  The  de- 
posit in  the  hands  of  the  government  Is  as 
a  guarantee  to  the  policy-holders  who  hare 
continued  to  pay  tbelr  premiums.  If  they 
cbose  to  let  their  policies  lapse,  we  have  no 
right  to  say  that  they  shall  remain  witli 
a  share  In  that  deiwsit.  They  lose  tli^i 
share  of  that  deposit  If  they  do  not  pay 
their  premiums. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— That  Is  hnrdly  fair 
to  those  who  have  been  iu  tbe  habit  of  pay- 
ing their  assessments  and  who  may  be  in 
arrears  only  for  one  or  two  assessments. 
The  bon.  gentleman  says  it  is  not  fair  to 
those  who  have  made  tiieir  iwymeiits ;  is 
it  fair  that  they  should  i)e  deprived  of  tlie 
dividends  they  have  been  contributing  to 
for  tiie  liist  ten  years  ?  Are  tliey  to  be  put 
ou  the  same  footing  as  the  delinquents  of 
ten  years  stiinding  ?   I  say  It  is  unfair. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUUAN'D-The  line  must 
be  drawn  somewhere.  The  hou.  gentleman 
has  a  soft  siwt  for  those  policy-holders  wlio 
have  allowed  their  policies  to  lapse,  aud 
says  they  should  be  treated  in  a  better  wuy 
than  those  who  have  been  delinquents  for 
ten  years,  but  what  dififereuce  will  he  make 
between  a  lapse  of  one  year  and  a  lapse 
of  ten  years  ?  We  take  two  large  classes, 
those  Iu  good  standing  and  those  who  are 
not  in  good  standing.  They  are  all  labour- 
ing under  the  same  difficulty.  They  decided 
to  drop  their  policies.  We  are  putting  then 
all  Into  one  class. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON—My  hon.  friend  is 
putting  the  case  very  unfairly.  He  should 
state  the  case  as  I  put  it.  I  spoke  of  those 
who  kept  their  policies  up  until  the  time 
tills  Bill  passed  tbe  House,  and  be  turaa 
around  and  makes  my  statement  appear 
absurd.  I  am  here  to  protect  those  nnfo^ 
tunate  polPcy -holders  who,  under  some  coa- 
sideration,  may  think  this  Bill  will  place 
them  in  a  different  position,  and  may  allov 
ttieir  policies  to  lapse  for  a  short  time.  Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  will  hardly  tell  me  that  a 
man  who  has  done  that  is  a  d^Inquent,  aad 
as  bud  as  those  who  bave  not  pfdd  assess- 
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ments  for  a  year  or  ten  years.  I  say  it  is 
aofair  to  tbem. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  <P.Si.I.)— The 
company  is  required  to  notify  tbe  different 
policy'boIdeA  of  the  position  they  bold 
ander  this  Bill.  It  must  be  done  wltbln  a 
limited  time  after  the  Bill  becomes  law. 
If  a  policy-holder  Is  allly  enough  not  to  take 
advantage  of  that,  h«  deserves  to  be  placed 
in  the  position  which  tbe  bon.  gentle- 
maa  Is  so  anxloas  to  rescne  him. 

Hou.  Mr.  WILSON— What  1  said  was 
that  if  they  allowed  the  assessments  to 
lapse  from  the  time  the  Bill  passed  antil 
they  received  tbe  notice,  they  shoold  not 
be  pat  in  tbe  position  which  tbe  delinquent 
class  occupy.  I  say  it  is  unfair  and  unrea- 
sonable, and  it  is  treating  these  men  harsh- 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  shouM  like  on  be- 
half of  the  policy-holders  to  call  attention  to 
clause  (h)  which,  to  my  mind,  is  largely 
the  substance  of  tbe  Bill.  Why  not  have 
representatives  of  the  company  and  of  tbe 
policy-holders  meet  together  and  draft  a 
clause  that  will  protect  tbe  interest  of  the 
company  and  of  tbe  policy-holders.  We 
have  provisions  In  clause  (b)  which  no 
doubt  are  a  tremendous  advantage  to  the 
policy-holders,  an  advantage  given  by  the 
only  company  In  tbe  world  that  would  give 
it,  to  allow  lapsed  policies  to  be  revived. 
When  we  are  prepared  on  principle  to  give 
tbat  advantage  to  tbe  policy-holders,  let  as 
take  the  means  to  provide  that  the  advant- 
age shall  be  effective.  I  stated  a  few 
minutes  ago  tbat  three  months  was  not  n 
sufficient  time  for  a  large  number  of  lapsed 
policy-holders  to  be  heard  from.  What  I 
ivant  is  to  give  these  policy-holders  an  op- 
portunity to  be  reinstated.  Those  who  live 
in  or  near  the  centres  of  population  do  not 
need  to  'be  tokl  of  this  legislation,  bat  It 
is  different  with  many  who  live  In  such 
places  as  the  Yukon  or  Sooth  Africa,  and 
therefore  I  suggest  tbat  the  company  should 
be  compelled  to  write  each  policy-holder 
whose  policy  has  lapsed  for  the  last  ten 
years,  ttiat  he  Is  enttted  to  tiave  It  revived  ; 
that  a  r^Btered  letter  be  sent  to  his  last 
post  office  address.  To  meet  the  exigen- 
cies of  tbe  sltnatldta,  where  policy-holders 
have  moved  from  one  spot  to  another,  ft 
should  be  advertised  in  the  public  press 
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that  this  legislation  has  been  enacted,  and 
that  policy-holders  who  have  allowed  their 
policies  to  lapse  for  the  last  ten  years  will 
have  a  right  to  have  tbem  reinstated. 

At  six  o'clock,  tbe  Speaker  left  the  chair. 

After  Kec«M. 

Hon.  Mr.  CXX>RAN— As  I  undravtand  the 
position  now  held  by  tbki  hononra'Ue  body 
in  regard  to  this  BIH  from  all  sides  and 
from  all  interests  concerned,  It  appears  to 
be  a  very  friendly  one,  and  I  am  glad  that 
this  situation  has  been  attained  after  a  very 
severe  conflict  of  opinion  In  regard  to  this 
company,  so  tbat  any  suggestion  tbat  may 
be  made  in  regard  to  amendments  should 
be  accepted  in  tbe  best  spirit  and  with 
the  best  will  for  the  Interests  of  the  com- 
pany, nnd  In  respect  of  the  rights  tff  the 
policy-holders.  I  nm  exceedingly  pleased 
that  this  honourable  body  has  reached  tlint 
position  In  discussing  this  Bill.  When  tbe 
House  rose  at  six  o'clock  clause  (b)  of  sec- 
tion 3  was  under  consideration.  To  my 
mind,  tbat  clause  is  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant In  the  Bill  as  presented  to  this 
House.  Several  am«idmeuts  have  been 
suggested  to  the  different  features  con- 
tained in  this  clause.  The  amendments 
piobably  are  not  all  acceptable  in  their 
entirety,  but,  certainly,  they  should  be  ac- 
cepteble  In  some  measure.  For  Instance, 
the  suggestion  that  tbe  ninety  days*  delay 
should  be  extended  to  six  months  or  more 
or  less.  So  far  there  has  been  a  compromise 
to  four  months— that  Is,  in  tbe  time  wherein 
a  policy-holder  who  allowed  bis  policy  to 
lapse  during  the  ten  years  would  haVe  a 
right  to  reinstate  himself.  There  Is  no 
discussion  on  the  principle.  It  Is  simply 
a  question  of  adjusting  tbe  time.  There 
is  a  matter  which  could  be  compromised, 
and  amicably  settled  among  members  of 
this  Honourable  House,  in  the  Interests  of 
tbe  BUI,  the  Interests  of  the  company  and 
the  Interests  of  tbe  policy-holders.  There 
is  another  suggestion  made,  in  regard  to  the 
certificates  of  health,  that  would  be  held 
to  be  satisfactory  to  the  company.  The 
principle  Is  admitted  that  a  certificate  of 
health  is  necessary  before  a  man  Is  rein- 
stated. There  is  no  question  as  to  that, 
but  where  the  friends  of  tbe  company  and 
the  friends  of  the  policy-holders  may  differ 
Is  what  should  be  the  form  of  that  certifi- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


834 


SENATE 


cate  and  what  should  be  the  nature  of  that 
certlUcate.  I  humbly  suggest  that  that 
matter  cau  be  better  discussed  between 
three,  four  or  five  members  of  this  hoDOur- 
able  House  to  more  advantage  thou  before 
the  whole  Senate.  There  is  not  the  slight- 
eat  doubt  of  that;  It  1b  an  importaut  matter 
that  a  policy-holder  should  know  to  what 
exigencies  be  shall  be  obliged  to  submit 
before  being  reinstated.  If  the  letter  of 
that  form  is  left  to  the  company  it  ts  only 
human  nature  that  the  company  should 
make  that  form  as  exacting  as  possible. 
They  would  be  very  foolish  If  they  did  not 
do  so.  It  would  t>e  the  business  of  the 
officers  of  the  company  to  make  that  form 
almost  prohlbitlTe  to  men  who  allow  their 
policies  to  lapse  for  ten  years  and  desire 
to  be  reinstated.  That  Is  one  side.  Then 
on  tlie  other  side  we  have  policy-holders 
who  would  say,  *  I  have  a  right  to  go  In 
anyhow,  no  matter  what  condition  my 
health  is  iu.'  The  Senate  should  take  a 
position  between  the  two,  and  not  allow  the 
company  to  exact  excessive  conditions  of 
health  from  the  policy-holders,  nor  allow 
the  policy-holder  to  insist  on  reinstatement 
when  his  health  was  such  that  he  wouJd 
not  be  accepted  by  any  other  company.  That 
Is  a  question'  which  the  committee  I  am 
suggesting  could  take  into  consideration  and 
make  provision  for.  It  is  suggested  by 
the  hoD.  gentleman  from  Belleville,  and,  I 
think,  by  the  taon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry,  that  this  form  should  be  drafts  by 
the  Superintendent  of  Insui^ince,  in  regard 
to  the  ttuancial  and  actuarial  features  of  it; 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  superintendent 
is  in  a  position  to  state  wliiit  sliould  be 
the  condition  of  health  required  of  a  man 
to  entitle  him  to  reinstatement.  That  is  a 
medical  question,  and  I  would  be  doubtful 
of  exercising  my  duty  here  in  putting  that 
quosiion  of  health  which  pertains  to  medi- 
cal science  into  the  hands  of  a  innthemnti- 
clan.  I  would  be  doubtful  wliellicr  [  was 
performing  my  duty  In  consenting  to  tliat. 
Therefore,  I  would  suggest  to  the  lion,  mem- 
bers who  are  iu  favour  of  this  Bill  and  have 
accepted  it,  to  put  their  heads  together  and 
nominate  a  small  committee  of  four,  five  or 
six  to  study  this  question  In  tlie  interests 
of  tlie  coini>any  and  tlie  po!ic.v-liol(1ers.  ami 
the  liiter*'st  of  tlie  Senate  also,  in  pro- 
posing a  fiiir  and  equitable  metliod  that 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX. 


will  apply  to  all  parties  concerned.  That 
is  what  I  propose  in  regard  to  clause  8.  I 
do  not  think  there  can  be  any  difflcalty  iu 
the  matter.  Even  now  I  think  this  bon- 
ourable  body  should  allow  all  these  clauses 
to  go  Into  the  hands  of  hon.  members  snclt 
as  the  taon.  senator  who  proposed  the  Bill 
the  hon.  senator  from  Toronto,  and  the  hon. 
member  from  de  Salaberry,  and  the  bon. 
gentleman  who  lutrodused  this  question  into 
the  Senate,  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Botlie- 
say.  Name  the  members,  whoever  yon 
please,  who  will  do  their  work  fairly  and 
well— I  need  not  say  conscientlously-aDd 
five  minutes  after  tbey  present  their  re- 
port this  hononntble  House  will  accept  it 
without  being  obliged  to  go  Into  Intennte- 
able  explanations  on  each  clause  of  tke 
Bill.  That  Is  what  I  propose,  as  I  say.  in 
the  Interest  of  not  only  the  policy-holders, 
but  of  the  company  and  of  the  Senate  it- 
self. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Does  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  object  to  s 
medical  certiflcate  being  had  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  do  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQCE— Immediately  after  tue 
House  rose,  I  communicated  with  the  bon. 
promoter  of  the  Bill  and  Mr.  Eldridge,  and 
they  are  willing  to  accept  the  medical  certifl- 
cate that  the  «ppIioaut  is  In  good  heaitb- 
That  is  going  as  far  as  we  can,  but  I  have 
not  had  occasion  to  discuss  the  other  ques- 
tion to  cover  the  sug^stlon  of  the  hon. 
member  for  Wellington,  in  the  way  of  mak- 
ing the  certificate  conclusive.  I  would, 
therefore,  ask  that  this  clause  be  allowed  to 
stand  for  a  few  minutes  until  we  can  settle 
th^it,  and  in  the  meantime  take,  up  another 
clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Why  not  postpone 
it  until  the  morning  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  think  In  a  few  mln- 
utos  I  shall  be  able  to  announce  to  the 
House  an  amendment  In  such  a  shape  as 
will  be  acceptable. 

The  clause  was  allowed  to  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  mOve  that  the  Bill 
be  further  amended,  as  follows  :— 

6th.  By  addtog  to  paragraph  (t)  of  said  cIbur 
3  the  following  :  '  except  upon  policies  con- 
tinued under  the  provlBlons  of  paragrapb  (dd). 
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I  suggest  that  we  add  the  following  to 
this  clause  :— ' 

But  on  policies  fa  existence  on  the  date  of 
said  UcenM  the  premloma  shall  be  computed  aa 
from  such  date. 

The  premiums  are  settled  in  the  three  op- 
tions under  the  first  portion  of  clause  3.  Of 

course  it  would  not  be  fair  to  allow  a  period 
of  seven  months  during  which  the  com- 
pany would  have  no  right  to  levy  assess- 
ments. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLOBAN— That  Is  all  right 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  would  Uke  a 
little  further  Information.  First  of  all,  are 
we  to  understand  that  If  the  assessment 
policy-holders  discontinue  and  do  not  choose 
to  move  Into  that  class,  whether  this  com- 
pany has  any  right  to  Interfere  with  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUt-— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILi:>B— If  the  present 
policy-holders  under  the  assessment  eon- 
tract  do  not  choose  to  accept  either  of  the 
other  alternative  that  the  company  shall 

hare  no  authority  to  make  any  excessive 
assessment,  or  rather  that  they  stand  as 
they  are  to-day— that  the  company  are  not 
interfering  with  theU:  rights. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— That  Is  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE>— Then  supposing 
they  stand  In  that  way.  The  hon.  member 
has  spoken  about  premiums  being  levied. 
How  does  he  propose  to  levy  the  premiums 
on  thoAe  ? 

Hon.  Mh  B^EIQUE— The  object  of  the  Bill 
lis  to  transfer  all  the  Canadian  busii>'>ss  of 
the  company  from  the  assessment  plan  to 
the  level  premium,  and  the  rate  of  the 
premium  is  determined  by  tlie  first  portion 
of  clause  3  In  accordance  with  the  British 
tables.  The  clause  now  being  dealt  with  is 
the  clause  declaring  that  the  company  shall 
not  have  the  right,  after  the  date  of  the 
license,  to  levy  any  assessment,  but  they  will 
have  the  right  to  levy  the  premium  from  the 
time  at  which  their  right  to  levy  the  assess- 
ments ceases. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  quite  understands  my 
question.  Presuming  a  certain  number  of 
these  policy-holders  have  contracts  under 
the  assessment  system  as  they  stand  to-day  ; 
if  they  do  not  choose  to  take  advantage  of 
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the  level  premium  policy,  where  are  they 
going  to  stand  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— They  will  stand  as 
they  are  to-day.  They  shall  be  liable  to  be 
assessed  to  tlie  extent  necessary  to  meet  the 
death  losses. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man state  when  they  are  liable  to  be  as- 
sessed 1  Are  they  liable  to  be  assessed  In 
conjunction  with  all  the  other  policy-holders 
of  the  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Yes.  With  all  those 
who  remain  under  the  assessment  plan. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Of  that  class  1 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Did  Mr.  Eldridge  not 
state  that  the  members  of  that  class  were 
not  assessed  alone,  but  that  the  losses 
would  be  assessed  in  conjunction  with  the 
other  policy-holders  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— They  will  be  as- 
sessed. The  company  has  fifty  millions  to- 
day of  business  In  the  States  under  the 
same  plan.  They  will  be  assessed  as  form- 
ing part  ot  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOItAN— Then  they  will  not 
be  assessed  as  a  part  of  the  class  here  In 
Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

On  paragraph  (h), 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  have  the  satisfac 
tlon  of  announcing  that  a  very  strong  oh 
j(y.'tlon  has  been  removed  in  my  mind.  1 
had  made  up  my  mind  to  call  the  attention 
of  hon.  members  of  the  Senate  to  all  the 
objections  which  arose  from  the  wording 
of  clause  (h.)  Yesterday  I  obtained  from  the 
l>romoter  of  the  Bill  a  form  of  the  medical 
certificate,  with  the  intention  of  suggesting 
that  it  be  added  as  an  appendix,  but  I 
fouiul  tliiit  the  certificates  which  are  the 
t;ertitlentes  in  use  by  the  company,  and  in 
use  by  other  companies,  go  to  this  extent, 
that  they  call  for  warranty  that  the  party 
has  not  suffered  from  any  disease.  They 
name  all  kinds  of  diseases,  and  It  would 
practically  shut  out  a  large  number  of  those 
piirties  whose  policies  we  Intend  to  revive, 
i  then  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  best 


Digitized  by 


Google 


836 


SENAXr. 


wny  to  meet  the  difflculty  was  to  leave  it 
entirely  to  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance, 
because  1  could  not  see  any  other  way  at 
the  time ;  but  immediately  after  the  House 
rose  I  met  Mr.  BldHdge,  and  he  is  willing; 
to  accept  the  following  : 

The  compaay  shall  revive  for  the  amount  to 
be  computed  ae  In  thli  section  provided  anr 
aseessment  policy  which  has  lapsed  or  which 

may  lapse  after  tlie  passlDg  of  this  Act,  and 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  said  license,  for  non- 
paynent  within  the  ten  years  Immediately  pre- 
ceding the  passing  of  this  Act  upon  the  holder 
making  application  therefor  within  tour  months 
after  the  date  of  the  said  license,  and  within 
the  said  time  delivering  to  the  company  a  medi- 
cal certificate  of  his  being  In  good  health, 
which  certificate  shall  become  conclusive  at 
the  expiration  of  one  rear,  it  not  Impeached  in 
the  meantime  by  action  by  the  company,  the 
company  to  have,  however,  the  opportunity  of 
having  a  person  examined  by  Its  own  medical 
officer  for  the  purpose  of  testing  the  accuracy  of 
the  certificate. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  is  satisfactory. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEigUE— 1  call  attention  to 
till!  fact  that  all  that  Is  required  will  be 
a  ci'rtlticate  that  the  party  Is  iu  good 
heiilth  at  the  time,  irrespective  of  what  may 
have  been  bis  condition  during  the  five  or 
ten  years  which  bare  preceded  tbe  Issuing 
of  the  license ;  and  I  take  it  to  be  of 
very  great  consequence,  because  it  will 
praictically  allow  all  parties  who  should  be 
allowed  to  remain  in  the  company  to  have 
their  policies  revived.  The  provision  will 
remain  that  such  policy-holder  shall  not  be 
entitled  to  share  in  the  dividend. 

lion.  Mr.  CLOUAN— I  admit  that  the 
medical  certificate  is  necessary.  Then  the 
amendment  speaks  of  the  medical  certifl- 
tnte  and  the  examination  by  the  medical 
officer  of  tiie  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No.  Under  this  word- 
lug  the  party  insured  is  entitled  to  furnish 
the  medical  certificate  of  bis  own  doctor, 
but  the  company  within  the  twelve  months 
intervening  before  tbe  certificate  becomes 
couclnsive,  has  the  right  to  have  the  person 
insured  examined  by  his  own  medical  officer 
to  ascertain  if  that  medical  certificate  has 
been  given  in  good  feltb. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Once  the  ofiicer  of 
the  company  Ims  impeached — ■ 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— By  action. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— We  are  not  going  to 
put  them  in  the  law  courts ;   this  thing 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


must  be  settled  in  black  and  white.  Here 
Is  a  certificate  by  the  medical  officer  of  the 
company,  and  tbe  company  has  twelve 
months  to  investigate  whether  it  is  tmc  or 
not,  and  after  that  the  report  comes  iu  and 
says  *  That  medical  certificate  was  not  well 
granted.'  What  happens  ?  We  want  it 
put  in  black  and  white.  Do  not  allow  tbe 
company  to  bring  all  cases  into  court  it 
is  Just  as  easy  to  put  the  matter  in  black 
aud  white  now  ns  to  let  the  courts  put  In- 
terpretations upon  it  In  tbe  future.  This 
company  is  prepared  to  admit  that  tbe  medi- 
cal certificate  of  *the  applicant  for  reinstate- 
ment is  sufficient  to  reinstate  him.  Then 
they  come  in  with  the  proviso  : 

On  condition  that  ttiat  certificate  is  accepted 

by  a  doctor  of  tbe  company. 

If  be  does  not  accept  that  certificate, 
what  is  going  to  happen  ?  He  Is  oat  of 
the  race,  and  that  is  what  I  want  to 
prevent.  I  want  no  slip  in  the  law.  Put 
it  in  black  and  white  iu  the  Bill  that  tliat 
certificate  Is  conclusive,  aud  If  not  cok- 
cluslve,  let  tbe  doctor  of  the  company  come 
in  and  say  so,  and  if  they  disagree  let  Uieui 
bring  in  a  third  party.  It  is  ail  very  well 
to  laugh.  I  am  n  lawyer  and  know  that 
tbe  legislatures  of  the  country  give  too  macb 
power  to  the  Judges  to  interpret  tbe  popular 
will.  Everything  should  be  put  in  l)lack 
aud  white,  and  leave  to  the  Judges  as  little 
Interpretation  of  the  law  as  possible.  As 
long  as  I  occupy  a  seat  In  this  Hooae 
that  is  tbe  principle  that  I  shall  support 
in  all  our  legislation.  Ton  are  pro- 
viding that  a  man  shall  be  reinstated  on 
the  certificate  of  bis  medical  officer ; 
then  you  provide  thatMf  tbe  doctor  of  tbe 
company  finds  that  that  certificate  1« 
not  correct,  then  they  must  go  to  law. 
I  want  this  honourable  House  to  put  them 
under  the  protection  of  the  law,  aud  not 
under  the  Interpretation  of  tbe  law  l9 
Judges  and  lawyers. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  the  bon.  gentie^ 
man  would  make  a  practical  suggestion 
Instead  of  making  speeches  It  would  be  bet- 
ter. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  to  make  a 
speech  to  induce  the  bon.  gentleman  to  ft<^ 
eept  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  the  hou.  gentle 
mau's  suggestions  were  followed.  It  would 
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<^eii  the  door  to  Utlgatlou,  aud  I  have  sug- 
gested tbis  wording  to  prevent  litigation. 

Hon.  Sir  HAGKENZIB  BOWBLL— Tbe 
only  question,  It  seems  to  me.  is  the  longtb 
of  time  that  is  given  to  object  to  the 

certificate.  I  do  not  know  whether  the  hoo. 
geutleman  who  has  jnst  spoken  has  paid 
any  attention  to  the  mode  followed  by  all 
insnnince  companies  In  relation  to  certlil- 
eatea.  If  yon  desire  to  obtain  a  poiic^ 
In  any  well-regulated  company  yon  flrst 
bare  n  oertlflcate  after  an  examination  by 
a  j>hyslclan  In  the  locality  in  which  the 
applicant  lives.  This  certificate  is  sent  to 
the  head  office,  and  the  medical  officer  of 
the  company  at  the  head  office  analyses  the 
certificate,  and  in  many  eases  tbey  are 
rejected  and  are  sent  back  to  the  local 
physician  to  report  wby  he  has  not  answer- 
ed such  and  such  questions.  There  would 
be  no  security  at  all  for  Insurance  com- 
panies if  this  were  not  done.  The  only 
objection  I  see  is  giving  the  twelve  months. 
I  see  no,  reason  why,  in  cases  of  that  kind, 
the  matter  should  not  be  submitted  to  the 
physician  at  the  head  office  at  once,  tilve 
the  medical  officer  sufficient  time  to  ex- 
amine and  report  on  the  certificate  to  the 
bend  office,  as  to  whether  it  Is  of  a  chflr- 
acter  to  justify  the  taking  of  that  policy. 
That  would  be  time  enough.  That  Is 
what  I  suggest  to  my  hou.  friend.  i  aeo 
the  absolute  necewlty,  in  the  Interest  of 
the  company  itself  and  in  the  interest  of 
other  polUiy-holders,  that  there  should  be 
that  supervision  of  the  flrst  certificate  that 
is  presented  by  the  doctor  who  examines  the 
applicant  In  the  locally  in  which  he  lives. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — Supposing  there  Is  a 
clash  between  the  reports  of  the  two  ddu- 
tors.  what  then? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWELL— The 
physician  at  the  head  office  must  be  the 
Judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLURAN— Tbat  is  what  1  am 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  we  adopt  such  n 
provision  as  the  hon.  genetlemnii  has  sug- 
gested, policy-holders  would  be  at  the 
mercy  of  the  company,  and  the  only  way 
tbnt  I  can  find  is  to  merely  require  a  medi- 
cal certificate  which  wHI  be  furnished  by 
the  parties  insured,  fn»n  any  medical  miin 


they  choose,  and  allow  a  reasonable  time 
within  which  the  company  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  verify  that  certificate.  IC 
they  ascertain,  by  having  the  person  ex- 
amined by  their  own  medical  officer  within 
the  twelve  months,  which  will  only  be  done 
in  exceptional  cases,  that  the  first  certifi- 
cate has  not  been  given  in  good  faith,  then 
they  may  Impeach  the  certificate,  but  If 
they  do  not.  although  their  own  medical 
officer  had  ascertained  that  the  oertiflcat*^ 
had  not  been  given  in  good  faith,  that  the 
par^  was  not  in  good  health,  If  they  do  not 
enter  the  objection  within  the  twelve 
months,  then  the  medical  certificate  is  to  be 
held  as  conclusive. 

Hon.  Mr.  OIX>R  AN— Supposing  be  im- 
peaches it,  what  Is  the  remedy  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — Then  the  courts  have 
to  decide. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  pitj-  the  policy- 
holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE~You  have  to  leave  it 
to  the  courts  or  to  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— No,  leave  It  to  a 
physician,  do  not  send  it  to  the  courts,  or 
the  people  will  be  ruined. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— It  Is  always  easier  to 
criticise  than  to  suggest  something  in  place 
of  that  which  is  criticised.  But  I  think 
there  is  something  in  what  Is  said  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria,  and  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Belleville,  about  the 
length  of  time.  What  will  you  do  with  the 
premiums  which  will  be  paid  during  that 
time  ?  If  twelve  months  are  allowed  the 
company  to  impeach  a  certfficate,  what 
will  yon  do  with  the  premiums  which  have 
been  paid  by  the  applicant  ?  Will  he  con- 
tinue to  pay  them  7  And  if  after  that  time 
the  application  Is  rejected,  will  the  pre- 
mium be  remitted  to  the  applicant  V 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— He  Is  Insured  In 
the  meantime. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— If  he  died  during  the 
time  allowed  the  company  to  reject  or  ac- 
cept tbe  certificate,  would  he  recover  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUIIAND— The  question 
put  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mllle  IIe» 
Is  easy  of  solution.  We  are  speaking  now  of 
lapsed  policy-holders  who  present  certlfl- 
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cates  and  deposit  tbe  premiums.  He  Ix 
simply  an  applicant  for  Insurance.    If  bis 

application  is  rejected  he  stands  as  If  he 
had  never  been  insured.  I  urn  speaking  of 
general  principles.  I  want  to  answer  the 
objection  that  the  delay  of  twelve  months 
Is  too  long.  Spealiing  generally,  the  delaj^ 
would  be  too  long  If  we  were  with  the  gen- 
eral business  of,  an  Insurance  company  on 
ordinary  lines,  but  I  contend  that  the  de- 
lay should  be  longer  In  fhis  instance,  and 
for  tills  reason,  that  the  company  will  not 
open  its  offices  and  send  out  Us  agents  to 
get  risks  lu  the  ordinary  course  of  business, 
getting  them  so  many  p&:  day  or  week  or 
month.  Those  applications  will  come  In  :i 
rush  by  thousands  from  the  holders  of  these 
lapsed  policies,  covering  an  Immense  area, 
and  it  will  take  a  considerable  time  for  the 
company  to  supervise  all  those  applica- 
tions, and  examine  th|Ose  parties  whose 
reports  are  not  absolutely  good.  They 
will  need  to  cover  the  whole  of  Canada 
with  agents  so  as  to  have  reports  upon  all 
those  cases,  before  they  decide  to  send  their 
own  medical  officer  to  malie  a  verification 
of  the  certiflcates  which  they  have  received, 
so  that  while  In  the  ordinary  course  of 
business  twelve  months  would  be  perhaps 
too  long,  we  should  give  sufficient  latitude 
to  the  company  to  protect  them'  against 
fraud  and  negligence.  My  hon.  friend  from 
Victoria  Is  somewhat  afraid  of  the  court 
Intervening  and  deciding  as  between  the 
company  and  the  assured.  I  would  draw 
bis  attention  to  what  prevails  to-day.  In 
tills  House  eight  out  of  ten,  and  perhaps 
the  whole  of  the  eighty-one  members  hold 
policies  In  various  companies.  What  risk 
are  we  carrying  to-day  ?  We  have  made 
our  application.  We  have  answered  a  great 
many  questions.  We  have  been  examined 
by  Uie  physician,  and  what  is  the  threat 
over  our  heads  ?  We  may  live  twenty-five 
years  or  fifty  years,  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria  should  know  that  after 
we  die  our  applications  can  be  tested  In  the 
courts,  and  if  onr  declarations  In  our  appli- 
cations are  proved  to  have  been  unfounded 
our  policy  is  cancelled.  That  is  the  general 
law.  Those  who  are  insured  in  any  com- 
pany run  the  risk,  after  death,  when  we  are 
not  here  to  explain  the  situation  as  It  was 
when  we  made  the  application,  of  having 
Hon.   Mr.  DANDURAND. 


this  application  tested  by  the  courts.  la 
this  Bill  we  prpvide  that  within  twelve 

months  a  test  may  be  had,  and  the  parties, 
who  are  still  living,  can  meet  In  the  courts, 
and  the  judges  of  the  land  will  decide  be- 
tween man  and  man,  and  will  prononace 
between  the  contentions  of  both  parties. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTJE— With  reference  to  the 
^elay,  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  hon, 
pentlemen  to  this  :  for  my  part  I  eipecte<l 
that  the  company  would  insist  on  a  longer 
delay.  The  company  cannot  be  expected  to 
have  this  second  examination  made  except 
In  exceptional  cases.  Otherwise  It  wonld 
throw  on  them  a  very  large  expense  which 
they  could  not  afford  to  pay,  because  they 
are  not  getting  anything  for  It.  The 
second  medical  examination  will  have 
to  be  done  at  their  own  expense ; 
therefore  it  is  but  reasonable  to  give 
them  the  twelve  months  In  order  that 
they  may  save  expense  and  avoid  the  neces- 
sity of  having  the  second  examination  made. 
I  have  prepared  the  clause  carefully  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  it  is  reasonable  In  every 
respect  I  am  afraid  hon.  gentlemen  do 
not  appreciate  the  great  importance  that  Is 
Involved  In  the  clause.  I  think  the  hoa. 
gentleman  for  de  Loiimler  has  pretty  well 
answered  the  point  I  am  asked  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mllle  lies,  suppos- 
ing that  the  applicant  dies  daring  the  twelve 
months  before  the  examination  becomes  con- 
clusive. If  he  dies  within  twelve  months 
he  stands  In  exactly  the  same  position  that 
any  insured  stands  with  any  ordinary  com- 
pany. If  the  certificate  which  he  has  given 
to  the  company  ts  impeached  within  the 
twelve  months  and  it  Is  found  to  be  false, 
then  his  heirs  cannot  recover  the  amount  of 
the  policy  ;  but  he  has  this  advantage  over 
ordinary  policy-holders,  that  he  does  not 
lose  the  premium  paid.  There  Is  no  forfeit- 
ure of  the  premium  that  he  may  have  paid. 
His  heks  will  be  entitled  to  get  the  premlom 
back. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— It  does  not  say  »- 
He  would  have  to  sue  for  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-But  it  follows.  It  ia 
the  effect  of  the  clause  as  tt  stands.  To 
ask  that  the  certificate  which  the  applicant 
furnishes  be  concIoslTe  against  the  com- 
pany, is  unreasonable ;  we  cannot  go  any 
further  than  we  have  gone.   The  company 


Digitized  by 


Google 


JULY  81.  1901 


SS9 


most  be  given  a  reasonable  time  daring 
wbicb  It  will  have  the  right  to  impeacta  the 
certificate,  if  there  is  anj  occasion  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMII/LAN— I  think  this  hon- 
ourable House  ought  to  be  tbankfnl  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  for  the 
pains  be  has  taken  to  meet  this  objection, 
for  it  was  a  very  objectiouable  clause,  par- 
ticalarly  the  Idea  of  leaving  the  decision 
with  the  Inspector  of  Insurance  ;  still  tliere 
is  something .  lacking  In  It,  to  my  mind. 
There  are  different  kinds  of  medical  exami- 
nations. With  some  companies  they  are 
very  severe,  while  with  others  they  are  more 
liberal. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL—That 
depends  on  the  position. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mc  MIL  LAN— 'No.  There  are 
series  of  questions  In  the  certificate  which 
we  have  to  answer.  Are  the  examinations 
going  to  be  so  severe  that  it  will  be  a  mat- 
ter of  Impossibility  almost  for  men  at  a 
certain  age  to  take  insurance  ?  People  have 
bladder  trouble.  We  know  that  examina- 
tions of  urine  are  required  by  almost  every 
company  In  the  land. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— That  Is  the  part  that 
has  been  avoided.  A  party  might  be  In 
good  health  at  the  time  of  the  examination, 
but  the  fact  that  he  had  troubles  four  or 
five  years  before  woald  enable  the  company 
to  reject  the  certificate.  To  close  the  door 
against  such  a  thing  I  have  adopted  this 
wording— a  mere  medical  certificate  of  his 
being  in  good  health.  You  cannot  exact  less 
than  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— In  good  health  until 

wheu  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-A  certificate  of  his 
being  in  good  health  at  the  time  the  certifi- 
cate was  given  shall  be  conclusive  at  the 
expiration  of  one  year,  if  not  Impeached  in 
the  meantime. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMlLLAN— I  would  further 
si^gest  to  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Saln- 
berty  that  the  company  would  appoint  their 
own  men,  as  far  as  they  can,  to  give  this 
blanket  certificate,  and  then  It  would  be 
less  subject  to  criticism  at  the  head  offlee. 

Hon,  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  company  would 
be  very  glad  to  appoint  their  own  men.  I 
am  sure  the  company  would  1>e  very  glad 
to  have  it  that  way. 


Hon.  Mr.  OLOEAN— Supposing  I  reln^ 
slate  myself,  and  I  am  In  perfect  good 

health,  and  have  my  medical  cOTtiflcate, 
and  the  doctor  of  the  company  only  comes 
round  to  examine  me  at  the  end  of  the 
eleventh  or  twelfth  month.  In  the  mean- 
time, I  fail  Into  consumption  or  contract 
some  serious  disease,  would  my  heirs  suffer? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— -No,  that 
would  not  affect  the  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Is  that  in  black  and 
white  ?  My  doctor  has  given  me  a  medi- 
cal cerUflcate  of  a  condition  of  health 
that  has  continued  for  twelve  months  until 
the  doctor  of  the  company  comeB  and 
says  that  certificate  Is  no  good.  Accord- 
ing to  the  hon.  gentleman's  statement,  my 
heirs  or  myself  will  have  to  go  Into  court 
and  prove  that  my  doctor's  certificate  is 
better  tpau  the  certificate  of  the  company's 
medical  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— We  want  It  In  black 
and  white.  No  use  leaving  It  to  the  courts. 
You  say  the  doctor  of  the  company  can 
set  aside  tlie  certificate  of  my  doctor.  What 
is  the  situation  ?  I  have  to  go  to  court 
to  assert  my  right,  and  I  do  not  want  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— It  is  open  to  the  com- 
pany to  Imipeacb  the  certificate.  That  can 
only  be  done  by  asking  the  court  to  pass 
upon  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — It  Is  the  company 
tliat  Is  to  take  action  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  quite  willing. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  amendment  Is 
one  that  we  all  ought  to  be  disposed  to  ac- 
cept. In  the  first  place,  the  applicant  gets 
a  blank  form  of  certificate,  which  covers 
a  whole  year,  and  if  the  company  do  not 
make  their  application  within  the  year  the 
insurance  is  permanent.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  ought  to  be  quite 
satisfied  with  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  satisfied  now. 
but  I  wanted  the  explanation. 

Hon.  5Ir.  DAVID— I  am  satisfied,  because 
I  ;ini  interested  lu  having  the  Bill' passed; 
Iiut  It  Is  always  well  to  make  objections 
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which  tre  tbink  are  reaaonable,  and  see  If 
we  cannot  agree.  Many  things  may  bap- 
pen  tn  twelve  months.  Many  a  man  has 
tteen  obliged  to  drop  bis  policy  after  hav- 
ing paid  for  twelve,  fourteen  or  fifteen 
yea.  as  I  have  done,  and  If  he  thinks 
pro^^T  to  take  advantage  of  the  clause 
which  allows  blm  to  bavu  bis  policy  rein- 
stated, after  tiaving  paid  three  or  four  or 
flv«  tbonaand  dollars  previously,  he  will 
Iwgin  to  pay  again  and  continue  pay- 
ing for  five  or  six  months,  possibly 
for  twelve  months  a  sum  In  addition  to 
what  he  has  paid  before,  and  find  in  the 
end  that  bis  certificate  may  be  rejected,  and 
he  will  lose  the  money  he  has  paid.  I  shall 
accept  the  Bill,  If  It  cannot  be  helped,  but 
would  It  not  be  better  to  shorten  the  time  ? 
The  company  should,  within  a  few  months, 
be  In  a  position  to  have  that  examination 
made.  Those  who  represent  the  ^ompany- 
are  so  reasonable  that  I  think  they  will  see 
the  objection  Is  one  that  i;  to  be  met,  and 
they  wilt  consent  to  shorten  the  period. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  do  not  think  there 
Is  any  reason  to  complain  of  the  delay 
when  you  consider  the  number  of  persons 
admitted  every  month.  It  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  company's  surgeon  to  prompt- 
ly examine  all  the  cases.  It  is  only  where 
■  doubt  Is  expressed  at  the  time  the  blanket 
certifl  ;nte  was  given.  You  do  not  want  to 
load  :hls  company  down  with  any  more 
expenjes  than  are  necessary.  You  would 
not  want  to  load  my  bon.  friend  down  by 
requiring  him  to  have  medical  examina- 
tion. Therefore  It  is  in  the  Interest  of  the 
insured  and  of  the  company  that  we  accept 
tbe  proposition  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry.  It  Is  fair  and  Just,  and  tho 
best  you  could  devise  to  protect  both  the 
company  and  the  parties  Interested. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  have 
not  changed  my  views,  notwithstanding  the 
explanations  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry.  He  makes  a  declaration  that 
be  desh-es  to  place  tbe  reinsured  person  In 
a  position  not  to  be  at  the  mercy  of  the 
company,  and  yet  be  gives  the  company 
twelve  months  In  which  to  take  advantage 
of  the  certificate  given  by  the  local  physi- 
cian. The  only  good  reason  I  have  hearci 
for  a  twelve  months'  limit  Is  that  advanced 
by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  St.  Thomas 
Hon.  Ur.  DAVID. 


(Hon.  Mr.  Wilson),  that  Is,  the  extent  of  tbe 
business  being  so  great  It  would  necessitate 

the  employment  of  a  number  of  physlclani 
at  tbe  bead  office  iu  order  to  make  the  ei- 
amlnatlon.  Now  If  you  desire  to  place  the 
reinsured  In  a  position  which  makes  bis 
policy  secure  for  the  future,  the  sooner  that 
Is  established  by  the  company's  physiclin 
euminlog  the  certlfloites  which  hare  been 
given  by  the  local  examiner,  the  better  for 
tbe  insured.  When  the  loc^I  certificate  of 
health  of  tbe  applicant  to  be  reinsured  is  re- 
ceived before  a  new  policy  Is  made,  that  <xt- 
tlficate  I  take  It  is  sent  to  the  bead  office  bj- 
the  agent  of  tbe  company.  How  is  tbe 
medical  officer  of  the  company  to  examine 
tbat  certificate  to  ascertain  whether  tlw 
answers  will  enable  him  to  judge  of  tbe 
applicant's  state  of  health  ?  No  one  knows 
better  than  the  hon.  gentleman,  from  St 
Thomas  tbat  a  larger  number  of  questions 
may  be  answered  by  tbe  local  phyti- 
eian  In  such  a  manner  that  if  the 
certificate  were  placed  before  tbe  hon. 
gentieman  aa  the  examiner  of  the 
company  be  would  reject  it  at  once 
or  wonid  send  It  back  for  more  detailed  la- 
formation.  I  am  speaking  of  what  I  knon 
takes  place.  How  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
propose  to  get  over  tbat  difficulty  ?  I  tbink 
it  is  only  Just  to  the  company  that  tbej 
should  have  a  protection  of  tbat  kind,  but 
tbe  question  is,  if  tbe  physician  at  the  head 
office,  after  examining  the  certificate,  re- 
jects It,  and  says  that  tbe  applicant  cannot 
be  reinstated  on  account  of  tbe  state  of  bis 
health,  who  Is  to  judge  then  V  Is  that  to  be 
the  final  rejection  of  the  applicant  for  re- 
insurance ?  I  think  it  should  be.  I  bare 
not  had  that  answwed  yet.  I  know  geue^ 
ally  If  the  certificate  of  tbe  local  physician 
appointed  by  the  head  office  is  rejected  at 
the  bead  office,  the  applicant  does  not  get 
a  policy.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  says  It  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  company  to  enter  the  action  In  tbe 
courts ;  what  action  Is  tbe  company  to 
take  ?  If  the  local  physician  certifies  the 
health  of  tbe  applicant,  and  the  physician 
at  tbe  bead  office  rejects  It,  there  is  an  end 
of  it  Do  you  suppose  the  company  are 
going  into  litigation  to  ascertain  if  tbelr 
medical  officer  has  put  the  correct  interpre- 
tation on  the  certificate  ?  I  look  upon  that 
as  utterly  Impracticable.    I  bave  a  mncb 
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blgber  opinion  of  Jadses  than  my  bou.  friend 
from  Victoria  appears  to  have  ;  I  would  be 
quite  willing  to  take  tbe  decision  of  tbe 
judge  without  a  Jury  at  all.  I  think  twelve 
Dionths  is  a  longer  time  than  a  man  ought 
to  be  kept  In  aumtense. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEKR  (Toronto)— The'  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  been  drawing  a  deduction  from 

the  ordinary  course  of  life  Insurance  busi- 
ness as  carried  on  by  companies.  Bear  in 
mind  in  that  case  what  happens.  A  local 
agent  solicits  and  gets  an  application,  and 
takes  the  applicant  to  a  doctor.  What 
doctor  ?  The  medical  officer  of  the  com- 
pany. So  that  at  the  very  initiation  of 
tbe  business,  the  company  has  the  protec- 
tion of  an  examination  of  the  case  by  its 
own  medical  officer.  More,  that  examina- 
tion is,  as  has  been  explained  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Glengarry,  an  exhaustive  one, 
an  examination  for  which  the  applicant  Is 
obliged  to  pay.  He  Is  catechised  on  every 
question  which  the  medical  officer  of  the 
company  deems  of  importance  to  determine 
tbe  state  of  bis  health  at  tbe  time,  and 
that  is  placed  on  record,  and  the  answers 
given  are  all  binding  and  couclnstve  on 
the  person  who  gives  tbe  information.  That 
kind  of  infonnatlon  which  contains  tbe 
history  of  the  family,  of  tbe  person  himself 
who  has  been  examined,  of  bis  life  and 
habits,  tbe  respiration,  the  blood  and  other 
tests,  all  of  which  is  taken  by  the  officer 
of  tbe  company  And  forwarded  to  tbe  head 
office.  With  a  knowledge  of  who  the  medi- 
cal man  is,  and  the  experience  atad  care 
which  that  medical  officer  has  devoted  to 
examinations,  the  head  medical  officer  can 
very  quickly  determine  whether  there  siiould 
be  farther  information  obtained  or  not.  But 
that  is  not  tbe  case  here.  The  applicant 
for  reinsurance  Is  relieved  from  all  that. 
The  examination  Is  the  examination  of  n 
medical  man  of  his  own  choosing,  having 
no  connection  with  the  company  In  doing  It 
The  nature  of  the  examination  whicli  be 
makes  is  not  disclosed,  and  the  only  thing 
he  certifies  to  is  tbe  conclusion,  not  as  to 
what  the  record  of  the  applicant  or  his  fam- 
ily has  been,  or  anything  else,  but  the  cer- 
tificate he  gives  Is  as  to  liIs  then  being  in 
good  health.  That  is  the  broad,  simple  cer- 
tificate. That  goes  to  the  bead  medical 
officer  of  the  company.    What  Information 


does  that  give  him  ?  Here  Is  a  certificate 
from  a  medical  man  In  good  standing  no 
doubt.  It  goes  to  New  YoEb,  and  simply 
tells  that  the  man  is  in  good  health.  Tbe 
point  arises,  is  it  an  unreasonable  time,  con- 
sidering you  are  taklug  his  statement  and 
that  the  certificate  so  given  is  to  become 
conclusive  after  a  certain  time  ;  whether 
true  or  false  is  to  bind  the  company,  whe- 
ther the  medical  officer  who  made  it  has 
been  deceived  or  careless,  or  Indifferent,  or 
partial  to  the  insured.  Now  In  other  com- 
panies that  Is  not  so.  In  other  companies 
the  certificate  of  their  own  officer  and  tbe 
statements  of  the  man  himself  as  to  bis 
state  of  health  and  history  are  not  cou- 
cluslTe,  and  as  a  rule  and  It  is  only  of  late 
years  that  tbe  practice  has  been  Introduced 
—tbe  policy  is  only  conclusive  after  a  period 
of  three  years ;  in  fact  In  some  policies  five 
years,  and  in  older  policies  it  never  was  con- 
clusive at  all.  All  the  policies  I  bold 
being  old  policies,  there  is  nothing  of 
the  kind  in  them.  So  that  tbe  re- 
ports that  are  made  as  to  'the  state  of 
health  at  that  time  made  by  the  person  nre 
binding  on  him,  and  the  company  could  take 
advantage  of  them  fifty  years  afterwards ; 
but  In  this  case  It' Is  not  so.  Having  re- 
gard to  that,  and  tbe  large  amount  of  busi- 
ness that  Is  being  done  by  the  company  all 
over  tbe  United  States,  as  well  as  in  Can- 
ada, one  year  Is  a  very  short  time  to  leave 
tbe  certificate  open  and  be  subject  to  Inves- 
tigation by  the  company.  Then  some  informa- 
tion may  reach  the  company,  or  for  somef 
reason  or  other  they  think  it  Is  a  case  they 
bad  better  examine.  One  year  is  a  short 
time,  Tbe  company  will  no  doubt  do  It  as 
quickly  as  they  can.  Ab  Ions  as  they  do  it 
they  take  all  the  risk.  When  they  do  it  they 
have  the  evidence  of  their  medical  officer, 
and  It  would  be  a  hard  thing  to  tie  them 
down  to  a  shorter  period.  Supposing  their 
medical  officer  makes  an  examination,  and 
discloses  to  tbe  company  from  tala  examina- 
tion the  record  of  the  person,  and  shows 
that  during  recent  years  the  man  has  been 
afflicted  with  diseases  which  must  bave  re- 
mained in  his  system,  and  from  which  he 
could  not  have  been  free  on  bis  previous 
examination,  and  which  had  perhaps  es- 
caped tbe  attention  of  tbe  officer  altogether, 
or  on  which  be  might  have  been  misled, 
the  company  should  have  a  right  to  say. 
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'  We  impeacli  the  certificate  which  was 
given,'  and  the  onus  would  be  on  them  to 
enter  a  suit  to  avoid  the  certificate  and  to 
avoid  the  policy  which  was  based  upon  it 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— The  onus  yon  say 
is  on  the  conapany  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Torooto)— The  onus  Is  on 
the  company  to  impeach.  The  company  are 
making  a  large,  concession  In  taking  a 
blanket  certificate  of  good  bealfb,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  I  think  It  is  a  very  reason- 
able, in  fact  a  rather  short  time  indeed 
which  Is  allowed  to  them  during  which  to 
impeach  a  case  of  fraud.  I  think  it  is  a 
reasonable  time,  having  regard  to  the  nature 
of  the  examinations  they  may  think  it 
necessary  to  make  in  order  to  satisfy 
themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Is  the  examina- 
tion of  their  own  medical  men  likely  to 
be  as  critical  and  severe  that  made  gener 
ally  to-day  in  insurauce  ?  If  that  is  the 
case  there  are  very  few  of  these  applicants 
who  will  pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  examlna- 
tiou  ought  to  be  definite  In  all  particulars. 
I  am  talking  of  tlie  duty  of  tbe  medical 
officer  towards  the  couipany.  I  assume 
there  is  a  case  in  which,  six  months  before, 
a  certificate  of  good  health  was  given,  and 
on  which  a  policy  was  issued,  and  the  com- 
pany send  their  medical  officer  to  investi- 
gate the  case.  It  would  be  his  duty  to  make 
such  a  searching  luquiry  to  find  out,  not 
whether  the  man  when  he  made  the  applica- 
tion then  is  in.  good  health,  but  whether  the 
statement  that  he  was  in  good  health,  made 
by  the  medical  officer  before,  was  con'ect 
or  not.  The  man  may  be  in  bad  health 
at  the  end  of  the  six  months.  That  would 
not  impeach  the  certificate,  if  the  certificate 
was  true  at  the  time  it  was  given.  Unless 
tbe  company  is  satisfied,  and  can  show  that 
it  is  justified  in  saying  that  was  a  case  of 
fraud  or  misrepresentation,  that  the  man 
was  in  bad  health,  that  be  was  dying  at  tbe 
time,  or  otherwise  impeach  the  truth  of  the 
statement  that  he  was  then  in  good  health — 
unless  that  Is  done,  the  company  would 
never  be  justified  in  Impeaching  him  and 
could  not  do  so  because  of  tlie  state  of  his 
hoaltli  at  the  time  the  second  examination 
took  place,  but  on  tbe  state  of  his  health 
at  the  time  the  medical  officer  gave  the 
certificate. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBHR  (Toronto). 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^ 
Answer  me  this  question  ;  supposing  a  ce^ 
tificate  of  health  has  been  sent  to  the  bead 
office,  and  It  remains  there  six:  or  eigbt 
months,  and  after  a  second  examioatioD 
has  been  made  tlirougli  a  medical  officer,  ot 
any  other  person,  and  they  find  tta^  vonld 
be  Justified  in  Impeaching  the  first  certifl- 
cate,  whom  would  they  notify  ?  WooW 
they  notify  the  person  who  made  the  ap- 
plication ?  Does  the  hon.  gentleman  tell 
us  that  the  company  would  go  into  coort 
to  verify  the  position  that  they  are  taking  ? 
Would  it  not  devolve  upon  the  applicant 
to  go  into  court'  to  show  that  the  original 
certificate  was  bad  ?  I  understood  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  say  that  once  the  certificate 
is  impeached,  the  company  would  haw 
to  go  into  court  to  sustain  that  impeach- 
ment ■?   Is  that  the  position  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Yes.  It  Isdone 
now  in  oi'diuary  life  insurance  business.  A 
fraudulent  statement  Is  made  and  tiie  com- 
pany find  it  out,  at  any  time,  It  may  be  ten 
yeara  afterwards,  and  they  take  proceedings 
to  impeach  that  policy. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Sa 

Hon.  Mr.  CLO RAN— Supposing  I  am  an 
old  policy-holder,  and  I  want  to  be  rein- 
stated. I  get  a  certificate  from  Dr.  Sulli- 
van or  Dr.  Wilson  that  I  am  not  troubled 
with  cancer,  and  I  present  that  to  the  com- 
pany. Subsequently  should  I  be  attacked 
by  cancer,  am  I  responsible  for  tbe  certifi- 
cate given  by  the  doctor?  It  is  not  the 
doctor  the  company  will  take  action  agaiusu 
but  against  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  case  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman suggests  cannot  occur  at  all.  No  such 
certificate  is  to  be  ^ven.  It  aimply  cerUfles 
that  tlie  party  is  in  good  health  at  tbe  thne 
he  is  examined— nothing  more  or  less.  It 
is  either  true  or  false.  If  it  is  true,  thai 
the  party  is  fully  protected.  If  It  is  false, 
and  the  compafny  can  show  In  tbe  conrl 
that  it  is  false,  and  not  given  in  good  faltli. 
they  are  not  liable. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Let  us  make  It  plai" 
now  for  a  thousand  years  to  come. 
us  suppose  that  I  have  a  certificate  from  mJ 
doctor,  who  certifies  that  I  am  not  afflicted 
with  any  disease  on  tbe  let  August 
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Hod.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— Tbat  yon  are 
in  good  bealtb  7 

Hod.  Mr.  GLOSAN— And  tlie  medical  ofB- 
cer  of  the  company  has  no  time  to  come  and 
ezamlae  me,  until  twelve  months  after- 
wards. In  the  meantime  cancer  has  de- 
veloped and  the  company's  doctor  finds  It 
out.  What  is  going  to  be  my  position  ?  My 
doctor  has  given  a  certificate  in  good  faith, 
bat  the  company's  doctor  finds  my  condition 
somewhat  different  twelve  months  after- 
wards.  Where  am  I  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Ton  are  protected. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-How  7 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— By  this  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  is  all  I  want  to 
know.  I  do  not  want  to  be  protected  by  the 
courts.   I  wish  to  be  protected  by  the  law. 

The  question  being  put  by  the  Speaker, 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— Would  this  amended 

section  be  subject  to  revision  ? 

The  SPEAKER— This  has  been  discussed. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— I  have  right  to 
wpeak. 

The  SPEAKER— WUl  the  hon.  gentleman 
be  good  enough  to  sit  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  shall,  but  1  have 

a  right  to  speak. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  has 
no  right  to  speak  after  X  have  put  tbe  ques- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX>RAN— The  question  has  not 
been  put.  I  think  the  Speaker  should  not 
be  in  any  haste.  He  can  fumiab  me  infoi'- 
mation  If  he  cannot  give  me  understanding. 
I  find  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  quite 
willing  to  give  me  information,  and  I  do 
not  see  why  hon.  senators  should  object  to 
hiformation  being  furnished  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  ^Ink  the  hon.  gen- 
tieman  should  assist  In  maintaining  proper 
decorum  in  this  House,  Where  is  the  Sen- 
ate to  stand  in  the  estimation  of  the  public, 
if  we  adopt  this  practice,  which  seems  to  be 
Inaugurated,  of  insisting  on  speaking  when 
called  to  order.  The  hon.  Speaker  has  de- 
clared this  motion  carried. 

The  SPEAKER— No. 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— He  has  pat  the  mo- 
tion. 

Tbe  SPBAEEB— I  had  asked  the  House 
if  they  were  ready  for  the  question  and  1 
had  read  the  question  but  had  not  taken  the 
voices. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  voices  were  not 
taken. 

The  SPEAKER— No. 

The  amendment  was  carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  move  that  the  Bill 
be  further  amended,  as  follows  : — 

7th.  By  striking  out  the  words  '  In  respect 
to  the  said  aaseasment  policies  '  in  clause  6,  aod 
adding  at  the  end  of  said  clause  the  follow- 
ing : — '  and  shall  In  all  respects  he  subject  to 

sections  33  and  34  of  the  Insurance  Act.' 

I  have  already  explained  tbe  object  of 
tbe  amendment.  These  words  are  struck  out " 
for  the  purpose  of  covering  the  whole  de- 
posit in  the  hands  of  the  government,  in- 
stead of  covering  only  part  of  the  deposit, 
$228,000,  which  was  applicable  to  assess- 
ment policies  only,  so  that  It  will  have  the 
effect  of  binding  tbe  whole  deposit  in  the 
hands  of  the  government,  and  tbe  addition 
to  the  clause,  though  for  my  part  I  think 
it  Is  unnecessary  to  remove  the  objection 
which  is— and  In  fact  I  had  myself  prepared 
it  before,  becanse  I  expected  that  tbe  objec- 
tion would  be  made,  that  any  portion  of 
that  deposit  may  •  be  removed.  It  Is 
to  make  It  plain  that  tbe  deposit  shall 
remain  subject  to  tbe  operation  of  sections 
33  and  34,  which  sections  provide  that  the 
money  thus  deposited  remains  in  tbe  hands 
of  the  government,  and  caimot  be  paid 
back  to  the  company  ;  and  that  if  ths  com- 
pany is  unable  to  carry  out  its  obligations 
towards  its  policy-holders,  it  may  be  used 
m  satisfaction  of  judgments  obtained  against 
tbe  company,  and  If  the  company  failed 
then  the  money  Is  used  by  the  Superintend- 
ent of  Insurance,  in  reinsuring  all  tbe  risks 
with  solvent  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  McSWBENET— I  think  you  will 
find  under  the  present  Act,  that  the  policy- 
holders have  greater  security  than  under 
this.  If  you  read  all  of  Mr.  Eldridge's  testi- 
mony in  part  No.  3  of  the  Select  Committee's 
report,  you  will  find  that  it  is  stated  that 
the  Canadian  policy-holders  have  the  pro- 
tection of  every  other  dollar  of  the  com- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


841 


SENATE 


paiiy's  assets,  no  matter  where  situated. 
Under  tbUi  they  would  not  hare  that  pro- 
tection. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Yes.  exactly.  Tbts  is 
a  Bpeclal  guarantee,  over  and  above  the 

recourse  against  all  the  assets  of  the  com- 
pany elsewhere,  here  or  In  the  United  States. 
It  is  not  limited  at  all.  It  Is  dealing  with 
the  deposits ;  the  company  is  liable  on  all 
its  assets. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  &EIQUE— I  move  that  the  BUI 
be  further  amended  by  substituting  the  pro- 
posed amendments  which  stand  in  the  name 
of  the  hou.  Senator  McMuIlen,  and  adding 
paragraph  8  of  my  amendments.  It  would 
read  as  follows 

7.  Nothing  In  this  Act  shall  affect  an?  suit. 
.  action  or  other  proceeding  now  pending  or 
which  hereafter  may  be  brought  In  respect  of 
anj  poller  or  claim  against  the  company. 

Nor  ahaJl  tills  Act  apply  to  policies  In  respect 
to  which  any  contract  or  agreement  may  have 
.been  made  by  the  company  with  holders  of 
cerLlBcates  for  commutation  of  their  assessments 
and  the  payment  of  uniform  rates,  without  the 
consent  of  the  holders  6f  such  certificates. 

This  addition  Is  necessary,  because  certain 
parties  might  not  be  covered  by  the  clause 

as  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Wellington.  It  is  to  protect  the  parties  who 
have  dealt  with  the  company,  and  who  claim 
that  they  have  entered  Into  an  agreement 
with  the  company  whereby  their  assess- 
ments were  commuted  to  fixed  rates. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAX— I  wonld  put  It  In 
a  shorter  way,  to  read  thus  : 

Nor  shall  it  affect  any  right  which  a  policy- 
holder had  previous  to  this  Act. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  the  hon. 
Speaker  has  a  mode  which  is  a  little  too 

hasty.  When  an  hon.  member  suggests 
an  amendment  it  is  not  taken  notice  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  just  suggested  it 
as  being  more  comprehensive  and  more  to 
the  point,  and  did  not  consider  the  phrase- 
ology, but  I  do  not  care. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  should  like  to  know 
if  the  hou.  member  from  de  Salaberry  ac- 
cepts ttie  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  think  the  clause  is 
properly  worded. 

Hon.  Mr.  HcSWEBNBT. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  amendment  has 
been  carried,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  Is  out 
of  ordOT. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  simply  suggested 
it  as  being  comprehensive  and  brief. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  have  no  fnrthei 
suggestion  to  make,  except  to  ask  that 
paragraph  B  of  section  8  be  struck  out,  and 
that  the  following  words  be  added  after  the 

word  'policies.' 

Including  those  entitled  to  be  revived  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Hear,  hear.  I  wUl 
second  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— 1  think  that  that 
notice  should  be  of  such  a  character  that  It 
will  give  the  policy-holder  who  had  a  right 
to  come  in,  some  Intelligent  idea  of  what 
be  would  have  to  comply  with  under  the 
Act,  and  I  would  suggest  that  the  circular, 
which  Is  signed  by  the  company,  should 
be  approved  of  by  the  Superintendent  of 
Insurance,  which  would  give  the  Insured  ao 
Idea  as  to  what  be  would  have  to  do  to 
comply  With  this  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Better  leave  It  as 
It  is.     It  would  complicate  matters. 

Hon.  iu.r.  BEIQUE — ^Tbe  company  had 
better  be  kept  responsible  for  fnrnlshiiig 
the  details.  The  clause  is  very  simple,  I 
think. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOEAN— It  does  not  cover  the 

policy-holders  under  clause  H. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— The  amendment  is 
exactly  to  cover  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  all  right 
The  senator  wants  to  protect  the  iwilcy- 
holder.  That  protection  will  be  given  to 
those  who  receive  the  registered  letter,  and 
where  will  those  who  do  not  receive  the 
letter  receive  their  protection  ?  I  would 
suggest  to  have  them  announce  It  lu  the 
public  press. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS — Oh.  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Letters  sent  to 
where  1  lived  ten  years  ago  would  never 
reach  me.  I  am  anxious  In  the  iuterests 
of  the  policy-holders,  and  I  think  it  Is  bettff 
to  make  the  matter  perfect  now  tban  to  let 
the  law  courts  settle  it  later  on. 
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Hod.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— This  BUI  has 
been  the  subject  of  a  great  deal  of  luqnlry, 
and  I  donbt  whether  there  Is  a  pollcy-hoia- 
er  who  does  not  understand  whnt  has  been 
going  on  here.  He  will  know  nil  about  It, 
bat  this  Is  a  supplementary  matter.  Every 
one  entitled  to  it  will  have  a  notice  sent  to 
Mm. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— And  the  issuing  of 
tbe  license  has  to  be  published  in  the  'Offi- 
cial Gazette,*  and  it  will  be  well  known. 

The  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  not  sure  if  there 
Is  not  a  clause  in  the  Bill  in  which  the 
words  *  three  months'  occur,  where  it  should 
be  made  *  four.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— How  WiU  clause 
7  affect  the  assessment  policy-holders,  wlio 
may  remain  In  that  class  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  gives  them  an  open 
floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  amendments  are 
all  right. 

Hon.  Mr. .  KERR  (Toronto)  moved  the 
third  reading  of  tbe  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— In  regard  to  the 
notice  of  motion  which  I  placed  on  the  or- 
der paper,  that  the  deposit  made  at  Ottawa 
Bbould  not  be  withdrawn,  but  should  re- 
main for  the  benefit  of  the  policy-holders  

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUBJ— That  is  fully  covered. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  wish  to  suggest  that 
as  the  alterations  which  have  been  made  in 
this  Bill  are  bo  numerous,  and  contain  mat- 
ter which  requires  consideration,  that  the 
third  reading  should  be  postponed  until  the 
BUI  has  been  r^rlnted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  think  It  Is  all 
right.   There  is  no  obstruction  oiTered. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Allow  me  to  say  that 
I  feel  the  responsibility  I  have  taken  In 
interfering  to  the  extent  that  I  have  lu 
this  Bill,  and  if  I  had  any  hesitation  1 
would  very  gladly  suggest  that  It  be  de- 
ferred, but  I  have  given  such  close  atten- 
tion to  the  clauses  that  I  am  satisfied  there 
can  be  no  objection.  Otherwise  I  would 
not  like  to  take  that  responsibility,  be- 
cause   I   feel   that    I   would    be  open 


to  reproach,  but  the  BUI  has  to  go  to 
the  Commons,  and  the  end  of  the  session 
may  come  very  soon,  I  think  we  should  not 
run  any  risk,  and  pass  the  Bill  as  soon  as 
possible.  I  suggest  that,  because  I  attached 
a  great  deal  of  importance  to  the  measure  In 
the  Interest  of  the  policy-holders. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  make  the  regular  mo- 
tion in  amendment,  that  the  BUI  be  reprint- 
ed, with  all  the  alterations,  before  it  be  read 
a  third  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  think  It  Is  well 
hon.  senators  should  express  their  opinion 
in  the  matter.  I  understand  the  necessity 
of  passing  this  measure,  in  view  of  the  ap- 
proaching end  of  the  session,  but  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  as  well  as 
myself,  will  understand  that  senators,  who 
should  vote  with  their  eyes  open,  aftar  read- 
ing every  clause  of  that  Bill,  should  be  en- 
titled to  at  least  twenty-four  hours  before 
easting  a  vote,  and  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Sarnia  has  made  a  very  wise 
and  prudent  request.  I  admit  it  Is  exceed- 
ingly necessary,  In  view  of  the  approaching' 
close  of  the  session,  that  the  BUI  should  be 
passed  at  once,  but  it  Is  a  dangerous  pre- 
cedent to  establish.  This  is  a  Bill  which 
will  give  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  litigation, 
and  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any  objec- 
tion to  postponing  It  till  four  o'clock  to- 
morrow, when  we  can  get  the  reprinted 
Bill.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  know 
enough  of  the  BUI  to  cast  a  vote  now,  but 
I  know  there  are  senators  wbo  have  uot 
been  able  to  follow  the  Bill  as  assiduously 
as  many  of  us  have  done,  and  on  these 
grounds  I  coincide  with  the  views  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  member  from  Sarnia. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  motion 
for  the  third  reading  Is  put,  I  wish  to  ask 
the  hon.  Speaker  if  we  are  In  order.. 

The  SPEAKER— 1  think  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT — ^Amendments  were 
reported  from  the  Senate  committee  which 
were  read  once.  I  tbink  they  should  be 
read  twice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  has  never  been  the 
practice  on  third  readings. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDET— An  ameDdment  to  a 

public  Bill  is  read  twice. 

The  SPEAKEI^-I  have  never  known  it 
during  the  time  I  have  been  In  the  Senate. 

The  motion  is  carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— 18  n^y  point  carri- 
ed ?  Did  the  hon.  Speaker  decide  that  my 

point  was  carried  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  WILSON— He  said  there  was 
nothing  in  the  point  of  order. 

The  SPBAKER— The  uniform  practice  has 
been  that  these  amendments  are  read  and 
concurred  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  speaking  of  the 
first  amendment  made  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  were  adopted 
long  ago. 

The  SPEAKER— Those  amendments  were 
eoucurred  In  when  the  report  was  adopted. 
The  question  is  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill.  I  do  not  think  the  point  of  order  is 
well  taken. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  third  time. 

The  CLERK— BUI  (H)  An  Act  to  amend 
the  Insurance  Act — this  Bill  is  read  a 
third  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  That  is  not  the  BiU  we  have  been 
discussing. 

The  SPBAKEE^The  hon.  gentleman  rais- 
ed that  question  at  an  earlier  stage  to-day, 
and  I  then  read  the  rule  from  Bourinot, 
that  the  title  was  to  be  chained  at  the  final 
motion  for  the  third  reading  of  the  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 

order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  Bill  has  to  be  read 
a  tiiird  time  at  any  rate.  Read  the  BUI. 

The  BiU  was  then  read  the  third  time. 

Tilt!  sriO.VKKU— Tliis  Bill  lias  been  read 
a  third  time,  and  it  is  moved  by  the  hon. 
geuttoiiian  from  Toronto  that  the  title  be 

ciKiiij:ei.I— ^ 

Hon.  Sir  M.VCKENZIE  ROWELL— I  ob- 
siH've  tliat  this  is  an  Act  to  aiiu'iid  tiie  In- 
suraiico  .Vet.     If  I   understand  the  point, 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


It  is  that  the  title  of  the  BiU  shall  be  ii 

amended. 

The  SPEAKER— Yes,  the  House  has  al- 
ready decided  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  poiiit  «t 
order.  The  motion  now  before  the  eluir 
Is  that  the  Utie  of  the  Bill  should  be  ameiitl- 
ed.  I  contend  that  that  motion  Is  not  in 
order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  BUI  has  beei  mi 
the  third  time  and  the  motion  Is  superfluous, 
the  House  having  already  decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  motion  Is  to 
change  the  title,  and  I  am  raising  the  point 
of  order  on  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— I  withdnw 
the  motion. 

The  SPEAKER-The  motion  has  been 
withdrawn. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
What  motion  was  withdrawn  ? 

The  SPEAKER— The  motion  that  the  title 
be  so-and-so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIr-Then 
I  understand  the  title  is  *  An  Act  respecting 
the  Canadian  assessment  policy-holders  in 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  tnsuranee  Com- 
pany,' and  not  *  An  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Insurance  Act.'  The  recommendaUou 
of  the  committee  makes  this  change;  nuw 
Is  it  necessary  to  have  a  motion  ? 

Hou.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hold  hero  one  ol  the 
most  recent  works  on  the  subject,  and  tLr- 
rule  is,  after  the  tWrd  reading  of  the  Biii 
the  title  may,  if  necessary,  be  amended  fo\ 
the  purpose  of  making  it  conform  to  tne 
contents  ot  the  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— But  it  was  aineudeii 
before. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  recommended 
by  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Aud  adopted  by  tin- 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  b^  my  hon.  friend* 
pardon.     When  the  recommendation  came 

from  the  committee,  it  was  eousldered  by 
the  House,  and  it  was  understood  b.«" 
self  and  by  others  who  expressed  an  opinio" 
on  it,  that  the  proper  time  to  fix  the  cr- 
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rect  title  was  after  the  third  reading,  and 
before  the  Bill  passed. 

Hon.  Mrs  .LANDRY— If  the  hon,  gen- 
tleman will  look  at  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  he  will  find  that  the  report  of  the 
committee  changing  the  title  was  adopted 
by  the  Senate.  When  an  amendment  is 
adopted  I  do  not  know  of  any  authority  that 
win  say  that  a  thing  that  has  already  been 
adopted  shall  be  adopted  at  another  time. 

The  SPEAKBB^-The  question  Is  that  this 
Bill  do  now  pass,  and  that  the  title  be  '  An 
Act  respecting  the  Canadian  assessment 
policy-holders  in  the  Mutual  BJtaerve  Life 
Insurance  Company.* 

The  Bill  passed. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  July  SB,  190Jf. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Cbnir  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUXi>  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION COMMITTEE  SEVENTH 
REPORT. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  the  adoption  of 
the 

Seveotb  Report  of  the  Select  StandiDs  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  Investigate  the  positloa  of 
the  Mutttal  Reserrve  Fund  Life  Association  of 
New  York. 

Mr.  BEIQUE— The  report  of  the  Select 
Committee  now  before  this  honourable 
House  contains  the  following  lnformatlon>- 

1.  At  8  meeting  of  your  committee  held  on 
12th  July  instant,  a  certain  document  was  pro- 
duced and  admitted  in  evidence  as  Exhibit  No. 
39,  a  copy  ot  which  is  contained  in  the  copy  of 
the  evidence  herewith  submitted. 

2.  At  a  meeting  of  rour  committee  held  on  the 
ISih  July  instant,  it  was  moved  by  the  Hon,  Mr. 
Lougheed  : 

That  the  committee  reconsider  its  action  of 
the  12th  instant  in  admitting  Exhibit  Xo.,36. 

In  amendment  thereto,  it  was  moved  by  the 
Hon.  Mr.  Landry  : 

That  all  the  words  after  '  That  '  be  struck  out 
and  the  following  substituted  :  the  Exhibit  No. 
36,  accepted  yesterday,  the  12th  Instant,  by  this 
commitiee.  be  considered  as  tending  to  prove 
the  consideration  for  which  _a  sum  of  $5,000  has 
been  paid  by  the  Mutual  Reserve  Company  to 
one  Patterson  and  not  as  a  proof  of  the  truth 
of  the  charges  which  such  document  contains. 

3-  It  was  objected,  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bglque. 
that  the  amendment  was  out  of  order,  on  the 
ground  that  Exhibit  Xo.  36,  having  been  offered 


for  evidence  and  received  as  such,  could  not 
now  be  qualified  as  sought  to  be  done  by  the 
amendment ;  that,  moreover,  the  said  amead- 
meot  was  not  in  accordance  with  the  facts. 

Exhibit  No.  36  contains  a  libel  which  was 
published  by  a  witness  who  was  examined 
before  the  committees-one  Patterson. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  ot 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  is  appealing 
to  this  House  from  a  decision  given  by  the 
chairman  of  the  select  committee.  He  has 
DO  right  to  do  so.  He  cannot  point  out  in 
any  of  our  rules  anything  which  gives  per- 
mission to  make  such  an  appeal.  Commit- 
tees are  of  two  kinds,  Committees  of  the 
Whole  and  select  or  standing  committees. 
An  appeal  Is  given  in  the  House  of  Commons 
from  a  decision  of  the  chairman  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  where  all  the  members 
are  In  the  chamber,  and  where  everybody 
knows  what  is  going  on.  Such  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  chairman  to  the 
House,  Is  permitted  under  a  special  rule  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  in  cases  of 
standing  or  select  committees  there  is  no 
appeal  at  all,  and  in  the  Senate  there  is  no 
appeal  In  any  case.  In  this  case  the  rules  of 
the  House  of  Lords  apply  to  the  Senate  and 
if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  look  at  page  375 
of. May  he  will  find  this  : 

Following  the  principles  which  govern  pro- 
cedure In  Committee  ot  the  Whole  House— no 
appeal  can  be  made  to  the  Speaker  regarding 
the  decisions  and  rulings  of  a  chairman  ot  a 

standing  committee. 

That  settles  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE-The  autliority  cited 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not  sustain  his 
propositioD.  It  Is  not  an  appeal  to  the 
Speaker,  that  I  am  Intending  to  make,  it  is 

f.n  a]>peal  to  the  House.  I  must  say  first  of 
all  that  the  hon.  member  has  changed  his 
opinionr  because  tu  the  committee  he  sug- 
gested himself  that  it  was  to  the  House  the 
appeal  should  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 

order.  The  lion,  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
refer  to  what  has  tnkeu  place  iu  the  com- 
mittee, or  to  any  statement  I  may  or  I  may 
not  have  made  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  wifllng  to  with- 
draw the  statement  if  I  have  no  right  to 
make  It,  but  I  have  an  impression  that  I 
have  the  riBlit.  from  the  fact  that  the  evi- 
dence is  Iwfore  the  House. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Take  only  what  Is  In 

tbe  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUS— I  am  not  sure  If  that 
appears  In  the  evidence  or  not 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  am  sore  it  does 
not 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  bare  no  objection 
to  withdraw  the  statement ;  I  do  not  at- 
tach much  Importance  to  that.  What  I  de- 
sire to  say  Is.  that  this  House  has  absolute 
Jurisdiction  over  all  the  bnslness  which 
comes  before  it,  and  before  Its  committees, 
whether  standing  or  select  committees,  and 
this  Jurisdiction  can  only  be  limited  by 
special  rules  adopted  by  the  House.  If  tbc; 
lion,  member  can  cite  any  such  special  rule, 
then  his  point  of  order  might  be  well  taken, 
but  In  the  absence  of  any  such  rule,  I  claim 
that  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  House  is  abso- 
lute and  entire,  and  that  the  House  has  com- 
plete control  over  Its  committees.  Wiil  it 
be  contended  that  It  would  not  be  In  the 
power  of  this  House  to  say  that  any  griev- 
nuee  which  may  arise  in  a  select  committee 
shall  be  remedied  ?  Will  It  be  contended 
that  the  hands  of  this  House  are  tied  up  iu 
that  manner,  and  that  It  would  not  be  entitled 
to  act  If  a  wrong  decision  Is  given  by  the 
chairman  of  a  select  committee  and  -he 
would  have  allowed  any  amount  of  libels  to 
go  on  the  record  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  rise  to  a  point  of 

order.  I  want  the  hon.  gentleman  to  prove 
that  the  chairman  of  the  committee  has  al- 
lowed libels  to  go  in  the  evidence.  He  has 
no  right  to  make  such  an  assertion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  did  not  make  that 
statement 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  the.  chairman  of  the  committee 
ullowed  any  amount  of  libel  to  go  on  the 
evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  arguing  in  a 
general  way,  and  I  ask  whether  the  House 
uould  not  have  a  right  to  say  that  libellous 
evidence  which  might  be  admitted  under 
the  ruling  of  the  chairman  of  a  select 
committee,  should  remain  on  the  records  oC 
the  committee  or  of  the  House  ?  The  pro- 
position cannot  be  seriously  discussed,  un- 
less the  hon.  member  Is  able  to  show  that 
Hie  House  has  divested  Itself  of  control  over 
its  committees. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQITE. 


Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— I  have  not  studied 
this  question  In  its  detail,  but  It  strlkeg  me 
the  whole  discussion  is  out  of  order.  I  be- 
lieve on  general  principles  we  have  no  right 
to  take  cognizance  of  anything  that  has 
transpired  in  committee,  select  or  standing, 
except  that  whlcli  comes  regularly  before 
us  through  the  chairman,  and  this  dlacos- 
r>ion  partakes  of  the  nature  of  things  that 
may  have  taken  place  in  committee  and 
which.  If  referred  to  In  this  House,  sacb 
reference  Is  not  allowable.  On  the  general 
principle  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  discus^ 
of  a  question  like  this  is  entirely  out  o( 
order,  that  we  can  only  discuss  what  comes 
to  us  regularly  through  the  ordinary  and 
;iroper  channel. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  for  the  mling 
of  the  chair. 

The  SPEAKER— As  I  understand,  tie 
question  which  I  am  asked  to  decide  is 
whether  an  appeal  by  the  hon.  gentiemaD 
from  de  Salaberry  is  In  order.  The  seventh 
report  of  the  committee  is  before  the  House. 
The  circumstances  which  have  led  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  to  appeal  are 
set  forth  In  the  report  of  committee  which  is 
now  In  possession  of  the  House  ;  and  unless 
some  very  strong,  positive  authority  can  be 
found  to  the  contrary,  there  must  be  an 
nppcal  to  the  House.  A  member  who  thinks 
himself  unjustly  treated  by  the  chairman  or 
by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  must  have 
a  right  to  seek  a  remedy  somewhere,  and  Qie 
remedy  is  In  the  House.  The  authn-lty  dted 
l>y  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  is 
not  entirely  to  point  May  at  page  375  safs: 

Following  principle  governing  procedare  lo 
Commitlee  of  the  Whole  House — no  tppeal  can 
be  made  to  the  Speaker  regarding  declsfont  and 
rullosB  of  a  chairman  of  a  standing  commltlte. 

This  Is  not  an  appeal  to  the  Speak- 
er ;  It  Is  an  appeal  to  the  Senate.  The 
authority  which  Is  given  by  May  is 
that  in  lSt»  the  Speaker  said  that  he 
would  not  allow  an  appeal  to  be  made  to 
him  on  a  point  of  ordw  arising  In  a  stand- 
ing committee.  Then  Boorinot  on  page  SK* 
says  : 

In  case  of  as  appeal  to  the  House  It  is  tl» 
dutr  of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  to  report 
la  writing  on  the  point  of  order  which  be  ba* 
decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT-That  is  for  the  Hourf 
of  CJommons.  There  are  special  rules  for 
the  House. 
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The  SPEAKSB— I  assnme  ttiat  In  a  case  of 
tbis  ktnd  the  Speaker  most  sabmlt  the  mat- 
ter to  the  Honae. 

Bod.  Mr.  LANDBT— That  is  not  the  point 
at  aa 

Hie  SPIBAKEai— mie  only  case— I  thinli. 
It  l8  referred  to  In  Boorlnot— is  given  in 
Speaker  Peel's  decisions,  by  Bla<&mord. 
where  Mr.  Sexton  appealed  to  the  Speaker 
from  the  decision  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole.   It  was  held  there 
that  the  appeal  should  not  be  made  to  the 
Speaker    but    to    the    House.  Clearly 
the  committees  of  this  House  are  under  the 
control  of  Uie  House,  and  if  a  committee  Is 
acting  In  an  Imprt^r  way,  or  If  any  mem- 
ber thinks  so,  he  has  a  perfect  right  to 
bring  the  matter  to  the  notice  of  the  House, 
nnd  particularly  in  a  case  of  this  sort,  where 
the  evidence  and  the  transactions  In  cod- 
nection  with  the  committee  whence  the  ap- 
peal is  taken  have  been  reported  to  the  House 
and  are  now  on  the  table  of  the  House  ;  so, 
in  my  opinion,  the  question  of  order  has  not 
been  well  raised. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  raise  another  point 
of  order.    I  contend  that  this  question  oC 

Appeal  is  not  In  order. 

The  SPEAKER— I  have  just  decided  that 
it  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Well,  I  have  another 
point  to  make.  It  Is  on  the  same  subject. 
I  suppose  I  have  tbe  liberty  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBI9UE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— it  Is  on  anoth'M- 
point 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  it  is  the  sau<e 
point  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  it  Is  another  poln' 
It  Is  not  the  same  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— It  Is  the  same  ques- 
tion I  understand,  but  what  the  bon.  gentle 
man  desires  is  to  give  additional  reasons  ; 
and,  therefore,  It  amounts  to  an  appen- 
from  the  decision  of  the  chair,  for  reasons 
which  have  not  been  stated,  and  I  say  that 
the  hon.  member  is  bringing  up  the  same 
question. 

Hoa  Mr.  LANDRY— I  have  a  right  to 
state  my  point  of  order,  and  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  not  right  to  Interfere.   Taking  the 


ruling  of  the  Speaker  and  accepting  it,  I 
say  that  in  the  present  Instance  an  appeal 
cannot  be  made,  because  In  committee  when 
the  hon.  member  raised  his  point  of  order 
he  allowed  the  question  to  be  decided.  The 
dociument  he  was  opposing  and  the  intro- 
dnctlon  of  which  be  was  trying  to  prevent 
by  bis  question  of  order,  was  produced  and 
the  question  decided,  and  we  have  had  five 
or  siE  sittings  since  then.  If  the  precedents 
of  the  House  of  Commons  are  to  be  followed, 
what  was  the  duty  of  the  hon.  member  ? 
His  du^y  was  to  see  that  the  proceedings  of 
the  committee  be  Immediately  suspended 
and  that  a  special  report  be  made  to  this 
'House  for  Its  immediate  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— That  Is  the  practice 
In  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—It  does  not  apply 
here,  but  the  wisdom  of  the  Speaker,  hav- 
ing decided  it  could  be  done  in  this  House. 
I  claim  that  If  it  Is  done  it  mast  be  done 
nccordlng  to  the  rules  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  In  that  light  It  is  not  In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— What  should 
have  been  done,  may  1  ask  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  hon.  member 
wants  a  professor  he  should  pay  for  it  I 
nm  not  going  to  instruct  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— If  I  were  go- 
ing to  pay  a  professor  I  would  not  select  the 
hon.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  did  not  catch  the 
point  of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  rise  to  call 
attention  to  this  portion  of  the  report— 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  If  the  bon.  gentleman  does  not  see 
the  point  he  cannot  discuss  It.  He  has  no 
right  to  enter  into  the  merits  of  tBe  ques- 
tion. He  must  discuss  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  discussing  the 
point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
says  he  does  not  understand  it 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  report  contains 
the  following 

6.  The  Hon.  Mr.  Bglqus  having  appealed  from 
the  decision  ot  the  chairman.  It  was 

Resolved,  that  the  chalrmaa  do  report  ths 
facts  to  the  Seaate. 

7.  The  motion  of  the  Hod.  SCr.  Lougheed,  as  10 
amended,  was  then  carried  on  the  same  division 
reversed. 

8.  At  a  meeting  ot  your  committee  held  this 
day,  Thursday,  July  14tb,  it  was 
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R«solTed,  that  together  vitb  the  report  to  be 
made  tj  the  chatrman  as  to  the  actfcm  of  the 
committee  with  respect  to  Exhibit  No.  36,  there 
be  submitted  to  the  Senate  a  eopf  of  all  the 
evidence  adduced  before  the  ooiamittM  up  to 
and  lacludlnj;  the  ISth  July  iDitaat. 

9.  A  copy  of  the  lald  evidence  Is  herewith 
submitted. 

tt  tiierefore  appears  from  tbat  very  'eport 
that  tbe  committee  has  acquiesced  In  the 
appeal  being  submitted  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Never. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— No,  never.  * 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  read  the  report,  and  be  will  see  that 
the  point  of  order  was  disposed  of  hy  a  vote. 
The  document  was  accepted  by  a  vote  of 
the  committee,  and  It  was  only  after  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  asked  tbat  the  point  of 
order  be  referred  to  the  House.  He  should 
have  asked  before  a  vote  was  taken.  He 
should  have  asked  as  soon  as  the  chairman 
decided  the  question.  He  should  have 
Immediately  appealed  and  suspended  the 
proceedings  In  the  committee,  so  that  the 
qnestlon  could  he  decided  In  the  House.  He 
did  not  do  BO,  and  be  has  lost  his  right  of 
appeal.  Brand  has  been  quoted ;  he  says 
this : 

Order  in  committee  Is  settled  by  the  cbalnnan 

at  once,  apd  cannot  be  raised  subBequently. 
Questions  of  order  in  committee  are  settled  bj 
the  chairman.— Are  settled  by  the  chairman, 
»QiJ  further — The  Speaker  has  no  authority  to 
interfere  In  a  matter  that  has  occurred  In  com- 
mittee and  which  the  committee  lias  settled  tor 
itself. 

Objection  must  be  taken  before  the  ques 
tlon  has  been  settled,  and  there  Is  no  righ: 
of  aiipeal.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  ask  the  cbairmau 
of  tbe  committee,  if  the  appeal  was  not 
taken  Immediately  after  his  decision  ?  I 
am  not  responsible  for  tbe  action  of  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  In  Intervening 
the  order  as  he  did.  Whether  It  was  In- 
verted or  not,  It  appears  tbat  tbe  committee 
itself  has  Invited  the  action  of  this  honour- 
able House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  deny  tbat 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Tbls  Is  quite  a  seri- 
ous charge  to  bring  up  at  the  eleventh  hour. 
Tbe  hon.  gentleman  says  tbe  chairman  of 
the  committee  has  inverted  the  order  of 
proceedings  of  tbat  committee. 

Hoo.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  do  not  say  It  was 
4one  purposely. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEXQUB. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Purposely  w  not,  fliii 
baa  been  before  tbe  House  for  nearly  two 

weeks,  and  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has  de- 
clined to  take  action  on  It  until  the  eleventh 
hour,  and  now  be  asks  me,  as  chalrmso.  If  I 
have  not  Inverted  tbe  order  of  tbe  pro- 
ceedings. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  ask,  as  a  matter  o( 
fact.  If  it  Is  true  that  I  appealed  from  tbe 

decision  of  tbe  chairman  Immediately  after 
the  decision  was  rendered  and  before  a  vote 
was  taken  ? 

Ron.  Mr.  CLOBAN— That  was  the  only 
time  tbe  hon.  gentleman  could  have  ap- 
pealed. He  appealed  after  the  vote  was 
taken.  He  did  not  appeal  from  my  de- 
cision, but  allowed  tbe  committee  to  con- 
firm my  decision  and  then  appealed,  which, 
as  the  hon.  member  from  Stadacona  sajs, 
debars  him  from  appealing  now.  It  wis 
stated  to  me  at  the  time,  If  he  was  going  to 
appeal  his  appeal  was  lost  His  right  to  ip- 
peal  existed  when  I  decided  that  the  do- 
cument Was  admissible ;  and  once  tbe 
committee  confirmed  my  decision  by  a  mt- 
Jority  of  votes  there  was  no  further  appeal 
Evidently  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Stada- 
cona knew  the  procedure  In  this  matter, 
because  he  stated  it  A  question  lias  been  pnt 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry, 
and  I  state  In  reply  tbat  his  appeal  wu 
made  not  only  after  my  ruling  that  tbe 
evidence  was  admissible,  but  after  tbe 
committee  by  a  majority  of  votes  had  eon- 
firmed  my  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Do  I  understand  tbe 
hou.  gentleman  to  say  that' I  did  not  make 
tbe  statement  Immediately  Before  the  vote 
was  taken— immediately  after  tbe  chairman's 
decision  ?  Did  I  not  state  *  I  appeal  from 
the  decision,'  and  did  not  tbe  hon.  membw 
from  Stadacona  then  say  it  is  not  an  appeal 
to  tbe  committee,  the  appeal  has  to  be  nude 
to  tbe  House  ?  Did  not  this  occur  before  the 
vote  was  taken  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— When .  I  gave  my 
ruling  the  hon.  gentleman  Intimated  a  de^ 
to  appeal,  but  be  made  no  appeal,  and  there 
is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Stadacona  stated  in  my  hearhig 
that  tbe  appeal  should  be  to  tbe  House.  It 
was  for  the  hon.  member  from  de  Salaberrr 
to  accept  or  refuse  to  aco^  bla  advice.  Un- 
fortunately for  himself  Iw  scented  tbe  sA- 
vice,  and  tbenby  deb«ind  hinueU  from  Ui 
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right  to  appeal  to  tbe  Hotise.  Wbetber  tbe 
lion,  member  from  Stadaoona  delllierate^ 
led  tbe  bon.  gentleman  off  tbe  track,  or 
did  it  unwittingly,  Is  more  tban  I  can  say, 
bat  if  be  did  it  deliberately  he  evidently 
succeeded.  I  do  not  know  what  bis  motive 
was.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
took  his  appeal  after  the  decision  of  the 
chairman  was  confirmed  by  a  majority  of 
tbe  committee,  and,  therefore,  according  to 
aothorltieB,  tbls  honourable  Honse  cannot 
well  Intervene  now  and  say  tbe  majority  of 
the  committee  were  wrong.  It  might  say  that 
the  chairman  was  wrong,  but  not  tbati  a 
majority  of  a  body  created  by  tbe  House 
was  wrong.  Tbe  Senate  Is  asked  to  reverse 
a  decision  made  by  a  body  created  by  them- 
selves, that  18  to  stultify  their  own  action, 
as  th^  have  been  asked  during  nearly  two 
weeks  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— It  appears  to 
me  there  Is  a  little  misapprehension  about 
this  matter,  and  It  Is  owing  to  that  misappre- 
hension that  this  question  about  an  appeal 
arises  at  all.  When  certain  evidence  was 
olfered  in  the  committee,  objection  wns  taken 
to  its  admissibility.  Tbe  chairman  ruled  that 
It  was  admissible.  On  t^at  a  desire  to  ap- 
peal, according  to  tbe  way  the  bon.  gentle- 
man from  Victoria  states  It,  was  expressed 
by  the  hon.  member  tat  De  Salaberry. 
According  to  bis  statement,  tbe  chairman 
said  you  must  wait  until  tbe  committee  de- 
cides. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— No,  I  did  not  say 
tbat 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— At  all  events, 
he  did  wait  Objection  was  taken  to  the 
decision,  and  on  tbat  the  committee  was 
called  upon  to  decide,  and  the  cbali'man's 
view  of  tbe  matter  was  sustained.  Until 
Qiat  was  done,  tiiere  could  not  be  an  appeal 
to  tbe  Senate.  Tbere  could  not  ibe  an  appeal 
ontU  tbere  was  a  decision  sustained  by  tbe 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— Who  Is  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman's professor  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)~On  the  com- 
mittee so  deciding,  tbe  question  Is,  was  there 
an  appeal  ?  What  was  tbe  decision  of  the 
committee  ?  The  decision  of  tbe  commItte<> 
was  tbat  tbe  subject  should  l>e  referred  to 
the  Senate.  They  sustained  tbe  cbalrman's 
nillng  at  tfte  time ;  but,  in  order  that  tbe 
54i 


matter  m^t  come  up  here  and  be  disposed 
of,  it  was : 

Resolved,  tbat  together  with  the  report  to  be 

raad«  h7  the  chairman  as  to  the  aotlon  of  the 
committee  with  respect  to  Exhibit  No.  38,  there 
be  submitted  to  the  Seaate  a  copy  of  all  the 
evidence  adduced  before  the  twAmtttee*  up  to 
and  includlDg  the  18th  July  instaat 

In  other  words,  tbe  committee,  whilst 
giving  a  decision  to  sustain  the  chairman's 
ruling,  decided  tb&t  the  opinion  of  tbe  Sen- 
ate mlgbt  be  ta^en  on  the  matter,  and  tor 
that  purpose  tbls  evidence  should  be  re- 
ported. Tbat  Is  tbe  logical  conclusion  of 
what  occurred.  Under  those  circumstances, 
It  appears  to  me  It  may  be  Interpreted 
two  ways,  either  tbat  there  was  a  ruling 
subject  to  a  subsequent  decision  of  tbe 
Senate,  or  ttiat  wAat  passed,  although  in 
the  form  of  a  decision,  was  not  to  be  treated 
as  one,  but  tbat  tbe  Senate  itself  was  to 
decide.  That  Is  tbe  logical  conclusion  from 
tbat  report 

Hon.  BCr.  OLORAM— It  is  not  the  actual 
one. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  seems  to 
me,  therefore,  that  ail  tbat  tbe  Senate  can 
do  Is  to  deal  with  it  In  ttiat  spirit,  and  to 
entertain  tbe  appeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  BE'IQU<Ei— There  seems  to  be  a 
misapprehension.  Tbe  vote  of  tbe  comjnlt- 
tee  was  not  taken  on  tbe  decision  given  by 
tbe  chalrmaii. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Nobody  said  It  was. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  vote  was  taken 
on  the  amendment  which  I  asked  to  be  rultfd 
out  of  order,  and  which  the  ctialrman  of  the 
committee  ruled  was  In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— And  tbe  appeal  being 
made  on  that  decision,  and  tbe  committee 
having  voted  on  tbe  motion,  the  committee 
decided  tbe  motion  Itself,  and  tbe  motion 
was  carried  and  tbe  document  produced. 
That  occurred  seven  or  eight  days  ago,  and 
different  proceedbigs  have  taken  place  since, 
and  tbe  appeal  was  never  brought  before 
tbls  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUS— Tbat  does  not  make 

any  difference. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  does.  We  have 
more  tban  one  decision  by  Speakers  tbat 
an  appeal  may  come  too  late. 

Hon.  Sir  TAACKEHZm  BOymUL—Tei- 
baps  the  wbole  diflSicul^  In  this  case  arisM 
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on  a  quesUon  wbetber  tbe  Speaker 
In  tills  case  sball  guide  tbe  House 
or  tbe  House  tbe  Speaker.  Tbe  bon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  la  clearly  In  error 
In  the  opinion  wbich  be  bas  expressed  In 
reference  to  tbe  question  of  appealing 
against  a  decision  of  tbe  cbair.  He  bas 
laid  down  the  principle  that  no  appeal  from 
his  decision  can  be  taken  unUl  It  has  been 
acted  upon,  confirmed  or  disallowed  by  the 
committee.  That  Is  a  proposition  -which  I 
must  confess  I  never  heard  of  before.  An 
objection  to  a  ruling,  whether  It  be  by  the 
chairman  of  a  committee  or  tbe  Speaker  of 
the  House,  must  be  taken  Immediately  after 
tbe  decision  Is  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
seems  to  me  that  I  cannot  conceive  a  more 
illogical  position  to  be  taken  than  to  say 
you  are  to  appeal  after  the  committee  or 
House  has  decided  in  favour  of  the  chair- 
man or  In  the  House  In  favour  of  tbe 
Speaker.  I  think  a  moment's  reflection  will 
show  the  bon.  member  from  Toronto  that 
that  position  Is  not  only  Illogical,  but 
contrary  to  all  practice.  The  point 
which  bas  been  raised  Just  now  is 
quite  clear.  If  you  are  to  draw  the  dis- 
tinction between  tbe  Speaker  and  the 
Hofise  to  whom  tbe  appeal  is  made,  you 
niay  have  a  peg  upon  which  to  bang  your 
argument  In  Blackmore's  Speakers'  de- 
cisions, I  think  he  lays  that  down  pretty 
well  in  one  or  two  places.  He  says  : 

An  appeal  was  made  to  tbe  Speaker  on  a  ques- 
tion of  order  arising  in  the  committee  and  tbe 
Speaker,  when  appealed  to,  reminded  the  House 
the  other  evening  that  the  chairman  of  tbe  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Heaos  Is  the  Judge  of  the 
qi^estloas  of  order  which  may  arise  in  commit- 
tee. I  cannot  say  that  a  reference  to  myself  oC 
this  kind  is  strictly  in  order.  I  could  hardly, 
perhaps,  with  propriety,  answer  the  question 
unless  it  was  the  wish  of  the  House  that  I 
should  do  so,  and  then  only  in  general  terms. 

Another  reason  was  given  in  1867  by  the 
Speaker  upon  tbe  question.  An  lion,  mem- 
ber put  a  question  to  tbe  Speaker  with  refer- 
once  to  what  was  beard  In  committee,  and 
the  Speaker's  ruling  was : 

The  matter  In  question  occurred  In  committee. 
A  point  of  order  such  as  that  to  which  the 
Speaker  refers  should  be  addressed  at  once  to 
the  chairman  and  cannot  be  questioned  at  a 
subsequent  meeting. 

That  seems  to  settle  tbe  question  so  far 
as  the  action  of  the  committee  Is  concerned. 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


The  appeal  should  be  made  at  once  ;  tbeie 
is  no  doubt  about  that,  and  In  this  case  the 
objection  was  taken  to  tbe  ruling  of  the 
chairman,  and.  If  I  am  not  correct,  I  wish 
somebody  would  set  me  right— an  appeal 
was  made  and  tbe  chairman  gave  a  mHng 
or  decision.  An  appeal  was  made  from 
that  Objection  was  taken  to  his  ruling  ud 
the  correctness  of  the  mllog  or  the  dedsUm 
was  put  to  tbe  committee  and  tbe  commit- 
tee confirmed  tbe  ruling  of  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  right 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-Yea. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  wu 
not  one  of  tbe  committee,  and  consegneiitl7 
I  guarded  my  statement  by  saying  If  I  woe 
not  correct  in  my  nnderstanding  of  tbe  tut 
that  I  conld  be  corrected,  and  the  boo.  got- 
tleman  from  de  Salaberry  says  I  am  wrong. 
The  bon.  chairman  of  the  committee  and  tbe 
bon,  gentleman  from  Rothesay  say  that  I 
sm  right.  I  am  not  golug  to  enter  Into  a 
controversy  on  that  point  I  do  not  thiak 
It  makes  much  difference.  Tbe  chtir 
man  of  the  committee  did  rule.  The  objec- 
tion was  taken  to  It,  and  it  must  have  bea 
decided  in  some  way,  and  I  lake  It  for 
granted  that  tbe  chairman  was  sustained. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No.  I  was  under  tbe 
Impression  at  the  moment  that  I  had  the 
right  to  appeal  to  the  committee,  and  tbe  bon. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  stated  that  I 
could  not— denied  me  the  right  of  appealing 
to  tbe  committee  and  said  I  wonld  have 
to  appeal  to  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  deny  that 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  not  Id  tbe 

record.  I  refer  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  record. 

Hon.  Shr  MACKENZIE  BOWm^L-I  tbhik 
It  Is  exceedingly  unfortunate  tiiat  we  sboold 
have  sncb  direct  contradictions  from  geor 
tleman  on  this  question  because  I  tblnk  we 
are  lowering  the  dignity  of  the  House  rery 
rapidly  by  that  mode  of  procedure.  If  I  maj 
be  excused  for  digressing  a  little.  I  do  liope 
In  future  that  when  an  hon.  gentleman  rises 
to  address  the  House  he  will  not  be  luterrnpt- 
ed  until  be  bas  completed  hte  case,  and  I  cm 
notice  that  I  shall  commence  raising  the  hvm- 
Hon  of  order,  after  an  hon.  gentleman 
spoken  If  he  rises  to  speak  tbe  second  tloe. 
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I  shall  call  bfm  to  order  unless  he  rises 
merely  for  tbe  purpose  of  explaining  bis 
position ;  because  if  we  consider  for  a  mo- 
ment tbe  preceedings  of  last  nlgbt, 
9vtsey  bon.  gentleman  present  will  come  to 
tbe  conclusion  that  ttiey  ought  not  to  be  re- 
peated, and  tbe  closer  we  adhere  to  iQie 
mlea  tbe  better.  While  it  is  on  mj  mind, 
I  am  going  to  say  something  else.  I  pro- 
pose If  I  live  until  tbe  next  meeting  of  par- 
ttament  to  Introduce  a  resolution  asking  for 
a  special  committee  consisting  of  the  Speak- 
er and  the  older  members  of  tbe  Hoase  to 
revise  our  rales  so  that  certain  powers  may 
be  given  to  the  Speaker  to  maintain  order.  1 
know  that  would  be  a  departure  from  the 
roles  of  the  House  of  Lords,  but  we  have 
forgotten  to  act  on  tbeir  rules — ^myself 
among  tbe  nnmber^-and  I  tblnk  it  is  about 
time  we  put  a  stop  to  it.  Tbe  extract  I 
was  referring  to  reads  as  follows : 

Tbe  matter  In  aaestloo  occurred  Id  conunlttee. 
The  polDt  of  order  suck  aa  that  to  which  the 

hOD.  gentleman  referred  should  be  referred  at 
once  to  the  chairman  and  cannot  be  questioned 
at  a  subsequent  meeting. 

That  decision  was  given  when  a  question 
of  order  was  raised  from  the  committee,  on 
Tbe  Established  Church  of  Ireland  BUI.  On 
May  7tb  edition.  1887,  I  find  tbe  following 
heading : 

Questions  of  order  In  committee  are  settled 
br  the  chairman. 

And  tbe  Speaker  adds  : 

Ur.  Speaker  has  no  authority  to  interfere  In  a 
matter  which  has  occurred  in  committee,  and 
vhleh  the  committee  has  settled  for  Itself. 

I  have  taken  tbe  liberty  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  It  and,  perhaps,  tbe  SpeakOT  is  better 
acquainted  with  it  than  I  am.  I  have 
done*  this  to  pnt  my  own  views  on  record, 
and  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  to  be 
gained  by  pressing  tbe  motion.  On  tbe  con- 
trary, tbe  sooner  we  get  rid  of  all  discus- 
sion in  reference  to  the  New  York  Mutual 
Reserve  Bill  tbe  better  for  the  House  and 
for  ourselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIEB^Ttals  discussion  goes 
to  show  how  wise  tbe  rule  is  that  forbids 
references  to  discussions  tbatitake  place  In 
committee.  If  these  appeals  were  allowed, 
there  would  be  no  end  of  discussion.  No 
such  questions  should  be  taken  up,  because 
the  discussions  and  tbe  doings  In  detail  in 
committee  would  be  recited  and  repeated 


here,  the  whole  thing  showing,  from  my  point 
of  view,  that  the  question  U  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  think  that  it  is  rathef 
an  attempt  to  check  what  is  a  reasonable 
proposition.  It  is  alleged  by  a  member  of 
the  committee  that  there  was  certain  evi- 
dence that  was  inadmissible.  The  ruling  was 
against  bim,  and  he  made  the  announce- 
ment that  be  would  appeal  to  the  Senate. 
That  Is  tbe  point  now  as  I  understand. 
It  appears  to  me  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
difference  amongst  the  members  of  tbe 
committee  themselves,  and  I  therefore  sug- 
gest that  this  queMion  stand  until  the 
whole  report  comes  In.  Then  we  shall  have 
a.  wide  opportuntly  of  giving  what  con- 
sideration we  like  to  the  report,  wblch  will 
be  based  on  the  mode  In  whlcb  tbe  evidence 
Tvas  taken  and  other  facts.  It  will  not  be 
this  matter  alone,  but  every  subject  matter 
before  that  committee  will  be  open  to  criti- 
cism and  tbe  fair  expression  of  opinion  of 
every,  hon.  gentleman  of  this  cliamber,  and 
this  matter  can  then  be  settled  with  the 
other  questions. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— I  have  no  objection 
to  acquiesce  in  the  suggestion  to  defer  this 
matter  until  we  are  dealing  with  the  offlcial 
report 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  becomes  of  tbe 

Order  of  the  Day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-It  will  be  taken  up  in 
the  final  report 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-It  will  remain  on  the 

order  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  will  be  taken  up  In 
the  final  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOHAX— I  move  that  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  this  report  be  deferred 
until  tbe  final  report  of  the  committee  is 
presented. 

Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— Has  It  not  already  beej 
adopted  ? 
The  SPEAKER— No. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 
Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— It  most  assuredly  has. 

gon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  has  been  under 
consideration,  and  it  has  not  been  complet- 
ed, and  I  move  the  further  consideration  of 
it  be  pos^oned  until  the  final  report  of  that 
committee  be  presented  to  tbe  House. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


854 


SENATE 


Hon.  Mr.  VIDAL— I  bold  that  we  bare  ai- 
ready  passed  the  report 

Hon.  Mr.  EMX>TT— No,  no. 

The  SPEAKER— The  seventh  report  of 
the  committee  Is  the  first  item  on  the  Orders 
of  the  Day.  It  is  tlie  item  which  is  now 
before  the  House,  and  In  connection  with 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  De  Salaberry 
has  brought  up  this  gaestlon  of  appeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— Then  I  shall  Include 
in  my  motion  both  my  report  and  the  bon 

gentleman's  appeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  am  entirely  under 
a  misapprebenslon.  I  understood  when  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  mored  for  a 
committee  to  Investigate  the  affairs  of  a 
certain  company,  that  after  that  investlga- 
^n  a  Bill  would  be  Introdaced  to  assist  the 
policy-holders.  That  committee  has  employ- 
ed counsel  and  has  been  sitting  for  several 
weeks  taking  evidence,  and  a  Bill  has  been 
introduced  in  this  House  and  has  become 
law.  Now,  what  la  the  object  of  the  com- 
mittee ?  I  think  It  Is  a  piece  of  child's  play. 
The  council  of  a  backwoods  municipality 
ought  to  lio  business  better  than  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANURY—I  do  not  second  a 
motion  recognizing  the  appeal  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  De  Salaberry. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— I  think 
a  date  should  be  named  for  the  consideration 
of  the  report 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-~Say  Thursday  next 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

RAILWAY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (T3)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Rail- 
wity  Act.  He  said :  Railway  companies 
enter  into  agreements  with  their  employees 
to  accept  a  certain  amount  out  of  a  fund 
contributed  by  the  men  and  the  company. 
In  many  cases  it  Is  thought  undue  pressure 
Is  brought  on  the  men,  and  tbls  BUI  provides 
that  notwithstanding  this  agreement  thn' 
any  man  injured  may  still  have  a  case 
against  the  company.  In  legal  parlance  it 
is  called  contractlng-out— that  no  man  can 
contract  himself  out  of  any  ben^t  he  may 
be  entitled  to.  That  is  the  first  clause  In  the 
Bill.   There  Is  a  question  whether  the  par- 

HOQ.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


liament  of  Canada  hare  a  right  to  pass  sndi 
legislation.    It  Is  rather  a  matter  for  the 

province,  and  therefore  there  is  a  provlskm 
added  that  the  Act  shall  not  go  into  force 
in  the  event  of  the  Bill  being  declared  nltn 
Tires. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIS  BOWELL— Mi^t 

I  ask  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  if  there 
has  not  b^n  a  decision  in  some  of  the 
courts  on  this  question  !  If  my  recollection 
serves  me  right  I  have  read  something  in 
the  newspapers  to  the  effect  that  a  railwiy 
employee  could  not  contract  himself  oat 
of  his  rights,  or  out  of  the  rights  which  Us 
family  would  have.  There  is  no  objection 
to  the  Bill,  and  I  am  merely  asking  for  is- 
formatlon.  The  second  clause  provides  for 
referring  the  question  to  the  Supreme  Conrt 
of  Canada  for  decision  as  to  whether  It  is 
ultra  vires  on  the  part  of  the  Domhiioa 
parliament  to  pass  such  legislation,  which  I 
think  is  a  very  good  precaution. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  question  haseoine 
up  before  individual  Judges  and  I  retlly 
cannot  tell  whether  the  majority  of  de- 
cisions have  been  one  way  or  the  other. 
They  have  never  been  followed  up.  There 
has  been  a  compromise  without  going  to  tbc 
higher  courts,  and  the  subject  Is  still  open. 
There  has  been  no  final  appeal  to  tbe 
Supreme  Court  or  to  the  Privy  Council  and 
this  Bill  is  for  the  purpose  of  settling  that 
question. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  tDe  Bill 
was  read  a  second  and  third  time  undtf 
suspension  of  the  rules. 

REVISED  STATUTES  OP  CANADA  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of : 

Bin  (1S4)  An  Act  to  amend  ebapter  61  of  t&t 
Staiutes  of  190S  respecting  the  Revised  StstntH 
of  Canada. 

He  said  :  Hon.  gentlemen  are  aware  that 
the  statutes  of  Canada  lire  being  revised, 
uo  revision  having  taken  place  since  ISSOi 
and  an  unusual  course  is  being  adopted  In 
this  case  to  do  away  with  the  precedent 
which  has  heretofore  prevailed.  The  com- 
missioners have  authority  m6sx  the  Act  on 
our  atatutc-boob,  as  soon  as  their  revliloD 
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iB  complete,  to  bring  the  Act  into  force  witb- 
oat  submitting  it  again  to  parliament,  and 
therefore  it  is  Important  that  all  errors 
must  be  eradicated  from  it  This  Bill  simply 
deals  with  a  few  typograpblcal  or  clerical 
errors,  snch  as  snbstltutlng  tba  word  *  are ' 
for  '  were,*  &e. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BlU 
was  read  a  second  ami  tlilrd  time  and  passed 
nnder  suspension  of  the  rules. 

THOMPSON  RIVER  IMPROVEMENT 
COMPANY'S  BII/L. 

CONSIDERATION  OP  AMENDMENTS  POST- 
PONED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Consideration  of  ttra  ameDdments  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  od  Railways,  Telesraphs 
and  Harbours  to  (Bill  79)  Ad  Act  to  incorporate 
tbe  ThompsoD  River  IiDprovenieat  Company. — 
<Hon.  Mr.  McHugh.) 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH  moved  that  the 
amendments  be  concarred  in.  « 

Hon.  Mr.  B^ERR  (Toronto)— I  bare  been 
asked  to  make  a  request  that  this  order  be 
allowed  to  stand  over  nntll  Tuesday. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI/L— What 
object  Is  there  In  keeping  this  order  stand- 
ing? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  speak  at  the 
request  of  some  hon.  members  who  are 
absent  to-day.  I  know  nothing  about  It 
myself.  I  do  not  think  that  the  BUI  will  be 
delayed  by  the  postponement 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— I  do  not  like  to  tako 
advantage  of  any  one  who  Is  interested  in 
tbe  Bill  and  for  some  reason  cannot  be  pre- 
sent to-day.  The  Bill  was  before  the  stand- 
mg  committee  and  a  sub-committee,  and  was 
thoroughly  discussed  and  dealt  with,  and  I 
do  not  think  anything  is  to  be  gained  by 
postponing  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— This  BUI  has  been 
thoroughly  discussed  In  committee.  Those 
who  held  conflicting  Tlews  have  yielded 
more  or  less  to  each  other,  nutil  dually  there 
was  a  complete  agreement,  and  I  can  see 
no  good  to  be  gained  by  postponing  the  con- 
currence iQ  these  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  HcUSULAN— It  is  really  a  move 
to  defeat  tiie  Bill.  It  was  before  us  some- 
time agOb  and  the  consideration  of  it  was 
pos^ned  from  time  to  time  to  permit 


witnesses  to  come  from  British  Columbia* 
and  I  can  see  no  object  to  be  served  by 
patting  off  this  Bill  any  longer.  Unless 
9ome  good  and  substantial  reasons  are  given 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  I 
think  we  should  proceed  with  tbe  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAIRD— This  BUI  has  been  be- 
fore the  House  for  two  months.  At  tbe 
instance  of  some  hon.  gentlnnen  It  has 
been  lield  over  to  procure  Information  from 
British  Columbia.  That  information  was 
obtained  ;  the  Committee  on  Railways  met 
and  thoroughly  discussed  the  BIU.  There 
was  some  yielding  on  both  sides,  and  it  was 
finally  agreed  that  the  Bill  should  go  throagh 
without  further  opposition,  and  the  gentle- 
men Interested  went  away  feeling  satisfied 
that  there*  would  be  no  further  trouMe.  I 
can  see  no  good  in  postponing  tbe  BUI,  ex- 
cept to  try  and  defeat  it  at  this  late  stage 
of  the  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— All  that  has  been 
said  about  this  BUI  Is  correct,  but  tbe  BUI 
has  been  amended  In  a  great  many  par- 
ticulars and  not  unanimously  amended.  In 
the  committee  there  was  about  an  even 
break.  The  hon.  gentleman  from  Killarney, 
who  bad  to  leave  this  afternoon  for  Jlonti-eal, 
I  know  would  like  to  be  bere  when  this  Bill 
Is  considered,  and  If  the  gentleman  In  charge 
of  tiie  BUI  is  willing  to  allow  It  to  stand 
until  Tuesday  I  do  not  think  any  harm  wUl 
be  done,  and  it  will  give  those  who  are  ab- 
sent an  op^6rtunlty  to  be  here  when  It 
comes  up  again  for  discussion.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Killarney  is  seldom  absent 
from  his  place  In  the  House,  but  he  had  to 
be  away  to-day,  and,  In  view  of  his  request 
that  It  should  be  postponed  until  Tuesday, 
I  do  not  think  the  Bill  ^ould  be  pressed 
in  his  absence. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-If  these 
amendments  were  before  the  House  for  the 
next  sixty  days  nobody  would  look  at  them. 
I  doubt  If  any  one  who  is  here  to-day  has 
read  them  ;  I  know  I  have  not  It  Is  usual 
when  concurrence  In  amendments  is  put  ofC  to 
enable  iK>n.  gentlemen  to  look  at  them  ttiat 
they  never  do  look  at  them,  and  when  tbe 
motion  is  made  for  concurrence  tb^  paaa 
without  further  discussion.  This  measure 
has  been  fully  discussed.  A  lawyer  came 
from  British  Colnmbfn  to  represent  some 
of  the  opposing  Interests,  and  tbe  BUI 
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amended,  and  It  was  finally  agreed  that  It 
should  be  passed  Id  Its  present  shape. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON—No  Injnry  can  result 
from  concurring  in  the  amendmenta  to-day. 
As  has  been  stated,  It  has  been  before  par 
Ilament  for  a  long  time,  and  no  valid  reason 
has  been  offered  why  concurrence  should 
be  any  longer  delayed.  I  do  not  think  it  Is 
right  to  defer  measures  of  tbia  kind  unless 
somebody  can  show  there  Is  material  in- 
formation to  be  supplied.  It  is  usual  to  ac- 
commodate members  -who  feel-  that  they 
canuot  be  in  attendance,  but  It  Is  a  bad 
principle  to  establish.  If  the  hon.  senator 
from  Toronto  can  give  any  substantial  rea- 
son why  further  amendments  should  be 
offered,  I  can  understand  his  appeal  to  the 
House  to  postpone  the  concurrence.  Other- 
wise it  ^ould  be  proceeded  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — I  am  sorry 
that  reference  has  been  made  to  me  as 
though  I  had  been  asking  .somethli^  tor 
myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  did  not  refer  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  in  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto) — I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  harm  in  letting  this  Bill 
stand  until  Tuesday.  If  the  Bill  Is  passed 
then,  there  will  be  plenty  of  time  for  con- 
currence In  the  amendments  by  the  other 
House.  It  has  already  gone  through  the 
House  of  Commons  and  ther«l  will  be  no 
difficulty  about  it  Let  me  say  a  word 
about  the  Bill  and  amendments.  Tiie  BUI 
as  presented  to  us  was  one  of  the  worst 
Bills  ever  brought  before  this  House.  There 
was  a  great  objection  to  enlarging  It  at  all 
to  enable  people  to  come  from  British  Col- 
umbia who  had  opposing  interests,  but  an 
opportunity  was  given  for  that  When  they 
came  and  presented  their  case,  a  sub-com- 
mittee was  appointed  to  deal  with  the  Import- 
ant rights  that  were  involved.  Tliat  sab-corn* 
mlttee  did  deal  with  them  and  heard  all 
parties.  I  do  not  think  there  are  any,  or  at 
all  events  many  provisions  of  the  BUI  as 
settled  by  that  sub-commlttee  that  were 
agreed  to  unanimously,  but  they  were  car- 
ried, and  I  believe  carried  r^htly  and 
greatly  improved  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONAI<D  (B.0.)-Wb7 
postpone  the  Bill  ? 

Horn.  Hr.  MAODONALD  (B.a) 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR  <Toronto)--Ttaere  miy 
be  some  point  wtaidi  liaa  been  ovei- 
looked.  We  have  endeavoured  to  bring 
this  Bill  within  the  scope  of  this  parliameDt 
Perhaps  we  have  not  succeeded.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  courtesy  to  absent  members  vbo 
wanted  to  be  bwe  when  the  Bill  is  con- 
sidered. It  might  fairly  be  allowed  to  stand. 
I  understand  the  hon.  gentleman  who  bu 
charge  of  the  Bill  has  no  objection  to  post- 
poning it  until  Tuesday  next 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— This  BUI  has  been 
placed  in  my  hands  by  the  promoter  of  It 
in  the  other  House.  He  has  gone  away,  tnd 
I  do  not  feel  that  I  can  take  upon  myself 
the  responsibility  of  Jeopardizing  its  pas- 
sage. The  ftill  is  before  the  House.  It 
has  been  t>efore  the  standing  committee  ind 
before  a:  sub-committee.  The  opposing  in- 
terests in  British  Columbia  were  represented 
there  and  I  thought  every  amendment  went 
into  ^e  Bill  that  they  bad  agreed  to  taiclade 
in  it.  It  wa)  amended,  as  I  thought,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  both  parties.  After  that 
attention  was  called  to  an  objectionable 
clause,  and  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  verr 
generously  said,  notwithstanding  they  bad 
a  majority  of  the  committee,  we  are  willing 
to  strike  it  out  I  thought  the  rights  of  aU 
were  preserved — the  lumbermen  and  tbe 
riparian  land  owners.  Amendments  were 
put  In  to  protect  their  rights.  The  BUI  Ib 
before  the  House  and  I  leave  it  in  thdr 
hands. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Tbe 
third  reading  might  be  put  off  and  then  any 
amendments  could  be  proposed. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLBMAN— I  do  not  think 
any  harm  can  result  from  letting  th^  order 
stand  until  Tuesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.>— What 
good  can  result  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLBMAN— As  has  been 
stated  by  some  hon.  gentlemen,  a  snl>-com- 
mittee  of  the  Railway  Committee  went  over 
this  Bill  and  made '  several  amendmrats. 
Representatives  of  the  interests  opporiog 
the  BUI  were  there  and  concurred  in  those 
amendments.  I  was  informed  that  at  a  8at>- 
sequent  meeting  of  the  Railway  Obmmittee. 
at  which  I  was  not  present  a  very  material 
amendmrat  was  changed  considerably  on 
the  casting  vote  of  the  dialrman  of  the 
committee. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  boo.  gentleman 
tias  DO  rlgbt  to  say  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— It  was  changed 
after  the  parties  had  agreed  to  it  I  was 
a  member  of  the  snb-commlttee,  but  was 
not  present  at  the  Dieting  of  the  Railway 
Committee.  I  was  not  fully  seized  myself 
with  the  amendment  made  by  the  Ball- 
way  Ck>mmlttee  to  the  amendments  pro- 
posed by  the  sub-committee.  I  want  to 
understand  it.  I  believe  that  amendment 
has  a  reference  to  the  free  navigation  of 
the  Thompson  river  by  others  than  those 
In  the  company,  by  the  loggers  and  mill- 
men  on  the  river.  I  do  not  tblnk  there  is 
any  attempt  whatever  to  defeat  the  Bill. 
It  wiil  pass  In  some  form,  and  as  one  In- 
terested in  the  Important  legislation  of  the 
province  of  British  Columbia,  I  think  my 
hon.  friend  will  advance  the  cause  of  the 
BUI  by  postponing  It  until  Tuesday  next. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— On  the  understand- 
ing that  those  gentlemen  will  have  some- 
thing to  say  on  the  Bill  and  assist  In  pass- 
ing It  through  on  Tuesday  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  postponing  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— If  the  Bill  Is  defeated 
the  hon.  gentleman  may  thank  himself  for 
it;  because  It  must  go  back  to  the  House  of 
Commons  and  be  considered  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH— I  do  not  like  to  bt 
dlscourteons  to  hon.  members  who  cannoi 
he  present  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Bill  must  go 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons.  The  hon. 
member  who  said  that  there  was  no  danger, 
felt  ttaat  there  was  a  good  deal  of  danger 
with  bis  own  Bill  last  night  He  was 
anxious  to  have  It  go  to  t^e  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  he  was  In  such  a  hurry  yester- 
day, there  Is  no  reason  why  he  should  be  so 
Indifferent  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRS  (Toronto)— That  is  an 
imputation  that  I  was  acting  unfairly.  The 
case  yesterday  was  entirely  different  from 
this.  That  Bill  was  one  which  originated  In 
this  House  and  had  to  go  through  all  Its 
stages  in  the  House  of  Commons,  whl'-i 
this  BUI  comes  to  ns  from  the  House  of 
Commons. 

The  order  was  allowed  to  stand  until 
Tuesday  next 


CANADIAN '  CREDIT  INDEMNITY  COM- 
PANY'S BILL. 

ORDER  POSTPONED. 

The  Order  ot  the  Day  being  called : 

CoDslderatloQ  of  tbe  amendments  made  by  the 
Standing  Committee  on  Banking  and  CommerM 
to  (Bill  29)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Canadian 
Credit  Indemnity  Company.— (Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON  moved  that  the  Order 
of  the  Day  be  discharged,  and  that  It  bs 

placed  on  the  orders  for  Tuesday  next 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Wbat 
is  the  reason  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Mr.  Ferguson,  the 
solicitor  In  charge  of  this  Bill,  appeared  be- 
fore the  Banking  and  Commerce  Committee. 
The  people  who  are  interested  have  not  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  amend- 
ments made  to  the  BiU  by  the  Banking  and 
Commerce  Committee,  and  be  asked  me  to- 
day to  let  It  stand  over  until  Tuesday,  until 
he  can  hear  from  the  people  who  are  In- 
terested in  the  Bill.  I  make  tlie  request  at 
the  Instance  of  the  promoter  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-There 
is  no  reason  that  I  know  ot  &>r  postponing 
the  BUI,  except  that  It  would  be  to  oppote 
the  amendment  which  was  made  in  refer- 
ence to  giving  power  to  the  provisional  di- 
rectors to  substitute  other  names  for  those 
which  are  contained  in  the  Bill.  If  that  be 
the  only  reason  for  it  I  have  no  objection  to 
let  It  stand  over,  but  I  do  not  think  It  is 
a  good  reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  must  say  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  the  reasons  or  the  Bill, 
tut  the  solicitor  for  the  people  interested  in 
the  Bin  asked  to  have  It  stand  over  until 
Tuesday,  as  he  wished  to  consult  them  with 
regard  to  the  changes  made  by  the  Commit- 
tee on  Banking  and  Commerce. 

The  order  was  allowed  to  stand. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bin  (80)  An  Act  respecting  the  West  Can- 
adian OoUiers,  Limited.— (Hon.  Mr.  McHngb.) 

OBDEBS  IN  COUNCaL  FOB  YUKON  TEB- 
RITOBY. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  House 

approve  of  the  Orders  in  Council  passed  since 
last  session,  submitted  for  the  approval  of 
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parliament,  respecting  tbe  Yukon  Territory. 
He  said  :  Under  several  statutes,  Orders  In 
Council  relating  to  the  Yukon  require  to  be 
submitted  to  parliament  at  the  next  session 
to  be  approved.  I  will  give  the  House  a 
brief  resume  of  tbe  terms  of  them  : 

Order  In  Council  6tb  July,  1903.~-Amflndtag 
Becilon  12  regulations  governing  placer  mining 
by  preQxlng  the  words  '  tlte  rear  boundary  of.' 
Purely  lormal. 

Order  In  Council  13th  August.  190S.— Approv- 
ing of  the  recommendation  of  Mr.  William  Ogll- 
Tle.  Tbe  minister  recommends  that  as  Mr.  Hen- 
derson was  the  flret  discoverer  of  gold  In  Klon- 
dike river  that  he  be  granted  a  frontage  of  two 
thousand  feet  of  available  placer  minlug  ground. 

Order  In  Council' 8tb  September,  1903.— Recom- 
mending that  sere  membership  in  the  Oawson 
Rifle  Company  does  not  dlBQuallty  from  holding 
a  mining  claim  in  the  Yukon  Territory. 

Order  In  Council  17th  November,  1903.— Re- 
viving the  free  miners  certificate  In  favour  of 
Mr.  E.  A.  Dixon  which  bad  expired. 

Order  In  Council  26th  November,  1903.— Making 
a  fee  tor  the  Tree  mlnera. certificate  in  all  cases 
I7.&0  instead  of  |10. 

Order  in  Council  28th  November,  1903.— Making 
a  royalty  uniform  2i  per  cent  of  the  sales  of  tbe 
products  of  the  location. 

Order  in  Council  28th  November,  1903.— Per- 
mitting that  Messrs.  Reeves,  Lanolr  and  Patton 
be  granted  renewal  of  entry  for  their  respective 
claims,  notwithstanding  that  work  to  the  value 
of  $200  had  not  been  expended,  as  they  had  been 
stopped  In  their  sperations  by  order  of  the  (Sold 
Commissioner. 

Order  In  Council  7th  December,  1903. — Recom- 
mending that  the  grantees  of  claim  No.  93  below 
lower  discovery  on  Dominion  creek  be  relieved 
from  the  payment  of  |200  prescribed  by  the 
regulations. 

Order  in  Council  3rd  January,  1904. — Recom- 
mending that  on  the  approval  of  the  commis- 
sioner surplus  water  on  Bonanza  and  Eldorado 
creeks  may  be  impounded  and  held  for  periods 
of  scarcliy. . 

Order  in  Council  2nd  February,  1904.— Re- 
scinding of  certain  regulations  for  the  disposal 
of  mining  locations  to  be  worked  by  hydraulic 
mining  process. 

All  of  the  above  haVe  been  published  la  the 
'  Canada  Gazette.' 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— I  do  not  want  to  ob- 
ject to  the  approval  of  these  orders,  but  Is 
tt  not  possible,  when  they  are  laid  on  the 
table  for  the  approval  of  this  House,  to 
distribute  printed  copies  of  tbem,  or  havo 
them  printed  in  the  Minutes  of  Proceedings, 
so  that  members  can  read  them  and  know 
what  tbey  are  asked  to  approve  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—It  would  load  up  the 
proceedings  very  mnob.  Some  of  them  are 
very  long. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDHY--We  are  asked  to  ap- 
prove of  something  we  do  not  know  any- 
thing abont. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  submitted  it  ten  dari 
ago  for  the  Information  of  bon.  gentlenuB. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  they  are  not  1» 

print. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Only  a  few  copies  tr» 
Issued. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- It  wonid  be  very  easy 
to  strike  off  a  few  more  copies  for  the  ose 

of  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAU)  (P.E.I.)-H^re 
they  not  all  been  printed  in  the  'Canada 

Gazette '  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  they  have  aU  besa 
published  tdiere. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (120)  An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal 
Terminal   Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 

Ca^aln,  de  Lanaudlfire.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  Tuesday  aext 


THE  SENATE. 

Oitawa,  Tuesday,  July  26,  im- 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Elgbt 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  RBADINO. 

Bill  (79)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Thomp- 
son River  Improvement  Company. — (Hon. 
Mr.  McHugh.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Bill  (120)  An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal 
Terminal  Railway  Company.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Casgrain,  de  Lonaudiftre.) 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  "Mr.  LANDRY— I  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  leader  of  tbe  Senate  If  we  could  get 
the  report  of  Dr.  Potvin  which  has  been 
sent  to  the  medical  superintendent  of  tbe 
Immigration  Hospital  in  Quebec  at  SartfC 
Park  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Is  the  Doctor  bete  ff 
in  Qnetwc  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— It  Is  Dr.  Boyce.  The 
report  was  sent  by  him  to  the  Department 
of  the  Interior. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  bon.  gentleman 
does  not  know  where  be  Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— I  tbluk  be  Is  a  pnbllc 
officer,  In  the  Immigration  Department  at 
Quebec.  I  al^o  ask  the  bon.  gentleman  If 
be  can  explain  why  the  French  copies  of  the 
debates  of  the  Senate  have  not  been  sent  to 
the  members  of  this  House  since  the  end  of 
April.  I  understand  the  work  at  the  Print- 
ing Bureau  is  done  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  bare  no  more  control 
over  that  matter  than  the  bon.  gentleman 
and  know  less  about  It  The  matter  Is  con- 
trolled by  the  committee  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— I  thought  It  was  In 
the  I>epartment  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SEHATS. 

Ottawa^  Wednesday,  July  S7,  190^. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

COMPANIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
FIRST  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  Introduced  Bill  (N)  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Companies  Act,  1902. 
The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  'moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  the  second  time  to-morrow. 

He  said  :  When  the  Companies  Act  was 
before  parliament,  there  was  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  which  prevented  the  Secretary  of  State 
from  Incorporating  or  chartering  telegraph, 
telephone  or  railway  companies  ;  but  It  was 
not  intended  that  a  construction  company 
sbould  be  debarred  from  supplying  ties  for 
Instance,  or  from  taking  a  contract  for  the 
construction  of  a  road.  It  was  Intended  to 
prerent  a  charter  being  granted  except  by 
parliament,  for  either  building  or  construct- 
ing a  tel^raph,  telephone  or  railway  line. 


Now  it  bas  been  pointed  out  that  the  courts 
have  decided  that  a  contracting  company 
cannot  take  a  contract  for  building  any  part 
of  a  railway  because  they  are  without  the 
statutes.  That  was  not  the  Intention  of 
parliament,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
courts  are  correct.  The  mere  supplying  of 
ties  by  a  company,  or  a  company  supplying 
steel  rails  or  building  a  section  of  the  road 
was  not  Intended  to  be  prohibited.  It  was 
not  Intended  that  they  should  be  debarred 
from  performing  such  work  as  that  by  their 
charter,  and  there  bas  been  before  the 
House  of  Commons  a  Bill  amending  the  Act. 
It  is,  however,  on  the  public  Bill  list  and  it 
Is  not  likely  to  pass  this  session  ;  but  if  the 
Bill  were  passed  here  It  would  probably 
have  a  chance  of  going  through.  It  would 
be  an  addition  to  clause  6  and  would  read  as 
follows  : 

NothlDg  in  this  section  or  any  cbarter  or 
latters  patent  heretofore  or  hereafter  issued 
shall  be  deemed  to  prevent  any  companr  to 
which  this  Act  applies  from  acting  as  a  con- 
tractor io  the  railway,  telegraph  or  telephone 
con8tru3tloD. 

The  other  clause  is  allowing  the  compa- 
nies that  have  capital  shares  for  less  than 
$100  to  raise  the  shares  to  $100. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  suppose  that  must 
be  with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
House,  as  the  Bill  Is  already  In  the  other 

chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  S.COTT— Perhaps  so.  I  am  not 
aware  that  there  is  any  rule  about  that. 
However,  I  should  ask  the  consent  of  the 
House.- 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Has 
It  been  withdrawn  In  the  other  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  really  know. 
It  is  so  low  down  on  the  order  paper  that  It 
will  not  be  reached  at  all  events.  It  will  be 
struck  off  the  l|st  In  the  other  House  if  this 
Bill  Is  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
should  suggest  to  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  the  propriety  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  Bill  In  the  other  House  has  been  with- 
drawn. It  would  be  an  unusual  proceeding 
If  we  were  to  deal  with  this  Bill  while  the 
Bill  .was  In  the  other  House  at  the  eame 
time. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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COPTRIGHT  QUBSTION. 
MOTION. 
Hod.  Mr.  DAVID  moved  : 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
BxcelleDcjr  the  Governor  General;  praying  that 
His  Excellencr  will  cause  to  be  laid  before  the 
Senate  copies  of  all  correspondence;  petitions 
and  documents  In  the  hands  of  the  government, 
being  connected  with  the  copyright  question, 
and  the  law  on  the  subject;  also,  for  a  state- 
aient  of  the  number  of  foreign  books  which 
have  been  reprinted  in  Canada  In  accordance 
with  our  laws  on  copyrlKht. 

He  said  :  In  order  that  hon.  members 
shall  discuss  this  question  intelligently  it 
will  be  necessary  to  have  before  ag  certain 
documents  which  I  have  asked  for,  espe- 
cially petitions  which  may  have  been  pre- 
sented. t4  the  government  by  associations  of 
French  or  English  writers.  Not  knowing 
whether  those  documents  are  In  the  posses- 
sion of  the  government,  or  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  Is  able  to  produce  them, 
I  shall  delay  the  remarks  which  I  had  in- 
tended to  make.  There  Is  no  doubt  the 
question  is  more  complicated  than  I  thought, 
and  If  It  is  true,  as  I  suppose  it  must  be 
true,  as  alleged  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  that  the  Berne  treaty  Is  still  In  force, 
I  do  not  know  that  the  provisloos  of  that 
treaty  con  be  consistent  with  the  Canadian 
statutes.  Perhaps  I  will  be  better  able  to 
present  my  views  to  the  Hoase  when  the 
documents  asked  for  are  placed  before  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understood  the-  de- 
partment communicated  to  my  hon.  friend 
the  nature  of  the  correspondence.  That  It 
would  be  quite  impossible  thU  session  to 
pr^are  copies  of  all  the  documents  asked 
for.  They  are  very  voluminous.  Corre- 
spondence has  been  going  on  for  fifteen  or 
twenty  years,  and  unless  my  hon.  friend  can 
point  out  something  that  can  be  got  ready 
in  two  days,  it  would  be  useless  to  leave 
the  notice  on  tbe  paper.  He  asks  if  Canada 
Is  in  the  Berne  convention  ?  T  may  eay  It 
Is,  although  a  protest  has  been  entered.  The 
Imperial  government  have  refused  to  allow 
Canad  to  go  out,  and,  as  hon.  gentlemen 
know,  the  Bill  on  the  subject  passed  under 
the  supervision  of  the  late  Sir  John  Thomp- 
son was  not  allowed  to  go  Into  effect.  It 
has  been  held  up  ever  since,  and  although 
repeated  communications  have  been  bad 
with  the  imperial  authorities,  they  still  de- 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 


dine  to  recognize  that  we  have  the  sova- 
eign  control.  Under  the  British  North 
America  Act  It  is  quite  clear  the  question  of 
copyright  is  relegated  to  the  parliament  of 
Canada,  but  the  British  authorities  do  not 
seem  to  be  willing  to  carry  out  the  Brltisli 
North  America  Act  in  that  particular. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEBYILLE— I  un- 
derstood the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  tliat  tbe 
Berne  treaty  was  too  volumlnons.  I  sup- 
pose it  is  not  more  than  two  or  three  pages  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Berne  treaty 
enabled  authors  included  in  that  treaty  to 
obtain  copyright  in  the  several  countrlee 
mentioned  in  the  treaty,  and  tbe  British  gov- 
ernment have  pointed  out  that  it  would  be 
a  serious  blow  if  Canada  withdrew.  Cana- 
dian writers  have  availed  themaelveg  of  tbe 
privileges  that  flow  from  being  In  the  Berne 
convention,  but  in  consequence  of  the  very 
many  discussions  we  have  had  with  the  im- 
perial government  on  the  subject  of  copy- 
right, the  late  government,  as  I  thoogbt 
wisely,  passed  an  Order  in  Council  express- 
ing their  desire  to  retire  from  the  B«ne 
convention,  so  that  the  people  of  Canada 
would  be  perfectly  Indtpendent  and  free  to 
do  as  they  pleased  in  regard  to  the  question 
of  copyright.  However,  the  British  gov- 
ernment did  not  acquiesce  in  our  views. 
They  thought  it  was  a  mistake ;  that  It 
would  be  rather  injurious  than  otherwise, 
and  so  they  declined  to  carry  out  tbe  request 
made  by  the  late  government,  and  th^  bare 
withheld  their  assent  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther Sir  John  Thompson  was  Minister  of 
Justice  or  not  at  the  time,  but  at  all  events 
he  did  not  concur  Id  tbe  view  taken  by  tbe 
imperial  government  It  was  left  In  a  vety 
unsatisfactory  condition. 

Hon.  Mr.  E^BOUSON— I  do  not  tbiok  it 
will  he  at  all  necessary  to  go  back  so  far  to 
produce  the  correspondence,  as  my  hon. 
friend  the  Secretary  of  State  says  It  will. 
I  am  quite  sure  that  we  have  had  all  the 
papers  brought  down  to  comparatively  re- 
cent dates.  I  remember  very  well  that  at 
the  time  of  Sir  John  Thompson**  death  in 
England,  he  was  engaged  In  the  discusaloQ 
of  this  very  question.  A  very  extensive 
correspondence  conducted  by  him  just  op  to 
that  time  will  be  found  in  one  of  Hodglns* 
volumes  on  Dominion  L^islation. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— His  long  r^ort  on  the 
BQbJect  is  printed  in  tbe  appendices  of  tlie 
'  Joornals.' 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  wtll  not  be  at 
all  necessary  to  produce  correspondence  as 
far  back  aa  bas  been  Indicated  by  the  hon- 
Secretary  of  State,  because  returns  to  a 
comparatively  recent  date  are  available.  My 
view  is  that  ^uce  the  death  of  Sir  John 
Thompson,  this  question  has  not  been  taken 
up  by  Canada  In  the  way  he  was  dealing 
with  It  It  was  one  of  tiie  losses  which 
Canada  sustained  In  tbe  death  of  Sir  John 
Thompson  at  that  particular  time,  on  account 
of  the  earnest  and  extremely  able  manner  in 
which  he  was  dealing  with  this  copyright 
question,  and  I  am  under  tbe  impression  that 
since  his  death  no  one  lias  taken  up  the 
matter  in  the  way  he  was  dealing  with  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVII>— I  might  indicate  the 
documents  which  I  require  specially.  I 
would  be  happy  to  get  all  the  complaints 
which  have  been  made  for  many  years  by 
French  or  English  writers  against  tbe  ap- 
plication of  tbe  British  copyright  laws  in 
this  country.  If  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
would  produce  those  documents,  for  my 
part,  I  would  be  satisfied,  because  as  the 
hon.  senator  from  Marshfield  has  Just  said, 
I  think  we  can  find  in  Hodglns'  work  the 
papers  which  would  be  snfflclont  for  the  dls- 
cassfon,  and  especially  the  correspondence 
exchanged  between  Sir  John  Thompson  and 
the  British  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  may  say  that  the 
strongest  arguments  against  the  copyright 
question  were  brought  by  the  publishers  of 
Canada,  because  It  practically  gives  priority 
to  United  States  publishers  where  English 
authors  print  contemporaneously  in  the 
United  States  with  taking  out  copyright  in 
England,  because  they  have  eighty  odd 
million  people  there.  Having  taken  out  copy- 
right in  the  United  States  they  are  able  to 
print  and  send  their  publicatltHi  into  Can- 
ada, and  Canadian  publishers  are  super- 
seded entirely. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand. 

MILITARY  STRENGTH  OP  CANADA. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRLEY  inquired  for  ; 

A  statement  showing  the  mllltarr  strength 
of  the  Kovemment  of  C^ada  In  so  far  as  It  re- 


Iat«8  to  aminnnltloD,  rifles  and  other  weapons 
of  warfare,  where  and  In  what  proportions  are 
inch  stored  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  unable  to  give 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  as  complete  an  answer 
as  he  probably  would  like.  The  question 
was  brought  up  three  or  four  years  ago  In 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  the  minister  In 
giving  an  answer  to  the  question,  while 
stating  the  number  of  rifles  under  con- 
struction and  those  that  had  been  distri- 
buted, thought  it  was  not  proper  to  give  tbe 
quantity  of  powder  and  the  number  of  cart- 
ridges that  had  been  already  made,  and 
where  they  were  deposited. 

Th«e  are  38,000  Lee-Enfleld  rifles  Issued 
to  corps  of  the  active  militia  and  rifle  asso* 
clatlons,  and  there  are,  in  addition.  4,668 
Lee-Enfleld  rifles  and  810  Lee-Enfleld  car- 
bines at  the  various  stations.  . 

As  regards  ammunition,  it  Is  consldwed 
Inadvisable  that  this  Information  should  be 
given  out  publicly. 

MINING  CONCESSION  IN  THE  TUEON 
TERRITORY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  UACDONALD  (B.G.)  rose  to  : 

Call  the  attention  of  the  government  to  some 
ol  the  concessions  made  of  gold-bearing  ground 

In  the  Yukon  district  to  different  persons,  such 
as — 

The  Boyle  Concession. — Commencing  near  the 
mouth  of  Bonanza  creek  and  extending  up  the 
Klondike  river  a  distance  of  six  miles,  and  em- 
bracing, according  to  Treadsold's  own  swoni 
statement  before  the  Hofal  Commission  (JudgS 
Brltton's),  40*5  square  miles,  26,600  acres. 

Bronson  and  Ray  Concession  (Ottawa  men). — 
According  to  sworn  evidence  at  the  Roral  Com- 
mission, eight  to  nine  square  miles,  on  both 
limits  of  Bonanza  creek,  6,120  acres. 

Matson  and  Doyle  Concession. — Contains  over 
three  square  miles  of  proven  hillside  placer 
ground,  1,920  acres. 

Quartz  creek  Concession  (Joe.  Boyle  again). — 
Contains  three  square  miles  of  the  best  part 
of  Quartz  creek.  1,920  acres. 

Hermann  Concession.— Ehnbraces  six  square 
miles  of  territory  on  Gold  Bottom  creek,  8,840 
acres. 

Anderson  Concession.— Containing  four  square 
miles  on  the  best  part  of  Hunker  oreek,  2,660 
acres. 

And  will  ask  the  government  have  the  above- 
named  concessions  been  made  ? 

If  so,  on  what  conditions  ? 

Have  the  concesslonnalres  carried  out'  the 
terms  on  which  the  concessions  were  made  7 

If  so,  how  much  has  been  contributed  to  the 
revenue  of  the  Dominion  br  them  ? 

It  the  conditions  liave  not  been  compiled  with, 
will  the  government  In  all  cases  of  non-com- 
pltance  declare  these  concessions  forfeited  to 
the  Crown,  and  open  to  the  free  miner  under 
the  ordinary  mining  regulations  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  I  can  answer 
some  of  the  questions.  In  reference  to  the 
concessions.  Ag  to  the  ftrst,  the  answo-  Is, 
yes,  tbey  hare  been  made.  As  to  the  second, 
on  what  conditions,  leases  for  bydranlic 
mining  purposea  have  been  Issued  in  favour 
of  the  persons  mentioned  for  locations  si- 
tuated In  the  localities  referred  to.  Then, 
the  next  question  Is  on  what  conditions. 
They  are  Issued  under  the  prOTtsions  of  re- 
gulatioD«  In  force  at  the  time  the  applica- 
tions were  made,  and  under  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  leases  issued.  A  printed 
copy  of  the  regulations,  and  a  printed  form 
of  the  lease  is  attached.  Then,  In  reply  to 
the  third  question,  hare  the  concesslonnalres 
carried  out  the  terms  on  which  the  conces- 
sions were  made  ;  the  subject  Is  now  being 
inquired  into  by  Judge  Britton.  His  report 
has  not  yet  bien  received. 

4.  If  BO,  how  much  has  been  contributed 
to  the  revenue  of  the  Dominion  by  them  ? 
The  following  amouut  has  been  collected 
for  rent  and  royalty,  namely,  $24,359.14. 

5.  If  the  conditions  have  not  been  com- 
plied witli,  will  the  government  in  all  cases 
of  non-compliance  declare  these  concessions 
forfeited  to  the  Crown  and  open  to  the  free 
miner  under  the  ordinary  mining  regula- 
tions ? 

The  reply  is :  If  the  conditions  under 
which  a  tease  has  been  issued  are  not  com- 
plied witb  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Min- 
ister of  the  Interior,  such'  lease  may  be  can- 
celled and  tbe  ground  Included  tlierein  Is 
thrown  open  to  entry  by  free  miners  under 
the  provisions  of  the  regulations. 

A  fuller  explanation  of  the  third  question 
has  been  handed  to  me.  Tbe  lease  issued 
in  favour  of  tbe  persons  mentioned  In  the 
return,  provides  that  ttie  lessee  shall  have 
machinery  in  operation  on  his  location  with- 
in one  year  from  the  date  of  the  lease,  and 
that  if,  during  any  year  of  tbe  said  term, 
the  lessee  shall  fall  to  expend  in  mining 
operations  in,  about  or  upon  tbe  location 
the  sum  of  ¥5.000,  of  the  tact  of  wblcb 
failure  the  ministo'  shall  be  the  sole  and 
final  judge,  tbe  lease  shall  become  and  be 
utterly  and  absolutely  null  and  void,  unless 
tbe  minister  shall  otherwise  decide. 

At  fbe  present  time  Hr.  Justice  Britton 
Is  preparing  a  report  for  submission  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  with  respect  to  each  of 
Hon.  Mr.  HACDONALD  (B.a) 


the  hydraulh:  mining  locations  referred  to 

in  this  return. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  sup- 
pose the  very  fact  of  the  'matter  being  re- 
ferred to  a  commissioner  shows  that  the 
terms  of  tbe  concMskm  were  not  carried 
out,  that  then  was  default  eltiier  In  pro- 
viding machinery  or  In  paying  rents  wlildi 
the  concessionnalres  were  to  have  paid.  Of 
course  I  cannot  tell  from  the  amount  stated 
who  has  paid  and  who  has  not  paid,  but  I 
do  hope  that  the  Secretary  of  State  will  be 
able  to  say  this  will  be  the  last  of  these 
concessions.  It  must  be  obviooB  that  ttie; 
were  not  for  the  benefit  of  the  country.  It 
Is  throwing  a  fortune  into  the  bands  of  a 
few  people,  I  do  not  hnow  and  do  not  care 
whether  they  are  Conservatives  or  Liberals 
or  where  they  come  from.  No  miner  shonH 
be  allowed  to  get  more  than  an  ordinary 
mining  claim,  or  to  take  up  timber  Ibnit^ 
water-powers  and  large  tracts  of  lands  to 
be  controlled  by  four  or  five  people.  I  an 
sure  tbe  faon.  Secretary  of  State  will  agree 
with  me  that  something  oug"ht  to  be  done  to 
prevent  a  young  minister  from  throwing 
away  the  heritage  of  the  country  in  this 
way.  Who  benefits  by  It  ?  Not  the  country. 
It  injures  the  mining  Industry,  and  I  do 
hope  that  this  Is  tbe  last  of  this  kind  of 
thing,  and  that  tbe  country  will  be  kept  fbr 
miners  on  equal  terms.  A  wise  administra- 
tion of  the  Yukon  territory  Is  most  import- 
ant. In  the  early  history  of  It,  young  men 
were  sent  up  there  under  small  salaries,  and 
they  had  to  steal  to  keep  themselves  alive. 
The  consequence  was,  we  bad  all  sorts  of 
evil  reports  that  those  young  officials  had 
favourites,  and  others  who  desired  to  swors 
mining  claims  could  not  get  them,  dabm 
could  only  be  got  through  favourites,  lewd 
women  sometdmes,  and  It  was  because  the 
officials  were  poorly  paid  and  bad  to  grt  a 
living  some  way  or  other.  I  hope  the  con- 
cessions are  ended,  and  that  there  will  be 
nothing  more  of  the  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  propose  to  dl«- 
cuss  the  policy  of  granting  concessions  jast 
now,  but  one  of  the  Inqwrtant  qnestlMu' 
was  whether  those  concessions  bad  been 
given  on  mlsrepres^tatlon,  or  whetbtt  any 
fraud  had  been  perpetrated.  Of  conse, 
where  a  department  is  administering  a  to- 
ritory  four  or  five  thousand  miles  nray,  ft 
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it  ezoeedlng!7  difficult  to  sopervlse.  Rc- 
presentatitHis  come  fpotn  there  which  seem 
to  be  In  the  best  Interests  of  the  people,  and 
tbey  are  accepted  as  htmestly  given.  BCIb- 
takes  will  sometlines  arise,  but  one  of  the 
Important  qneatlona  sabmltted  to  Judge 
Brltton  was  whether  any  mlsiepreBeutatloD 
had  been  made  when  the  partlea  were  ob- 
taining those  claims,  whethn  any  of  the 
reasons  given  were  not  honest  and  correct 
That  Is  the  most  Important  element  In  the 
Ingafry.  We  ought  to  know  wnether  fraud 
was  practised  by  Individuals  or  officials,  and 
we  cannot,  of  course,  know  the  tmtb  of  that 
until  we  get  Judge  Britten's  report,  which 
I  hope  will  be  presented  shorUy. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGE'BNZIB  BOWBLL— I  mp- 
pose  we  are  to  understand,  from  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
that  these  concessions,  which  are  mentioned 
In  detail  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Ylcto- 
Tla,  have  been  granted. 

Hon.  3£r.  SCOTT— I  presume  so.  I  pre- 
«ime  all  that  part  of  it  la  correct. 

Hon.  Sir  AIAGEBNZIE  BOWEL]>-The 
hon.  gentleman  is  not  aware  whether  any 
«f  the  parties  who  obtained  these  conces- 
sions are  working  them  ?  I  know  when  I 
was  in  that  country,  some  of  the  concessions 
referred  to  In  this  list  on  tne  notice  paper 
were  pointed  out  to  me,  and  at  that  time, 
they  were  not  being  worked.  They  seemed 
to  be  large  areas  of  five  or  six  thousand 
acres  each,  and  the  result  was,  that  while 
-clalma  had  been  taken  up,  adjoining  these 
concessions  that  were  being  worked  snccess- 
fully,  particularly  the  bench  claims,  these 
large  areas  were  lying  Idle.  Nothing  was 
being  done  by  the  parties  holding  them.  I 
know  that  one  of  the  parties  In  that  conn- 
try,  with  whom  I  had  conversation,  had  one 
-of  those  claims^  and  on  making  an  Inquiry 
I  found  that  the  holders  of  these  conces- 
rions  were  not  working  them,  nor  was  there 
any  psospect  that  they  would,  and  I  agree 
with  the  suggestion  that  they  should  be  can- 
celled the  same  as  the  Treadgold  concession 
was  cancelled.  In  answer  to  a  question  put 
by  myself  a  few  days  ago,  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  said  that  the  Treadgold  conces- 
sion had  been  cancelled  on  the  appUcatlon 
of  the  parties  holding  the  concessions,  on 
the  ground  fliat  fliey  bad  been  unable  to 
complete  Uieir  fitaandal  arrangemMtts,  and 


that  the  fault  lay  with,  as  the  hon.  gentle- 
man said,  my  friends.  I  find  on  reading 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Bwing,  signed  by  him  and 
by  Mr.  Treadgold,  he  winds  up  In  this  way  : 

RegTAtttDff  that  after  having  secured  Boimd 
financial  anpport  for  tbU  enterprlBe,  and  liav- 
flnitaclal  arrangements  for  a  large  sum  of  money 
upon  It,  yre  have  been  prevented  by  the  attitude 
of  the  government  (not  of  the  opposUiOD)  from 
carrying  it  through  to  a  aucceBStul  termlaatlon. 
In  the  shape  In  which  It  was  chartered. 

I  must,  however,  In  justice  to  the  hon. 
gentleman,  say  that  In  another  part  of  the 

letter,  they  say  that : 

When  our  enterprise  was  attacked  In  parlia- 
ment, In  May,  1903,  we  had  completed  our 
financial  arrangements  for  a  large  sum  of  money 
required  for  our  work,  and  no  doubt  existed  as 
to  the  carrying  out  of  the  obligation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  la  rather  Inconslet- 

ent. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  ad- 
mit that  they  atb-Ibute  the  failure  after- 
wards, to  a  certain  extent,  to  the  attack 
which  had  been  made  upon  them,  and  then 
he  says  that  arising  out  of  that  attack,  It 
threw  doubt  upon  the  validity  of  their  char- 
ter, and  imposed  upon  them  a  complete  sus- 
pension of  operation  until  ^e  report  of  the 
commis^on  aw>olnted  by  the  government 
should  be  received,  and  had  completely  par- 
alysed their  efforts,  and  undermined  the 
confidence  of  their  financial  backers,  and 
made  it  Impossible  for  them  to  proceed,  and 
for  that  reason,  they  felt  compelled  to  ask 
the  consent  of  the  government  to  their  with- 
drawal from  the  concession.  Of  course,  he 
attributes  the  action  of  the  govHnment  to 
their  not  having  had  stamina  enough  to  re- 
sist the  attacks  which  had  been  made  upon 
them.  That  being  the  case,  it  would  lead 
one  to  suppose  that  the  Treadgold  people 
were  under  the  Impression  that  Judge  Brit- 
ten's report  would  be  of  an  unfavourable 
character,  and  before  that  report  was  made^ 
they  would  withdraw  flrom  the  enterprise. 
In  order  to  assist  them,  perhaps  unloten- 
tlonally,  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  instruct- 
ed the  commissioner  not  to  make  a  report, 
so  that  we  have  been  In  the  dark,  as  to  the 
real  effect  which  these  concessions  had  upon 
the  country.  When  we  get  the  report,  pro- 
bably we  may  learn  whether  the  conces- 
sions made  to  other  parties  are  in  the  same 
position  as  tite  Treadgold  concenion,  al- 
though they  were  of  a  different  character 
altogether.    StlU  the  Impression  wttli  the 
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miners,  and  with  those  interested  In  the 
Klondike  In  all  those  enterprises,  as  veil  an 
apon  every  person  who  has  given  any  stndj 
to  the  qnestlon,  conld  be  o$  but  one  char- 
acter, and  tbat  Is  that  these  concessions  are 
detrimental  to  the  mining  Industries  of  that 
country.  Afl  has  been  pointed  ont  in  this 
notice,  some  forty  or  fifty  thousand  acres  of 
land  covered  by  these  concessions.  Is  held 
by  less  than  a  dozen  people,  and  the  result 
bas  been  to  close  out  the  free  miners.  The 
sooner  the  system  Is  abandoned,  and  only 
the  proper  area  of  a  mining  claim  granted 
to  each  Individual,  the  better  It  -will  be  for 
the  country  and  for  those  engaged  in  the 
mining  industry. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentlemen  of 
the  opposition  have  been  so  steadily  opposed 
to  the  Treadgold  concession,  that  I  thought 
it  would  be  a  matter  of  congratulation  to 
them  when  it  was  cancelled.  It  is  bard  to 
please  my  hon.  friend.  When  I  found  that 
It  had  been  withdrawn,  I  thought  then,  and 
think  still,  that  it  was  perfectly  Idle  to  ask 
for  a  report  on  something  which  no  longer 
existed.  It  would  not  affect  my  hon.  friend's 
opinion  one  way  or  the  other.  I  pointed  out 
to  the  judge  that  he  had  better  send  tte; 
evidence  without  comment,  and  we  could 
form  our  own  opinion  upon  it  He  Is  not 
an  expert  In  hydraulic  engineering,  and  his 
fellow-commlssloner,  who  was  an  expert,  Is 
no  longer  able  to  give  htm  assistance,  and  I 
think  the  proper  course  would  have  been  to 
simply  report  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman's  opinion,  that  no  one 
would  read  the  5.000  or  6,000  pages  of  evi- 
dence, may  be  correct ;  for  that  reason  we 
ought  to  have  the  Judge's  finding  In  the 
form  of  a  report. 

MUTUAL  RESEEVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION  POSTPONED. 
The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 
By  the  Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  : 

That  he  will  move,  that  the  chairman  of  the 

Select  Committee  appointed  to  Investigate  the 
position  In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  ABBoclatlon  of  New  York  be  Instructed  to 
report  (orthvith  to  the  Senate  all  proceedings 
of  said  committee  In  connectltHi  vlth  the  ex- 
amination of  the  two  witnesses,  Messrs.  D.  E. 
Cameron  and  R.  6.  Cannon,  as  per  resolution 
of  the  Senate  of  the  12th  Instant. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  BBIQTJB  said  :  I  wish  to  state 
very  briefly  my  reasons  for  making  tUs 

motion  

Hon.  Mr.  I/ANpBY— I  rise  to  a  pcdnt  of 

order  before  the  hon.  gentleman  goes  any 

farther.  The  lion,  gentleman  gave  notice  of 

this  motion  only  yesterday,  and  I  call  Us 

attention  to  rule  13,  which  provides  that: 

One  intermediate  day's  notice  must  be  Ktna 
ot  all  matters  deemed  special,  and  any  moUn 
Is  deemed  special  which  Initiates  a  sabjeet  of 
discussion. 

I  tblQlE  this  moUon  wU)  Initiate  a  subject 
of  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATeON— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANI>BT— In  commenting  on 
that  rule,  Bourlnot,  page  414,  aays : 

.  V|ten  a  member  proposes  to  brins  aor 
matter  before  either  House  with  a  view  ot  ob- 
taining an  expression,  of  opinion  thereon,  be 
must  make  a  motion.  Of  this  he  must  give  dn 
notice,  unless  It  be  one  of  those  questient  ot 
prlTlleKO  or  urgency  which  may  be  ImmedUteh 
considered. 

Tbat  la  not  the  case  now.  so  ttiat  rule  13 
of  the  Senate  applies. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— To  avoid  troubling  the 
hon.  gentleman,  I  ask  that  this  notice  be 
allowed  to  stand  until  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand. 

RAH.WAY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
FIRST  RBADINQ. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (132)  An  Act  to  ameod 
the  Railway  Act.  1908. 

The  BUI  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  the  RaUway  Act.  u 
hon.  gentlemen  probably  recollect,  the  Rail- 
way Committee  was  removed  altogethw 
from  considering  questions— It  was  abolish' 
ed.  A  number  of  questions  had  been  beird 
by  the  Railway  Committee,  under  whicb 
there  would  have  been,  under  ordinary  con- 
ditions, had  the  Railway  Committee  con- 
tinued its  jorladlctlon,  some  tbat  could  have 
been  appealed  to  the  Privy  Oonncil.  Attm 
the  BUI  was  passed  it  was  found  that,  fiw 
Railway  Committee  having  been  abolished, 
practically  the  appeals  could  not  be  beaid 
and  the  first  clause  of  this  Bill  applies  to 
appeals  then  standing,  and  provides  thattlie 
Privy  Council  should  still  continue  to  bear 
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appeals  of  cases  heard  before  the  Ratlwaj 
Committee  was  abollebed.  and  that  those 
Intending  to  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council 
ghonld  still  )»  heard.  The  other  clause  La 
rect^nlzing  the  Sunday  legislation  In  the 
prOTlnoes  In  regard  to  railway  companies 
that  have  come  here  and  obtained  charters, 
In  which  that  clause  has  been  Introduced 
that  they  were  *  for  the  general  benefit 
of  Canada.'  Hon.  gentlemen  will  refnember 
there  are  cCTtain  provincial  Acts  Incorporat- 
ing railways  which  have  been  Incorporated 
by  the  federal  parliament,  those  words  hav- 
ing been  added.  They  are  practically  local 
companies,  but,  for  reasons  which  I  need  not 
now  exi^aln.  they  obtained  federal  powers. 
Now,  In  so  far  as  those  powers  are  con- 
cerned, the  clause  of  this  BUI  provides  they 
shall  come  under  whatever  legislation  the 
provinces  may  enact  In  regard  to  the  obsei^ 
vance  of  the  Sabbath. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWE3LIr-Doea 
that  apply  to  railways  which  are  excloslve- 
ly  local  In  their  character,  and  do  not  con- 
nect ohe  province  with  another  7 

Hon.  Mr.  BCOTT— Tea. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  so 
It  would  paralyse  the  operations  of  the  rail- 
ways altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  words  we  put  In 
gave  jurisdiction  to  this  parliament  In  those 
cases,  though  they  were  clearly  local  acts. 
It  has  been  pointed  out  over  and  over  again 
that  it  was  l^lslatlon  which  we  should  not 
have  Interfered  with,  but  we  have  Interfered 
with  It,  and  this  clause  provides  that  in  so  far 
as  the  Sunday  legislation  Is  concerned,  the 
fact  of  our  assuming  sovereignty  over  those 
roads  shall  not  Interfere  with  any  Sunday 
legislation  with  regard  to  the  operation  of 
such  railways,  that  may  be  adopted  by  local 
l^lslatores.  The  provincial  legislation  can- 
not affect  federal  charters,  like  those  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway,  the  Canadian  Paci- 
fic Railway  and  other  roads,  which  pass 
tnm  one  province  to  another.  It  will  apply 
only  to  those  companies,  which  are  local  in 
their  character,  but  have  obtained  federal 
recognition. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-How 
will  it  apply  to  local  roads  which  may  here- 
after be  eiFtended  so  as  to  pass  Into  another 
province  T 
58 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  presume  then  It 
would  be  a  fair  subject  for  federal  control, 
because  the  federal  parliament  woul4  hav^ 
Jorlsdictlon  over  a  road  passing  from  one 
province  into  another. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  this  a  Bill  to 
amend  the  Railway  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  would  suggest  an 
amendment  of  a  very  practical  charactw. 
Every  member  of  parliament  has,  I  sup- 
pose, a  couple  of  dozen  passes  in  his  pocket 
giving  him  a  right  to  travel  on  the 'rail- 
ways. I  think  we  might  amend  the  Bill 
to  provide  that  on  presentation  of  a  certi- 
ficate of  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  to  whldi 
the  member  belongs,  he  would  be  entitled 
to  a  free  pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  may  state  that  the 
conductors  on  trains  have  spoken  In  regard 
to  the  matter,  and  have  expressed  their 
desire  that  parliament  should  make  some 
such  prorision.  Under  the  law  to-day,  mem- 
bers of  parliament  have  a  right  to  free 
transportation,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
railway  companies  now  extend  passes  to 
members  which  they  are  not  entitled  to 
accept,  so  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Stadacona  is  In  order.  It  will 
facilitate  travel  on  the  trains.  The  con- 
ductors ask  for  a  simple  card  of  Identifica- 
tion, certified  by  the  derk.  and  that  will 
be  amply  sufficient  to  entitle  members  to 
travel  on  the  railways. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  suggestion  was 
made  last  year.  It  does  not  require  legis- 
lation to  carry  It  out  A  member  of  parlia- 
ment is  absolutely  free  on  the  trains. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  point  is  to 
Identify  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  derk  can  do  it 
without  legislation.  It  does  not  need  an 
Act  of  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  Is  very  desir- 
able that  some  document  should  be  Issued 
which  would  extend  to  all  railways.  Some* 
of  the  railway  companies  have  substituted 
a  new  pass  for  the  one  they  gave  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  year,  but  all  the  passes  which 
I  have  seen  contain  conditions  on  the  back, 
of  them,  which  have  no  right  to  be  placed 
there,  when  they  are  Issued  to  members  of 
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parliament  It  la  very  undesirable  that  we 
Btaonld  be  compelled  to  use  passes  which  con- 
tain such  conditions.  That  Is  one  of  the 
reasons,  In  addition  to  those  that  hare  been 
pointed  out  bj  other  hon.  gentlemen, 
that  we  should  be  furnished  with  one  docu- 
ment and  not  be  under  the  necessity  of  carry- 
ing around  with  us  twenty  or  thirty  of  these 
different  passes  In  our  wallets,  which,  if  we 
happen  to  lose  would  create  a  dtflSculty.  We 
are  not  obliged  to  present  a  pass  at  all,  but 
It  wonW  be  boorish  on  the  part  of  members 
of  parliament  to  take  that  ground,  because 
conductors  might  not  bs  able  to  Identify 
them,  and  It  might  tinder  certain  clrcnm- 
Btances  put  the  conductors  in  au  awkward 
posltioQ.  Therefore,  to  facilitate  the  railway 
companies  In  their  work,  we  do  use  the  paft- 
«es,  but  I  do  not  think  we  should  use  a  pass 
with  such  a  condition  on  the  back  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— Might  I  ask  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  If  It  would  be  necessary 
to  give  instructions  to  the  clerk  to  issue 
cards  of  Identification,  or  can  he  do  it  with- 
out those  Instructions  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  formal  motion  might 
bo  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLOBAN— Yes.  The  clerk  might 
not  want  to  take  It  upon  himself. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELD— The 
easiest  way  to  avoid  the  difficulty  would  be 
to  repeal  the  clause  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— There  haa  been  no 
notice  for  that 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

NATURALIZATION  AND  ALIENS  ACTS 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (147)  An  Act  to  amend 
the  acts  relating  to  Naturalization  and 
Aliens. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  thtf  Bin  be 
read  the  seconii  time  (o-morrow.  H*  asld  r 
TMs  Bill  Is  simply  t&t  the  purpoM  of  am*ttfl- 
iag  the  tribunal  before  whfcb  natnra4ifli«ott 
ni«y  bte  proved;  It  provides*  f  bM  e«ctioff  II 
cf  chat»t«r  119  Ur  ataendeO;  hi  <|!ticft>«c,  ttf  tchy 
clremt  emt  wfthw  thte  ferrMoflaf  lHMt»  <ft 
Hob.  Mr.  rBRQVSON. 


the  Jurisdiction  of  which  the  aMen  resides. 
It  is  simply  altering  the  particular  court  la 
Manitoba  to  the  county  court  havli^  Jmis- 
diction  where  the  alien  resides. . 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUQHEED— How  about  tlw 

Territories  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  circuit  courts  In 
and  for  the  territorial  divlaion  and  districts 
and  counties  In  the  province  of  Quebec  sre 
hereby  declared  to  have  Jurlsdictton  ander 

the  Naturalization  Act  so  amended.  There 
is  nothing  in  regard  to  the  Territories.  So 
I  presume  that  Is  correct.  It  only  relates  to 
Quebec  and  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Does  it  affect  the 
ctrll  condition  of  aliens,  or  only  the  tri- 
bunal ? 

non.  Mr.  SCOTT — Simply  the  court  to 
which  the  naturalfsatkm  papers  will  be  n- 
fcrred. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFIfi  ASSUB- 
ANCE  COMMITTEl!). 

INQUIRT. 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUaHEiiiJ— Before  the  Honse 
fidjoums,  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  cbalr- 
man  of  the  select  committee  appointed  to 
Inquire  into  the  position  in  Canada  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  i^ 
he  Intends  to  make  his  report  ?  Is  it  in- 
tended to  make  it  to-day  ? 

Hon.  Mn  OLORAN— No.  I  aee  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  has  i 
motion  with  reference  to  this  matter  wblcb 
win  come  up  to-morrow.  Our  report  is  held 
over. 

Hon.  Mr.  IJOUGHEED— But  the  report 
will  be  made  by  the  chairman,  as  to  the 
motion  that  the  committee  report  the  evi- 
dence to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  report  is  no» 
being  made  up  and  it  Is  to  be  submitted  M 

the  committee  before  I  can  present  It 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHBBlt)— I  scarcely  com- 
{»refaeiid  mtat  my  hon.  friend  means  by  be- 
ing prepared.  The  evidence  is  all  printed 
fs  it  not  7 

Hon.  Vtr:  lAl^ult^-^  mUk.  tb6  bon.  geo- 
tlemtfn  h&g  Ho  ttgtt  to  iftmm  fiiti  Otfthanf 
ike  that   He  Is  not  a  minister. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LOUGHEED-I  simply  asked, 
as  one  of  the  committee,  for  Information  as 
to  what  mf  bon.  friend  means  by  prepara- 
tion. The  resolution  was  simply  that  the 
committee  ironld  report  the  evidence. 

Hod.  Mr.  GLORAN— No  .  that  the  commit- 
tee do  now  rise  and  report 

Hon.  Mr.  LOUOHSin)— Report  the  evl- 
dence— that  Is  the  way  It  Is  recorded. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLO&AN— It  la  rec(nded  wrong- 
ly. 

Hon.  Mr.  L017GHB&I>— Does  my  hon. 
friend  Intend  to  present  It  to-morrow  ?  > 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORA.N— I  hope  to  hare  it  to- 
morrow. .  I  have  Just  got  a  copy  of  the 
evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATOON— Does  my  hon.  Mend 
mean  to  call  another  meeUng  to  submit  the 
evidence  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— What  does  he  mean  t 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— I  suppose  It  will  he 
necessary,  as  has  been  the  :^ractice  In  the 
past,  to  submit  the  final  report  to  the  mem- 
bers of  the  committee,  but  not  at  a  formal 
committee  meeting.  Members  have  been 
notified  as  to  tlie  contents  of  reports  before 
they  have  been  submitted  to  the  House,  and 
Bhe  final  report  will  be  ready  to-morrow. 
I  do  not  Intend  to  run  round  to  nineteen 
members,  call  a  meeting  and  say  :  *  Here 
Is  oar  report,'  and  then  hare  the  committee 
pass  on  It,  whatev^  It  may  he,  which  I  do 
Dot  know  yet 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  motion  wa*i 
stated  in  the  report,  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  the  evidence. 

H6n.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  took  the  trouble  to 
ascertain  what  the  motion  was  In  regard  to 
it  I  went  to  the  reporter,  and  the  reporter 
informed  me  tliat  his  notes  read  *  to  rise  an.1 
repijrt'  Tb*re  is  some  conflict  between  tho 
reporter  and  the  clerk  as  to  that,  but  I 
have  a  distinct  recollection  of  putting  the 
motlbn  that  t^e  committee  rise  atid  report 

Hon.  Me.  WA7eft>N— Watf  It  llOt  tUlS-  lEP 
tention  to  close  the  evidence  ? 

jonmed. 

55)  _ 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— 7be  committee  were 
instructed  to  make  an  examination  Into  the 
affairs  of  the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve, 
and  report  .the  evidence  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— It  does  not  say  so. 
-Such  were  not  the  InstmctionB  from  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  order  of  thj 
House  was  to  report  the  evidence  to  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Report  from  time  to 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— And  that  ts  all  they 
have  to  do.  It  was  asked  at  the  last  meet- 
ing that  two  other  witnesses  be  examined, 
and  the  bon.  member  from  Stadacona  object- 
ed and  moved  that  the  committee  rise  and 
report  the  evidence  and  close  the  Investiga- 
tion, but  Qie  committee  refused  to  allow 
these  witnesses  to  be  examined. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  <29)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cana- 
dian Credit  Indemnity  ComiMtny,  as  amend- 
ed.—<Hon.  Mr.  Young.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  till  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Oitawa,  Thursday,  July  190^. 

The  SPBAKBB  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  a20)  An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal 

Terminal  Railway  Company. — (Hon.  Mr. 
Casgrain,  de  Lanaudl&re.) 

MtmiAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIB'S  ASSO- 
CITION  COMMITTEE  BEPOBT. 

Hon.  lb.  GLOBAN— I  have  an  explana- 
tion to  make  to  this  bonotfrable  House. 
Yestefday  I  stated  that  the  report  frorm  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  to  IrtVestlgate 
the  position  in .  Canada  of  the  Mutnal  Be- 
serve  Fund  lljlfe  Association  of  iiffw  York 
would  be  ready  this  afternoon.  I  regret  to 
say  tfentr it  nm  yef  rMOy ;  ttact  rmeetttg 
of  t3ie  committee  liM  Ve9A  oUWt  fw  a 
quarter  past  eight  this  evendnf,  when  the 
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matter  "wlU  be  flnally  dealt  Trlth  there.  I 
bare  also  anotber  e^Ianatlon  to  make.  A 
question  -was  put  by  the  hon.  geirtleman 
from  Calgary  as  to  wbat  kind  of  a  report  the 
committee  "was  to  bring  In,  that  our  powers 
and  Tights  were  limited.  I  find  tbat  accord- 
ing to  May,  page  S97,  under  regulations  76, 
a  committee  is  entitled,  and  It  la  practically 
Its  duly  to  bring  In  a  report  with  opinions 
and  recommendations  and  all  such  matters. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  say  that  the  committee 
have  not  yet  got  through  with  their  labours? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  committee  have 
yet  to  deal  with  the  report  They  have  ^t 
through  with  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  understand  It  was 
moved  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  committee, 
that  the  committee  rise  and  report  the  evid- 
ence. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  minutes  of  the 
stenographer  are  wrong  in  that  respect 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Do  I  understand  the 
hon.  gentleman  to  deny  that  that  motion 
was  moved  and  carried  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  motion  made  by 
the  hon.  member  from  fitadacona,  in  the 
first  Instance,  was  that  the  committee  do 
now  rise  and  report  the  evidence.  There 
w«s  a  diBCusslon  on  the  motion.  I  called 
his  attention  to  the  fact  that  If  such  a  mo- 
tion was  carried  It  would  close  the  commit- 
tee and  end  its  -work  altogether,  leaving  it 
in  a  disabled  and  emasculated  condition, 
and  then  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry  moved  an  amendment  which  took 
some  further  time,  and  a  final  motion  put 
to  the  committee,  was  that  the  committee 
do  now  rise  and  report 

Hon.  Mr,  FERGUSON— Is  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman submitting  a  report  of  the  commit- 
tee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  giving  an  ex- 
planation in  answer  to  the  question  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Calgary,  who  Is  not 
now  In  his  seat 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  should  like  to 
say  

Hon.. Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— There  Is 
nothing  before  the  Housed 

Hon.  Mr.  CL^ORAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  think  I  can  say  a 
word  on  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— Thore  la  no  point  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  wUl  rise  to  a  pohit 
of  orAet. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— What  is  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  point  of  wdff 
Is  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated  tbat 
be  Intends  to  call  a  meeting  of  the  commit* 
tee  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— There  Is  nothing  be- 
fore the  chair,  and  there  Is  nothing  before 
the  House.     The  bon.  gentleman  cannot 

speak. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON — If  hon.  gentlemen 
will  not  permit  me  to  make  a  statement  I 
shall  have  to  sit  down,  but  I  want  to 
say  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  the  ruling  of 
the  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER— There  is  nothing  betoie 

the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  wish  to  say  

Hon.  Mr.  LA'NDRY— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  say  the  questbui 
of  the  veracity  of  the  report.  Is  before  thU 
House,  and  the  chairman  of  that  committee 
has  risen  to  make  a  statement  which  I  say 
is  not  In  accordance  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Is  not  In  accondance 

with  the  minutes  of  that  committee  meeting. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  think  I  am  In  a  po- 
sition to  raise  a  point  of  order  now,  if  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  allow  me.  The  hon. 
gentleman  has  no  right  to  criticise  any  ac- 
tion which  Is  not  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  am  crltlclshig  the 
statement  of  the  chairman  of  the  comnlt* 

tee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- 1  ask  for  a  mUiif. 
The  bon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  crItldK 
anything  which  Is  not  before  the  Hoase. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — The  bon.  gentlema&ii 
criticising  the  statement  made  by  the  cktl^ 
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man  as  to  ttae  accuracy  of  the  record  of  tbe 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDBT— Order,  order. 

KOXIOUS  PATENT  MEDICINBS. 
NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Hod.  Mr.  SULIiIVAN  gave  notice  that  be 
would,  on  Tuesday,  move  tbe  following 
motion 

That  an  humhle  Addreai  be  preientad  to  Hlf 
Bzoellency  the  Qovemor  General ;  praring  that 
Hla  Excellencr  will  cause  to  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  tbe  Senate  a  statement  showing  the 
Dames  of  all  liquid  mixtures  known  as  patent 
or  proprietarr  medicines  purporting  to  remove 
the  most  varied  forms  of  diseases  occurring  in 
the  human  bodVi  and  when  weakened  bv  such 
disease  or  by  anv  Indulgence,  habit  or  accident, 
to  restore  it  to  Its  former  strength  and  vigour. 
Showing  also  the  amount  of  moner,  if  anv,  paid 
br  Importer,  maker,  mixer  or  vendor,  to  the 
government  as  special  tax  or  license,  and  to 
whom  paid.  Showing  likewise  If  the  govern- 
ment has  as7  knowledge  of  the  ingredients 
which  are  employed  to  make  these  compounds: — 

1.  Has  such  knowledge  been  acquired  from 
the  statements  of  the  parties  who  have  the 
formula  7 

2.  Has  it  been  acquired  by  qualitative  and 
qoantative  analysis  of  the  Dominion  Analyst, 
or  by  any  other  practical  chemist.  If  so.  wbst 
quantities  are  contained  In  a  determinate,  say 
one  fluid  ounce,  of  the  following  named  in- 
gredients 

1.  Water,  quantity  In  a  determinate  measure, 
say  one  fluid  ounce,  of  the  preparations  ex- 
amined. 

2.  Alcohol  In  any  form  other  than  absolute  ; 
methylated  or  proof  spirit  or  any  other  form; 
essences,  ethers  or  any  other  solvent ;  colour- 
ing or  flavouring  substances,  and,  lastly,  the 
solid  ingredients  In  said  preparations,  the 
quantity  and  names  of  eadi. 

He  eald :  I  give  notice  of  this  motion  lim- 
ply to  induce  tbe  House  to  take  some  action 

to  prevent  tlie  sale  and  use  of  noxious  medi- 
cine compounds,  many  of  which  are  injur- 
ious instead  of  being  beneficial  to  the  body, 
and  wblcb,  moreover,  cultivate  an  appetite 
for  alcohol,  <^lnm  and  other  injurious  drugs. 
I  know  of  cases  where  men  using  for  Insom- 
nia a  speclflc  that  Is  sold  openly  in  tbe  drug 
store,  of  which  the  Ingredients  are  not 
known,  In  that  way  acquire  the  habit  of 
using  Injurious  drugs.  '  There  are  cases 
where  the  habit  has  been  engendered  by  tbe 
use  of  one  patent  medicine  which  I  may 
mention,  Peruna.  The  Board  of  Health  of 
UassadinsettB  reports  that  it  contains  more 
than  40  per  cent  of  alcohol,  and  not  the  best 
kind  of  alcohol  either.  I  have  a  report  here 
also  from  the  Medical  Council  of  the  pro- 
Tlnce  of  Ontario,  which  shows  that  sarsa- 


parlHas,  bitters,  and  other  such  preparations 
consist  in  great  part  of  alcohol. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man Include  In  that  also  the  whiskey  habit  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  meant  It  to  In- 
clude the  alcohol  habit  There  Is  no  ques- 
tion tbe  extent  to  wblcb  those  preparations 
are  used  Is  due  to  adrortlslng.  A  more 
rapacious  or  degrading  practice  vag  never 
indulged  in  by  anybody  than  tbe  compound- 
ing and  sale  of  those  preparations.  There 
Is  not  one  of  them  that  can  possibly  do  what 
Is  claimed  for  It  in  the  advertisements.  I 
have  seen  It  advertised  that  a  patent  medi- 
cine '  has  gone  to  the  very  doors  of  death 
and  rescued  a  man  who  was  In  the  hands  of 
the  undertakers,  assertions  which  are 
untrue,  that  these  preparations  can  cure 
diseases  at  any  stage.  The  sale' of  such 
pr^arations  can  only  be  effected  by  an 
enormous  amount  of  advertising,  and  the 
reckless  way  Id  which  It  Is  done— portraits 
of  nuns  and  distinguished  senators  of  the 
United  States  are  published  in  Oanadlan 
papers,  and  I  suppose  they  publish  portraits 
of  distinguished  Canadian  senators  In  tbe 
papers  of  tbe  United  States.  Tbe  statements 
published  are  a  mass  of  untruths  from  begin- 
ning to  end.  These  frauds  and  Iniquities  are 
practised  on  the  most  helpless  and  unfor- 
tunate Invalids,  persons  to  whom  doctors 
have  given  no  hope,  and  who  are  willing  to 
try  almost  anything,  and  seeing  those  lying 
advertisements  and  fraudulent  assertions  in 
the  newspapers,  published  day  after  day, 
are  tempted  to  spend  their  last  shil- 
ling In  purchasing  preparations  which  only 
hasten  death.  Although  this  notice  of  mo- 
tion looks  very  complex,  it  Is  only  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  Information.  Vendors 
of  patent  medicines  htki%  an  extraordinary 
indulgence  In  this  country.  They  are  allow- 
ed to  vend  their  wares  in  the  most  sacred 
places,  and  with  the  cognizance  of  the  au- 
thorities. The  government  should  exercise 
strict  supervision  over  this  business  and 
test  tbe  amount  of  alcohol,  opium  and  other 
agents  In  those  compounds.  I  suppose  it 
Is  difficult  to  get  at  It.  I  have  been  told 
that  the  formulie  of  such  medicines  are  In 
tbe  hands  of  some  official  of  the  govern- 
ment.  It  is  partly  to  ascertain  if  that  Is  the 
case,  that  I  am  asking  for  this  return.  It 
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If  not  so  difficult  to  tell  one  Ingredient  as  to 
tell  all,  and  it  Is  essential  that  some  one 
with  tue  autboritf  of  the  government,  some 
chemist  of  repute  should  make  an  analTsli 
of  patent  medicines  and  show  the  public  the 
terrible  agents  employed  for  the  purpose  of 
poisoning  rather  tban  giving  relief.  The 
government  should  order  such  an  analysis. 
They  have  the  Dominion  analyst  and  the 
laboratory,  and  It  la  no  difficult  matter  to 
test  these  preparations.  Tbe  analyst  can 
acquire  a  knowledge  of  tbe  Ingredients  of 
some  of  them  by  the  smell  or  taste  of  the 
preparation.  I  bare  no  animosity  towards 
these  people,  but  I  do  not  know  of  any 
agent  which  they  sell  in  their  preparations 
that  has  any  guaUties  that  cannot  be  got  of 
a  purer  ciuality  and  for  less  money  than  in 
the  form  in  which  they  sell  It  It  Is  no 
wonder  they  acquire  fortunes  and  are 
able  to  Indulge  In  all  the  luxuries  that 
money  can  purchase.  I  would  not  mind  If 
they  sold  only  bread  pills,  and  sweetened 
water,  but  I  do  protest  when  they  use 
agents  which  are  not  only  of  no  uee  to  suf- 
ferers, but  have  a  tendency  to  cultivate  de- 
grading habits.  The  government  ought  not 
knowingly  to  allow  those  preparations,  pur- 
porting to  be  medicines,  to  be  sold.  It  would 
be  weirif  the  quantity  and  nature  of  the  me- 
dicine were  plainly  stated,  giving  the  per- 
centage of  alcohol,  strychnia,  hydrate  of 
chloral,  or  other  drugs.  If  the  label  stated 
that  opium  was  an  ingredient,  people  might 
shrink  from  using  the  preparation,  but 
when  some  other  name  is  used,  no  danger 
is  apprehended,  and  people  are  induced  by 
skilful  advertieing  to  purchase  and  use  these 
dangerous  medicines.  The  evil  is  wide- 
spread. These  men  make  money  by  their 
rapacity,  mendacity,  and  utter  disregard  of 
all  that  is  moral,  and  so  flaunt  their  riches 
In  the  presence  of  poor,  honest  men,  who 
make  their  living  %  the  sweat  of  their  brow, 
that  no  one  would  say  It  was  arbitrary  or 
class  lejiislatlon,  to  make  thexn  give  a  sliare 
of  their  ill-gotten  wealth  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  hospitals  and  the  eleemosynary 
Institutions.  I  wonder  that  the  temperance 
people  Lave  not  taken  this  matter  up  long 
ago,  and  endeavoured  to  repress  the  evil. 
Perhaps  they  have  ;  if  so  I  am  not  aware  of 
it  It  would  greatly  redound  to  their  creilit. 
and  there  is  no  field  In  which  they  coiiUl 
work  with  greater  success, 
Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAX— Did  I  understand 
from  the  hon.  gentleman  that  his  moUoa  ap- 
plies only  to  liquid  preparations  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— That  Is  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Wliy  confine  him- 
self to  that  ?  Why  are  the  solid  prepua- 
tlons  excluded  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  number  1» 
not  so  great,  and  I  tbought  if  we  got  tlie 
fluids  first,  the  others  could  be  got  at 
afterwards.  I  am  more  after  the  prepara- 
tions containing  alcohol  and  opium. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILI^N-One  is  Just  as 
noxious  as  .the  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— But  there  Is  not 
so  much  poison,  as  a  rule.  In  solid  prepara- 
tions as  in  liquid  preparations.  The  liquid 
ones  are  tbe  more  dangerous,  containing  as 
they  do  the  most  destructive  agents. 

TRADE    RELATIONS    WITH  THB 
UNITED  STATES. 

MOTION  DROPPED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called. 

To  resolve,  that  the  Senate  of  Canada  ti 
ot  opinion  that  any  further  effort  to  secure 
closer  trade  relations  with  the  United  States 
by  a  meeting  of  the  Joint  Hlsh  Commission- 
ers, or  otherwise,  under  present  tariff  coadi- 
tions  on  tbe  part  ot  the  United  States,  and  la 
viQW  of  the  satisfactory  conditions  of  Canadft's 
trade,  is  inadvisable  and  inopportune.  If  the 
United  States  desire  better  trade  relations  vitli 
Canada,  or  even  a  continuation  of  the  odvoa- 
tageous  relations  they  enjoy  in  our  market  at 
present,  a  substantial  reduction  in  their  tariff 
In  favour  ot  Canadian  products  Is  the  only 
course  that  would  be  regarded  by  Canada  ai 
a  favourable  indication  on  their  part  of  a 
dr.?ire  to  treat  Canada  fairly  on  the  lines  ot 
trade  intercourse.  And,  In  the  fthsence  of 
such  evidence  on  the  part  of  the  United  States, 
our  tariff  should  be  adjusted  In  order  to  en- 
courage inter- imperial  trade  as  fast  as  possible 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen — Before  asking 
permission  of  the  House  to  withdraw  this 
resolution,  I  beg  to  make  a  short  statemeDt 
At  the  time  I  placed  tbe  resolution  on  tbe 
notice  paper,  the  Finance  Minister  had  not 
delivered  his  budget  speech.  In  the  budget 
speech,  certain  changes  were  made,  parti- 
cularly with  the  intention  of  couuteraeflng 
cbe  effects  of  slaughtering  goods^  from  the 
United  States  in  the  Canadian  market.  lain 
strongly  urged  to  permit  the  application  of 
that  clause  to  have  a  fair  trial,  before  dis- 
cussing tbe  question  of  which  I  have  given 
notice.   I  am  also  desirous  of  avoiding  anr- 
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thing  that  might  possibly  Inteifere  in  any 
•way  with  the  Chamberlain  movement  In 
England.  It  might  possibly  be  construed  as 
an  Interference  with  that  morement,  with 
which  1  perEonally  am  1q  full  sympathy, 
and,  therefore,  for  these  reasons  I  think  It 
better  to  drop  the  resolution  for  this  ses- 
sion, allow  the  clauses  In  the  amended 
Customs  Act  to  hare  their  full  application, 
with  the  hope  that  they  will  meet  the  condi- 
tions, and  If  not,  we  can  bring  hp  the  sub- 
ject next  session  and  discuss  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 1 
think  there  Is  no  objection  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman withdrawing  the  motion  under  the 
circumstances,  for  the  reasons  which  he  has 
given.  I  und^stand  him  to  say.  that  he 
will  be  prepared  at  the  next  session  of  par- 
liament. If  It  should  be  deemed  necessary, 
to  revive  this  subject,  and  move  his  resolu- 
tion, either  In  Its  present  form,  or.  in  some 
other  form.  In  order  to  show  that  certain 
portions  of  the  people  of  Canada  are  in  ac- 
cord with  the  movement  that  Is  now  going 
on.In  England,  so  far  as  It  affects  our  trade 
relations  with  the  mother  country.  That  I 
take  to  be  his  position.  I  notice  also  that 
the  bon.  gentleman  referred  to  the  clause 
adopted  by  the  House  of  Commons  known 
as  the  dumping  clause  In  the  tariff  resolu- 
tions. It  is  not  my  intention  at  the  present 
moment  to  discuss  that  question,  because  It 
will,  of  necessity,  be  brought  before  the 
House,  and  In  a  proper  form,  when  the  tariff 
resolutions  are  before  us.  Then  we  shall  be 
In  a  position  to  discuss  that  slaughtering  or 
dumping  clause,  as  It  has  been  termed.  I 
may,  however  state,  that  so  far  as  the 
dumping  clause  Is  concerned  I  look  upon  It 
as,  well  I  scarcely  know  how  to  designate  it 
— would  say  a  farce,  utterly  impracticable 
In  Its  working,  and  t  think  I  will  be  able  to 
show  that,  when  tbe  question  comes  up. 
Hence  that  reason  given  by  tbe  bon.  gentle- 
man does  not  suggest  Itself  to  me  as  being 
a  good  one  for  withdrawing  his  resolutions. 
I  think  at  this  period  of  the  session,  most 
of  the  hon.  senators  will  agree  with  him,  as 
to  a  portion  of  his  statement,  and  I  only 
hope  that  when  we  meet  again  we  may 
take  up  this  question  and  discuss  It  upon 
its  merits.  I  thluk  there  is  plenty  of  evid- 
ence to  show  that  It  would  be  In  the  In- 
terests of  the  whole  Dominion  If  we  covld 


secure  preferential  treatment  In  the  markets 
of  Great  Britain  which  we  have  not  at  pm- 
ent.  I  believe  that  it  would  be  of  Infinitely 
greater  advantage  to  the  people  of  Canada 
than  any  reciprocity  treaty  which  we  might 
effect  with  our  neighbours  south  of  the  line. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— When  an  hon. 
member  drops  a  resolution  of  this  kind.  It 
Is  scarcely  proper  to  open  any  discussion, 
still  as-  this  resolution  has  been  standing  be- 
fore us  for  a  great  part  of  the  session,  and  Is 
now  being  dropped  a  few  days  before  proro- 
gation, some  of  us  would  desire  to  put  our- 
selves on  record.  I  am  not  going  to  object  to 
the  dropping  of  the  resolution  at  all,  because 
if  It  bad  been  proceeded  with,  I  should  have 
objected  quite  strongly  to  the  last  para- 
graph of  It  I  look  upon  that  paragraph 
which  seems  to  regard  reciprocity  with  the 
United  States  as  being  more  desirable  to  tbe 
people  of  Canada,  than  preferential  trade 
within  tbe  empire,  as  being  objectionable, 
and  on  that  account  I  would  oppose  it.  I 
do  not  object  to  the  dropping,  of  the  resolu- 
tion, because  I  could  not  supimrt  that  part 
of  It  Z  am  entirely  In  accord  with  the  first 
portion  of  It.  I  simply  regret  tbe  dropping 
of  the  subject  more  than  the  mere  resolu- 
tion at  this  stage,  for  the  reason  that  we 
appear  to  be  parting  without  putting  on  re- 
cord any  expression  of  the  opinion  of  this 
parliament  with  regard  to  preferential 
trade  within  the  empire.  I  looked  upon  this 
motion  as  likely  to  bring  up  that  question^ 
and  expected  that  some  valuable  opinions 
would  be  expressed,  and  possibly  some  reso- 
lutions arrived  at  in  this  House  which  would 
strengthen  Mr.  Chamberlain's  hand  as  show- 
ing what  the  opinions  of  tAe  people  of  Can- 
ada are  In  regard  to  preferential  trade  with- 
in the  empire. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  did  not  In- 
tend to  say  anything  in  regard  to  the  mat- 
ter, but  after  hearing  what  has  been  said 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  with  reference  to 
Mr.  Chamberlain  and  his  proposals,  it  oc- 
curred to  me,  that  as  this  matter  is  to  come 
up  at  another  session  it  would  be  Interest- 
ing to  he^r  from  the  hon.  leader  of  tbe  op- 
position with  reference  to  what  he  has  spe- 
cially spoken  of  here  lately,  and  that  Is  the 
expression  to  which  be  objected  so  much, 
calling  Canada  a  nation. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL—The 
taoD.  gentlemaa  will  have  It  as  fully  as  I  can 
possibly  opress  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— It  might  not 
be  amiss  for  me  to  call  his  attention  to  the 
great  statesman's  views  with  reference  to 
this  matter.  Speaking  on  this  question  of 
the  trade  relations  between  the  colonies  and 
the  mother  country  recently^  I  see  In  the 
Toronto  *  World  *  of  yesterday,  and  I  sup- 
pose It  iB  to  be  found  In  the  other  jonmals 
of  tiie  country,  that  In  peaking  on  this 
anestion  Mr.  Chamberlain  Is  reported  to 
have  said : 

Tbe  eolODles  are  not  ours  In  aDy  aense 
vhatevsr  hy  poaseMlon.  They  are  absolutelr 
Independent  states,  and  nothing  eonld  prevent 
them  from  BeparatlnE  from  us  to-inorrow. 
We  would  QOt  and  could  not  attempt  to  hold 
them  bj  force.  The  bond  was  a  voluntary  one 
and  had  never  been  ratified. 

It  appeared  to  me  that  was  an  instructive 
laragraph  for  some  persons  who  have  been 
discussing  this  subject,  and  who  are  great 
admirers  of  Mr.  Chamberlain. 

The  motion  was  dropped. 

CARDS  OF  IDENTIFICATION  FOR 
SENATORS. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  : 

That  the  Clerk  of  the  Senate  be  Inatnicted 
to  give  to  the  members  of  the  Senate  cards 
of  identification  for  railway  transportation. 

He  said :  I  make  this  motion  In  view  of 
the  explanations  given  yesterday  In  regard 
to  tbe  matter.  The  clause  governing  trans- 
portation is  very  clear,  as  far  as  it  goes ; 
but  It  left  the  senators  In  this  pOEltlon  ; 
that  when  they  were  confronted  by  the  con- 
ductors on  the  trains,  or  rather  officers  of 
transportation  companies,  the  difficulty  of 
identification  arose.  I  have  known  senators 
and  members  of  parliament  who  were  allow- 
ed to  have  tbelr  transportation  on  Identlflca- 
tloD.  It  is  not  always  feasible,  or  possible, 
to  have  people  on  trains^  to  Identify  senators. 
In  fact  it  should  not  be  left  to  chance;  so 
that  I  think  tbe  proper  plan  is  the  one 
which  I  have  embodied  in  this  motion.  The 
House  of  Commons  can  take  care  of  Itself, 
bat  as  far  as  the  Senate  Is  concerned,  we 
should  have  this  means  of  Identification,  to 
carry  out  the  intention  of  the  law  passed 
last  year  giving  us  free  transportation. 
Hon.  Mr.  KEIbR  (Toronto). 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  will  see  that  the  conductors  on 
the  trains  do  not  take  their  instnictioni 
from  the  clerk  of  this  House.  They  have 
them  from  the  railway  companies,  and  the 
railway  companies  say :  '  Ton  must  pro- 
duce your  ticket  or  pass.'  I  do  not  tUnk 
this  certificate  would  be  of  any  use  at  all. 
The  conductor  would  say  :  '  I  do  not  know 
anything  about  this,  I  do  not  take  my  orders 
from  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  or  any  other 
official  of  the  government.'  I  think  It  is  t 
most  oppressive  thing  to  compel  the  railway 
companies  to  give  free  passes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  was  settled 
last  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Every 
man  In  the  country  Is  Just  as  much  entitied 
to  a  railway  pass  as  members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  Senate. 

Hod.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  think  the  hon.  Se- 
cretary of  State  pointed  out  that  dlflficolty 
yesterday.     The  law  Is  very  clear. 
matter  of  being  compelled  or  not  compelled 
was  settled  last  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL—The 
boa.  gentleman  has  spoken  to  this  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  quite  agree 
that  under  certain  circumstances  some  dif- 
ficulty might  arise  in  a  case  where,  for  In- 
stance, a  member  had  lost  his  pass.  That 
Is  no  reason  why  he  should  be  deprived  of 
travelling  upon  a  railway  under  the  Act,  be- 
cause uader  the  Act  members  and  senators 
are  entitled  to  ride  free  within  the- Doml- 
nlOD,  and  they  are  not  supposed  to  be  called 
upon  to  present  a  pass  at  all.  At  the  same 
time,  I  can  easily  see  that  the  Fu^estion 
made  might  be  easily  abused.  Suppostog 
the  Speaker  Issues  a  certificate  to  each  mem- 
ber of  the  Senate,  and  the  Speaker  of  the 
Commons  does  the  same  thing,  the  railway 
company,  for  their  own  guidance,  will  In  all 
probablll^  continue  the  pass  that  Is  Issued. 
Now,  If  any  member  were  disposed  to  band 
over  that  certificate  to  some  other  person, 
some  other  person  might  travel  upon  the 
certificate,  as  a  member  of  the  Senate  when 
he  was  not ;  or  If  a  senator  happened  to  lose 
his  certificate  of  Identification,  some  ottier 
person  'might  find  It  and  travel  upon  It  for 
hundreds  of  miles  before  It  would  be  dis- 
co yered. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— They  could  flo  the 
same  thing  with  a  pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— But  as  a  rule 
members  take  pretty  good  care  of  their 
passes,  and  the  probabllUlea  are  that  rail- 
ways will  continue  to  lBsa«  passes  if  certi- 
ficates are  glren,  or  If  tbey  choose  to  with- 
draw the  puBS,  when  the  certificate  Is  lost 
there  might  be  trouble.  I  do  not  tliink 
members  and  senators  have  much  to  com- 
plain of,  I  think  they  are  recognized  as  a 
rule,  as  being  entitled  to  ride  free,  and  a 
difficulty  such  as  I  have  outlined  might 
arise,  whereby  tliese  prlTlleges  might  be 
abused  by  certificates  falling  into  the  liands 
of  those  who  should  not  have  them  at  all, 
and  In  that  way,  a  very  great  Injustice 
might  be  done  the  railway  company.  Under 
present  conditions  I  think  we  are  very  well 
serred. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— It  does  not  appear  to 
me  that  the  Senate  ought  to  take  any  action 
whatever  to  have  the  law  carried  out  It  is 
the  duty  the  railway  companies  to  carry 
out  the  taw.  It  is  no  hardship  to  show  a 
pass,  , if  that  be  the  way,  but  I  am  quite  sa- 
tisfied, where  gentlemen  are  known  on  lines 
of  railway,  tbey  are  not  required  to  show 
passes.  The  motion  might  be  dropped,  and 
His  Honour  the  Speaker  might  write  a  line 
to  the  Railway  Commissioners  who  could 
devise  some  plan  by  which  the  law  could  be 
carried  into  effect  I  do  not  think  we 
should  take  the  Initial  step. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Talking  about  a 
conductor  knowing  you,  I  had  to  pay  my 
fare  after  this  Bill  was  passed  last  year, 
when  travelling  between  here  and  Brock- 
TlUe.  There  ought  to  be  some  means  taken 
carry  out  the  'law.  I  think  the  better 
way  would  be  to  notify  the  Railway  Com- 
miBsioners.  A  great  many  conductors  have 
no  Instructions  whatever  about  members, 
and  If  you  had  not  your  pass  to  show  when 
it  was  demanded,  or  the  money  for  your  fare, 
you  would  be  ejected.  In  a  multitude  of 
counsel  there  is  wisdom,  and  perhaps  I 
might  strike  the  wisdom  point  My  sug- 
gestion is,  that  if  the  Railway  Commission- 
ers were  notified  to  make  some  arrange- 
meat  they  could  do  it  I  think  It  would  be 
infra  dignitatMB  for  the  Senate  to  take  act- 
Ion.  E 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  law  ie  plain  and 
clear.  Members  of  parliament  have  the 
right  to  travel  free  on  a  railway.  It  Is  for 
the  railway  companies  to  recognize  who  are 
members  of  parllamoit  That  is  quite  clear. 
A  railway  compa'hy  forcing  payment  would 
do  so  at  its  peril,  and  would  have  to  recoup 
the  passenger.  If  the  motion  was  wisely 
considered  by  the  Senate,  I  should  say  that 
the  clerk  of  the  Senate  should  give  such  cer- 
tificates to  those  members  who  desire  them 
— only  those  who  wish  It — ^not  to  make  It  a 
rule.  If  any  bon.  gentleman  wishes  it,  It  Is 
his  own  affair.  We  would  be  taking  the 
responsibility,  practically,  if  we  adopt  this 
motion,  which  I  think  would  be  very  unwise 
and  very  foolish. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— How 
would  a  brand  on  the  forehand  'M.P.'  do  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— I  think  this  ques- 
tion should  be  settled,  according  to  the  law 
that  Is  passed.  On  one  of  my  travels,  I 
myself,  although  holding  a  pass  last  year, 
tried  to  travel  free  under  the  authority 
of  the  Act  Had  I  insisted  on  my  right 
I  would  have  run  the  risk  of  being  put  off 
the  train.  If  we  have  the  right  by  law,  I 
think  we  should  enjoy  the  privilege,  and  not 
be  liable  to  predicaments  that  might  turn  out 
very  unsavory  and  very  disagreeable. 
There  are  many  countries  In  which  Uie 
same  privilege  Is  given — a  certificate  Issues 
to  each  member  without  bis  demanding  it 
If  a  member  Is  not  willing  to  use  It,  he  need 
not  do  so  ;  but  those  desirous  of  using  such 
a  certiBcate  have  it  at  their  disposal,  and  It 
is  vpry  useful,  preventing  misunderstand- 
ing. It  Is  according  to  the  law.  I  think 
therefore  that  such  certificates  should  lesue 
to  members  of  this  House.  Let  the  other 
House  care  for  itself.  I  had  an  idea  that 
those  certidcates  miglit,  perhaps,  more  pro- 
perly. Issue  from  the  Railway  Commission. 
They  have  the  authority  to  deal  directly 
with  the  roads,  and  they  could  see  that  the 
certificates  are  delivered  to  us.  It  would 
simplify  the  matter,  and  it  would.  In  my 
humble  estimation,  make  it  more  practicable, 
and  to  all  intents  and  purposes  more  de- 
sirable. This  Is  merely  a  suggestion  which 
I  lay  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  see  how  the  securing  of  a  certificate 
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would  be  any  greater  advantage,  or  put  ft 
traveller  to  lesa  trouble,  than  a  pass. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIBIBB— We  have  not  a  pass 
on  all  tbe  railways.  I  do  not  care  for  a 
pass.  I  do  not  want  tt.  I  would  rather 
have  no  pass,  although  I  'use  It 

An  hon.  MEMBER— Some  companies  have 
not  Issued  passes  yet. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— An 
hon.  member  says  that  some  of  the  railways 
have  not  Issued  passes.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  law  imposes  a  duty  on  the  ptillways 
to  furnish  free  transportation,  and  it  is 
their  duty  to  do  It.  They  do  It  by  sending 
each  member  a  pass.  If  they  do  not  send  the 
pass,  I  suppose  It  would  be  within  the  pro- 
vince of  the  member  who  is  entitled,  under 
this  clause,  to  ask  for  it,  I  do  not  know  that 
the  law  Imposes  the  duty  upon  the  railway 
company,  to  ascertain  who  the  members 
are.  Whose  duty  is  it  to  furnish  that  In- 
formation to  the  railway  companies  ?  Bat 
apart  from  that  I  think  It  would  be  rather 
undignified  for  us  to  pass  such  a  resolution. 
I  am  fully  in  accord  with  the  sentiments 
uttered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  St 
John.  The  clause  of  the  Act  reads  as  fol- 
lows :— 

Tl)e  compaay  Bball  turoish  free  transporta- 
tion upon  any  of  its  trains,  for  members  of 
the  Senate  and   the  House   of   Commona  of 

Canada,  with  their  baggage.  &c. 

By  sending  a  pass  to  each  senator,  or  to 
each  member  of  the  House,  they  do  furnish 
the  free  transportation.  It  will  be  just  as 
much  tiouble,  whether  that  certififufo  was 
Issued  by  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  or  by  the 
Ballway  Commission,  to  take  it  ont  of  your 
pocket  as  It  would  be  to  take  out  your  pass. 
In  Australia  the  railways  are  government 
railways,  and  the  moment  a  man  is  elected 
to  the  legislature  he  Is  entitled  to  free  trans- 
portation, and  he  Is  handed  by  some  official, 
I  do  not  know  Just  now  who,  a  small  article 
like  a  little  locket  which  he  attaches  to  his 
watch  chain,  or  carries  somewhere  on  his 
person,  so  that  when  he  enters  a  railway 
carriage  It  Is  seen  by  the  conductor,  and 
that  passes  him.  Of  course,  that  privilege 
could  be  abused  just  as  well  as  any  other. 
The  privilege  of  passes  has  been  abused,  and 
even  thi£<  little  locket  could  be  handed  to 
somebody  else.  A  pass  or  a  certificate 
could  be  handed  to  somebody  else,  but  the 

Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL. 


person  so  misusing  the  pass,  ^oald  be  SDb> 
Jected  to  some  penal^.  It  senns  to  me 
that  the  railway  companies,  so  far  as  I 
have  had  any  experience,  have  done  all  that 
they  cau  do  under  the  circumstances,  and  I 
should  hope  that  after  this  discussion  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  not  press  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
the  leader  of  the  opposition  says  that  the 
railway  companies  have  done  all  that  is  re- 
quired of  them  under  the  law.  I  contend 
that  some  of  them  have  not  done  so.  As  aa 
Illustration  of  my  meaning,  I  refer  to  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  We  were 
formerly  given  a  pass  on  the  Grand  Trnuk 
Railway  with  some  limitations.  ^Ve  receir- 
ed  the  usual  passes  at  the  beginning  of  this 
year.  This  Act  came  into  operation  after 
three  or  four  months  of  the  year  had  passed 
over,  and  then  another  pass  was  givei^ 
which  conformed  with  the  law  respectinf 
the  right  of  using  their  railway ;  but  In 
another  respect  It  did  not  because  It  carried 
on  the  back  of  it  a  condition  which  is  not  In 
accordance  with  the  Act  and  which  should 
not  be  found  on  any  pass  furnished  to  a 
member  of  parliament.  While  other  com- 
panies furnished  passes  at  the  b^inning  of 
the  year,  which  complied  with  the  require- 
ments  of  the  law,  with  the  exception  of  thb 
coudltlou  on  the  back,  they  have  not  with- 
drawn that  condition.  It  remains  in  forc^ 
but  the  assumption  is  that  at  the  beginning 
of  the  next  year,  they  will  furnish  a  pass 
that  will  not  have  this  condition  on  the  bade 
of  It  The  Grand  Trunk  Railway — I  mendoa 
it  as  one — substituted  for  a  pass  which  only 
gave  us  the  right  on  certain  trains,  a  pass 
which  gave  us  a  right  to  use  all  their  trains 
in  Canada,  bat  the  snbstltuted  pass  still  toar 
tains  the  conditions  on  the  back  which  I  con- 
tend should  not  be  there.  The  preseut  con- 
dition Is  not  entirely  satisfactory  in  anotlier 
respect.  Some  roads  in  Canada  have  never 
given  free  transportation  to  members.  I 
refer  to  the  Dominion  Atlantic  Railway  ia 
Nova  Scotia,  which  has  not  ftirnished  any 
pass  or  any  document  which  would  eatiOa 
members  of  parliament  to  pass  on  its  lines. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— That  is  • 
provlncla-l  railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— No,  it  Is  not  It 
la  a  public  railway,  built  almost  entirely  at 
the  expense  of  the  people  of  Canada.  Now, 
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In  order  to  bring  aboat  vnlformitj- 1  think  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  Railway  Commla- 
Bioa,  which  Is  carrying  out  this  Act,  to  take 
tills  matter  up,  and  issue  such  certificates 
to  members  of  parliament  as  would  carry 
them  OTer  all  Oanadlan  railways  under  the 
terms  of  the  law.  I  hope  my  bon.  friend 
will  withdraw  his  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX)RAN— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON— Because  It  would 
be  only  a  partial  remedy,  and  woald  only 
apply  to  members  of  this  House,  and  the 
Commons,  would  have  to  be  considered  Id 
this  matter.  I  think  It  would  be  much 
better  if  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  would  call  the  attention  of  the  gov- 
ernment to  the  matter,  and  cause  the  Rail- 
way Contmission  to  Issue  passes  whlch^ 
would  carry  members  and  senators  over  all 
railways.  It  woul4  be  very  much  more  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  officials  of  the  railway  and 
to  members  themselves  than  to  be  carrying 
about  a  dozen  or  so  of  passes  and  taking  up 
the  time  of  conductors  searching  for  the 
right  one,  if  a  document  -could  be  furnished 
which  would  answer  the  purpose  on  all  our 
railways.  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  will  with- 
draw bis  motion  ;  the  remedy  will  properly 
come  from  the  Railway  Commission. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN — On  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  gentl^nan  from  Marshfield  I  am 
only  too  happy  to  withdraw  the  motion,  so 
long  as  the  convenience  of  senators  In  tra- 
velling will  be  consulted.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Belleville  says  It  makes  no  differ- 
ence whether  one  has  a  certificate  or  a  pass. 
It  is  not  very  convenient  however  to  carry 
forty  or  fifty  passes  in  your  pocket,  and  the 
railway  officials  would  prefer  the  certificate. 
If  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  will  call  the 
attention  of  $he  Railway  Commission  to  this 
matter  and  have  It  settled,  I  beg  leav«  to 
withdraw  my  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  do  not  feel  that  1 
can  give  any  assurance  to  the  House  that 
the  Railway  Commission  will  consider  It 
their  duty  to  deal  with  the  matter.  In  my 
judgment  the  law  Is  perfectly  plain.  All 
railways  which  come  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Railway  Act  are  bound  to  carry  mem- 
bers of  parliament,  and  whether  a  member 
has  a  pass  or  certificate  Is  a  matter  of  no 
consequence  whatever.  Our  laws  are  sup- 
posed to  be  known  to  everybody  who  is 


bound  to  obey  them.  The  railway  company 
would  have  no  excuse  whatever  for  demand- 
ing the  production  of  a  certificate  or  a  pass. 
If  a  man  says  I  am  a  member  of  parliament 
and  the  conductor  iDsists  on  his  paying,  and 
puts  him  off  the  train  if  he  refuses  to  pay,, 
the  courts  of  the  country  would  award 
heavy  damages. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— They 
are  not  ohliged  to  show  passes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  best  way  to 
overcome  the  difficulty  would  be  if  the  clerk 
of  the  House  would  furnish  a  certificate  of 
identification  to  be  produced  when  neces- 
sary. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

MUTUAL  RES£]RVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

CONSIDERATION    OF    THB   SEVENTH  RE- 
PORT POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Consideration  of  the  seventh  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  to  Investigate  the 
position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Ute 
ABSocfatlon  of  New  York.— (Hon.  Mr.  Cloron.) 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  said  :  This  order  has 
been  on  the  minutes  since  the  18th  in- 
stant. The  report,  as  the  House  Is  aware, 
relates  principally  to  a  decision  which  was 
rendered  by  the  chairman  of  the  committee, 
during  the  taking  of  the  evidence  and  main- 
tained by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  and 
which  has  been  appealed  from. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  understood  the 
other  day  that  It  was  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  and  the  leader  of  the  op- 
position that  this  matter  be  allowed  to 
stand  until  the  final  report  is  brought  In. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— I  have  no  objection. 

The  order  was  allowed  to  stand. 

NATURALIZATION    OF    ALIENS  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND   AND   THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (147)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts 
relating  to  Naturalization  and  Aliens. 

He  said :  As  I  explained  yesterday,  this 
BUI  relates  simply  to  the  question  of  the 

jurisdiction  of  the  courts,  giving  a  proper 
description  to  the  court  that  is  charged  with 
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passing  on  the  certificate.  It  affects  only 
the  court  In  Quebec.  In  Quebec,  I  notice, 
the  manner  In  which  it  was  described  In 
the  Act  -was :  *  In  Quebec  to  the  Clrcnlt 
Court  In  and  for  the  district  In  which  the 
alien  resides.'  It  should  hare  read  *  In  Que- 
bec, to  any  Circuit  Court  within  the  terri- 
torial limits  of  the  Jurisdiction  of  which  the 
alien  resides.'  In  Manitoba,  It  read :  *  In 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  In  fhe  district 
In  which  the  alien  resides ' ;  now  it  is  pro- 
posed that  It  should  be  '  to  the  county  court 
having  Jurisdiction  where  the  alien  resides.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^here 
are  no  clrcnlt  courts  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  thought  simpler 
and  easier  to  substltate  the  Gounly  Court 

for  the  Court  of  King's  Bench. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Bill  then  passed  through  its  final 
stages  under  a  suspension  of  the  rules. 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT^-Has  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  any  news  of  that  return  relat- 
ing to  the  Hudson  Bay  expedition— the 
names  of  the  crew  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  sent  It  to  the  depart- 
ment that  is  charged  with  It,  but  they  have 
not  given  the  Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Any  news  of  Mr. 
Bryce  ? 

Bon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  he  Is  not  In  town. 
I  sent  a  messenger  to  ascertain  and  he 
cannot  get  any  Information  of  Mr.  Bryce. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  is  not  lost  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  suppose  not. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-When 
may  I  expect  that  correspondence  concern- 
ing the  contract  for  the  construction  of  Ice- 
breakers, moved  for  some  time  ago  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  make  further 
Inquiry.   I  periodically  make  Inquiry. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  shall 
very  much  like  to  have  It  before  the  end  of 
the  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  have  always  the 
excuse  that  they  are  overwhelmed  with 
work.  That  is  the  excuse  they  give  me. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


THE  PROROGATION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Betore 
the  House  adjourns,  I  desire  to  call  tbe  at- 
tention of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  a  notice 
in  the  public  press  alleging  that  arrai^ 
ments  have  been  made  for  the  prorogaUob  of 
parliament  for  next  Thursday.  I  should  lUe 
to  call  tbe  attention  of  tbe  hon.  gentlenum  te 
the  fact  tiiat  there  are  some  Bills  of  an  Im- 
portant character  which  lutve  not  yet  reached 
this  House.  It  may  be  the  policy  of  the  go?- 
ernment  and  the  opposition  in  tbe  House  of 
Commons  to  make  arrangements  for  ttie 
prorogation  of  parliament  without  coDsnlt- 
lug  the  Secretary  of  State  or  this  Howe. 
It  seems  to  me  if  the  measures  which  are 
before  the  House  of  Commons— among  them 
Is  the  Militia  Bill,  and  I  think  one  or 
other  important  measures — were  passed 
In  the  House  of  Commons  and  sent  to 
the  Senate,  the  House  of  Commons  coold 
proceed  with  the  estimates  and  tbe  Suppl.^ 
Bill  while  tbe  other  measures  were  ooder 
consideration  here.  We  can  discuss  the 
Supply  Bill  here  but  we  cannot  amend  it 
The  practice  has  been  when  the  Supply  Bill 
comes  up  to  pass  it  after  a  very  brief  dis- 
cussion. The  opposition  sometimes  discuss 
the  merits  of  the  Supply  Bill  so  far  as  the 
expenditure  is  concerned,  but  beyond  that 
they  never  go,  and  the  Bill  passes  tbrongh 
Its  three  stages  in  about  one-half  bonr, 
sometimes  less.  If  we  could  have  all  tbe 
other  Bills  except  the  Supply  Bill  so  that 
we  could  take  ample  time  to  consider  tiiem. 
it  would  facilitate  business.  It  is  Just  pos- 
sible that  If  the  government  continue  their 
present  manner  of  conducting  business  in  the 
House  of  Commons  we  shall  have  to  take 
tbe  Militia  Bill,  and  other  Important  mea- 
sures and  pass  them  without  discuses  m 
order  that  parliament  may  be  prorc^w* 
when  the  Supply  Bill  Is  passed.  I  think  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  senators  to  consider 
these  Important  measures  upon  their  merits. 
In  tbe  past  the  Senate  in  Its  wisdom  has 
made  very  important  changes  in  such  Bills- 
As  evidence  that  sufficient  attention  has  not 
been  given  to  legislation  at  all  times,  I  may 
point  out  that  some  two  or  three  Bills  passed 
this  year  have  been  amended  by  other  Bills 
passed  later  in  the  session.  If  proper  atten- 
tion bad  been  given  to  those  Bills  this  ml^t 
not  have  occurred.  If  these  important  Bilh 
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whlcb  I  bare  called  attention  to,  come  down 
.  at  tbe  very  last  moment,  we  must  eltber 
pass  them  without  conslderatlOD  or  dBl&j 
prorogation.  If  senators  would  take  my 
advice  and  keep  the  House  of  Commons  two 
or  three  days—place  them  in  the  same  posi- 
tion that  they  -  have  placed  us— that  Is  let 
them  remain  two  or  three  days  doing 
nothing  while  we  are  considering  important 
measnres,  The  sooner  the  Senate  assert  Its 
rights  In  that  respect,  the  sooner  it  will 
teach  the  government— no  matter  what  gov- 
ernment is  in  power— to  send  ns  Impbrtant 
measures  In  time.  I  make  the  suggestion  in 
order  that  no  friction  of  the  character  that 
I  have  descrlt)ed  may  occur  this  session  or 
hi  the  future. 

Hon.  SOOTT— 1  quite  concur  in  the 
language  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman.  For  eighteen 

years,  while  I  occupied  the  position  which 
he  occupies  now,  I  had  been  In  the  habit  of 
making  a  somewhat  similar  speech. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO^ELL-Bot 
not  so  pertinent 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  my  hon.  friend  wlli 
look  back,  he  will  And  that  the  Senate  has 
been  treated  better  the  last  two  or  three 
sessions  than  it  was  In  former  years.  If  I 
w«e  to  turn  up  ttie  recrad,  I  could  show  that 
ttaty  or  fifty  Bills  have  been  sent  to  ua  a 
few  hours  before  prorogation.  The  Bouse 
ot  Commons  hang  on  to  a  few  Bills,  because 
some  gentlemen  are  not  ready  with  their 
estimates,  and  they  want  to  keep  a  few 
BiUa  Uiere.  I  hare  Impressed  on  my  col- 
leagues bow  much  better  it  would  be  to 
send  Bills  earlier  to  the  Senate,  and  this 
session  they  have  nearly  all  been  sent  up. 
With  the  exception  of  the  MiUtia  BUI,  those 
that  cemaln  are  not  important,  and  I  hope 
that  the  Militia  BUI  wiU  come  to-morrow 
So  far  as  t4ie  prorogation  is  concerned,  1 
am  not  in  tbe  confidence  of  the  opposition 
on  that  point,  nor  am  I  aware  that  tbe  gov- 
ernment have  exprei^ed  any  opinion  as  to 
tbe  time.  They  are  not  masters  of  tbe 
situation  as  far  as  prorogation  is  concerned, 
as  my  hon.  friend  very  well  knows ;  but 
there  is  a  feeling  generally  in  the  House  or 
Commons  that  the  tlm&  has  come  to  wind 
up  the  bnslnees  of  the  session.  No  particu- 
lar advantage  Is  to*be  gained  by  continuing 
debates  on  subjects  which  will  be  more  in- 
teresting at  a  future  day  before  the  elec- 
tors.  It  will  not  diange  any  votes  In  the 


House  of  Commons,  and  therefore  the  de* 
bates  do  not  amount  to  much  except  as 
literature  for  the  elections.  We  all  hope 
that  the  session  will  terminate  some  day 
next  week. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—Has  the  Militia  Bill 
passed  tbe  House  of  Commons  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know.  It  was 
In  tbe  last  stages  Ibis  morning. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANI>RT— Now  that  Lord  Dxm- 
donald  has  gone,  It  might  go  through. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  have  heard  of 
persons  making  a  statement  so  often  that 
they  have  come  to  believe  it  tbemsdves. 
My  bon.  friend,  having  made  this  speech 
eighteen  times,  we  will  assume  that  be  has 
got  very  sincere  about  it,  and  he  will  give 
all  credit  for  sincerity  to  tbe  leader  of  the 
lopposition  when  be  goes  on  making  the 
same  old  speech.  If  my  memory  serves  me 
right,  the  Militia  Bill  was  reprinted  as  It 
passed  tbe  Committee  of  the  Whole  In  tb» 
House  of  Commons  more  than  a  week  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know  it  was  reprinted 
after  the  committee  stage. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEB0U8ON— I  received  a  copy 
of  it  In  Prince  Edward  Island  last  week^  Uk 
tbe  form  fn  wtaicb  it  was  reported  from  tbe 
Committee  of  tbe  Whole.  It  seems  strange 
that  so  Important  and  voluminous  a  BUI 
should  be  held  up  in  that  way.  It  has  been 
printed  more  than  a  week,  and  stiU  It  has  not 
been  sent  to  ns. 

The  Senate  adjourned  untu  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Friday,  July  £9, 190k. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

INSURANCE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

REPORTED  FROM  COMMITTEE. 
Hon.     MACKENZIE     BOWELL,  from 
the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Commerce, 
presented  their  report  as  follows  :— 
Tbe  Senate, 

Commlttea  Room  No.  2, 

Friday,  29th  Julr,  1904. 

Tbe  Committee  on  Banking  and  Oommerce  beg 

leave  to  report  as  follows  : — 

By  Order  of  your  Hoaourable  House,  made  ' 
8th  June,  1»04,  the  Bill  (H)  then  Intituled  : 
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*  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act,' 
and  subswiueiitljr  pasBed  bjr  the  Senate  as  '  An 
Act  respeotinc  tbe  Canadlaa  AnaismaBt-pelkar- 
hoId«r8  In  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Assurance 
Company,'  was  referred  to  this  Committee. 

In  pursuance  of  the  Order  of  reference  your 
Committee  referred  the  Bill  to  a  Sub-Commit- 
tee, with  instruction  to  confer  with  the  Insur- 
ance Department,  -with  an  actuary  to  be  named 
by  the  Canadian  Life  Insurance  Offlcers'  Asso- 
ciation, and  with  an  actuary  to  be  named  by 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of 
New  York. 

The  Superintendent  of  Insurance,  whose  ser- 
vices were  placed  at  tbe  disposal  of  tbe  Sub- 
Committee  by  the  Department  of  Finance,  Mr. 
T.  BradBhaw,  an  actuary  representing  the  Ca- 
nadian Lite  Officers'  Association,  and  Mr,  George 
D.  Eldrldge,  an  actuary  representing  the  Mu- 
tual Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  prepared 
tor  tbe  Sub-Committee  a  redraft  of  the  BUI. 

Tour  Committee  recommend  that  Mr.  Brad- 
ahaw's  travelllDg  expenses  incurred  In  con- 
nection 'With  the  services  rendered  by  him. 
amounting  to  fl8.76,  be  paid  him. 

All  which  ii  respectfully  submitted. 

MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 

Acting  Chairman. 

He  said:  I  move  concarrence  in  the  report. 
The  only  charge  made  by  the  actuary  re- 
presenting the  actuarial  association  of  the 
Dominion  is  his  expenses  In  coming  from 
Toronto  to  Ottawa  and  remaining  here  and 
assisting  In  framing  tbe  amendments  to 
Bill  (H>  which  was  subsequently  submitted 
to  this  Honse  and  passed.  It  Is  a  very 
«ma)l  amount  Under  ordinary  circumstances 
gentlemen  who  render  services  of  an  expert 
nature  are  paid  a  fee,  but  in  this  case  all 
be  asks  is  his  expenses. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MUTT7AI/  RESERVE   FUND   LIFE  AS- 
SOCIATION. 

9th  REPORT  OP  COMMITTEE  PRESENTED. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— On  behalf  of  tlie 
committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  posi- 
tion In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
lilfe  Association  of  New  York,  I  beg  leave 
to  submit  their  ninth  report.  This  report 
includes  the  copies  of  tbe  evidence,  toget- 
her witb  all  documents  and  a  copy  of  the 
minutes  and  proceedings  of  your  committee. 
It  has  been  suggested  to  me  that  the  chief 
headings  mlgbt  be  read  wltbout  the  r^ei^ 
■ences.  •. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— That  would  give  us 

no  Id'&a  of  the  contents. 

llie  SP^JAKEti— Vf  hai:  ntpt'ton  does  the 
hoh.  gefitfetoBm  pwpftSe  to'  mrffce  wifli 
-xesqO^  i6  tiltf  report  ? 

Hon.  S*r  MACKKNZIB  BOWXLL. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  propose  to  move  tliat 
the  report  be  taken  Into  consideration  on 
Monday  or  Tuesday  next  If  tbe  r^nrt  b 

considered  as  read,  we  can  take  It  ap  on 
Tuesday.  I  move  that  the  ninth  and  final 
report  of  this  committee  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration on  Tuesday  next  and  that  It  be 
put  as  the  first  wder  of  the  day. 

The  SPEAKER—After  tbird  reariUngs. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  we  cannot  giro 
it  precedence,  because  there  will  be  Blllj 
coming  down  from  the  other  House  wIjIcIi 
must  have  precedence.  However,  it  will  not 
make  any  difference. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG-I  want  to  call  the 
attention  of  tbe  House  to  the  position  of 
this  question,  and  to  raise  a  point  of  ordn. 
If  I  understand  tbe  matter  aright  it  pl>^ 
ports  to  be  a  report  of  a  committee  meeting 
held  last,  evening  which  is  now  presented 
to  tbe  Hoiise.  We  have  also  a  r^rt 
of  the  evidence  taken  before  the  committee, 
circulated  In  pamphlet  form,  before  the 
House,  known  as  No.  8  of  tbe  22nd  July,  a 
preceding  meeting,  In  which  there  appears 
a  resolution  passed  by  the  committee,  and 
carried,  that  the  committee  rise  and  report 
the  evidence  to  the  Bouse.  That  was  ea- 
ried;  consequently  tbe  House  had  a  ^t 
to  expect  that  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee would  have  made  that  report  In 
making  that  motion,  apparently,  from  the 
circustances  which  surrounded  it  it  wai 
the  Intention  and  so  undcA^tood  by  the  com- 
mittee that  it  was  its  final  meeting,  and. 
inasmuch  as  the  practice  appears  to  bear 
out  that  contention,  that  when  a  committee 
rises  and  reports  It  terminates  its  exlatence 
by  so  doing.  Apparently  there  was  anottn 
meeting  held  last  night  for  further  con- 
sideration, and  for  further  procedare  in  the 
committee,  and  the  point  that  I  wish  to 
have  established  by  the  hon.  Speaker  ts  this: 
whether  this  meeting  last  night  could  M 
properly  held,  inasmuch  as  the  commltttt 
had  risen  and  reported  the  evidence  and 
terminated  their  labours  and  ceased  to  exist 
after  the  last  meeting.  I  think. there  can 
be  no  question  that 'the  order  of  reference 
only  Included  the  repotting  to  the  Honse 
of  the  Evidence.  But  that' is  a  matter  whldi 
caili  be  cRscUssed  under  another  point  of 
order*.  Wha^  1  vHsfr  no#  to  have  a'  dftWion 
npol^  la,  wh'eth^'  ttiii  ^o&'bil'iffee'  t^lna^ 
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Its  existence  upon  the  meetliig  of  the  22nd. 
Inasmuch  as  that  was  the  clear  Intention. 
It  was  the  clear  nnderstandlng  with  the 

members  of  the  committee  that  their  work 
was  finished,  and  they  were  making  their 
final  report  In  view  of  circumstances  wbleb 
snrroanded  the  meeting  on  that  date,  and 
I  think  I  am  within  the  vtrlct  facts  when 
I  state,  and  hon.  goitlemen  who  were  In  the 
•  room  at  that  meeting  will  bear  me  ont  In 
stating  that  that  was  the  intention,  that  was 
ttie  decision  and  that  was  the  clear  under- 
standing arrived  at  when  that  motion  was 
carried,  that  the  work  of  the  committee 
was  finished.  Now  we  have  an  end  of  the 
report,  and  I  ask  the  rullDg  of  the  Speaker 
«n  that  point 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.€.)— The  com- 
mittee was  a  special  committee,  and  was 
not  discharged  by  this  House,  and  thwefore 
It  still  stands  as  a  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  TOTTNG — No  motion  Is  made 
for  the  discharge  of  a  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-The 
functions  of  this  committee  have  not  ceased. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — A  committee  ceases 
to  exist  when  it  reports,  according  to  the 
practice  in  oth^r  Houses.  Of  course  I  am 
not  peaking  of  our  standing  committees, 
because  our  standing  committees  last  as 
long  as  the  House  Is  In  session.  I  am  speak- 
ing now  of  a  select  committee  whose  author- 
ity and  power  extend  only  to  hear  evidence 
and  report  It  to  the  House.  The  report  of 
the  committee,  I  contend,  has  not  reached 
the  .House  l>ecause,  although  the  chairman 
was  ordered  by  the  committee  to  report  so 
far  as  I  hare  been  able  to  notice  he  had  not 
carried  ont  that  order,  and  a  subsequent 
meeting  was  held,  the  rejiort  of  wh:<-li  Is 
presented  to-day.  The  other  one  has  not 
been  presented  as  far  as  I  have  been  able 
to  obsCTve  by  the  proceedings  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man point  out  where  I  was  ordered  to  re- 
port and  did  not  make  a  report  ?  The  hon. 
gentleman  sGonld  have  the  records  xtnder 
his  e^e  t>efofe'  making  a  statement. 

H<m<  Mr.  TOtTNGP^A  chalnnftn  preside* 
over  a  committed,  a'rid  If  tts^  C6dimltfee  pass 
a  resolution  ord^lng  hhn  to  refwrt  to  the 
House  it  18  Us  duty  to  carry  out  the  tOr 
ttmctlons  of  his  commRtete^  m  oWM  mit 


to  Jils  committee  In  the  first  place.  He 
owes  it  to  the  House  to  place  them  In  pos- 
session of  whatever  matter  the  committee 
have  decided  to  refwrt.  It  Is  not  very  often 
we  have  such  an  instence  as  this,  I  am  glad 
to  say ;  still  when  these  instances  arise 
we  have  to  deal  with  tbem,  and  If  my  hon. 
friend  had  done  his  duty,  as  In  my  humble 
Judgment  he  should  have  done,  he  would 
have  made  his  report  to  the  House  as  he 
WAS  ordered  by  his  committee  to  do,  and  as 
it  was  his  plain  duty  to  do.'  Yesterday 
tliere  was  some  suggestion  that  the  record 
was  not  correct  I  obtained  a  certified  copy 
of  the  minutes  which,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
House,  I  shall  read  to  show  that  the  state- 
ment I  have  made  Is  correct  It  was  moved 
by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Landry  that  *  this  commit- 
tee rise  and  report  the  evidence  to  the 
House ' — not  an  adjournment  but  that  the 
committee  rise,  tbe  usual  motion  which  is 
made  In  our  Committee  of  the  Whole  or  any 
other  committee  In  which  they  have  arrived 
at  a  termination  of  their  duties.  A  commit- 
tee is  bound  by  Its  order  of  reference. 
Evidently  tbe  committee  had  come  to  tbe 
conclusion  that  they  had  completed  tiielr 
work  under  their  order  of  reference,  and 
Senator  Landry  moved  that  the  committee 
rise  and  report  the  evidence  to  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRQUSON— Is  my  hon.  frleod 
reading  from  the  official  minutes  of  the 
committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TOUNO— Exactly. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— By  its  clerk  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TOUNO — am  reading  a  cc^y 
of  tbe  official  minutes  of  the  committee,  cer- 
tified by  the  clerk.  To  this  motion  an 
amendment  was  moved  by  the  hon.  member 
from  de  Salaberry,  but  his  amendment  was 
lost  Tbe  main  motion  was  carried,  and 
therefore  tbe  report  sbonid  have  been  made 
to  tbe  House  In  accordance  with  the  onder 
of  tbe  committee.  My  hon.  friend  points 
out  that  it  may  be  made  now,  but  they  held 
a  subsequent  meeting,  which  Is  contrazy  to 
tbe  rules  of  procedure.  The  committee  had 
no  more  right  to  bold  that  meeting  than  any 
other  group  of  members. 

Hon.  Mf.  tANORt— What  Is  tb6  pMnt 
of  order  ? 

Hotf.  Mr.  TOUNG— -I  stated  tt  at  the  be* 
iflhtdng. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  dons  the  tion. 
gentleman  want  to  lutve  decided  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  TOUNQ— I  shall  state  It  affaln. 
I  want  the  mling  of  the  chahf  as  to  whether 
this  committee  was  in  existence  last  night  ? 

Having  risen  and  reported  and  completed 
their  labours  on  the  22nd  of  this  month 
they  had,  therefore,  no  further  duties  to  per- 
form, they  being  a  select  committee  within 
an  order  of  reference  of  this  House,  and  the  t 
order  of  reference  only  aathorized  them  to 
report  the  evidence.    Having  done  so  and 
completed  the  taking  of  the  evidence,  then 
their  duties  ceased.   They  themselves  ack- 1 
nowledged  by  the  discussion  before  the  com- 1 
mittee,  and  by  the  motions  that  were  car- 1 
rled,  that  they  considered  their  dntleg  were 
ended.  j 

The  SPEAKER— I  wish  to  catch  the  exact  | 
point  which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Kil- ; 
larney  makes;  Is  it  that  this  document  is  1 
not  the  report  of  the  committee,  and  con- 
sequently is  not  before  the  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— t  desire  to  answer 

the  observations  made  by  the  hon..  member 
from  KlllarDey.  The  hon.  gentleman  wanted 
the  Speaker  to  first  declare  that  the  meeting 
held  yesterday  was  Irregular,  and  that  at 
the  last  and  final  meeting  the  committee 
had  no  right  to  frame  a  report  and  submit 
It  to  the  House.  He  says,  first  It  was 
n  select  t-ommlttee,  and  select  committees 
have  no  right  to  report  except  under  the 
order  of  reference.  Well,,  what  Is  the  order 
of  reference  ?  It  Is  : 

Tbat  a  select  committee  of  five  be  appointed 
to  iDveBtlgate  the  position  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Lite  Association  ot  New  York  in 
Canada,  with  power  to  send  for  papers,  per- 
sons, telegrams,  and  records,  to  employ  cleri- 
cal services,  and  with  leave  to  report  from 
time  to  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— But  not  to  eternity. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No.  from  time  to 
time.  The  select  committee  has  power  to 
report  from  time  to  time— that  is  the  first 
point.  The  hon.  gentleman  will  admit  that 
the  rules  governing  select  committees  in 
England  are  the  same  as  those  which  govern 
here;  if  there  is  no  special  rule  in  this  House, 
the  practice  of  the  British  House  of  Lords  Is 
to  be  followed.  What  is  the  practice  ?  I 
quote  from  May,  page  394  : 

Select  committees  formerlr  had  no  power 
to  report  either  their  opinion  or  the  minutes 
ot  evidence  taken  before  them  without  leave 
Hon.  Mr.  TOUNO. 


given  by  u  order  of  the  House,  but  by  tlM 
standing  order  No.  76,  committees  empowered 
to  send  for  persons,  papers  and  records— 

That  Is  the  case  with  this  committee. 

— can  report  their  opinions  and  observattons 
together  witlt  the  minutes  of  evidence  to  tlie 
House,  and  also  a  special  report  o{  matten 
which  they  think  fit  to  bring  to  the  notlct 
ot  the  House. 

I  think  that  settles  the  question  entirely. 

I 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— My  hon.  friend  has 
misunderstood  me.  The  question  of  the 
nature  of  the  report  I  have  not  raised.  I 
desire  to  present  only  one  point  of  order  at 
a  time.  I  think  It  is  more  regular  to  get 
a  decision  on  tbat.  and  then  on  the  other 
point  of  order  which  my  hon.  friend  Is 
discussing  now,  as  to  whether  the  committee 
have  power  under  the  order  of  reference 
to  present  opinions  to  the  House,  will  be 
discussed  at  a  later  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  not  discussing 
that  point  1  am  discassing  the  point  r^sed 
by  the  hon.  gentleman;  but  I  want  to  sbow 
what  the  principles  are.  We  know  now 
by  the  rules  of  the  House  of  Lords  that  a 
committee  which  has  been  empowered  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records  has 
the  power  to  express  an  opinion.  We  did 
not  go  80  far.  Wf»  have  the  power  to 
report  from  time  to  time.  With  the  refer- 
ence that  I  have  read,  empowering  the  com- 
mittee to  report  from  time  to  time,  does 
he  claim  that  one  report  will  t>e  final,  and 
another  will  not  ?  It  Is  only  the  final  report 
of  the  committee  which  puts  an  end  to  it. 
It  is  not  a  motion  to  adjourn  or  to  report 
a  certain  portion  or  all  of  the  evidence,  it 
is  the  final  report  that  puts  ftn  end  to  it 
May  goes  on  to  say  : 

If  a  committee,  at  the  conclusion  of  their 
inquiry,  make  a  9nal  report  to  the  House, 
the  sittings  of  the  committee,  are  assumed  to 

have  been  closed. 

That  Is,  when  the  final  report  is  presentefl 
they  are  assumed  to  be  closed.  The  boo. 
gentleman  quoted  No.  8  of  the  evidence. 
What  does  It  say  and  what  do  the  mlnntei 
say  on  that  point 

The  committee  divided  on  the  amendment 
proposed  (by  my  hon.  friend  from  de  Sala- 
berry),  which  was  lost  on  the  tollowinx  divi- 
sion, contents  S,  non-coQtents  7. 

And  It  goes  on  to  say  : 

The  motion  to  adjourn  was  carried  on  tbo 
same  division  reversed. 
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Han.  Mr.  FER6€80N— la  tbe  hon.  sentl«- 
mn  reading  fram  tbe  mlDntes  of  tbe  iwo- 
ceedlngs  or  frwa  tbe  report  of  tbe  evMADce? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT~I  am  resdfng  from 
tbe  report  of  tbe  erMence* 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  bon.  gentle- 
man from  KUlaruey  Is '  reading  from  the 
minutes  of  tbe  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT-Jir  tbe  contention  of 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  is  sound,  be  cannot  sus- 
tain It  by  reading  from  aometbtng  wblch  be 
claims  Is  not  before  tbe  House  tn  a  r^nil&r 
way. 

.Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  woald  suggest  that 
the  bon.  member  from  KlUamey  should  raise 
tbe  two  points  he  has  mentioned,  because 

they  are  connected  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— There  Is  a  new  pro- 
cedure. Let  tbe  bon.  gentleman  go  cm  wttb 
tbe  first  iH^t ;  it  It  Is  not  sustained  be  can 
try  another  afterwards ;  but  to  raise  the 

two  points  at  once  would  throw  the  first 
one  In  the  shade.  Let  the  Speaker  decide 
the  first  point.  I  say  the  committee  had  a 
right  to  sit  yesterday,  because  it  had  not 
made  its  final  report.  If  a  final  report  was 
made  where  Is  it  ?  Tbe  only  one  that  can 
be  pointed  to  Is  the  report  presented  to-day, 
and,  therefore^  it  cannot  be  said  that  tbe 
committee  ceased  to  exist  until  tbe  report 
presented  to-day  was  made.  The  committee 
therefore  existed  yesterday,  and  what  right 
would  my  hon.  friend  have  to  claim  another 
point  of  order  on  the  existence  of  a  report 
when  be  took  part  In  the  committee  himself, 
proposed  motions,  and  voted  last  evening. 
He  Is  called  on  here  to-day,  to  snatain  a 
point  of  order  which  claims  that  tbe  com- 
mittee, whose  meeting  he  attended  yester- 
day, was  not  In  existence.  If  it  Is  decided 
that  there  is  no  report,  let  the  bon.  member 
show  ns  the  final  report  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— As  chairmau  of  the 
committee  I  should  be  allowed  to  put  the 
liitts  before  the  House  and  before  the 
Speaker,  whose  Judgment  la  Invoked,  and  I 
think  they  will  come  with  more  force  from 
a  member  of  the  committee  than  from  one 
who  la  not  a  member  of  it,  as  I  was  obliged 
to  remain  there  constantly  and  am  thorough- 
ly conversant  with  every  incident  which 
took  place.  The  minutes,  ns  originally 
drafted,  and  tbe  report  In  Na  8>  as  printed. 
OB 


as  I  have  stated  on  two  or  three  occasions., 
live  deemed  correct ;  tbe  statement  in  No. 
8r  tbftt  Is  the  last  number  of  the  printed 
is  not  eorreet,  according  to  tb*  steno- 
grapher's notes.  I  made  it  my  business  to 
ask  him  to  read  bis  notes,  aiid  be  found 
that  tbey  ware  to  this  effect,  that  tbe  Hon. 
Mr.  Landry  made  a  motion  to  rise  and  re- 
port 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— And  report  the  evi- 
dence. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— In  the  printed  report 
the  words  '  The  evidence '  are  added,  but  In 
his  shorthand  book  those  words  do  not  ap- 
pear. There  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
when  the  taking  of  tbe  evidence  was  fin- 
ished, the  hon.  senator  from  Stadacona  rose 
and  moved  that  this  commltee  do  now  rise 
and  report  the  evidence.  That  was  bis 
motion,  and  I  said  Immediately  '  If  you 
make  that  motion  it  will  prevent  the  com- 
mittee from  concluding  Its  labours.' 

While  this  dlscusiBion  was  going  on  be- 
tween the  chairman  and  the  hon.  member 
from  Stadacona  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Belqne  rose 
and  proposed  an  amendment.  The  amend- 
ment was  lost  by  seven  to  three,  I  believe. 
Then  the  main  motion  was  put  by  me  as 
follows:  *th(it  this  committee  do  now -rise 
and  report'  and  put  so  with  the  consent 
of  the  mover.  These  are  tbe  facts  and  these 
facllB  were  not  related  orl^nally  in  the 
minutes  kept  by  tbe  clerk,  because  he  had 
no  time  to  take  them  down  In  long  hand. 
The  minutes  were  made  up  after  the  com- 
mittee had  adjourned,  and  these  are  the 
facts.  Now  I  am  very  much  surprised  that 
tlie  hon.  gentleman  from  Kiilamey,  an  old 
parliamentarian,  a  man  knowing  all  the 
rules  of  discussion  and  the  forms  of  proce- 
dure, should  allege  before  this  House  that 
I  was  ordered  by  the  committee  to  make 
a  report.  .  I  was  not  ordered.  The  commit- 
tee  passed  a  motion  to  rise  and  report.  Xt 
was  in  my  Judgment  when  to  make  the  re- 
port, I  could  not  make  tbe  report  In  a 
minute.  I  could  uot  make  it  within  ten- 
hours,  and  only  for  the  bard  work  that  wfr 
have  been  doing  for  tbe  past  forty-elgbt 
hours  I  would  not  be  able  to  report  to-day, 
and  I  cannot  understand  wby  the  bon.  sen- 
ator from  Killarney  should  call  upon  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  to  report,  and 
hopes  it  will  never  happen  again  on  evi- 
dence covering  a  thousand  pages.  We  have 
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put  In  a  good  deal  of  work  In  going  over  all 
that  evidence  and  getting  a  report  ready 
"Within  a  few  days,  and  I  was  perfectly 
within  my  rights,  as  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee, not  to  undertake  to  put  before  this 
hononrabie  House  any  conclustoiiA  the  com- 
mittee woQJd  come  to,  or  any  form  that  the 
evidence  might  be  In,  or  the  minutes  of  that 
proceeding,  without  .  consulting  my  col- 
leagues, and  when  the  committee,  on  the 
22nd  July,  moved  to  rise  and  report,  I 
thought  It  was  my  duty  to  do  so  under  their 
flurvelUance,  and  after  they  had  considered 
what  was  to  be  the  report ;  so  that  the  bon. 
senator  from  Killamey  Is  asking  the  Speak- 
-er  to  rule  on  a  point  which  Is  against  com- 
mon setuse.  The  point  is  not  well  taken. 
Ttiere  can  be  no  question  as  to  the  existence 
vf  that  committee  until  it  has  made  its  final 
report.  If  the  committee  became  functus 
officio  on  tGe  22nd  July,  as  the  bon.  gentle- 
man contends  ;  it  the  committee  then  ceased 
to  exist  and  had  no  further  powers,  did  not 
the  chairman  share  the  demise  of  that  com* 
mittee  ?  Did  he  not  become  extinct,  and  if 
I  became  extinct  bow  could  I  present  a  re- 
port from  a  committee  that  was  extinct  7 
It  does  not  stand  to  reatson  in  the  light  of 
arguqient  and  Justice.  Tbis  committee  bas 
been  bard  at  work  for  the  past  two  moutht. 
We  have  a.  pile  of  evidence  before  this 
House  that  we  cannot  allow  to  be  thrown 
out  on  a  technicality,  on  a  quibble,  even  if 
the  hon.  senatcur  was  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  have  no  desire  to 

throw  out  the  evidence  at  all.  The  evi- 
dence has  been  distributed  right  along. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — I  go  further  :  I  say 
that  the  country  would  not  stand  that  this 
honourable  Senate  should,  on  a  quibble  even 
if  it  were  technically  right — end  I  do  not  ad- 
mit that  it  Is  right— allow  this  committee 
to  disband  without  producing  before  this 
honourable  House  the  results  of  Its  work. 
The  r^ort  of  the  committee  Is  on  the  table 
of  the  House  to-day,  and  not  a  word  was 
said  against  It  by  any  hon.  member  of  the 
committee  last  night.  It  Is  true  that  a 
formal  protest  was  entered  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  De  Salaberry  that  the  commit- 
tee had  no  right  to  sit  He  evidently  shares 
the  opinion  of  tlie  hon.  senator  from  Kil- 
lamey.  Whether  the  hon.  senator  from  KIl- 
lamey  has  changed  his  Ideas  or  not  I  do 
Hon.  Kr.  OLORAN. 


not  know,  but  that  is  all  which  was  done 
last  night  and  why  the  efforts  of  nlnetm 
members  sitting  In  committee  day  and  nlgbt, 
In  the  public  interests,  should  be  lumpmd, 
Is  really  more  than  I  can  understand.  I 
have  absolutely  no  petuonal  interest  In  ^ 
mattw.  We  bare  been  standing  by  the 
people's  rights  In  this  Investigation,  and  tbe 
evidence  will  show  that  tbe  work  of  the 
committee  has  not  been  without  useful  re- 
sults. Tbe  evidence  will  show  that  a  leswMi 
bas  been  taught  to  companies  of  this  kind, 
how  to  admlnltster  tbe  funds  and  the  buhi^, 
emtrusted  to  them  by  pollcy-holdm,  and 
nndw  these  circumstances  I  bold  that  if  the 
hon.  Speaker  Is  going  to  give  a  decision  hi 
the  matter,  he  should  take  Into  considera- 
tion the  facts  as  they  transpired,  tbe  work 
of  this  committee,  and  also  tlie  fact  that  the 
committee  la  not  dead,  simply  because  on 
Friday  night,  tbe  22nd  July,  an  hon.  mem- 
ber rcbe  and  made  a  motion  to  rise  and  re- 
port The  committee  will  be  dead  when  tbe 
r^rt  on  the  table  Is  accepted  or  rejected 
by  tbis  honourable  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Possibly,  Inasmuch  aa 
both  points  are  being  discussed  and  they 
cannot  seemingly  be  separated,  it  may  be 
Just  as  well  to  bring  both  points  of  order 
before  the  HoiMe  and  the  Speaker  will  deal 
with  them  as  in  his  judgment  be  sees  fit 
Tbe  additional  point  of  order  which  I  desire 
to  raise  is  that  the  committee  

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.O.)— Take  one 
point  of  order  at  a  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNCi— They  are  Interlaced 
so  that  I  find  it  is  necessary  for  th?  Informa- 
tion of  the  Speaker  and  the  House  to  raise 

the  other  point  and  tbe  Speaker  will  decide 
them  in  the  order  be  deems  best.  The  other 
point  of  order  I  wish  to  raise— 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
is  out  of  order.  The  point  of  order  bas 
been  raised,  and  the  Speaker's  decision 
should  be  given  before  the  hon.  gentleman 
deals  with  a  second  point 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Possibly  they  may 
both  be  included  in  the  one  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  boo.  gentleman 
forces  me  to  raise  another  point  of  order. 
He  bas  no  right  to  speak  twice. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  have  seen  the  boa 
gentleman  raise  three  or  four  points  of  oider 
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bi  succession,  and  not  one  decision  given, 
bat  In  this  CAse  the  clrcamstances  sur- 
roandlng  the  whole  matter  as  so  Inter- 
laced that  It  would  be  aeemingl7  oaly  fair 
to  the  House  that  hoth  points  should  be  ex- 
plained 80  that  a  decision  could  be  arrived 
ot  more  clearly  and  fairly.  The  other 
point  was  that,  under  the  order  of  refer- 
PDce,  the  committee  in  question  had  no 
other  authority  than  to  present  the  evidence, 
taken  before  them  under  oath  to  the  House 
without  finding  of  any  kind;  and  without 
taking  up  any  time  more  than  is  necessary 
I  refer  to  the  motion  which— 

Hon.  Mr.  IjANPRT — I  raise  another  point 
of  order.  That  attacks  the  report  which 
Is  to  be  considered  on  Tuesday  next  It 
cannot  come  up  now.  It  is  premature. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  shall  accept  the  bon. 
gentleman's  argument  right  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— Can  these  two 
motions  be  made  at  the  same  time? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— They  are  not  motions. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMTILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man cannot  cough  all  the  time.  The  ques- 
tion has  been  brought  before  the  chair, 
and  I  want  the  ruling  of  the  chair  on  the 
question,  whether  he  can  raise  two  points 
at  once  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  want  a  ruling,  and 
I  want  to  give  the  Speaker  an  opportunity 
of  mlii]?  ]p  as  fair  and  Intelligent  a  manner 

as  possible. 

Hon.  Ml.  GLORAN— If  the  point  of  order 
is  well  taken,  he  will  decide  that  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  order  of  refer- 

en^'e  of  this  committee  — 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  raise  a  point  of  order  on 
a  question  that  Is  not  before  the  House 
at  alL 

The  SPEAKER— Although  the  course 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Klllarney 
is  now  proposing  to  take  Is  more  convenient  ; 
Strictly  speaking,  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man having  raised  one  point  of  order  should 
let  the  other  wait  nntll  that  Is  decided. 
56) 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  desire  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Hoase,  not  to  what  passed 
in  the  committee,  as  tho  bon.  member  *from 
Victoria  Division  has  stated,  because  we 
might  not  agree  In  the  statement  that  be 
makes  nor  In  the  statement  that  I  would 
make,  but  to  call  attention  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  committee  as  they  have  been 
laid  on  the  table  by  the  hon.  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  (B.C.)— The  ques- 
tion before  the  cbair  Is  whether  this  com- 
mittee is  alive  or  dead. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  speaking  to  the 
pohit  of  order. 

Hou.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.G.)— Never 
mind  the  report  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  pcdnt  of  order 
was  raised  by  reason  of  the  motion  which 
la  ^de.  The  motion  is  that  the  report 
ibe  taken  into  consideration  on  Tuesday 
next  The  point  of  order  Is  raised  that 
because  this  report,  which  is  moved  to  b« 
taken  into  consideration  on  Tuesday  next, 
is  a  report  made  by  a  committee  which  had 
no  existence  yesterday,  and  therefore  had 
no  power  to  make  the  report  which  is  now 
the  object  of  the  question  of  order.  To 
deal  intelligently  with  that  question.  It  is 
necessary  to  read  the  minutes  of  the  pre- 
vious meeting,  the  minutes  of  the  22nd  July 
as  they  appear  from  the  proceedings  which 
have  been  placed  on  the  table  by  the  hon. 
chairman  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  hon.  gentie- 
man  reads  those  minutes,  he  must  admit 
that  the  committee  Is  alive.  If  the  commit- 
tee is  dead  he  has  no  right  to  read  those 
minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — Of  course  If  it  IS 
taken  ns  read,  I  shall  not  read  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  but  It  Is  an  ar- 
gument against  the  hon.  gentieman, 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  point  la  not 
raised  that  the  committee  was  dead  on  the 
22nd  July. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLQRAN— That  is  the  motion. 
That  is  the  point  of  order  raised  by  the  han. 
gentleman  from  Klllarney. 
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Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — No,  the  lion,  gentle- 
man misunderstood  me  altogetber.  The 
comntjttee  vras  alive  on  the  22nd,  but  was 
dead  last  night 

Hon.  Ut,  CLORAN— /That  they  died  «hen 
they  made  the  motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— That  report  vr&B 
made  last  night. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  report  which  la 
placed  upon  the  table  of  the  House  te  a  re- 
port to  which  is  attached  a  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  22nd  July,  and  It  Is  by  reason 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  22nd  July  that 
the  hon.  member  falses  the  point  that  the 
committee  ceased  to  exist  on  the  22Dd  July, 
and,  therefore,  that  the  report  ag  to  Its  pro- 
ceedings bad  last  nlgbt  should  not  be  titken 
Into  consideration  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Leave  it 
Just  there  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— I  am  tsklng  the  point 
of  order  into  consideration,  and  it  Is  neces- 
sary to  discuss  the  point  of  order  to  aacer- 
tain  whether  It  should  be  sustained  or  not, 
and  If  the  point  of  order  Is  sustained  then 
it  will  be  held  that  the  proceedings  of  last 
night  were  absolutely  null.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  point  of  order  is  overruled,  It  will 
be  held  that  the  proceedings  were  legal  and 
therefore  that  the  lest  I'eport  iw  a  report 
which  can  be  received  before  the  House  and 
considered.  Therefore  the  point  of  order, 
as  I  understand  It,  is  based  on  the  resolu- 
tion wliich  was  passed  at  the  meeting  of  the 
22nd  July,  and  it  is  this  resolution  which 
was  moved  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Landry  that  the 
committee  rise  and  report  the  evidence  to 
the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  all  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— For  argument  Isake 

let  him  say  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Am  I  to  understand 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  is  denying  the  pro- 
ceedings from  which  I  am  reading  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- That  statement  is 
not  cornet.   I  was  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  authorized  the  clerk  to  correct 
his  clerical  errors.  The  motion  made  by 
Hon.  Ur.  CLORAN. 


the  hon.  gentleman  as  recorded  was  that  tbt 
committee  rise  and  report  the  evidence,  k 
that  that  report  Is  not  correct,  and  I  told 
the  clerk  to  correct  his  clerical  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCCrTT— I  appMl  t9  tlw  B0m 
not  to  su'ppresjs  the  discnsslon,  becns*  bn. 
gentlemen  who  are  listening  to  the  d(Ant« 
desire  to  know  the  facta.  Kjetf  bos.  fffli- 
tleman  should  be  permitted  to  Inflke  his  «wb 
statement,  and  It  Is  unseemly  t»  Ibfimpt 
whoever  is  speaking. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  say  it  appears  from 
the  minutes — and  the  minutes  are  In  accord- 
ance to  the  facts— that  it  was  moved  by  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  that  tbtf 
committee  rise  and  report  the  evidence  te 
the  Senate,  and  it  was  moved  by  the  Hon. 
Senator  B6ique  tbat  before  the  committee 
report  the  evidence  Messra.  Cannon  and 
Cameron  be  heard  in  reference  to  tbe  charie 
published  in  *  Part  1 '  of  the  evidence  tok« 
before  this  committee,  the  two  witnesses 
being  In  attendance.  The  question  bidng 
put  upon  the  amendment,  the  committee 
divided  thereon  :  Yeas,  3  ;  Nays.  7.  So  It 
was  resolved  in  the  negative.  The  question 
being  put  on  the  main  motion  of  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Landry  wblch  was  on  the  same  division 
reversed,  resolved  In  the  affirmative,  and 
then  the  clerk  has  added  'the  committeft 
then  adjourned.* 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB — It  is  no  motion  at  all. 
It  is  the  equivalent  of  rising.  Th«e  wia 
a  motion  which  was  carried,  the  main  mo- 
tion that  the  committee  rise  and  reirart  the 
^evidence  to  the  Senate,  and  the  point  of 
order  which  Is  raised  is  that  It  had  tbe  efl«ct 
of  dl^lvlng  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- It  cannot  have  that 
effect 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  shall  cite  May  at 

page  394.     It  Is  a  page  to  which  the  hou. 

geiltleman  has  made  reference  but  it  is  not 

the  s!ime  portion.      May  is  dealing  with 

select  committees  and  he  says  :— 

When  the  evidence  has  been  concluded, 
Lhe  chairman  prepares  resolutions,  or  a  dralt 
report,  which  It  Is  customary  to  print  ud 
circulate  among  the  members,  before  they  ar« 
considered.  Resolutions  are  open  to  diwot- 
slon  and  amendment,  subject  to  the  same  rules 
as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  No 
resolution  or,  amendment  may  be  proposed, 
which  Is  not '  within  the  order  of  reterenos : 
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Md  ^itlnntp  will  decline  to  put  it  from 
thtt  chair.  Wheo  a  reBolutlon  kas  been  agreed 
te.  the  conwiittM  ve  uaaUe  ta  rertev  aad 
It 


Hm.  Mr.  liANDfiT— Hear»  bear. 

UoUs  Mr.  BH:{0IT£>— The  resolution  agreed 
to  was  that  the  committee  rise  an4  report 
the  evidence.  A  select  committee  whether 
It  is  a  select  committee  or  ottuerwise,  unless 
there  are  special  rules  to  the  contrary,  is  to 
be  treated  as  a  committee  of  the  House. 
Tbere  is  a  special  rule  vblch  aays  tiiat  In 
the  absence  of  any  other  rule,  the  rules  gov- 
erning the  House  are  to  apply.  It  Is  an 
cleaientary  rule  that  when  the  House  sits  as 
a  committee  of  the  whole  if  a  motion  Is 
«ua4e  aad  a  resolution  is  adopted  that  the 
committee  rise  it  dissolves  the  committee, 
Aiid  to  prevent  a.  dlfeolutlon  of  tbe  com- 
mittee It  is  necessary  tbat  these  wor&i  be 
added.  'And  ask  leave  to  sit  again.' 
Bere  we  have  to  deal  with  a  select  commit- 
tee; but  applying  the  same  rules  which  gov- 
ern a  committee  of  the  whole,  the  moment 
that  the  committee  decides  tbat  the  com- 
mittee rise  that  dissolves  the  committee,  and 
to  prevent  a  diasolatlon  of  the  committee  It 
In  necessary  tiiat  those  words  be  added 
'  And  ask  leave  to  ait  again.'  Here  we 
iMTe  to  deal  with  a  seleet  committee;  bnt 
applying  the  same  rule  as  tbe  rule  whlcb 
governs  a  committee  of  the  whole,  the 
moment  that  the.  committee  decided  tliat 
they  rise  and  report  the  evidence,  I  say 
it  was  a  finality  which  was,  in  the  terms  of 
May.  not  subject  to  be  reviewed  Implied^ 
or  exjHreflsly  by  tlie  comiuittee.  It  became 
a  finality  and  It  dissolved  tbe  committee. 
Tbat  is  the  procedure.  It  is  on  the  page 
from  which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Stada- 
cona  has  read,  295,  and  reads  as  follows  :— 

It  is  tbe  custom  not  to  report  tbe  evidence 
until  the  inquiry  bas  been  completed,  and  the 
report  is  readr  to  be  presented. 

The  committee  could  have  made  a  spe- 
olal  report,  but  It  will  not  be  argned 
that  the  committee  was  bound  to  make 
a  special  report.  I  mean  by  special 
report  a  rep<»t  containing  findings;  wbetbw 
it  is  a  report  that  contalw  findings  or  not 
It  Is  tbe  report  of  the  committee;  ^nd  Instead 
of  deciding  that  the  report  would  contain 
findings  tbe  committee  decided,  on  tbe  22nd, 
that  its  report  should  simply  consist  In 
reporting  the  evidence.    Tbat  is  tbe  resolu- 


tion which  was  made  by  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona;  and  it  is  the  resolution 
vhlcb  was  adopted  by  the  committee,  and 
I  say,  uiAleT  tbe  authority  of  May.  and  under 
tba  «utboTlt7  of  tbe  gweral  mies  of  this 
honourable  House  tbat  this  bad  tbe  effect  of 
dissolvlDg  the  committee,  and  that  it  was  not 
susceptible  of  being  revived  expressly  oi' 
Impliedly,  and  that  the  committee  had  no 
right  to  sit  again,  as  the  committee  attf>mpt- 
ed  to  do  last  night  Therefore,  tbe  question 
of  order  was  well  taken  when  tbe  bon. 
gentleman  moved  that  the  report  of  the 
proceedings  of  last  nigbt  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration. It  appearing  that  tbe  committee 
sat  without  any  power  at  all,  and  without 
any  jurisdiction,  the  point  of  order  should 
be  maintained. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN — I  am  rather  sur- 
prised at  the  view  taken  by  my  hon.  friend 
from  de  Salaberry.  I  must  express  my 
amazement,  because  in  all  tbe  committees 
of  parliament  tbat  I  have  ever  sat  on.  It  is 
the  customary  resolution,  tbat  the  commit- 
tee rise  and  report  It  Is  often  done.  Tt  is 
usual  to  do  it  Now.  is  tbe  mere  technical 
expression  of  the  member  that  moves  a  re- 
solution going  to  dissolve  the  c<mimlttee  1 
That  committee  Is  a  committee  of  this 
House,  and  I  bold  tbat  tbat  committee  U  la 
full  possession  of  tbe  powers  conferred  upon 
it  untU  it  bas  finally  reported  to  the  Hons^ 
and  tbe  House  has  adopted  or  rejected  tbat 
report,  and  by  so  doing  relieved  the  com- 
mittee from  further  duty.  I  think  that  is 
a  proper  view  to  take  ;  but,  admitting  that 
the  contention  of  my  hon.  friend  is  correct 
he  holds  to  the  words  tbat  tbe  committee 
rise  and  r^ort  the  evidence  as  being  the 
resolution  adopted.  Tb^re  was  no  evidence 
taken  at  the  subsequent  meeting.  What 
waE>  done  at  the  subsequent  meeting  was 
simply  that  a  synopsis  of  tbe  evidence  wa* 
submitted  for  the  committee's  approval, 
carrying  out  virtually  the  command  of  tbe 
previous  meeting.  Tbe  committee  was  or- 
dered to  rise  and  report  tbe  evidence.  Tbe 
clerk  of  tbe  committee  prepared  a  short, 
concise  synopsis  of  the  evidence  presented* 
and  that  was  presented  for  the  adoption  of 
tbe  committee,  and  nothing  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Does  tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleman say  tbat  tbe  clerk  prepared  tb« 
syn<^sls  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN — It  wai  prepared. 
I  do  not  know  wtao  prepared  It 

Hon.  Ms.  CLOBAX — It  would  take  blm 
two  weeks  to  do  it 

Hon.  Mr.  MeMULLEN— That  was  pre- 
pared, and  submitted  by  the  chairman  for 
adoption  by  the  committee.  That  is  all. 
Nobody  was  pat  on  oath  ;  no  evidence  offer- 
ed on  either  side.  It  was  simply  adopting 
the  report  that  was  prepared.  I  hold  that 
It  would  be  a  very  strained  opinion  to  hold 
that  once  a  committee  had  passed  a  resolu- 
tion to  report,  that  they  were  precluded 
from  adopting  their  own  report  That  Is 
what  they  met  for  last  night  That  was 
the  very  object  of  their  meeting — to  adopt 
ithelr  own  report  It  would  be  a  strange 
thing  If  a  committee,  by  a  simple  technical 
resolution,  was  precluded  from  adopting  its 
own  report  If  tbey  had  reopened  the  whole 
matter  and  taken  more  evidence,  after  It 
was  understood  by  the  members  of  the  com- 
mittee that  their  duties  were  closed,  it 
would  be  a  different  thing  ;  but  it  was  sim- 
ply adopting  the  report  that  was  prepared. 
No  evidence  was  taken  and  nothing  more 
was  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I,  as  one  meml)er  of 
that  committee,  took  exception  to  the  com- 
mittee sitting  last  night  Inasmuch  as  I  un- 
derstood, along  with  other  hon.  gentlemen 
of  that  committee — and  I  think  I  am  safe 
In  saying  that  the  chairman  of  that  commit- 
tee expressed  the  Idea  to  me,  that  the  pro- 
ceedings were  closed  on  the  22nd. 

Hon.  Mr,  CLOBAN— Aa  far  as  the  evi- 
dence was  ccmcemed— nothing  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— t  hold  in  my  hand 
a  certified  copy  of  the  minutes  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  .that  meeting  on  the  22nd,  cer- 
tified by  the  clerk,  Mr.  Young,  and  I  am 
rather  surprised  that  the  chairman  of  that 
committee,  who  has  practically  placed  the 
same  report  on  the  tabje,  repudiates  the  re- 
iport  and  says  It  Is  not  correct  I  have  a 
recollection  of  bow  tibat  motion  was  put, 
and  I  have  a  recollection  of  asking  the 
secretary  If  be  bad  that  motion  down  cor- 
rectly. He  picked  it  up  and  read  It  and 
we  voted  on  It  The  amendment  was  lost 
and  the  motion  was  carried  on  ttie  same  di- 
vision, that  the  committee  rise  and  report 
the  evidence.  Now  as  an  evidence  that  the  ■ 
Bon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


committee  was  not  expected  to  make  toy 
finding  on  the  evidence,  I  shall  quote  wltat 
baa  been  said  In  this  House  by  tlu  dttl^ 
man,  because  this  matter  was  dlscassed  lo 
this  chamber  on  a  previous  occasion,  ftad 
the  chairman,  notwithstanding  what  besart 
to-day,  made  use  of  the  following  langsage 
at  page  330  : 

The  sole  duty  of  the  committee  Is  to  atcer- 
tain  the  facts,  to  ascertain  the  position  of 
that  company  In  Canada,  and  find  out  what 
they  have  done  with  the  money  paid  to  tli«m 
by  the  CanadlaD  policy-holders.  That  la  onr 
duty  In  relation  to  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOBAN— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  bon.  gentlenftB 
further  says : 

I'be  committee  of  investigation  are  sim- 
ply there  to  ascertain  tacts,  and  when  they 
have  ascertained  them,  they  will  report  to  this 
honourable  House,  and  the  Senate  will  take 
the  course  that  ought  to  tfe  taken. 

That  was  the  bon.  gentleman's  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Exactly. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Then  I  find  the  chai^ 

man  of  the  committee,  at  page  352  of  tlie 

Debates,  making  the  following  statement  :- 

This  committee  vas  appointed  for  oae  sole 
purpose,  simply  to  bear  evidence  oa  both 
sides  and  report  the  facts  to  the  Senate- 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  think,  yonng  and  In- 
experienced as  I  am,  that  I  would  undertake 
to  organize  or  be  chairman  of  a  committee 
called  upon  to  frame  a  law  ?  Not  at  alL  Bat 
I  was  quite  capable  of  presiding  orer  a  com-- 
mittee  appointed  to  hear  evidence  and  report 
It.  AU  I  want  Is  ears  :  t  do  not  want  much 
brains  to  <lo  that.  The  committee  do  fot 
need  to  be  experts  or  actuaries  or  presidents 
of  pailroada  to  report  evidence.  Tbey  have 
simply  to  sit  there  and  call  witnesses,  anfl 
when  the  facts  are  placed  before  the  com- 
mittee to  report  them  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN—Report  to  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Tbot  was  the  hou. 
gentleman's  Idea. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-What  were  his 
words? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— When  it  was  cl  ilmed 
tliet  the  committee  who  bad  pronounced 
themselves  strongly  on  one  side  were  not 
fair  judges  to  bear  the  evidence,  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay  said  :— 

Hon.  Hr.  DOHVILLB— Judge  of  what?  Wt 
are  to  report  evidenee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Not  simply  to  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  know  nothing  of 
bow  that  report  was  prepared.    It  seemed 
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to  me,  on  reading  !t,  and  any  other  gentle- 
man who  lias  an  opportunity  of  reading  it 
will  come  to  the  couclusloa  I  did,  tbat  It 
Is  a  report  prepared  on  the  evidence  of 
one  ^de,  by  tbe  prosecuting  connsel. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDET— I  rise  to  a  question 
of  order.  The  boa.  gentleman  must  con- 
fine himself  to  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  mny  not  be 
refined  language,  but  It  Is  plain. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— A  person  should  be 
plain  and  refined  In  discussing  these  qnes- 
tlons. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Under  circuin- 
stances,  I  would  not  expect  anything  else. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Under  circumstances, 
I  would  have  expected  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rothesay  to  have  been  very  delicate 
about  bringing  this  matter  before  the  House, 
because  when  the  time  comes  to  discuss 
this  evidence,  probably  we  should  bring 
out  matters  that  ought  to  be  worthy  of 
discussion  and  which  were  not  elicited  be- 
fore that  committee  and  not  discussed  there, 
that  will  show  the  reasons  why  this  in- 
surance company  Is  In  as  bad  odor  in  Can- 
ada as  It  Is  to-day.  I  am  not  going  to  dis- 
cuss that  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  confine  himself  to  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-I  - will.  But  the 
hon.  gentleman  must  keep  his  friend  quiet, 
and  not  have  blm  Interrupting. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOHVILLE^h,  I  am  able  to 
take  care  of  myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  consider  that  while 
tbe  chairman  has  a  perfect  right  to  more  tbe 
adoption  of  the  report  of  the  evidence,  which 
he  should  have. done  at  an  earlier  date,  as 
directed  by  the  committee,  he  has  no  right 
to  say  that  we  should  adopt  the  finding  of 
that  committee,  on  the  evidence,  as  sub- 
mitted to  us  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  Strikes  me  that  it 
is  hardly  reasonable  that  my  hon.  friend 
should  talk  In  the  manner  In  which  he  did. 
What  are  the  facts  ?  Were  they  or  were 
they  not  cognizant  beforehand  that  that 
committee  had  an  existence ;  that  Its 
functions  had  not  ceased  ?  And  where  do 
we  find  those  hon.  gentlemen  last  night  ? 


Not  only  at  tbe  committee,  but  taking  part 
In  the  committee,  voting  upon  various  mat- 
ters coming  before  the  committee.  If  the 
committee  had  no  existence  why  were  they 
there  ?  They  knew  full  well  that  that  com- 
mittee was  not  dissolved. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  very  well  that  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Btique. 
the  Hon.  Sir  Alpbonse  Pelletler  and  myself 
protested,  and  are  on  record  as  having  pro- 
tested. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— And  voted. 

Hon.  >Mr.  WII^ON— They  protested 
against  what  appeared  to  tbem,  and  what 

they  knew  to  be  the  decision  of  that  com- 
mittee—to report  the  evidence.  The  com- 
mittee have  reported  the  evidence,  and  that 
Is  the  report  before  the  House.  I  contend, 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  gentlemen  who  at- 
tended that  mieeting  last  night  had  no  right 
to  speak  and  vote  If  they  believed  the  com- 
mittee was  dissolved.  By  speaking  and 
voting  they  recognized  that  the  committee 
had  an  existence,  and  I  say  the  report  pre- 
sented to-day  Is  the  proper  document,  that 
Is  the  report  on  the  evidence  taken — and  Is 
therefore  dn  order. 

Hon.  Sr.  DOMVILLE — This  Is  a  matter 
of  veracity  between  two  hon.  gentlemen 
and  tbe  remainder  of  the  committee.  I 
know,  and  other  members  of  the  committee 
know,  tbat  the  motion  which  was  made  was 
to  rise  and  report.  The  words  *  the  evi- 
dence '  were  not  used  and  were  not  under- 
stood to  have  been  used  except  by  my  hon. 
friend,  who  hati  got  a  certificate  from  the 
clerk  of  the  committee  to  that  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman say  that  the  secretary  falsified  the 

report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  ask  the  Speaker 
to  keep  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Interrupt- 
ing. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— What  about  the  chair- 
man's report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN^I  have  stated  on  be- 
half of  the  committee  

Hon.  Mr,  WATSON— Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  chairman's 
report  Is  In  now. 
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Hon.  Mr.  YOUNa*~He  mtb  that  the  te- 
port  ia  wnng. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOItAN— There  Is  a  mistake 
In  the  report;  vlilcli  the  clerk  was  histmct- 
ed  to  correct,  but  he  has  Dot  done  so. 

Hon.  Hr.  DOMVlLLE— Wb^  should  a 
technicality  have  so  many  people  advocat- 
ing It  when  the  committee  Is  ask«d  to  snb- 
mit  Its  Teport  ?  I  make  every  allowance  for 
the  hon.  gentleman  ;  he  threatens  me  that 
the  time  will  come  when  tb;ey  will  have 
something  to  say  to  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  did  not  say  any- 
thing  About  yon. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man spoke  of  the  senator  from  Rothesay. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Yes.  Tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman Introduced  a  new  snb>ect,  and  I  said 
when  tbe  time  came  to  diacuss  that  1  would 
luiT«  something  to  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  anything  to  say  he  mast  have 
got  it  from  somebody;  he  did  not  get  It  from 
Hie  committee.  I  shall  bie  only  too  pleas'ed 
to  meet  anything  he  brings  before  tbe  House 
at  the  proper  time.  Th%  hon.  gentleman 
said  that  I  had  stated  the  evidence  was 
wasted ;  of  course  tbe  evidence  was  want- 
ed. What  sane  man  would  go  to  o  commit- 
tee and  ta^e  evidence  if  It  was  no4:  Intended 
to  bring  it  before  tbe  Senate  ^  Were  not  the 
committee  to  say  that  they  bad  gone  over 
the  evidence  and  have  expressed  an  opinion? 
This  is  one  of  tbe  fairest  reports  ever  made. 
It  is  only  an  Index— a  thousand  pages  boiled 
down  wltbout  one  word  for  or  against  the 
company,  but  simply  laying  the  facts  before 
the  House.  I  am  bound  to  believe  that 
every  member  of  this  House  is  Impartial,  al- 
though at  times  some  of  them  may  get  ex- 
cited and  convey  tbe  Idea  that  they  are  not ; 
and  I  am  sure  that  they  will  weigh  the  evi- 
dence, which  speaks  fot  Itself.  The  chair- 
man, by  the  direction  of  the  committee, 
brings  fn  tbe  report.  The  hon.  member 
from  Portage  la  Prairie  must  reiil^mber  that 
be  made  two  or  thre^  speeches  at  the  last 
meeting  of  the  committee,  and  still  wanted 
to  examine  Mr.  Cameron  and  Mr.  Cannon. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— When  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Last  night. 
Hon.  Hr.  DOMVILLE. 


Hon.  Mr.  WATSON'— That  Is  not  trsc. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDTtT — I  rise  to  a  point  «t 
order.    I  ask  that  the  words  of  the  hon. 

gentleman  be  taken  down  by  the  clerk. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — No,  do  not  paj 
any  attention  to  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— I  want  a  mliif 
whether  such  language  is  parllamentaxy  or 
not. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Never  mind.  I 
assure  my  hon.  friend  that  it  Is  a  compli- 
ment, coming  from  tbe  hon.  member,  and 
I  do  not  want  him  to  take  It  back. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Wltb- 
draw  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- I  move  that  tbe  Cleit 
read  the  words. 

Tbe  CLEEK— The  words,  as  I  understood 
tbem.  are  *Tbat  It  is  not  true',  api^ 
to  A  statement  made  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Dooi- 
vllle. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  tbe  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Portage  la  Prairie  persist  fn  that 
expression  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Wbflt  exprearion? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  expression  fw 
used  referring  to  a  statement  made  by  tbe 
hon.  member  from  Botbesay,  that  It  wis 

not  trne. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-What  did  be  say  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— No  matter  what  be 
said. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Tbe  bon.  gentiemin 
stated  that  I  asked  to  have  additional  evi- 
dence adduced  last  night  before  that  com- 
mittee, which  I  protested  was  not  In  eilst- 
ance;  I  say  when  he  makes  that  statement 
it  Is  not  a  true  statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— I  ask  whether  tbflt 
is  parllam«itary  or  not  } 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  exceedingly  on- 
fortunate  that  this  debate  has  proceeded  la 
tbe  manner  It  has.    It  aj^iearB  to  he  psrdy^ 
a  matter  of  veracity. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- He  might  say  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  is  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— tehaps  tte  Isngsise 
is  not  as  mild  as  It  ri»ald  be,  bot  tbe  bos. 
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twntleman  Boenii  to  be  e.\clt«d.  Hf  hon. 
frtoad  Is  the  oii«  wbo  I«  ctvating  mote 
trouble  tban  anyone  •!•«.  H«  it  coMtantly 
Otting  on  Ills  («et.  I  mftd«  an  i4)p«al  to 
tlM  House  that  erery  bon.  gentleman  abould 
be  allowed  to  make  any  statement  be  wlsbed 
and  not  be  intmupted.  That  Is  tbe  only 
way  we  can  end  It,  because  tbere  is  a  ques- 
tioa  of  veracity  and  it  cannot  be  settled 
liere. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— If  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man wants  It  settled  be  had  better  sit  down. 

Tbe  SPRAKfiS— I  tbbik  tliat  tbe  words 
used  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  Portage 
la  Prairie  with  respect  to  tbe  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Botbeany, 
can  hardly  be  considered  as  parliamentary. 
He  might  have  conveyed  tbe  same  idea  In 
parliamentary  language,  A  direct  asser- 
tion that  a  statement  made  by  an  hon.  mem- 
l>er  is  not  true  is  hardly  parliamentary. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— If  it  is  unparliament- 
ary, of  course,  I  have  to  retract.  I  wanted 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  understand  exactly 
wbat  I  meant 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  have  nothing 
more  to  say  with  regard  to  the  retraction: 
ft  Is  a  matter  with  the  House.  I  want  t<> 
aay.  and  to  nay  it  empliaticaDy  that  this 
■report  Is  looked  for  by  the  public,  and  h 
"WIU  not  be  consistent  with  the  dignity  of 
the  Senate  or  the  expectations  of  the  people 
If  it  be  suppressed.  With  regard  to  the 
question  ef  the  motion  made  In  committee, 
I  most  distinctly  say,  and  It  is  in  the  recol- 
lection of  several  hon.  gentlemen  wbo  hear 
me,  that  the  motion  as  printed  was  never 
pnt  to  the  committee,  and  that  the  words 
*  tbe  evidence  •  crept  into  the  report  

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLEV-Crept  Into  the 
report  by  some  mistake.  Surely  there  Is 
nothing  out  of  order  in  saying  that 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  wish  to  make  n 
personal  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— I  ask  the  ruling  of 
tbe  Chair,  wbetber  I  have  not  a  right  to 
make^  a  personal  statement. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— What  has  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman to  explain  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  wish  to  state  that 
when  tbe  bon.  member  quotes  from  the 
minutes  of  the  secretary,  I  gave  Instruc- 
tions Immediately  before  I  saw  It  Id  print 
to  change  that  motlra. 

Ttie  SPEAKER— This  is  a  somewhat  im- 
postant  question,  and,  altbongh  I  have  an 
Impiresslou  as  to  ttie  proper  deeistoUk  !! 
think  tiiat  perhaps  it  would  be  more  satis- 
factory to  the  House  If  I  were  to  take  a 
little  time  to  decide  it  I  might  be  allowed 
to  suggest  if  tbis  paper,  which  has  been 
preaeiited  as  a  report— I  do  not  undertake 
to  decide  whether  It  is  or  not— were  allowed 
to  He  on  tbe  table  until  Monday,  I  should 
be  prepared  with  a  little  more  confidence 
to  give  a  dedslcm. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Do  we  understand 
that  tbe  report  has  been  presented.? 

The  SPBAKEB— No ;  I  do  not  now  decide 
the  question  whether  it  Is  a  report  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Hie  question  of  order 
oame  on  a  motion,  not  on  the  presentation. 
The  r^wrt  was  presented  and  read  by  the 
clerk,  and  the  point  of  order  was  raised  on 
the  motion  to  fix  a  date  for  ednenrrence. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Inasmuch  as  the 
Speaker  has  taken  this  question  of  order  Into 
consideration,  with  bis  permisslou,  I  shall 
submit  the  other  point  so  that  <he  will  have 
this  matter  settled  once  for  all  at  the  next 
meeting  of  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  It  is  gwmane  to 
the  motion  before  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  am  raising  a  point  of 
order. 

The  SPEAKEB-It  Is  understood  that  this 
document  will  lie  on  tbe  tabic  until  Mon- 
day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— There  is  a  misunder- 
standing. 

The  SPEAKER— Tbe  point  of  order  taken 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Klllarney  is  that 
this  document  Is  not  a  report,  and  If  tpe 
order  Is  that  '  the  report '  lie  on  tbe  table, 
the  Honse  Is,  to  a  certain  extent,  deciding 
that  question  against  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Killarney.  I  suggested  that  the  *  docu- 
ment '  lie  on  the  table,  because  that  does  not 
commit  the  House  one  way  or  tbe  otber. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tl»e  question  of  order 
was  raised  ou  the  motion  to  fix  the  time  for 
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tbe  consideration  of  tlie  r^ort.  We  are 
willing  to  wait  for  tlie  decision  of  tbe 

Speaker  before  that  motion  comes  up. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBILL— Tliat 
can  eaidly  be  aoeompU^ed  by  a  motion  tliat 
the  farOier  «nisId«titlou  of  this  subject  be 
postponed  nntll  Tuesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  do  not  need  a 
motion  of  that  kind.  It  is  stopped  by  the 
request  of  the  Speaker  for  time  to  decide  the 
point  of  OTder. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  the  Speaker* 
should  decide  that  the  point  of  order  Is  weli 
taken,  still  the  report  would  be  on  the  table 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
report,  as  I  understand,  has  been  presented 
to  the  House.  Then  the  point  of  order  was 
raised  by  thp  hon.  senator  from  KUIamey, 
that  t&e  committee  liad  no  right  to  make  a 
repwt,  It  baring  dissolved  itself.  Then  the 
Speaker  is  asked  to  rule.  He  requests  time 
to  consider  the  question,  and  that  would 
leave  the  matter  just  as  it  is.  The  question 
is  a  very  important  oue,  and  requires  a 
great  deal  of  consideration  as  to  wheUier  the 
action  of  tbe  committee  dissolved  tiie  com- 
mittee or  not.  It  Is  only  reasonable  that  the 
matter  should  be  allowed  to  remain  now 
just  as  it  la,  to  lie  taken  up  again  on  Tues- 
day. Just  let  it  stand  as  suggested  by  the 
8l)eaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Can  we  take  this  up 

on  Tuesday  without  a  motion  to  that  effect  "t 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Speaker  has  a 
right  to  give  his  dedaion  w4ienever  ho 
wishes. 

Hon.  Mar.  WILSON-WUI  the  report  be  be- 
fore tbe  House  on  Tuesday  next  ?  There  is 
no  motion  tiiat  It  stand  until  Tuesday,  and 
no  decision. 

REPRESENTATION   ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (148)  Au  Act  to  amend 
the  Representation  Act,  1903. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  ttrat  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  BUI  be 
read  tiie  second  time  on  Tuesday  next.  He 
said  :  The  Bill  refers  to  the  dividing  line 
between  two  parts  of  AJgoma,  that  Is,  tOie 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT, 


elect<H^  district  of  Rainy  River  and  tbe 
electorad  district  of  Iliunder  Bay.  It  is  i 
defining  line,  slightly  <UfDerent  from  the 
line  In  the  statute  of  last  year.  Tbe  change 
Is  very  trifling ;  I  shall  endeavour  to  look 
It  up  and  ascertain  exactly  what  the  differ- 
ence Is.  Another  clause  makes  It  clear  that 
Victoria  and  Madawaska  are  Induded  in  the 
one  county  of  Victoria  In  New  Brunsirick. 
The  BiH  also  defines  the  Yukon  Terrltary  a 
little  more  clearly  than  before. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BANK  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  a60)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Bank  Act 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  BlU  h« 
read  the  second  time  on  Tuesday  next  He 
said  :  There  are  some  banks  In  Canada  which 
have  established  agencies  in  the  West  India 
Islands,  where  the  currency  is  in  pounds 
sterling,  and  not  dollars  and  cents.  Tills 
authorizes  them  to  issue  pound  notes,  and 
declares  the  equivalent  to  be  $4.86{.  Under 
tbe  Bank  Act  as  it  stands,  the  issues  are 
limited  to  $5  and  upward^  but  in  those 
colonies  where  the  decimal  currency  has  not 
been  adopted,  they  are  permitted  to  issue 
uotes  In  accordance  with  the  ordinary  ster- 
ling currency  existing. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Bills  of 
exchange  or  notes  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Notes.  Instead  of  Is- 
suing $5  bills  they  would  issue  one  pound 
notes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAT  (Truro)— Is  It  not  a  fact 
that  they  Issue  such  notes  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  may  be  ;  I  hare  not 
beard  so.  Of  course  th^  would  have  no 
authority,  strictly  speaking  under  the  Bask 

Act  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
simply  gives  the  authority  to  Canadian 
banks  doing  business  In  tbe  West  Indies  to 
Issue  bills  in  the  currency  of  the  IsJands  In 

which  they  are  doing  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  sterling  currency. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGEBNZIB  BOWELL— I 
Should  Uke  to  ask  the  taon.  Secretary  ot 
State  if  be  has  made  inqairy  for  tiiat  report 
to  which  I  called  his  attention  yesterday— 
that  Is  for  fBe  correspondence  relating  to  In- 
viting tenders  for  the  ice-breakers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  aebed  for,  and 
sent  over  for  it  several  times.  It  has  been 
promised.  Th^  say  they  are  Inundated  with 
work.  All  I  can  do  Is  to  Inquire  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man be  kind  enoagb  to  Inquire  about  the 
dismissal  of  Mr.  Painchaud  from  Orana 
Island  ?  I  should  also  like  to  get  the  return 
about  the  crew  of  the  steamer  *  N^tune/ 
which  I  asked  for  at  the  beglniog  of  the 
sesnotn,  and  also  with  reference  to  the 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  made,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows,  a  number  of  inquir- 
ies. It  was  only  a  few  days  ago  he  said  he 
wanted  some  letter  written  to  Dr.  Bryce.  I 
sent  to  the  D^artment  of  Agriculture  and 
they  said  Dr.  Bryce  was  not  here.  They  do 
not  know  where  he  is,  and  they  have  no  re- 
cord of  the  letter  there  at  all. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
shonld  like  to  call  attention  to  the  retnm 
asked  for  early  last  session  In  reference  to 
appointments  and  recommendations  of  ap- 
pointments of  honorary  colonels  In  the 
militia.  In  view  of  tiie  discussion  taking 
place  now  in  another  place,  we  should  have 
that  Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Was  it  never 
brought  down  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
never  was  brought  down,  and  no  attention 
was  paid  to  the  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  inquire  about  It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-WIII 
the  hon.  gentleman  ascertain  whetber  we 
will  ever  get  It  ?  I  must  couress  I  sbould 
like  to  see  the  principle  on  wbicb  these 
appointments  have  been  made,  and  how  the 
recommendations  made  by  commanding 
<^cer8  have  been  dealt  with,  particularly 
those  that  were  refused. 


RAILWAY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (132)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Rail- 
way Act,  1903.  He  said  :  I  explained  on  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill  that  the  first  clause 
relates  to  orders  of  the  Railway  Committee 
tbat  had  been  appealed  from  before  tbe 
abolition  of  the  Railway  Committee.  This 
continues  the  right  of  tiie  Oovemor  In 
Council  to  hear  any  appeal  that  was  filed 
before  the  Railway  Committee  was  abolish- 
ed. Hereafter,  of  course,  tbe  Privy  Coun- 
cil will  have  nothing  to  say  to  them.  The 
next  clause  is  that  which  remits  entirely 
to  the  provincial  authority  the  power  to  pass 
legislation  aJ¥eetiug  the  running  of  local  rail- 
ways where  legislation  of  that  kind  was 
adopted  in  the  province,  and  to  Include  those 
particular  railways  that,  for  certain  pur- 
poses, were  especially  brought  under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  tbe  parliament  of  Canada  by 
the  addition  of  tbe  words  *  to  tbe  general 
advantage  ot  Canada  '—that  those  words 
alone  being  Introduced  in  the  statntes  should 
not  preclude  a  provincial  authority  from 
bringing  them  under  the  control  of  the  laws 
of  the  province  In  so  far  as  Sunday  obser- 
vance legislation  Is  concerned.  Then  there 
is  a  clause  for  better  defining  nud  ascertain- 
ing the  earnings  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway.  Tbe  last 
clauses  of  the  Bill  provide  that  a  majority 
of  tbe  directors  of  any  company  which 
has  heretofore  received,  or  hereafter  receives 
from  the  government  of  CanaJa  any  railway 
subsidy  shall  be  British  subjects,  and  it  is 
proposed  to  supplement  that  clause  In  com- 
mittee, by  adding  '  Resident  in  Canada.' 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  shall 
call  attention  to  clause  sis  of  the  Bill  which 
refers  to  the  prohibition  of  running  of  trains 
on  Sundays  In  provinces  where  they  have 
Sunday  observance  legislation  to  that  effect. 
In  all  provinces  where  they  have  no  legis- 
lation of  that  kind,  this  Act  would  not  apply* 
of  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— And  that 
is  the  great  danger.  In  tbe  provinces  gov- 
ernments are  guided,  of  course,  by  the  opinion 
of  the  electors,  and  I  know  in  my  own  pro 
vince  that  the  legislature  have  declined.  In 
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the  matter  of  Sunday  observance,  to  pass 
any  Act  I  also  kBow,  ta  a  fact,  that  iha 
committee  of  the  Lord's  Day  Alliance  wait- 
ed upon  the  Dominioa  governuieDt  tdila  year, 
and '  the  premier  and  the  Midlater  of  Jus- 
tice botii  iMvmlsed  that  an  Act  sbonld  he 
Introduced  dealing  with  the  Sunday  ttbaet 
Tance  law  ;  that  the  BUI  tdiould  be  read  tiie 
first  time  In  the  House  of  Commong  and 
then  referred  to  the  Supreme  Court  for  an 
opinion  whether  it  is  intra  vires  or  ultra 
Tires,  so  as  not  to  conflict  with  the  provin- 
cial authorities,  and  this  is  what  they  are 
getting  to  satisfy  the  commission  that  saw 
the  premier.  This,  of  course,  la  better  tlitin 
nothing.  In  Ontario  they  bave  a  Sunday 
observance  law,  and  Vtila  will  couflrm  tbe 
legislation  of  the  Ontario  lei^slature  and 
make  tbat  law  effective  ;  but  I  should  have 
liked  to  have  gone  further  in  reference  to 
steamers,  bec*ause  steamers  do  as  much  harm 
on  Sunday  as  railways  do,  and  although  this 
BUI  cannot  be  amended  In  tbat  way,  I  hope 
before  anoth«  year  passes  over  that  if  the 
provinces  do  not  deal  with  that  subject  the 
Dominion  will,  because  the  premier  gave 
express  promise  tbat  a  special  Act  should 
be  brought  in  this  year  dealing  with  that 
matter  and  referred  to  the  Supreme  Court. 

Hon.  Sir  MA-CKENZIE  BOWELL— This 
Bill  might  very  properly  be  called  a  con- 
glomeration. It  deals  with  half  a  dozen  dif- 
ferent subjects,  and  of  a  somewhat  Import- 
ant character.  First,  It  legalizes  what  may 
have  been  done  or  what  has  been  done  by 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council. 
I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman 
whertiier  any  decisions  have  been  arrived  at 
by  the  Board  of  tiie  Railway  Commission 
which  would  be  In  contravention  of  the  de- 
cisions which  have  been  come  to  by  the 
Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  ? 
If  my  recollection  SNves  me  rightly,  some 
decision  was  come  to  by  the  Railway  Com- 
mission In  reference  to  a  matter  affecting 
the  street  railway  in  Toronto.  The  Railway 
Board  of  the  Privy  Council  had  given  a 
-decision  which  was  set  aside  by  the  Railway 
Commission  after  Its  formation,  and  the 
Governor  in  Council  subsequentdy  reversed 
the  decision  of  the  RaUway  Commission  and 
reaffirmed  the  decision  which  had  been* 
come  to  by  the  Railway  Committee  of  th^ 
Privy  Council.  Has  the  matter  been  flaaiiy 
settled,  and  which  decision  rules  at  the  pre- 
sent time  ? 

Hon.  Mr.   MACDONALD  (B.C.) 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  think  this  Bill  wUi 
give  the  p«wer.  As  the  law  stands  thera 
WAS  no  power ;  aftajr  the  BaUway  Commii- 
tee  was  abollshad,  at)  pewars  ware  conferred 
on  the  CommfMbm,  Then  vas  a  gap  be- 
tween the 


Hon.  Sir  MAOKENZIB  BOWBIiLr-Th« 
right  of  appeal  existed  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tea;  and  this  te  l-i 
legalise  any  appeal  tb^t  flQigbt  hare  been 
standing.  The  Railway  Coumlssiw  csbbm 
deal  with  It,  as  the  law  stood  at  the  time 
die  decision  was  given  by  the  Railway 
Commltee  of  the  Privy  Co«ncil.  The  appeal 
was  to  the  Privy  Council.  Before  any  ap 
peal  was  made  ttie  Railway  CMumlsskm  was 
broai^  Into  exls^oe,  and  then  was  no 
provision  for  an  appeal  from  ttw  RaHwar 
Committee  to  the  Railway  Commission,  be- 
cause^the  Railway  Committee  disappeared. 
It  could  only  affect  one  or  two  cases.  I  do 
not  know  what  cases,  but  quite  Hkeiy  the 
case  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman  ref«B  may 
be  one  particular  case.  I  do  not  suppose 
there  would  be  more  than  a  couple  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEBVILLE— It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  an  extraordinary  clause.  It 

reads  as  follows  :— 

I.  Notwithstanding  anytlilng  contained  In  tbe 
Railway  Act,  1903,  the  OoTemor  tn  Council  shall 
have,  and  shall  be  deemed  to  have  had  since 
th«  date  upon  which  the  aald  Act  earns  Into 
force,  power,  fiiithorlty  and  iurlsdlotlon  to  sane- 
tion,  confirm,  rescind,  change  or  vary,  or  to 
take  otber  action  upon,  amy  report,  order  or  de- 
cision of  tbe  Railway  Coaamlttea  of  the  Privy 
Council. 

How  can  we  decide  tbat  he  bad  that 
power  ?  This  danse  has  a  retroaetiTe  effect 
and  It  Is  dangerous  to  pass  a  retroactive 
law  unless  tbe  hon.  gentleman  tella  ns  it 
will  not  affect  any  pending  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh  no.  Before  the 
Hallway  Commlaaion  was  formed,  there  was 
a  board  known  as  the  Railway  Commlttet 
of  the  Privy  Council.  From  that  board 
there  was  an  appeal  to  the  Privy  Conacil. 
When  the  Railway  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed the  Railway  Committee  ceased  to 
exist,  but  there  was  a  considerable  gap  be- 
tween the  time  the  Act  came  Into  operation 
and  the  bearing  of  certain  appeals  that 
ought  to  have  gone  at  once  to  the  "PArj 
Council.  The  Privy  Council  did  not  bear 
them  at  the  time  tbey  should  have  beard 
them.   For  Illustration,  say  «  decision  was 
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given  by  the  llaUway  Committee  on  the 
fifth  of  January,  and  the  parties  took  ex- 
ertion to  that  decision  and  appealed  to  the 
E^lv7  Council.  The  Privy  Council  did  not 
hear  the  appeal,  perhaps  were  not  ready, 
-and,  in  the  meantime,  a  few  weekg  after 
tbe  Railway  Commloilon  came  Into  «zlst- 
ence  under  proclamation  of  tbe  Qovernor 
In  ConnclL  Hon.  gentlemen  can  quite  un- 
derstand that  there  were  one  or  two  cases 
— I  do  not  know  if  there  are  any  more.  I 
think  the  only  case  is  the  one  to  which  the 
bon.  leader  of  the  opposition  has  alluded. 

I  think  that  Is  probably  a  case  which  tbe 
Governor  General  would  have  no  fiower  to 
bear,  nor  could  any  other  power  bear  It,  be- 
cause tbe  Railway  Commission  was  not  In 
existence,  and  there  was  this  hiatus  or  gap 
of  a  few  weeks  In  which  the  power  was* 
taken  from  the  Ai)peIIate  Court.  The  Ap- 
pellate Court  is  the  Railway  Commission 
which  deals  with  all  these  questions.  So 
that  this  Act  is  simply  giving  power  to  the 
Oovernor  In  Council  to  hear  any  appeals 
that  might  have  been  made  between  the 
time  the  Railway  Commission  ceaeed  to 
exist  and  the  formation  of  the  Railway 
Commission. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE!  BOWBLL— I  am 
not  going  to  make  many  remark*  at  the 

present  time,  because  we  can  discuss  these 
questions  better  when  we  get  into  commit- 
tee of  the  whole.  The  second  clause  is  cer- 
tainily  somewhat  of  a  peculiar  cliaracter. 
While  there  is  a  doubt  as  to  tbe  power  of 
the  province  to  legislate  In  a  certain  direc- 
tion on  the  question  of  Sunday  observance^ 
there  Is  also  a  doubt  as  to  bow  far  loe  pro- 
vinces can  le^slate  to  Impose  a  penalty  on 

II  rnilwiiy  incorporated  uuUer  u  Dominion 
charter  for  an  Infraction  of  a  provincial  law. 
A  decision  has  been  arrived  at  by  the  Law 
Lorda  of  tbe  Privy  Conncii  lu  England  de- 
claring that  the  Act  passed  by  the  Ontario 
legislature,  providing  for  a  better  observ- 
noce  of  the  Sabbath,  or  what  Is  understood 
to  be  the  Lord's  Day.  was  ultra  vires,  bcr 
cause  it  Imposed  a  penalty,  while  the  Con- 
Oederation  Act  relegates  to  the  Dominion 
tparliament*  alone,  tbe  right  to  impose  pe- 
nalties for  breaches  of  the  law.  If  I  am 
not  correct  In  tha^  I  hope  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  put  me  right.  But  that  Is  my  re- 
collection. If  I  understand  this  clause,  It 
validates  the  Acto  of  the  different  provinces 


andmakes  them  intra  vires,  though  they  may 
have  violated  that  provision  of  the  Con- 
federation Act  for  the  Imposition  of 
penalties.  Then  It  goes  further,  and  legal- 
ises the  Acts  of  the  provincial  iegtolatures, 
Including  those  provisions  which  they  have 
a  right  to  legislate  upon,  or,  in  other  words, 
"we  are  delegating  powers  to  the  local  au- 
thorities which  they  have  themselves  now 
under  the  constitution.  How  far  have  we 
the  right  to  declare  in  an  Act  of  the  Domi- 
nion parliament  that  u  provincial  Act  la 
intra  vires,  In  other  words,  how  far  are  we 
Justifled  In  introducing  a  B411  legalizing  and 
giving  effect  to  an  Act  which  tbe  provincial 
legislature  has  the  right  to  pass,  because 
portions  of  these  Acts  are  Intra  vires  so  far 
as  they  are  dealt  with  by  the  provinces, 
while  in  other  cases  tbey  are  ultra  vires, 
such  as  the  case  to  which  I  have  called  at- 
tention, where  the  province  of  Ontario  ex-" 
ceded  its  powers  in  imposing  penalties 
for  an  infraction  of  the  law  by  a  railway 
holding  a  Dominion  charter.  This  question 
is  now  before  the  Supreme  Court,  Is  It  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— -I  do  not  think  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
Is  my  recollection.  1  may  be  in  error  in 
that.  Then  that  second  dause  requires  to 
be  considered  very  closely.  That  is  tbe 
second  subsection  of  clause  two,  and  what 
we  have  to  consider  is  how  far  these  laws 
which  are  upon  the  statute-hook  In  the  pro- 
vinces will  affect  the  general  trade  of  the 
country,  in  the  second  clause,  there  is  a 
provision  to  legalize  the  local  laws  affec^ 
lug  tramways,  when  such  tramways  and 
railways  are  wbolly  and  solely  within  tbe 
rllmlts  of  tin  province.  Then  tliere  I3  a 
provision  that  might  be  Interpreted  as  not 
Interfering  witb  local  roads  that  have  been 
leased  to  a  main  line,  tbe  Canadian  Pa- 
cific Railway  for  instance,  though  they  may 
be  of  a  purely  local  character,  which  would 
prevent  the  through  traffic  being  continued 
on  a  Sunday.  What  struck  me  at  first  on  read- 
ing the  law  was.  that  an  exclusively  local 
railway  would  be  brought  within  tbe  power 
and  authority  of  tbe  local  legislature  aud 
would  be  governed  by  the  local  laws  so  far 
as  tbey  affect  running  and  doing  business 
on  a  Sunday.  The  nooment  such  a  railway 
becomes  leased  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way or  any  other  general  trunk  line,  how 
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far  would  that  affect  the  traffic  between 
another  province  and  the  province  of  On- 
tario In  which  they  bad  passed  a  law  pre- 
venting^ the  rannlng  of  these  roads  on  Sun- 
day 7  Gould  they  conttnue  to  their  ultimate 
destination  T  For  Instance,  take  d  road  In 
a  county  like  the  county  of  my  hon.  friend 
ftom  Victoria,  where  the  railways  are 
purely  local  lines.  There  Is  a  connection 
made  at  Lindsay,  at  Bobcageon,  and  still 
further  north.  Whether  this  portion  of  the 
clause  would  affect  that  railway  or  not  I 
am  not  pr^ared  to  say  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, but  I  throw  out  the  suggestion  that 
hon.  gentlemen  can  consider  It  when  the 
Bill  Is  In  committee.  Then  there  Is  a  sav- 
ing clause,  which  places  the  whole  matter 
within  the  power  of  the  government.  After 
detailing  what  powers  are  relegated  to  the 
local  legislature,  It  winds  up  with  this  pro- 
Tislon : — 

2.  The  Oovemor  In  Ooancil  may  at  any  time 
and  from  time  to  ttm«  by  proclamation  con- 
Urm,  for  the  purposM  of  this  sectloa,  any  Act 
ot  the  legislature  of  &aj  province  passed  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act. 

So  that  If  the  difficulties  to  which  I  have 
called  attention  should  arise,  the  Governor 
In  Council,  under  this  clause,  would  have 

the  power  to  declfire  that  that  rallwny  would 
not  come  within  the  provisions  of  this  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— There  Is 
iinother  proviso  about  through  lines. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Then 
the  third  clause  deals  with  the  Transconti- 
nental Railway  and  it  also  deals  with  the 
-Grand  Trunk  Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  divisions  and  the 
traffic  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACIvENZIE  BOWELL— Yes, 
and  gives  power  to  determine  any  question 
as  to  the  apportionment  of  any  through  rate 
or  rates  between  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way and  the  other  railways. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Railway  Commis- 
sion has  that  control. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  a  point,  if  my  recollection  serves  me 
rightly,  that  was  discussed  very  fully  In 
the  House  of  Commons,  when  the  question 
was  brought  up  by  some  of  the  members  of 
the  opposition,  but  was  rejected  at  that 
;tlme.  Now  the  government  find  It  necessary 
Hon.  £lr  MACKBNZIB  BOWBLL. 


to  amend  the  law  so  as  to  settle  the  qae»- 
tlon.    However,  tiiat  Is  a  point  we  wIH 
discuss  more  conveniently  when  we  get  Into 
committee.  The  fourth  section,  as  the  hoo. 
gentieman  has  Indicated,  Is  one  dedarins 
that  the  majority  of  the  directors  of  utj 
company  which  heretof<M«  received  or  hoe- 
after  receives    government   aid    shall  be 
British  subjects.    The  hon.  gentleman  hiti- 
mated  his  intention   to   declare   that  the 
whole,  or  a  majority.  I  think  I  understood 
lilm  to  say,  of  these  directors  should  be  not 
only  British  subjects  but  residents  of  Can- 
ada. What  has  suggested  Itself  to  my  mind 
is  this— and  I  throw  out  the  suggestion  to 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State — ^how  far  wfll 
that  affect  Investments  by  the  people  who 
live  out  of  the  country  and  particularly  by 
British  subjects  living  in  Euroi>e  ?  If  it  be 
provided  that  all  directors  must  be  residents 
of  Canada,  let  me  ask  the  question 
how  far  will  that  affect  financial  men  and 
capitalists  who  are  willing  to  Invat  thdr 
money  in  these  enterprises,  who  ore  not 
residents  of  Canada  ?    The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  suggested  that  amendment  and 
while,  on  the  face  of  It  it  seems  feasible. 
I  had  grave  doubts  as  to  the  propriefy 
of  Inserting  a  clause  of  that  kind  which  may 
materially  affect  capitalists  who  are  wilUng 
to    Invest    their    money    la  enterprises 
In  Canada,  If  It  Is  provided  that  tbey 
shall   not   be   dli'ectora   of   a   board  for 
the  carrying  on  of  the  enterprise.  We 
go  the  length  of  saying  that  the  majority 
of  the  directors  shall  be  British  subjects. 
I  am  not  opposed  to  that.  On  the  contrary 
I  remember  that  was  discussed  a  gnat 
many  times.  In  the  Oommons  years  and 
years  ago,  and  on  a  great  many  occasioos  It 
was  rejected  on  the  ground  that  capitallsta 
living  in  the  United  States  or  Germany, 
Belgium  or  Holland,  where  a  large  propor- 
tion of  the  capital  has  been  obtained  to 
cairy  on  an  enterprise  In  this  and  In  other 
countries,  and  it  was  always  rejected.  Now 
we  have  advanced  to  the  position  of  saying 
that  tbey  shall  be  British  subjects.  The 
proposition  is  that  they  shall  be  residents  of 
Canada  as  well.   I  doubt  very  much  the  pro- 
priety of  a  clause  of  that  kind.   I  may  Just 
as  well  admit  while  I  am  on  tlils  subject, 
that  great  difficulties  have  arisen  In  tbt 
management  of  the  Grand  Trunk  whose 
txwrd  Is  In  London.  Many  difficulties  have 
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arisen  Id  the  management  of  that  road.  Bnt 
If  this  provision  bad  existed  when  British 
■capital  was  Invested  in  that  road,  the  grave 
question  Is  whether  they  would  ever  have 
got  money  to  buUd  it.  I  throw  out  these 
hints  ;  they  are  my  own  Impressions,  and  I 
liope  the  Secretary  of  State  will  consider 
tbem  before  he  consents  to  add  tbat  amend- 
ment to  the  BUI. 

Hon.    Mr.  BEBNIER— When   the  hon. 
Jeader  of  the  opposition  rose  to  address  the 
Uouse,  I  was  about  to  call  the  attention 
of  hon.  gentlemen  to  the  first  part  of  clause 
2  which  reads  as  follows 

2.  The  Governor  In  Council  majr  at  aaj  time 
-and  from  time  to  time  by  proclamation  con- 
firm, for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  any 
Act  of  the  legislature  of  any  province  passed 
after  the  paaaing  of  this  Act. 

It  seems  to  me  this  legislation  Is  of  a  very 
awkward  and  doubtful  character.  Hither 
the  province  has  a  right  to  legislate,  in 
which  case  our  confirmation  of  such  law  Is 
not  necessary  at  all,  or  It  has  no  right  to 
ieglsiate,  and  then  we  have  not  the  right 
to  confer  on  the  Uovemor  in  Conncll  the 
power  of  maUng  good  a  law  which  Is  ultra 
vires.  It  seems  to  me  It  would  be  substi- 
tuting the  Governor  in  Ck>unei]  as  a  legisla- 
tive agent  for  the  provinces  them- 
selves. I  contend  that  we  have  not  the 
right  to  confer  upon  the  Governor  in  Conn- 
cil  the  power  of  legislating  for  the  provinces. 
TtUs  would  be  unconstitutional  to  my  mind, 
«nd,  if  it  were  not,  it  seems  to  me  the 
policy  should  not  be  adopted.  I  respectfully 
submit  this  consideration  to  the  govern- 
ment and  to  the  hon,  members  of  the  Senate. 
It  seemir  to  me  a  very  important  one.  It 
ia  an  invasion  of  the  rights  of  provinces  ;  it 
is,  nsauming  a  power  that  we  have  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— -Mo  ;  on  the  contrary  it 
l8  sustaining  the  principle.  The  Idea  is  tbat 
when  any  province  introduces  Sunday  legis- 
lation affecting  a  local  railway,  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council  may  have  power  to  con- 
firm It  under  this  Act  It  is  leaving  to  the 
province  the  control  of  the  Sunday  law.  in 
-each  province  the  feeling  is  different  What 
S»  suited  for  one  province  is  not  suited  for 
another.  It  depends  on  the  public  feeling 
in  the  province,  and  the  idea  is  to  carry 
■out  whatever  the  feeling  in  the  province 
may  be< 


Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  desire  to  ascertain 
from  the  hou.  Secretary  of  State  in  refer- 
ence to  ft  case  which  has  been  taken  belore 
the  Hallway  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, and  they  made  a  finding  upon  the  case 
as  presented  to  them  but  before  the  term 
upon  whi(di  they  began  giving  their  decision 
the  Railway  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil ceased  to  exist  and  the  Railway  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  I  should  like  to 
know  In  what  position  those  who  made  the 
application  would  be,  whether  they  would 
be  able  to  go  on  under  the  decision  that  wus 
given,  althons^  the^  had  not  carried  it  into 
effect  before  the  Railway  Oommission  was 
formed,  or  whether  they  will  have  to  com- 
mence  a  new  proceeding  as  if  no  decision 
had  been  given  by  the  Railway  Committee 
of  the  Privy  Council.  In  other  words,  is 
this  Bill  retroactive  In  empowering  the 
Governor  in  Council  to  give  a  decision  which 
would  apply  to  a  CHse  of  thnt  description  ? 

Hon.  Mr  WATSON— I  wish  to  say  a  word 
with  regard  to  clause  4.  There  might  be 
something  weak  In  the  opinion  glveil  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition,  but  ft  will  be 
observed  that  this  clause  is  dealing  with 
companies  that  have  received  aid  from  the 
Dominion  of  Canada,  because  it  says  : 

4.  The  majority  of  the  directors  of  any  com- 
pany which  has  heretofore  received,  or  here- 
after receives,  from  the  government  of  Canada, 
under  any  Act  of  the  parliament  of  Canada,  aid 
towards  the  eonitrnction  of  Ita  railvay  or  un- 
dertaking, or  any  part  thereof,  shall  he  British 
sublects  :  Provided  tbat  this  section  shall  not, 
until  the  tblrty-flrst  day  of  January,  one  thou- 
sand nine  hundred  and  five,  apply  to  any  com- 
pany the  majority  of  whose  directors  are  not 
British  subjects  when  this  Aot  comes  into  fOr«e. 

It  appears  to  me  that  with  the  experience 
the  people  of  Canada  have  had  with  the 
management  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company,  the  company  who  have  under- 
taken to  build  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  will 
have  a  large  undertaking  In  Canada.  They 
are  getting  a  large  guarantee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  constructing  that  road,  and  it  would 
be  well.  In  the  Interests  of  the  people  of 
Canada,  that  the  majority  of  that  board 
should  be  residents  of  Canada  and  not  have 
to  deal  with  a  board  In  lAndon.  I  can  re- 
member years  ago,  when  the  management 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  in  Canada  decided  that 
they  should  bnlld  a  branch  railway,  the  mat- 
ter having  been  referred  to  the  board  in 
Londoti,  to  men  who  had  no  practical  know- 
ledge of  the  country  whwe  the  proposed 
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Um  was  to  be  bnUt,  refnsfd  to  sanctiuB  It, 
and  I  bavft  no  Aonbt  t2iat  ths  lino  would 
bare  been  completed  If  tbe  board  were  resi- 
dents of  Canada  and  had  w$me  practical 
knowledge  of  the  requirements  of  the  coun* 
try.  It  appears  to  me  that  with  the  large 
amount  of  railway  that  mast  be  constructed 
In  Canada  In  the  future,  and  tbe  Importance 
of  those  to  be  built  and  operated  In  differ- 
ent localities,  that  we  ought  to  have  tbe 
board  meetings  of  all  companies  rectirln« 
assistance  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
In  Canada  ;  and  for  t^at  reason  I  am  very 
stropgly  In  favour  of  the  snggestlon  whlcn 
has  been  made  for  the  addition  of  tbe  pro- 
vision that  the  majority  of  tiie  directors 
shall  be  residents  in  Caoada.  1  think  we 
have  ten  directors  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa- 
cific Company  in  Canada  and  five  Id  Eng- 
land. It  was  oi^anized  with  that  under- 
standing, I  believe,  and  that  being  the  cas^ 
no  misundei'standlng  can  arise  by  placing 
In  tbli  BUI,  a  provision  that  on  all  railways 
which  receive  large  aid  from  tbe  Dominion 
ol  Canada  the  majority  of  directors  shall 
de  residents  of  Canada,  so  that  the  meetings 
of  the  directors  shall  be  betd  In  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Of 
course  it  would  apply  to  alt  railroads,  be- 
cause they  all  receive  public  aid. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— With  refer- 
ence to  the  second  clause  of  the  Bill,  I  de- 
sire to  aay  that  I  am  qalte  In  sympathy 
witb  the  object  to  be  attained ;  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  being  committed 
to  this  method  of  carrying  out  that  object. 
1  wish  to  make  this  statement  now,  so  that 
on  any  future  occasion  I  shall  not  feel  es- 
topped by  permitting  this  legislation  to  go 
forward  without  saying  that  I  have  some 
doubts  as  to  Its  being  within  tbi  Jurisdiction 
of  parliament— at  all  events  as  to  Its  being 
a  sound  system  of  legislation.  I  think 
where  provinces  have  exclusive  jurisdiction, 
they  should  exercise  it  wlthont  the  sanction 
of  parliament,  and  this  parliament  should  ' 
exercise  Its  full  powers  wherever  the  pro- 
vinces have  not  exclusive  Jurisdiction. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

THB  MILITIA  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Has  the  bon.  gentle- 
man any  information  to  give  us  as  to  wben 
the  MUltla  Bill  will  be  bronght  down  T 
Hon.  ICr.  WATSON. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  bare  Bad*  InqaUM. 
We  eliall  not  be  able  to  set  It  nntU  MoMir. 
if  we  get  it  then.  I  have  been  asking  t> 
have  it  harried  up  as  moch  as  poaslbti,  M 
I  do  not  see  any  proQ>ect  of  Iti  pasting  tte 
House  of  Commons  antil  Monday. 

Bon.  BIT  MAOKBNKIB  BOWBLL-Hu 
It  1^fl  read  the  third  time  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- No.  It  is  still  In  com- 
mlttce. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  Monday  It 
Eight  o'clock  p.m. 


THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday,  August  1,  190^. 

The  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Cbalr  at  EiiM 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedb^ 

SUPERVISION  OF  CONSTRUCTION  OF 
GRAND  TRUNK  PACIFIC  RAILWAY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLET  rose  to  :— 

Ask  how  maD7  commissioners  ■  ar«  the  gov- 
ernment going-  to  appoint  to  supervise  the  cos- 
structloD  of  tbe  Grand  Trunk  Paelfle  Railmrt 

Wbo  are  tber  likely  to  be  ? 

Have  they  had  any  experience  In  nllwar 
building  ?  ' 

What  Is  their  present  ocenpatlon  or  buslMM, 
and  how  much  salary  are  they  to  receive  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  number  autlIO^ 
ized  by  tbe  present  statute  Is  four.  1  cannot 
say  what  their  experience  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Can  the  hou.  gen- 
tleman give  us  an  idea  bow  much  salary 
they  will  receive? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Ten  thoa- 
snnd  dollars  each. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know. 

PULLING  DOWN  OF  QUEBEC  CITY 
WALLS. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  :— 

Is  it  the  Intentfon  of  the  government  to  allow 
the  pulling  down  of  any  portion  of  the  Quebec 
city  walls  to  permit  of  a  street  being  opened 
through  the  Cove  Flelis,  r^ra  lel  to  OtRBde 
All^e.  from  the  avenue  '  Intra  muros '  ralM 
Ste.  Oenevidve  out  west  to  the  HmiU  of  tkt 
city  T 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— No, 
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RBPORT  OP  J.  L.  P.  O'HANLY  RE  LA- 
CHINE  CANAL  BRIDGE. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  :— 

That  the  clerk  be  laBtructed  to  return  to  J. 
L.  P.  D'Hanly,  Esq.,  of  Ottawa,  his  report  on 
the  railway  bridge  over  the  Lachlne  canal  at 
Wellington  street,  Montreal,  laid  upon  the  table 
by  the  Honourable  Mr.  Scott  on  the  6th  June, 
1900. 

Hod.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  this  document 
a  paper  belonging  to  parliament  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- Would  It  not  be. 
proper  that  a  copy  should  be  retained  ?  If 
the  document  Is  given  away,  tliere  will  be 
no  record. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  never  was  used. 
It  was  asked  for  In  the  usual  way,  by  the 
late  Hon.  Mr.  O'Donotaoe,  and  after  being 
laM  on  the  table,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing,  they  declined  to  print  it, 
as  not  having  value,  for  information  here- 
after. I  have  recently  learned  that  the 
object  of  pursuing  this  course,  was  that  It 
might  be  printed  at  the  public  expense. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Was  Mr.  O'Hanly 
employed  by  tbe  government  to  make  this 
report  to  the  government  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  really  could  not  tell 
whether  that  is  so  or  not.  I  do  not  tblnk 
he  was,  but  I  could  not  say. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-There 
can  be  no  objection,  I  suppose,  to  having 
It  returned  to  Mr.  O'Hanly  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  uot  see  any. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  know 
he  has  been  trying  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years  to  hove  It  returned.  I  tried  myself 
for  mnie  tlnve.  and  the  decision  was.  that 
It  w.is  n  paper  belonging  to  parliament,  and 
'herefore  could  not  be  returned. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  the  answer  I 
gave. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— But  It 
tbe  motion  is  carried,  then  it  can  be  given 
buck  to  the  gentleman,  by  the  authority  of 
parliament  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.' 
57 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-There 
is  no  objection,  I  suppose,  to  having  the 
report  returned  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  do  not  think  so. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

TRANSFER  OF  BAGGAGE  FROM  FERRX 
BOATS  TO  INTERCOLONIAL  RAIL- 
WAY. 

INQUIRY  POSTPONED. 
Tbe  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 
By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Landry—  • 
That  be  will  Inquire  of  the  government — 
Is  there  a  contract  between  tbe  government 
and  the  person  who  actually  transfers  baggage 
from  tbe  Quebec  and  Lgvls  ferry-boats  to  tbe 
trains  of  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway,  or  from  tbe 
trains  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  the  said 
ferry-boats  ? 

If  there  is  a  contract,  what  Is  the  amount  of 
It.  its  duration  and  who  obtained  It  ? 

If  there  Is  no  contract,  who  at  present  makes 
this  transfer,  and  on  what  conditions  does  be 
make  it  ? 

In  tbe  latter  case  why  have  tenders  not  been 
asked  for  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  information  la 
not  available  here.  They  have  to  send  to 
Moncton  for  it,  and  we  will  not  receive  It 
for  some  days.  It  bad  better  be  postponed 
till  Thursday. 

TRANSFER  OF  BAGGAGE  TO  INTER- 
COLONIAL  RAILWAY. 

INQUIRY  POSTPONED. 

Tbe  Order  of  the  Day  being  called 

By  the  Hon.  Hr.  Landry- 

That  he  will  inquire  of  the  government^ 

Did  a  person  named  Rouleau,  of  Uvls.  once 
have  the  contract  for  the  transfer  of  baggage 
from  tbe  trains  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
the  ferry-boats  between  Quebec  and  L^vls,  and 
vice  versa  ? 

Did  the  government  afterwards  give  the  con- 
tract to  Messrs  Hal4  &  Uarceau  T 

In  what  year,  and  for  what  reasons,  was  this 
contract  taken  away  from  Mr.  Rouleau  ? 

Have  Messrs  HaU  A  Marcesu  relinquished 
their  contract  to  the  government  7 

Why  ? 

Was  it  on  tbe  expiration  or  before  the  ex- 
piration of  the  said  contract  ? 

Who  succeeded  Messrs.  HaM  A  Marceaii,  and 
who  is  now  doing  tbe  work  for  the  execution 
of  which  they  bad  the  contract  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Let  it  stand  until 
Thursday. 

REPAIRS  OF  MILITARY  FORTS  AT 
LEVIS. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  rose  to  Inquire  of  the 
government : — 
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Does  the  government  Intend  to  aok  tenders 
for  the  repairs  which  U  may  make  to  different 
mllltarr  forts  at  L^vls.  and  to  the  cattle  quar- 
antine at  the  same  place  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  It  is  not  the  Inten- 
tion, y 

UEPLACING  OF  F.  X.  BEAULIEU. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  rose  to  inquire  of  the 

government : — 

Has  the  government  replaced  In  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,  outside  service.  Immigra- 
tion branch,  a*  person  named  P.  X.  Beaulleu,  a 
keeper,  who  died  In  the  service  f 

What  is  the  name  of  the  successor  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answer  to  tlie  first 
is,  yea.  The  name  of  the  successor  Is  John 
C.  Blouin. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  FUND  ASSO- 
CIATION OF  NEW  YORK. 

SPEAKER'S  DECISION. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  prepared  to  submit 
my  decision  on  the  point  of  order  raised 
by  the  hou.  member  from  KHIarney  on 
Friday  last. 

When  the  document,  purporting  to  be  the 
ninth  and  final  report  of  ^e  select  commit- 
tee appointed  to  inrestlsnte  the  position 
In  Canndii  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  of  New  York,  presented  by  the 
hou.  chairman  of  the  committee  on  Friday 
the  twenty-ninth  day  of  July  last,  was  read 
by  the  clerk,  objection  was  taken  by  the 
hoQ.  gentleman  from  Klllamey  (Hon.  Mr- 
Young)  to  Its  being  further  dealt  with  by  the 
Senate,  on  the  ground  that  the  select  com- 
mittee, having  at  their  meeting  of  the  22nd  of 
July  adopted  a  resolution  that  the  committee 
rise  and  report  the  evidence,  were  precluded 
from  further  dealing  with  the  matter  refer- 
red to  them,  and  that  the  said  alleged  ninth 
report  was  consequently  a  nullity  and  could 
not  t>e  considered  by  the  House. 

The  question  thus  raised  being  an  import- 
ant one  and  one  for  the  decision  of  wblcli 
no  precedent  was  as  far  as  I  knew  to  be 
found  in  the  records  of  the  Senate,  I  asked 
for  time  to  consider  my  decision;  and  the 
House  was  pleased  to  vomply  with  my 
request. 

The  facts  of  the  case,  as  far  as  they  seem 
necessary  to  be  considered  with  a  view  to 
dealing  with  the  objection  taken  by  tlie 
hon.  gentleman  from  Killamey,  are  as  fol- 
lows. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


On  Thursday  the  nineteenth  of  Hay  lut 
the  Senate  resolved,  on  motion  of  the  H«l 
Mr.  DomvIIle,  'That  a  select  committee 
of  five  Ibe  appointed  to  InvesHgate  the 
position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Utt 
Association  of  New  York  in  Canada,  with 
power  to  send  for  papers,  persons,  tele- 
grams and  records,  to  employ  clerical  ser- 
vices, and  with  leave  to  report  from  thoe 
to  time,  the  committee  to  be  composed 
the  Hon.  Messrs.  Legris.  Baker,  Cloran,  Lan- 
dry and  the  mover.' 

The  membership  of  the  committee  vas 
afterwards  increased  by  the  Senate  to  nine- 
teen. 

The  committee  held  many  meetings,  ex- 
amined several  jritnessea  and  reported  trom 
time  to  time.  Their  reports  included  tbe 
evidence  t&ken  and,  in.  some  cases  tbe 
Qiinntes  of  the  meetings  of  the  committee. 
In  the  minutes  submitted  as  part  of  the 
flnal  report,  as  printed,  is  to  be  found  the 
followiug  record  of  the  proceedings  at  the 
close  of  the  meeting  held  on  the  twenty- 
second  of  July  : 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  move  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  and  report  ttie  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE}— I  move  in  amendment,  0>*t 
MeaBrs.  Cannon  and  Cameron  he  heard  belore 
this  committee,  in  reference  to  the  cliarfe 
published  in  part  one  of  the  eviaence  ttken 
herein,  the  two  witnesses  being  in  attendance 

The  committee  divided  on  amendment,  whici 
was  lost  on  the  following  division  :— 

Contents,  8. 
Non-contentB,  7. 

The  motion  to  adjourn  was  carried  on  the 
same  division  reversed. 

A  reference  to  the  original  minutes  msde 
by  tbe  clerk  of  the  committee  shows  that 
there  are  two  errors  In  this  record,  which 
Is  made  from  the  stenographer's  notes,  name- 
ly, that  the  words  'to  the  Senate* 
omitted  after  'evidence'  in  the  motion  ot 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  and 
that  the  motion  carried  Is  described  as  'the 
motion  to  adjonm'  instead  of  'the  mila 
motion.' 

The  record  made  by  the  clerk  of  the  com- 
ailttee,  who  Is  the  Clerk  of  Routine  and 
Proceedings  of  the  Senate.  Is  prima  fsrie 
correct,  iind  after  due  Inquiry  I  am  satMe4 
that  it  Is  absolutely  so. 

The  question,  then,  which  I  am  called  npoo 
to  decide  Is  whether  or  not  the  adoption  of  the 
motion  that  the  committee  rise  and  report 
the  evidence  to  the -Senate  finally  exhausted 
the  powers  of  the  select  committee  an* 
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precluded  their  meeting  again  without  the 
intervention  of  the  House. 

It  is  II  well  recognized  principle  of  parlia- 
mentary law  that,  unless  where  otherwise 
expressly  provided,  the  procedure  in  a  com- 
mittee follows  that  of  the  appointing  body. 

Bourinot,  8rd  Edn.,  p.  B39,  aqq. 

May.  lOtb  Edn.,  861.  866.  388. 

Fal«raTe'8  'Chairman's  Handbook,'  7th 
Edn.,  p.  90. 

Cushing's  Law  and  Practice  of  Legislative 
Assemblies.  Edn.  of  18S6,  S.  1908. 

The  last  mentioned  authority,  using  lan- 
feTage  almost  identical  with  that  of  Bourinot, 
irives  the  rule  as  follows  ;— '  Committees  are 
regarded  as  portions  of  the  House,  limited 
it)  their  inquiries  by  the  extent  of  the  autho- 
rity given  them  ;  but  governed  in  their  pro- 
ceedings by  the  same  rules  which  prevail  In 
the  House,  and  which  continue  in  full  op- 
eration in  every  select  committee.' 

A  motion  that  '  the  chairman  do  now  leave 
the  chair '  or  that  '  the  committee  rise,'  if 
put  and  carried,  ends  the  life  of  the  commit- 
tee. 

Bourinot,  page  623,  sq.  At  page  524, 
Ilourlnot  speaks  of  this  motion  as  being 
equivalent  In  Its  eflCect  to  a  motion  for  the 
ndjournment  of  the  House,  which  puts  an 
end  to  the  business  before  the  chair. 

Bourinot,  446,  334. 

May,  369.  391,  395,  267-8,  786,  250-51. 

Gushing,  Ss.,  1896,  2008,  1625,  2496. 

The  motion  made  and  carried  in  this  case 
Is  equivalent  to  the  motion  made  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  that  the  committee  rise 
and  report  the  Bill  or  whatever  other  docu- 
ment may  have  been  referred  to  that  com- 
mittee, which  when  adopted  terminates  the 
existence  of  the  committee. 

My  opinion  is  that  according  to  the  prac- 
tice which  governs  select  committees  the 
adoption  of  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  that  the  commit- 
tee should  rise  and  report  the  evidence,  put 
an  end  to  the  existence  of  the  committee 
and  to  the  powers  of  the  chairman,  who 
could  do  nothing  beyond  reporting  the  evi- 
dence to  the  Senate  as  directed  at  the  meet- 
ing of  the  twenty-second  of  July.  Had  the 
motion  been,  as  the  hon.  chairman  at 
one  time  alleged  that  it  was,  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  and  report,  the  effect  would,  in 
xny  Judgment,  have  been  the  same.  Had  the 
committee  merely  adjourned  without  day. 
It  could  not  re«ss«nble  without  a  special 
57i 


order  of  the  House,  which  was  not  given. 
Clearly,  then,  the  meeting  held  on  Thursday, 
the  twenty-eighth  of  July  was  not  a  meeting 
of  the  select  committee,  and  the  document 
presented  to  the  Senate  on  Friday  last,  pur- 
porting  to  give  the  committee's  finding  on 
the  evidence,  was  not  a  report  of  that  com- 
mittee. 

I,  therefore,  decide  that  the  point  of  order 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  KUlamey 
is  well  taken,  and  that,  while  the  evidence 
reported  on  the  29th  July  In  pursuance  of 
the  committee's  resolution  of  the  22nd,  is  be- 
fore the  Senate,  the  document  purporting  to 
give  the  committee's  finding  is  not,  and 
should  not  appear  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House. 

The  House  will  perhaps  allow  me  to  ndd 
a.  few  observations,  which  while  uot  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  the  decision  of  the  ques- 
tion which  I  have  been  called  upon  to  in- 
swer  may  not  be  deemed  irrelevant. 

One  is  that  the  motion  made  in  the  com- 
mittee, by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona  and  voted  for  by  the  majority  oC 
the  members  present,  does  uot  appear  to 
hare  been  passed,  as  has  been  suggestitd, 
under  a  misapprehension.  The  hon. 
mover  of  the  resolution  Is  an  experleu.-jl 
ii'i'.l  astute  parliamentarian  and  is  to  be  jjre- 
Fumed  to  have  clearly  understood  th-i  fJcct 
of  hla  motion.  I  have  gone  over  the  minutes 
of  the  committee  and  have  found  that  In  all 
cases  but  that  of  the  twenty-Second  of  July 
the  committee  adjourned  to  some  fixed  time. 

At  the  time  the  motion  wis  iMrrled  tltere 
were,  as  has  been  stated  In  the  Senate  with- 
out contradiction,  two  witnesses  in  attend- 
ance, whom  the  House  had  directed  the 
committee  to  examine. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  <3nestion  of  order  has  been 
decided,  and  this  ts  another  question  which 
the  Speaker  Is  bringing  before  the  House. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— I  want  to  state  my 
point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Speaker  must 
finish  his  decision  first. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  gave  us  his 
decision.  He  Is  proceeding  now  to  give  a 
few  observations  

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—I  protest  ngaliist 
tbat  

Tbe  SPEAKER— This  is  i-elevaiit  to  the 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  bad  never  any 
occasion  to  discuss  tbat  question. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— Had  tbe  committee  not 
supposed  that  tlieir  functions  censed  upon 
/tbelr  I  rising,,  they  would  naturally  have 
made  arrangements  for  an  early  meeting 
BO  that  the  order  of  tlie  Senate  should  be 
otieyed  and  the  witnesses  examined  with 
the  least  practicable  delay.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  witnesses  in  question,  tbe  re-, 
preseotatives  of  the  Insurance  company  and 
tbe  principal  counsel  for  tbe  company  all 
left  Ottawa  under  tbe  impression,  tbat  tbe 
proceedings  of  the  committee  bad  closed; 
and  It  was  only  after  the  lapse  of  six  days 
tbat  the  members  were  again  called  toget- 
her. I  venture  to  mention  these  facts  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  any  impression 
which  might  exist  in  the  mind  of  any  bon. 
gentleman  thht  advantage  was  being  taken 
of  an  accidental  mistake  In  technical  pro- 
cedure to  thwart  tbe  committee  and  to 
defeat  the  ends  of  substantial  justice. 

Another  observation  is  tbat  tbe  Impres- 
sion, which  seems  to  exist  In  tbe  minds  of 
some  hon.  gentlemen,  that  the  committee 
are  bound  to  make  a  finding.  Is  not  well 
founded.  Tbe  order  of  reference  does  not 
call  for  any  report  beyond  the  evidence. 
I  do  not  mean  tbat  the  committee  could  not 
have  reported  their  views  as  to  tbe  effect 
of  tbe  evidence,  but  that  there  was  no 
necessity  for  their  doing  eo.  In  the  case  of 
tbe  Cook  charges  investigated  during  the  ses- 
sion of  1901,  the  language  of  the  reference 
to  the  committee  was,  as  to  reporting,  the 
same  as  In  the  present  cage;  but  the  commit- 
tee charged  with  the  inquiry  refrained  from 
reporting  their  opinion  on  the  evidence,  on 
the  ground  tbat  they  bad  not  been  directed 
to  make  a  finding. 

Tbe  document  which  I  have  felt  obliged 
to  regard  as  not  being  a  report,  is  a  kind 
of  precis  of  the  evidence,  made  from  the 
point  of  view  of  one  of  the  parties  contend- 
ing in  this  case;  and  as  the  document  is 
printed  In  onr  minutes,  bon.  gentlemen  will 
not  be  seriously  inconvenienced  by  my 
decision,  even  though  they  do  not  care  to 
read  the  evidence  at  length  for  themselves, 
which  in  my  humble  judgment  is  the  best 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


way  to  appreciate  it  correctly.  The  ruliEg 
out  of  the  committee's  finding  does  uot  iire- 
vent  this  House  from  expressing  any  opiaiou 
It  may  entertain  as  to  the  Mutual  Reserre 
Life  Association  of  New  Tork. 

Hon.  Mr.  StTLLITAN— I  should  lilce  to 
ask  are  there  precedents  for  this  decision? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—I  appeal  from  tbe 
decision  of  the  Speaker  to  this  House: 

The  SPEAKER— There  can  be  no  discus- 
sion on  my  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No.  but  I  can  appeal 
[  am  not  discussing  it  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERTILLE— Is  tb«e 
nothing  to  be  said  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  we  caanot  dis- 
cuss an  appeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBODGHERVILLE-Wbflt  is 
the  appeal  from  7 

The  SPEAKER- The  appeal  is  fnmi  tbe 
decision  I  bare  Just  rendered. 

Hon.  Hr.  DeBOnOHBRYILLE-We  ue 
to  vote  on  the  decision  only  ? 

Hon:  Mr.  LANDRY— Yee,  on  Uie  dedslon. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-TlieK 
Is  one  point  of  the  decision  which  I  do  not 
thoroughly  understand.  I  understood  tbe 
Speaker  to  decide  that  a  motion  to  rise  aod 
report  tbe  evidence  killed  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Comparing  that  to 
a  motion  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  rin, 
a  totally  different  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIJLLIVAN-I  understood  tlie 
words  were  '  rise  and  report* 

Tbe  SPEAKER— The  hon.  member  from 
Stadacona  bas  appealed  from  tbe  decfsion 
of  the  chair.   Those  who  are  in  favonr  of 

the  appeal  will  please  rise. 

The  Senate  divided  on  the  question,  wbich 
was  resolved  In  the  negative  by  tbe  follow" 
Ing  vote. 

Contents  : 
The  Honourable  MessieurB 


Bowel  1 

(Sir  Mackenzie) 
Carling  (Sir  John), 
Cloran, 
DobBon, 
Uomville. 


Landry. 

MacdonaM  (Vlctorls). 
McMnllea, 
Merner, 
WUbod.— 10. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


AUGUST  1.  1904 


901 


Nod- Cod  tents  : 
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Scott, 
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Watson , 
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Young.— 20. 


MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUXD  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION COMMITTEE. 

SEVENTH  REPORT  DEBATED. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Consideration  of  the  seventh  report  of  the 
Select  Committee  appointed  to  investigate  the 
position  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation of  New  Yorit. — (Hon.  Mr.  Cloran.) 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Before  discussing 
this  question,  It  might  be  iinpoi'tant  to  find 
out  whether  the  committee  has  any  further 
functions  to  perform  towards  this  honour- 
able House. 

Hon.  Mr.  BKIQUE— I  desire  to  i-enilnd 
the  taoD.  gentleman,  that  It 'was  understood 
that  this  would  stand  until  the  final  report 
was  taken  Into  consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  think  tlicro 
Is  any  question  of  a  final  report.  The  final 
report  is  dead. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Thore 
is  also  report  No.  8.  but  the  committee,  Re- 
cording to  the  decision  of  the  cbnlr,  which 
has  been  sup[K>rted  by  this  honourable 
House  is  dead.  On  the  22nd  July,  the  com- 
mittee ceased  to  have  any  existence. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN~I  pointed  out  at  the 
last  meeting  of  this  Honourable  House  that 
if  tbe  committee  died  on  the  22nd  July,  the 
cbairman  shared  tbe  demise  of  the  commit- 
tee and  died  with  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
bon.  chairman  Is  dead  as  a  mackerel. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— As  a  committee  have 
been  buried  by  a  first-class  funeral  Just  now, 
BO  that  really  I  am  in  n  quandary  to  know 
what  to  do  under  the  circumstances.  The 
Senate  has  put  itself  in  a  very  awkward 
position  with  regard  to  this  matter.  Here 
is  a  committee  which  was  appointed  by 
this  honourable  House  some  three  months 
a£o,  and  to-day  one-third  of  tbe  House 


does  not  know  where  the  committee 
stands.    Two-tblrds  of  the  House  tell  us 

It  is  dead.  There  Is  the  position,  yet 
the  hou.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
has  Just  mentioned  to  me  that  this 
report  was  to  be  taken  Into  consideration 
with  tbe  final  report.  I  have  to  say  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  that  when  that  arrangement 
was  made,  it  was  not  made  to  have  it  taken 
into  Joint  consideration  with  the  final  report, 
but  with  the  eighth  report.  This  seventh 
report  was  made  on  tbe  14th  of  July.  We 
had  no  Idea  at  that  time,  when  tbe  com- 
mittee would  adjourn.  I  really  do  not  know 
whether  to  proceed  with  the  consideration 
of  this  report.  It  has  been  on  the  minutes 
and  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day  for  nearly 
three  weeka^  two  weeks  at  least,  and  It  was 
a  very  imiiortant  matter  to  hare  been  decided 
by  this  honourable  House.  The  bon.  gen- 
tleman from  de  Salaberry  objected  to  strong 
evidence  against  the  management  of  the 
company  going  into  the  record.  Tlie  deci- 
sion was  given  against  him,  and  tbe  hou. 
gentleman  appealed  from  the  decision  of  the 
cbairman  to  the  committee,  and  the  decision 
of  the  cbairman  was  there  upheld  by  a 
majority. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  We  are  here  in  this  Senate  a  Hvhig 
body.  We  have  no  voice  from  the  other 
side  of  tbe  bar.  and  no  defunct  voice  has  a 
right  to  be  heard  here.  If  that  committee 
Is  dead,  we  should  not  hear  its  voice  speak- 
ing among  the  living.  I  therefore  call 
upon  the  chair  to  kindly  decide  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  out  of  order,  the  commit- 
tee being  a  defunct  body,  and  having  no 
existence  in  fact  The  committee  is  non 
est,  because  they  have  to  all  intents  and 
purposes  passed  to  tbe  other  side;  can  their 
spirits  be  heard  in  this  chamber  ? 

The  SPEAKER— Although  the  committee 
is  dead,  the  chairman  Is  not  dead,  and  the 

eUalrman  was  Instructed  by  the  committee, 
not  exactly  In  their  last  will  and  testament, 
to  report  certain  things  to  the  House,  and 
as  he  is  here  alive,  as  a  member  of  the 
House,  be  Is  quite  capable  of  reporting. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON~If  the  committee  is 
dead,  I  do  not  see  where  the  chairman  can 
be.  He  certainly  must  bave  a  sort  of 
double  existence,  If  he  can  now  address  tbe 
House.     We  are  told  that  tbe  committee 
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Is  dissolved;  that  the  committee  Is  dead. 
Yet  we  materialize  the  chairman  and  say 
that  he  can  come  here  and  make  a  report 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  chairman 
would  remain  as  the  executor  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  he  would  have  a  right  to  carry 
out  their  last  will  and  testament. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON-He  had  authority 
from  the  committee  before  it  expired,  but 
as  it  became  functus  officio  before  he  was 
clothed  with  that  authority,  be  cannot  come 
here  now  and  exercise  that  authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-If  I  am  not 

mistaken,  the  report  that  is  now  on  the 
order  paper  is  the  last  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. It  is  not  the  report  which  was 
declared  to  be  out  of  order.  The  eighth 
report  was  declared  out  of  order,  but  the 
seventh  report  is  all  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
Is  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman Is  discussing  a  report  which  Is  still 
quite  alive. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOTTNG— Permit  me  to  explain 
what  I  consider  to  be  the  position  of  this 
question  now.  The  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee reported  on  the  18th  of  July,  this 
seventh  report,  and  also  the  eighth  report 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— No,  on  the 
19tb,  they  made  the  8tb  report 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— These  reports  were 
taken  possession  of  by  the  House,  and  the 
House  decided  that  they  would  be  set  down 
for  consideration  at  certain  dates.  After- 
wards it  was  understood  by  the  House  that 
all  the  reports  could  be  taken  into  consider- 
ation with  the  final  report  but  that 
is  not  what  I  wish  to  explain.  It  is 
the  fact  that  whether  the  committee  Is 
dead  or  alive,  the  House  being  In  possession 
of  the  reports  bave  the  right  to  deal  with 
them  as  they  see  fit.  As  to  the  final  report 
of  the  committee,  according  to  the  ruling  of 
the  Speaker,  sustained  by  the  House,  It  is 
the  repoi-t  which  was  ordered  to  be  made  on 
the  22nd,  and  that  was,  that  the  committee 
rise  and  report  the  evidence.  That  report 
should  be  and  Is,  In  the  possession  of  the 
House.  We  have  very  frequently  this 
experience,  mie  committee  may  be  dead, 
but  the  actions  which  arise  from  the  result 
Hon.  Mr.  WII.SON. 


of  its  work  being  in  possession  of  the  Hoase, 
the  House  deals  with  it  as  it  tfliinks  fit 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-Ferhaps  the  hon. 
gentleman  wants  to  kill  that  report  too. 

Hon.  Mr.  (^ORAN— In  answer  to  tte 
point  of  OTder  raised  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Acadle,  the  hon.  Speaker  stated 
that  although  the  committee  was  defnact, 
the  cbairmau  was  still  alive,  because  the 
committee  had  instructed  him  to  report  the 
evidence.  As  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee, I  am  obliged  to  state  that  vben 
the  motion  was  put  by  the  chair  oa  the 
22nd  of  July,  notwithstanding  the  inco^ 
rect  report  of  the  stenographer  

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Speaker  what  Is  before  the  Senate? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  discussing  tlie 
point  of  ordtf .  I  am  leading  tip  to  thi 
subject 

Hon.  .Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  know  of  no 
point  of  order  raised. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  point  of  order 
raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Acadle 
(Hon.  Mr.  Polrler). 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-Aud  decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- And  it  has  been  de- 
cided. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— There  Is  aa 
room  for  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  motion  is,  tlie 
consideration  of  the  7th  report  of  the  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  the  hou.  geiitli- 
man  from  Toronto  will  take  it  easy,  be  vill 
have  a  full  explanation  of  the  matter.  Thi 
hon.  Speaker  stated  In  answer  to  tiie  point 
of  order  raised  by  tbe  hon.  gentlemnn  from 
Acadle,  that  although  tbe  committee  was 
dead,  tbe  chairman  was  still  alive,  becanse 
the  committee  has  instructed  him  to  report 
the  evidence  to  this  House.  Now,  aa  a 
question  of  fact,  the  motion  put  to  the  coiu- 
mittee,  instructing  the  chairman  tio  make 
the  report,  was  that  the  committee  do  now 
rise  and  report  The  hon.  Speaker  in  bis 
very  careful  and  elaborate  study  of  tlie  point 
of  order,  said  this  to  Justify  his  opinion, 
because  he  could  not  pass  an  opinion  ii|>on 
this  subject  without  going  Into  tlie  facts, 
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and  ascertaining  the  facts  as  they  existed. 
The  hoD.  Speaker  said  that  "after  Inquiry  I 
find  the  report  of  the  clerk  of  the  committee 
absolutely  correct'  Now  that  is  a  ques- 
tion of  fact.  Where  was  the  Inquiry  made. 
Wa?  It  made  among  the  majority  of  the 
senators  who  composed  that  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  rise  to  n  point  of 
order.  The  bon.  gentleman  is  reflecting 
on  the  decision  of  the  chair,  and  I  hold  be 
has  no  right  to  do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.>-There  in 
no  r^ectlon. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— On  the  contrary  1 
hare  eulogized  the  Speaker  on  hla  elaborate 

discussion  of  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— He  has  no  right  to 
comment  on  the  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  POIRIER— This  Is  not  a  living 
person  who  Is  speaking,  but  it  is  one  from 
the  other  world,  and  when  such  persons 
take  the  trouble  to  come  back  to  the  other 
world,  they  should  have  privileges  which 
are  not  accorded  to  those  who  are  living. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEKGUSON— There  Is  a  great 
deal  of  reverence  due  to  a  corpse. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  should  like  to  get 
through  -with  this  matter.  I  have  been 
bothered  with  points  of  order  and  objec- 
tions of  all  kinds. 

Hon.  MP.  WATSON— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Hr.  CL^AN— J  bqi  qptte  pr^nred 
to  close  the  matter.  It  it  no  pleasure  to 
me  to  have  to  deal  with  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Sir.  CLORAN— And  in  discussing 
this  7th  report  of  the  committee  

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— What  Is  the  order  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  point  of  order 
has  been  raised,  that  tEe  bon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  discuss  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  hon.  senator  lias 
not  kept  his  ears  open. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  have. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  abandoned 
that  matter,  out  of  courtesy  to  the  bon. 


member  from  de  Salaberry,  and  if  the  hon. 
gentleman  fqom  Portage  la  Prairie  tiad 

listened,  instead  of  fllllng  his  ears  with 
points  of  order,  he  would  have  heard  it. 

As  chairman  of  that  committee,  I  say  the 
committee  has  been  hampered  largely  by 
objections.  One  of  the  most  serious  objec- 
tions was  to  evidence  necessary  for  the  full 
comprehension  of  the  merits  of  the  com- 
pany, and  of  the  claims  of  the  policy-holders, 
and  that  objection  was  raised  by  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry.  He  made 
a  fierce  protest  against  allowing  that 
evidence  to  go  in.  No  doubt  he  thought  be 
was  doing  right,  but  the  majority  of  the 
committee  thought  otherwise.  I  decided 
against  the  objection  and  my  decision  was 
sustained  by  the  majority  of  the  committee, 
and  from  that  decision  be  has  appealed  to 
this  House.  What  is  this  House  going  to 
do  in  the  matter  ?  Have  they  the  informa- 
tion necessary  to  enable  them  to  give  their 
beat  Judgment  on  the  action  taken  by  the 
committee?  i'bis  honourable  House  entrust- 
ed a  very  grave  duty  to  that  committee,  and, 
notwithstanding  the  taunts  and  flaunts 
thrown  at  them,  tbey  have  performed  their 
duty  fairly,  fearlessly  and  honestly.  We 
have  been  met  with  all  kinds  of  legal  talent 
from  Toronto  to  New  York.  The  best 
legal  talent  that  Canada  and  United  States 
can  produce  was  put  up  against  the  single 
attorney  of  the  committee,  to  prevent  evi- 
dence damaging  to  the  company  from  going 
on  record.  Tbis  seventh  report  deals  specially 
with  one  of  these  great  efforts  made  by 
the  attorneys  on  that  committee,  who  did 
not  want  the  evidence  to  go  In.  I  do  not 
sny  that  they  were  the  attorneys  of  the  com- 
pany on  these  occasions,  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  best  legal  talent  on  that  committee 
put  obstructions  at  all  times,  Id  the  way 
of  technicalities,  against  admitting  some 
of  the  evidence,  Just  as  if  the  majority  of 
tbat  committee  were  not  as  capable  of  Judg- 
ing as  any  individual  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, what  evidence  should  be  taken.  The 
majority  did  not  want  evidence  that  could 
be  considered  calumnious.  We  admitted 
evidence  tbat  would  tend  to  show  liow  the 
affairs  of  the  company  were  administered. 
No  man  was  standing  there  on  trial  for  his 
life.  I  held  before  the  committee,  and  have 
held  here,  the  testimoney  of  credible  wit- 
nesses should  have  been  admitted.  We 
know  bow  difficult  it  is  to  get  at  the  nffali-s 
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of  a  company  if  you  are  to  be  blocked  by 
legal  technicalities.  We  could  uot  get  one 
line  out  of  ttieii-  books,  because  tbe  man 
who  entered  tlie  items  in  the  book  would 
not  be  tliere.  Another  clerk  wonld  be 
brought  and  asked  If  these  Items  were  in  the 
book,  and  he  would  reply  yes.  Then  the 
friends  of  the  company  would  ask  Im- 
mediately 'did  you  write  them  yourself,' 
and  on  bis  replying  in  the  negntlve.  tliey 
would  object  to  his  evidence.  If  obstruc- 
tions of  tbnt  kind  are  to  be  thrown  In  tbe 
way  of  taking  evidence  there  Is  no  use  In 
making  an  Investigation.  The  members 
of  the  committee  were  quite  capable  of 
weighing  and  gauging  evidence  submitted 
to  tbem.  We  could  tell  when  a  man  was 
lying  or  uot  lying,  and  to  intei-pose  leprnl 
teclinicniltles  was  to  pervert  the  object 
for  which  the  committee  was  appointed.  No 
doubt  it  was  the  right  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  to  object  as  he  did,  but 
when  a  majority  of  the  committee  decided 
against  him,  it  was  not  proper  on  his  part 
to  appeal  to  this  House  against  that  de- 
cision, when  the  House  is  not  in  possession 
of  all  the  details  and  points  necessary  to 
come  to  a  conclusion.  On  these  frronnds. 
I  ask  that  this  seventh  report  be  adopted 
as  it  Is,  and  that  the  decision  of  the  com- 
mittee in  regard  to  that  branch  of  tbe  evi- 
dence be  maintained  by  this  Honse. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  seventh  report, 
which  is  now  before  the  House  lias  refer- 
ence to  a  motion  which  was  made  by  my- 
self before  tbe  committee,  that  the  resolu- 
tion passed  by  this  honourable  Senate  be 
carried  out,  to  wit,  that  two  witnesses,  one 
Cameron  and  one  Cannon  be  examined  by 
the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  not  the  ques- 
tion at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  evidence  in 
part  five  Is  referred  to. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
Is  there  In  report  number  seven  on  that  sub- 
ject ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQt'E— I  was  In  error. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiLr-The 
motion  before  the  Senate  Is  for  the  adoption 
of  the  seventh  report.  I  want  to  know  what 
there  is  In  number  seven  that  we  have  to 
adopt  ?  Tbe  question  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX. 


discussing  Is  not  referred  to  in  this  report 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Report  number 
seven  covers  part  five  of  the  evidence.  The 
objection  that  was  taken,  and  the  appeal  is 
against  receiving  evidence  to  be  found  on 
pages  30  and  31.  of  part  five. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  was  not  the  ap- 
peal at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  point  for 
which  number  seven  of  the  evidence  was 
held  over  was  to  consider  whether  the  eri- 
denee  objected  to  in  part  five  slionld  be  re- 
ceive<l  or  not. 

lion.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  appeal  from  tlic 
committee  is  against  a  decision  of  the  chair- 
man on  an  objection  that  my  motion  in  tiie 

'  committee  was  not  in  order.   The  chairman 

I  decided  that  it  was  in  order. 

j  lion.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  should  like  to  refer 
'  to  page  772  of  the  Debates,  where  it  wlil 
oe  found  that  when  this  matter  came  np.  to 
wit,  ray  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  com- 
mittee, I  asked  that  it  be  allowed  to  stand 
until  the  refiort  of  the  committee  was  tak«i 
up,  and  there  ensued  some  discussion  on  my 
motion.  On  page  774  it  will  be  found  tiitt 
the  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  therefore  it 
was  decided  by  the  House  that  this  question 
would  be  considered  only  when  the  matter 
of  the  final  report  was  considered,  that  is 
when  the  evidence  would  be  taken  up,  be- 
cause it  is  connected  with  tbe  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Where  does  the  boa. 
gentleman  find  the  word  '  final '  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  ask  that  this  motion 
bo  allowed  to  stand  until  the  report  of  the 
committee  was  taken  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  hon.  gentleiuan 
did  uot  say  the  final  report  There  might 
be  ten  reports. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-I  think  I  would  hart 
to  refer  to  another  page  which  I  cannot  pat 
my  hnnds  on  at  this  moment,  but  I  am  per 
fectly  snre  the  matter  came  ui)  on  a  sub- 
sequent occasion,  and  on  the  suggestion  of 
both  tbe  Secretary  of  State  and  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  the  matter  wos*  deferred 
until  the  final  report  was  taken  up,  and  i 
hope  both  the  Secretary  of  State  and  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  will  bear  me  out  hi 
my  statement. 
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Hou.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  made  the  statement. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Ac- 
cordlug  to  the  decision  of  tbe  Speaker,  the 
eighth  report  which  wa»  presented  the  other 
day,  was  the  last  legal  report  printed.  That 
Is  the  one  on  which  Is  to  be  dlscnssed.  not 
the  seventh. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  thought  If  the  point 
of  order  was  maintained  tiiat  It  would  en- 
tail another  report  from  the  chairman  of 

the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— That  the  chairman  of 

the  committee  would  have  to  report  the  evi- 
dence pursuant  to  the  motion  of  the  22nd 
of  Ju]y,  but  I  understand  that  the  ruling;  of 
the  chair  Is  that  all  that  was  rejected  was 
the  finding  in  the  report  of  the  28th  ;  but 
as  the  report  of  the  2Sth  brought  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  22nd,  that  these  proceedings 
would  remain  on  the  table,  and  therefore  it 
amounts  to  a  report  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  22nd. 

Hon.  Sir.  CLORAN— Oh,  no,  I  did  not 
think  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  shouW  iiiie  to  be 
corrected  by  the  chair  if  my  understanding 
Ih  not  correct  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— I  would  certainly  de- 
cline to  bring  In  a  report  prepared  by  any 
one  outside  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  I  am  in  error,  we 
would  have  to  wait  until'the  chairman  of  the 
committee  formally  reports,  in  accordance 
with  the  motion  of  the  bou.  member  from 
Stadacona,  to  wit,  that  the  evidence  be  re- 
ported to  this  honourable  House  ;  but,  any- 
way, in  one  case  as  in  the  other,  It  is  pre- 
mature to  talte  this  seventh  report  into  con- 
sideration, because  It  was  agreed  niiaulm- 
ously  by  this  House  that  it  was  to  be  talien 
Into  consideration  only  when  the  evidence 
is  talien  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  lion,  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  says  that  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  is  to  bring  in  a  Unal  re- 
port, and  he  is  waiting  until  that  final  re- 
port is  handed  In.  The  hon.  gentleman  fm- 
tber  says  that  with  the  exception  of  tbi> 
cbnirmnn,  the  committee  Is  dead.  Will  he 
explain  to  me  on  what  authority  the  chaiv- 
mnn  remains  a  member  of  that  committee  ? 
Ho  says  the  chairman  Is  to  frame  a  report 


In  my  simplicity,  I  understood  that  the 
chairman  was  to  prepare  a  report  but  that 
it  must  be  submitted  to  the  committee,  and 
the  committee  should  decide  whether  it  was 
a  report  which  should  he  brought  before  the 
Senate.  How  can  the  chairman  do  that  ? 
The  chah'man  has  no  power  any  longer  to 
call  the  committee  together ;  therefore  he 
cannot  submit  a  report  to  the  House.  Tou 
may  move  a  resolution  or  taiie  n  vote  on  the 
seventh  report  but  what  you  call  the  final 
report  is  an  impossibility  under  existing 
circumstances.  'When  we  ceased  to  exist 
n.-^  a  committee,  the  chairman  no  longer  had 
power  to  prepare  a  report.  I  contend,  there- 
fore, that  the  course  taken  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman Is  Illogical,  and  I  do  not  think  on 
mature  consideration  he  will  continue  to  fol- 
low it  any  longer. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 

iiiis  spoken  already. 

Hou.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 

lias  put  a  question,  and  I  wish  to  answer  it 

lion.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hou.  gentleman 
lias  already  spoken. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— In  answer  to  the  qu^ 
tion  of  the  hon.  senator  from  St.  Thomas 
(Hon.  Mr.  Wilson)  as  to  how  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  can  make  a  report,  per- 
mit me  to  point  out  that  tlie  report  that 
was  ordered  to  be  presented  by  the  chair- 
man is  the  evidence,  and  if  the  committee 
could  meet  they  surely  would  not  deal  with 
the  evidence  otherwise  than  to  report  it  In 
its  entirety  to  the  House.  That  is  the  report 
which  the  House  will  have  to  deal  with- 
the  whole  of  the  evidence  unimpaired  pre- 
sented to  the  House  by  the  chairman,  in 
obedience  to  the  order  of  the  committee  of 
22nd  of  July.  Tliere  Is  no  complication 
whatever,  so  far  as  I  can  see. 

Hon.  Mr.  CliORAN— As  a  matter  of  fact 
as  long  as  the  seventh  report  is  up  for  con- 
sideration, logically  neither  the  committee, 
nor  tlie  chairman  of  the  committee  can 
present  a  final  report  Suppose  the  House 
sustains  the  objection  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salabery  and  strikes  out  the 
evidence  referred  to,  how  can  I  bring  In  a 
report  ?  The  action  to-night  is  illogical  and 
uncalled  for.  Here  is.  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  seventh  report,  and  no  committee  can 
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bring  In  tbeir  final  report  when  It  Is  still 
In  the  pow«r  of  tbe  House  to  order  tbnt 
a  portion  of  tbe  report  be  struck  oat. 

Hon.  Mr.  yoL'NG— The  bou.  gentlemnn  is 
not  logical.  Any  report  of  a  committee  may 
be  amended.  The  House  bas  full  power  to 
amend. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — Suppose  tbe  House 
order  tbe  committee  to  strilte  out  tbe  ev- 
idence, tbe  report  would  bare  to  be  re- 
ferred back  to  tbe  committee  with  Instruc- 
tions to  that  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Not  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— To  understand  tbe 

question  before  tlie  House,  we  bad  better 
see  wbnt  is  tbe  last  report  of  tbe  committee 
which  Is  struolc  out  by  the  Speaker's  de- 
cision. You  will  see  It  contains  two  things. 
The  report  is  dated  the  28th  July  and  Is  as 
follows : 

The  Select  Committee  appointed  to  Investi- 
gate the  position  In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  ol  New  York,  beg 
leave  to  make  tbeir  ninth  and  final  report,  ai 
follows  : — 

1.  In  obedience  to  the  order  of  your  bonour- 
abJe  House  made  on  the  19th  May,  1904.  your 
committee  have  investigated  the  position  in 
Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York. 

2.  Your  committee  find  tbe  following  irregu- 
larities In  the  management  of  tbe  affairs  of  the 
company  : — 

3.  Fictitious  paymentfl  of  renewal  and  com- 
muted commissions  in  sworn  reports  to  Insur- 
ance Departments. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5,  pp.  62.  63,  64,  65.  Exhi- 
bit No.  42,  No.  5,  p.  59. 

The  only  conclusion  which  can  be  drawn  from 
Exhibit  No.  42  (No.  5,  p.  59),  which  Is  nowhere 
explained  or  contradicted  In  the  evidence.  Is  that 
from  1S97  to  1^03.  both  inclusive,  renewal  com- 
missions alleged  to  have  been  paid,  amounting 
to  over  $200,000,  were  fictitious. 

The  company  also  claim  to  have  paid  during 
the  same  years  (311,166.67  In  commuted  com- 
missions. Payment  of  commuted  commissions 
should  reduce  the  renewal  commissions  ;  here, 
notwithstanding  the  large  payment  of  commuted 
commisstons  the  renewal  commissions  were  in- 
creased, with  a  much  smaller  amount  of  Insur- 
ance in  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  This  document  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  reading  from  Is  no  longer  a  report. 
By  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker  and  the  action 
of  tbe  House  in  sustaining  that  ruling,  I 
submit  It  is  no  longer  before  the  House 
and  should  not  be  read. 

Hou.  Mr.  LANDRY— 1  never  said  It  was 
before  tbe  House.    I  wanted  to  point  out 
_Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


in  reading  tbe  report,  that  it  contains  two 
suggestions  quite  different,  and  that  we 
are  discussing  questions  here  which  would 
be  better  discussed  if  we  knew  what  the 
report  was. 

Hon.  Mr. 'young— It  has  no  reference  to 

tbe  report  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— It  has.  Let  ue  read 
from  the  report   It  says : 

4.  Allowing  one  Motoa  D.  Hobs  and  other 
agents  to  misappropriate  tta«  funds  of  the  eom- 

pany. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— I  rise  to  a  polut  of 
order. 

The  SPEAKEK— I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Stadaeona  reads  this  as  a 
report  He  reads  It  as  a  document  which 
was  read  In  the  House.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  within  his  rlffbts.  He  makes 
it  part  of  his  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— This  document  pro- 
ceeds : 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  pp.  13.  14. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4.  pp.  72.  73,  74.  (coDtracti 
pp.  75.  78).  (No.  4,  p.  80,  Moss  poor).  (No.  S, 
pp.  80,  81.  no^vouchers).  ($250,000  due  by  Uoss, 
No,  i.  p.  81,  N.Y.  Superintendent  of  Insnrace 
report,  1899,  p.  20,  '  nominal  value  only ').  (N. 
Y.  report,  pp.  18,  19,  20,  is  found  In  No.  8,  pp. 
25-27).  (Moss  rich.  No.  4,  p.  84).  (Vrooroan 
letter.  No.  2,  pp.  51,  &c.)  (Hoffecker  letters. 
No.  4,  pp.  87,  88,  89)-  (982.000  more  to  Mosk, 
No.  4,  p,  101).  ($4,600  to  Joseph.  No.  4.  p.  101*. 
S6.000  to  Moss)  No.  4,  pp.  104,  105). 

Brockway,  hotel-keeper,  on  pay-roll  for  J300 
per  week  tor  |6,000  loaned  Burnham  by  him.  No. 
4.  pp.  99,  100. 

No.  8.  p.  26  (p.  20,  Payn's  Report,  1899).  Chief 
examiner  says  :  '  from  1881  to  time  when  Uoss 
contract  was  executed,  in  sixteen  years,  total 
agents'  balances  created  amounted  to  $529,- 
459.93.' 

In  eighteen  months  during  Moss  contract 
from  January.  1897,  to  July,  1898,  agents'  bal- 
ances of  nominal  value  only  were  created 
amounting  to  $244,9Ei4.07. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrtdge.  No.  3,  pp.  30,  31,  Bferrlam. 
$211,000.  ($482,421.50  agents'  balances  of  no  value. 
No.  3,  pp.  31.  32.  33).  (No.  4.  pp.  41.  43,  $50.00* 
profit  on  Moss).  (No.  &,  p.  134,  assets  decreased 
up  to  December  Slst,  1901,  $999,422.70).  No.  6, 
pp.  132-134,  total  written  off  In  six  years,  H,- 
048,367.37.  Brockway  on  pay-roll,  No.  8,  pp.  44, 
45. 

5.  When  serious  charges  were  made  agaiDst 
ofUcers  of  company — making  large  payments  out 
of   company's  funds  rather  than  go  into  Uw 

charges. 

(On  General  Tracy  charges,  $15,000  paid,  No. 
4.  pp.  109,  110). 

(J.  D.  Wells  arrested  for  libel  by  company. 
No.  4.  pp.  115,  116.  all  cost  paid  by  company  and 
suits  discontinued). 

J.  T.  Paterson.  No.  5,  p.  21.  (Paterson  arrest- 
ed for  libel  by  company  and  was  paid  $6,000,  No. 
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5,  p.  32).  {Alleged  libel.  No.  E,  p.  29.  Ac.)  Geo. 
D.  Eldrldge,  No.  3,  p.  S. 

6.  Extravagance  and  overstating  commlSBlons 
paid  agents. 

Inter  alia  Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  vlce-prealdent,  re- 
ported that  $500,000  per  annum  could  be  saved, 
but  such  savings  were  not  made,  No.  4,  p.  97. 

J.  T.  PatersoD,  No.  5,  p.  SI,  increase  in  ex^ 
penses  with  less  business.  (No.  5,  pp.  52  to  68. 
Cost  of  new  business  in  Mutual  Reserve  and 
comparative  statements). 

(N'o.  5,  p.  59,  exhibit  42.  In  1S99  and  1898,  dur- 
ing Moss  regime,  $259,231  more  paid  In  commis- 
sions, Ac,  than  In  the  two  previous  years,  while 
business  written  was  144,502,945  less,  and  insur- 
ance in  force  decreased  J55.OOO.0O0).  (Alleged 
payment  of  renewal  commissions  an  Impossi- 
bility. No.  5,  pp.  62,  63,  64). 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  3,  p.  5.  ($50,400  rent, 
N'o.  3,  p.  9).  No.  3,  p.  25.  (No.  3,  p.  74.  ex.  by 
Hon.  Mr.  MeMullen).  Also  No.  3,  p.  SO.  ($60.- 
000  salary  to  Bumham  not  excessive.  No.  4,  p. 
50). 

7.  Contradictory  statements. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  20,  p.  6  ;  E.  Pendleton, 
Xo.  5,  p.  110  ;  both  contradict  Qeo.  D.  Eldrldge, 
who  says  he  did  not  ask  Stevenson  to  remain 
with  compuiy,  nor  agree  to  continue  his  salary 
while  away.   No.  3,  p.  61. 

(Statement  to  Senate,  p.  12  :  '  Absolutely  un- 
true as  charged  that  the  late  president  willed 
any  proxies  to  Bumham  '  ).  (No.  2,.  p.  id,  '  Har- 
per will '  assigns  all  proxies  to  Bumham). 

J.  T.  Paterson.— Difference  in  sworn  reports 
filed  In  Canada  and  In  New  York  with  Insuran-e 
Departments.  (No.  5,  pp.  39-42).  By  statute 
they  should  be  alike.  No.  5,  p.  38.  Scaled  down 
claims  all  left  out  of  Canadian  report,  1901. 

8.  Overstatement  ot  assets,  &c.,  in  sworn  re- 
ports to  Insurance  Department  and  In  circu- 
lars. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  6,  pp.  23-24,  exhibit  Na.  34. 
Invested  assets  overstated  by  $13,150,121.23  :  In- 
stirance  in  force  overstated  by  $35,732,626  ;  new 
business  overstated  by  $11,570,171,  In  circulars, 
as  compared  with  reports  to  Insurance  Depart- 
ment. Deferred  premiums.  No.  ^,  p,  80  ;  Geo. 
D.  Eldrldge,  No.  3,  p.  57,  $506,000  excess  of  lia- 
bilities Mutual  Reserve  Building,  $483,000  of 
this.  No.  8,  p.  20.  Deferred  premiums  and  liens 
called  assets  as  .well,  and  are  also  very  doubt- 
ful. 

9.  Overstating  Insurance  In  force  In  sworn 
reports  to  Insurance  Departments — improperly 
ignoring  liens  on  policies. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  p.  5.  No.  2,  pp.  7,  8, 
9.  10. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  p.  71. 

J.  T.  Paterson.  No.  5.  pp.  23.  24,  25. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge.  ^'o.  2,  p.  60.     No.  3,  pp.  13. 

14.  case  referred  by  Geo.  D.  Eldrldge 
affords  no  support  whatever  to  his  conte- 
tlon).  (No.  3.  p.  15.  No.  3,  p.  72,  Dennis  vs. 
Mass.,  Benefit,  120  N.Y.  vide  No.  4.  p.  69,  &c.) 
No.  4..  pp.  11.  12,  13.  15.  (No.  4.  p.  19,  telegram 
sent  by  Eldrldge  months  before  he  knew  ot  the 
transaction  to  which  it  relates). 

10  Mortuary  funds  Improperly  used  for  ex- 
penses. 

'  The  Insurance  Act,  sec.  39,  ss.  5,  Is  as  fol- 
lows :— 

'  5.  No  portion  of  any  moneys  received  from 
assessments  for  death  claims  shall  be  used  fnr 
any  expense  whatever," 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2.  pp.  4,  5,  11,  12,  13.  H, 

15,  33.  34. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4.  p.  104. 


J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5.  p.  52.  Exhibit  No  39. 
$4,658,556.62  Of  mortuary  funds  used  for  ex- 
penses. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge.  No.  4,  pp.  10,  tl. 

11.  Liens  placed  on  policies  and  called  assets 
in  sworn  reports  to  Insurance  Departments, 
when  they  were  not  assete. 

J.  T.  Paterson.  No.  5,  pp.  44,  45.  If  Hens  paid 
In  cash,  company  Insolvent).  Liens  only  book- 
keeping, No.  6,  p.  49.  Notes  referred  to  not 
negotlatable  and  not  a  liability  of  Insured.  No. 
5,  p.  48. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  2,  pp.  60,  61,  62.  ($2,600, 
000  without  consent  of  assured.  No.  2,  p.  63). 
No.  S,  pp.  126,  127. 

12.  Unfair  treatment  of  fifteen-year  class. 

Hod.  Mr.  DAN  DUfiANI>— Dispense  !  Dis- 
pense ! 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  arriving  at  tbe 
crucial  point.   Tbe  doctiment  proceeds  : 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5.  pp.  16,  17,  separate 
classee  made  with  Increased  cost  to  fifteen-year 
members).  No  new  business  added  to  flfteen- 
year  class  after  1890,  No.  5,  p.  19).  (And  by 
selection  against  the  company.  No.  5.  p.  69,  cost 
of  Insurance  to  this  class  abnormally  increas- 
ed). 

Edmrund  Pendleton,  No.  5.  pp.  107,  108.  109. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  S,  p.  124.  Not  In  separ- 
ate class.  By  the  table  of  rates  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  now  In  force  adopted  1889.  the  members 
of  the  flfteen-year  class  are  now  paying  on  an 
average  30  per  cent  more  (Geo.  D.  Eldrldge.  No. 
8,  p.  39)  than  the  rates  provided  for  in  BUI  (H), 
sec.  3.  ss.  (c),  which  the  company  admit  Is  sufB- 
clent  to  carry  all  classes. 

'  (c.)  The  holder  of  any  such  assessment 
policy  shall  have  the  right  to  continue  hla  said 
policy  for  tbe  full  amount  thereof  as  a  yearly 
renewable  term  policy  upon  which  the  pre- 
ir.iums  shall  not  exceed  the  net  yearly  natural 
premlunms  for  the  attained  age  of  the  Insured 
calculated  upon  the  basis  of  the  mortality 
table  and  rate  of  Interest  aforesaid  with  a  load- 
ing ot  5  per  cent  for  expenses.' 

13.  Change  in  Moss  contract  by  Bumham. 
Neither  explained  nor  contradicted  In  evidence. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  pp.  81.  82,  83. 

The  contract  In  1897.  referred  to,  must,  under 
the  constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  association, 
be  executed  by  the  executive  committee,  nnd 
could  not  be  made  by  the  president  alono.  Any 
secret  material  change  or  modification  ot  that 
contract  after  Us  execution  by  the  proper  ofll- 
eers  of  the  association,  as  made  by  the  substi- 
tution of  the  middle  sheet  of  that  contract, 
would  amount  to  the  crime  of  forgery  com- 
mitted by  all  parties  participating  In  the  frau- 
dulent substitution  of  such  sheet. 

14.  Payments  (o  President  Bumham  of  com- 
Bilsslons  under  Harper  contract  and  contingent 
fund. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  p.  15. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  2.  p.  46,  Ac,  (No.  4,  p. 
50.  $60,000  salary  to  Bumham).  (No.  4,  p.  52, 
$200  per  week  paid  extra). 

15.  Refusal  to  state  salaries  and  other  re- 
muneration of  officers  and  office  employees  In 
detail  and  misstating  same. 

Gross  salaries  in  sworn  reports  every  year. 
(Refusal  to  show  chairman  of  the  executive 
committee  pay-rolls.  No.  4,  p.  S.  No.  4,  p.  144. 
Although  it  was  the  executive  committee's  duty 
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to  fix  salarieB).  (No.  5,  p.  50,  actuarial  expensei 
Increased  from  114,227,  in  1896,  to  131.449,  In 
1903,  and  not  included  In  salaries  to  officers  or 
empioyees). 

Geo.  D.  Eldridg«,  No.  2,  p.  67  ;  No.  S,  p.  3  ; 
Geo.  D.  Bldridge  ezamlaed  by  Hon.  Mr.  Landrr. 
No.  6,  p.  60.  (G.  D.  E.,  No.  4,  p.  50.  |60,000  per 
annum  paid  to  Burnbam  not  excessive).  (No. 
4,  p.  68.  No  otlier  compensation  to  officers  and 
office  employees).  (No.  fi,  p.  129,  actuarial  ex- 
penses, No.  B,  p.  ISO), 

16.  Transfers  trom  class  to  class  put  in  sworn 
report  as  new  business,  and  full  commissions 
paid  twice. 

J,  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  p.  5. 
Geo.  D.  Eldridge,  No.  4,  p.  9. 

17.  Made  a  contract  for  purchase  of  Provincial 
Provident  Institution,  and  after  transfer  made 
escaped  payment  of  upwards  of  (100,000  by 
claiming  that  contract  was  Illegal. 

112,000  paid  on  account.  Geo.  D.  Eldridge,  No. 
8.  p.  46  ;  No.  3,  pp.  60,  51,  52  ;  No.  3,  pp.  29,  30  ; 
No.  3,  pp.  23,  24. 

18.  Rates  cbarged  amply  sufficient  with  proper 
management. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No,  5,  p.  12.  (Banlters'  litfe 
wltti  less  cost  to  insured  bad  admitted  assets  in 
1902  of  $4,798,333.14.  Tbey  were  organized  1379, 
twenty-five  years  ago).  (No.  5,  p.  66,  Mutual 
Reserve  In  1901,  only  $2,611,790.19  admitted  as- 
sets, with  much  hlgber  cost).  (No  liens  in 
Banlcers'  Life,  No.  5,  p.  13).  (Low  expenses  in 
Bankers'  Life.  No.  5,  pp.  12,  71).  Geo.  D.  Eld- 
ridge. No.  2,  p.  5S  ;  No.  5,  p.  141.  Attempt  to 
explain  low  expenses  Bankers'  Life). 

Tbos.  Bradsbaw,  No.  S,  p.  47,  &c.,  actuary  Im- 
perial Life  ;  John  Culbert,  No.  8,  p.  58.  man- 
ager Mutual  Life  of  New  York  at  Ottawa,  both 
prove  that  the  best  old  line  companies  furnish 
Insurance  at  less  cost  than  the  Mutual  Reserve 
charged  in  1889. 

19.  Claims  compromised  or  scaled  down. 

(J.  T.  Paterson.  No.  5.  pp.  72,  73,  1901.  324 
polices  about  50  per  cent  paid).  Not  included 
in  Canadian  re>port  as  by  law  required.  No.  6, 
p.  73.   (No.  6,  p.  76.  Reasons). 

Geo.  D.  Eldridge,  No.  4,  p.  40  ;  No.  5,  pp.  136, 
139.  Canadian  claims  scaled  down  ;  no  names  or 
numbers  of  policies  given  as  promised,  there- 
fore exhibit  is  of  no  value. 

20.  Evidence  uncontradicted  of  payments  made 
to  obtain  the  modlQcatton  ot  a  report  of  the  In- 
surance Department  of  the  state  of  New  York. 

(140.000,  borrowed.  No.  4.  p.  107).  (Brockway 
on  pay-roll  for  |300  per  week.  No.  4,  pp.  99, 
100). 

J.  D.  Wells  lent  %S.m.  No.  4,  p.  107. 
21  Resignations  of  officers,  Ac,  and  reasons 
for  same. 

lion.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— Dispense.  The 
lion,  geiitlemau  is  reading  a  rei>ort  wliicli 

has  been  deelarea  out  of  order,  ami  whleli  is 
subsequent  to  the  report  that  is  now  under 
(liscnssioii.  By  vii'tue  of  whnt  riily  c:in  the 
lion,  gentleman  reail  a  report  which  has 
been  rejected  by  this  House,  as  a  part  of  the 
argument  on  the  preceding  report  ?  If  it  is 
siniply  for  the  pnriwse  of  having  it  appear 
in  tiie  debates.  It  seems  to  me  that  Is  out  of 
order. 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRT. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— t  tell  the  hon.  s«ntle- 
inau  it  Is  not  out  of  order  at  all,  because  I 

am  just  coming  to  that  portion  of  the  report, 
which  striltes  at  the  objection  wade  by  tlie 
lion,  geutleiuan  who  spoke  before  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOrXG— The  lion,  gentleman 
has  been  coming  to  that  point  so  often,  that 
we  are  getting  impatient.  The  question 
before  the  House  is.  the  seventh  report  of 
the  Select  Committee  that  refers  especially 
nud  specifically  to  a  certain  question,  and 
I  submit  that  the  hou.  gentleman  In  reading 
this  charge,  or  whatever  you  like  to  call  It- 
It  is  not  a  report  of  any  committee,  because 
that  has  been  decided  upon,  and  declared  to 
be  something  else  than  a  report,  therefore 
he  is  reading  extraneous  matter,  outside  of 
the  question  before  the  House,  and,  at  this 
hour  of  the  night,  I  think  It  is  only  fair 
and  reasouablb  that  he  should  come  to  tbe 
question  directly  before  the  chair,  that  is  the 
seventh  report  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Com- 
mittee. In  all  reason,  our  procedure  here 
sliouid  be  guided,  to  some  extent,  by  the  pro- 
ceiinre  wliich  governs  a  deliberative  body, 
and  be  should  confine  himself  to  the  snb- 
ject-matter  of  the  seventh  report  of  that 
committee,  and  that  only,  and  I  submit  Mr. 
Sepaker,  the  iwint  of  order  is  well  taken. 

Hou.  Mr.  liANDBY— The  point  raised  !», 
that  I  cannot  read  this  document  because 
it  Is  not  germane  to  the  discussion  now 
proceeding.  It  was  asserted  here  that  the 
seventh  report  of  the  committee  should  be 
taken  into  consideration  only  when  the  fiuil 
report  would  be  taken  into  consideration. 
I  am  reading  the  linal  reiwrt  to  show  

Hon.  Sir.  rOL'NG— No. 

Hon.  Jlr.  WATSON— Xo. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— The  hon.  gentlemen 
do  not  laiow  what  I  am  going  to  say,  oitil 
they  say  '  no.* 

Hon.  Str.  YOUNG— The  hon.  gentleman 

says  it  is  the  final  rejiort. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  said  I  was  readins 
the  final  report 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— No,  the  hon.  gentleman 
was  not.  The  House  decidedly  pronounced 
upon  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— IVell.  this  docnment 
was  read  in  this  House.    It  was  read  at 
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tlie  table  of  tlie  House  tbe  otber  day,  and  -we 
bare  it  iu  our  minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— It  Is  expunged. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— It  was  re- 
ceived by  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAN0tty~The  report  proceeds  : 

J.  T.  PatertoD,  1S96,  No.  6.  p.  21.  (Resigna- 
tion.) 

J.  M.  SteTenson,  No.  2.  pp.  I,  6,  15.  (Burn- 
bam  agreed  to  resign  ;  J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  pp. 
90.  91.  110.  111).  Letter  J.  D.  Wells  to  Burn- 
bam,  No.  4  p.  92,  Ac.  <No.  4,  p.  108,  four  re- 
aignatlOQS).    (Wells'  resignation.  No.  4,  p.  112. 

(J.  T.  Paterson  asked  by  President  to  make 
false  statements.  No.  5  p.  20). 

Geo.  D.  Bldridge,  No.  2,  pp.  &1.  52,  63,  54. 
55.  (Vrooman  letter.  No.  2,  p.  W).  Vrooman 
letter  proved.  No.  6  p.  3. 

22.  The  notice  to  produce  serred  on  the  com- 
pany was  not  compiled  with. 

Tour  committee  submit  herewith  copies  of  the 
evidence. 

Then  tbe  final  clause  of  the  report  rends 
as  follows  :— 

Your  committee  submit  herewith  copies  ot  the 
evidence  of  each  of  the  witnesses  examined  on 
oath  before  them,  together  with  all  documents 
and  papers  produced  before  your  committee, 
and  a  cop7  of  the  minutes  of  the  proceedings 
of  your  committee. 

All  of  Which  Is  respectfully  submitted. 

H.  J.  CLORAN,  , 

Chairman. 

By  tbe  last  clause  of  the  report  the  cbnir- 
man  of  the  committee.  In  tbe  report  that 
has  been  ruled  out  of  order  

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG-That  is  not  before  the 
House  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— On  the  point  of 
order.  It  has  been  rejected ;  but  it  is  that 
report  which  was  rejected,  which  contains 
the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNGJ— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  report  says  ;— 

The  committee  submit  herewith  copies  of  tbe 

evidence. 

It  Is  tbat  report  that  was  brought  In  with 
the  part  which  I  read  tbat  submitted  also 
the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— My  hon.  friend  will 
surely  be  ronsonnble.  The  discussion  whicb 
Is  now  raised  in  the  House  may  be  proper 
when  the  evidence  Is  being  discussed.  I  do 
not  say  that  It  is,  but  It  would  certainly  be 
more  proper  then  than  now.  We  have  only 
now  before  as  tbe  specific  report  made  on  a 
subject-matter  which  occurred  in  tbe  com- 
mittee, in  which  tbe  committee  came  to  the 


House  and  asked  for  a  direction,  and  the 
report,  by  unanimous  consent— at  least  by 
understanding— was  to  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration with  the  fliinl  report,  when  tbe 
evidence  was  being  considered  by  the  House 
and  tbe  verdict  of  tbe  House  was  to  be 
given  on  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  evidence  Is  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Therefore  this  report 
which  was  ruled  out  and  never  received  by 
the  House,  Is  not  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  hon.  gentle- 
man say  that  the  evidence  Is  not  before  this 

House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— No,  I  do  not  say  that 
at  all.  It  is  not  on  the  order  paper  for  dis- 
cussion. 

Hou.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  It  was  this  in- 
formal report  tbat  brought  in  tbe  evidence, 
and  this  Informal  report  was  ruled  out  of 
order.  Either  we  have  the  evidence  here  in 
the  regular  way  or  we  have  not  It  we 
have  the  evidence  here  in  an  irregular  way, 
It  is  time  for  us  to  discuss  the  seventh  re- 
port because  there  was  an  understanding. 
By  virtue -of  this  understanding  we  were  to 
discuss  tbe  seventh  report  when  the  evidence 
would  be  brought  in,  and  an  objection  was 
made,  asking  me  to  delay  the  discussion 
another  day,  because,  It  was  stated,  It  would 
come  in  properly  at  the  fiual  report.  What 
is  the  final  report  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG-My  hon.  friend  Is  too 
old  a  parliamentarian  not  to  know  tbat  tbe 
House  would  have  to  set  tbe  time  when  the 
evidence  would  be  considered.  The  House 
has  not,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ob- 
serve the  procedure,  set  down  any  time  for  a 
discussion  of  the  evidence.  If  both  my  hon. 
friends  will  agree  with  me,  that  before  the 
evidence  could  be  discussed,  a  motion  would 
have  to  be  made  that  the  House  consider 
the  matter,  after  due  notice,  and  tbat  Is  not 
before  us  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Wben  does  the  hon. 
gentleman  want  to  discuss  tbat  question  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-It  is  sot  down  for  to- 
morrow. The  hon.  gentleman  Is  anticipating. 

Hon.  Hr.  CLORAN— I  find  It  Is  not  set 
down. 
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Hod.  Mr.  LANUUY— It  mlgbt  be  set  dowu 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  motion  was  made 
on  I^riday  tiint  it  be  set  down  for  Tuesday. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— It  is  not  on  the  order 
paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  BKIQUE— If  It  Is  the,  desire  of 
the  House  to  take  up  the  question  uow,  I 
am  going  to  move  an  ameudmeut  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  gentleman,  but  I  thought 
it  my  duty  to  call  the  attenti&n  of  the  House 
to  the  understanding  arrived  at  the  other 
day,  and  I  am  in  the  hands  of  the  House.  I 
drew  attention  to  the  fact  that  it  was  under- 
stood the  other  day  that  this  seventh  report 
would  be  taken  up  when  the  evidence  was 
taken  up,  but  If  It  Is  the  desire  to  disiK>se 
of  this  matter  at  once  I  am  ready  to  more 
nn  amendment  to  the  motion .  which  has 
been  offered  by  the  lion,  gentleman  from 
Victoria  division,  so  that  we  may  proceed  at 
ouce  with  the  matter,  and  dispose  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  It  Is  very 
desirable  that  we  should  for  the  credit  of  the 
House,  try  and  complete  this  matter  in  some 
shape  or  form.  My  view  is— taking  Into 
consideration  the  decision  of  the  Chair— that 
when  tliat  committee  rose  on  the  22ud,  and 
instructed  the  chairman  to  report  the  evi- 
dence to  the  House,  that  the  chairman  had 
that  duty  to  discbarge,  and  I  find  that  he 
has  discharged  that  duty,  and  also  that  he 
has  done  a  good  deal  more  than  that,  which 
lie  WHS  not  authorized  to  do,  and  my  view 
is  that  that  document— I  think  we  must  call 
It  a  document  at  present— has  not  been  de- 
clared out  of  order.  It  Is  simply  the  find- 
\ings  in  that  document  that  have  been  de- 
clared to  be  out  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
Is  changing  the  decision. 

Hou.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  is  my  view 
of  it.    I  do  not  know  whether  It  will  be 

sustained  by  the  House  or  by  the  Speaker, 
but  my  view  is  that  this  report  ofter  the 
word  '  New  York,'  on  page  C22.  is  nil  right 
and  it  would  read  In  this  way  : 

The  Select  Committee  appointed  to  Investi- 
gate the  position  in  Canada  of  tbe  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York,  lieg 
leave  to  make  tlieir  ninth  and  final  report,  as 
follows  :  — 

1.  In  obedience  to  the  order  of  your  bonour- 
abl«  House  made  on  19th  May,  1904,  your  com- 
mittee have  investigated  the  position  in  Canada 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORA.N. 


of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Aasoclittoa 
of  New  York. 

Up  to  tlmt  iwint  the  report  is  canybtg 
out  the  instructions  to  the  committee.  Tbe 
chairman  was  not  instructed  to  report  npon 
all  those  liudings,  and  they  are  eipuoged, 
under  the  ruling  of  the  chair.  Then  page 
025,  after  the  line  which  reads  : 

The  notice  to  produce  served  on  the  cob- 
pany. 

The  last  paragraph  is  all  right  It  reads 

as  follows  :— 

Your  committee  submit  herewith  copies  of  tli« 
evidence  of  each  of  the  witnesses  examined  on 
oath  before  them,  together  with  all  docnmeots 
and  papers  produced  before  your  committee, 
and  a  copy  of  tbe  minutes  of  the  proceedinsa 
of  your  committee. 
All  of  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

H.  J.  CLORAN, 

Chairman- 

But  the  chairman  has  done  sometiiing 
more  than  was  proper,  and  It  lus  been 
ruled  out  of  order.  That  which  I  have  read 
to  the  House  should  appear,  and  the  rest 
of  the  report  should  be  expunged. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  Speaker  dedded 
that  the  whole  of  the  report  should  be 
struck  out. 

The  SPEAKER— The  conclusion  I  readied 

reada  as  follows  : — 

1  therefore  decide  that  the  point  of  order  of 
the  hoQ.  gentleman  trom  KUlarDey  Is  veil 
taken,  and  that,  white  the  evidence  reported 
on  the  29tb  July,  In  pursuance  of  the  commit- 
tee's resolution  of  tbe  22nd.  is  before  the 
Senate,  the  document  purporting  to  give  tb« 
committee's  finding  is  not,  and  should  not 
appear  in  tbe  journals  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Tha^t  is  clear. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  understand  that  it  Is 
the  desire  of  this  honourable  House  to  dis- 
pose of  this  Incident  which  Is  referred  to 
In  tbe  seventh  report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  I  hate  a  few  remarks  to  offer 
in  support  of  a  motion  in  amendment  wbicli 
I  propose  to  make  to  the  motion  which 
was  made  a  moment  ago  liy  the  hon.  go- 
tleman  from  Victoria.  The  ameadmeDt 
reads  as  follows  : — 

That  all  tbe  words  aft«r  tbe  word  '  that '  be 
struck  out,  and  that  the  following  words  be 
substituted  therefor  :— '  That  tbe  docameni 
exhibit  No.  3fi  mentioned  in  said  7th  report,  b 
not  admissible  as  evidence  of  any  statemeDt 
therein  contained,  and  should  be  expunged  fnffi 
tbe  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Too  late. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BEIQXJE— I  hope  the  bon.  geu- 
tleman  will  allow  me  to  address  tUls  hon- 
ourable House.  The  document  In  question 
win  be  found  In  Part  5,  page  29  to  page  37 
of  the  printed  report  of  the  evidence.  This 
was  produced  when  a  witness  named  J.  T. 
Pateraon  was  examined.  It  is  a  libel  which 
was  published  In  1900  by  the  witness 
against  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  boa.  gentleman  has  already 
spoken  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  did.  and  when  I 
made  the  objection  just  now,  he  sat  down, 
because  be  had  already  spoken  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Let  me  explain.  I 
got  up  merely  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact  that  this  matter  was  to 
be  taken  up  only  when  the  evidence  was 
/being  considered.  I  did  not  speak  to  the 
motion  at  all.  I  merely  rose  for  that  pur- 
pose. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  speaking, 
'and  I  ask  tlie  ruling  of  the  chair. 

The  SPEAKER— I  do  not  think  that 
should  be  considered  as  speaking. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  shall  show  the 
bon.  Speaker  to  the  contrary  to-morrow.  If 
a  man  rises  and  seconds  a  motion  it  is 
speaking. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Is  it  conducive  to  the 
dignity  of  this  honourable  body  to  have  hon. 
gentlemen  make  such  assertions  ?  It  seems 
to  me  we  should  abide  by  the  standing  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— J.  T.  Paterson  was 

being  examined,  and  he  was  asked  by  the 
counsel  of  the  committee  to  offer  in  evi- 
dence the  document  which  Is  printed  on 
pngeR  29  to  37  of  part  Ave  of  the  evidence 
before  the  House.  This  document  was  pub- 
lished in  the  'Counselor'  in  1000,  an  in- 
surance paper  which  he  then  published  in 
the  city  of  New  York,  and  the  witness 
being  under  examination,  it  would  have 
been  proper  for  the  committee,  or  the  coun- 
sel of  the  committee,  to  prove  all  the 
cbnrges  that  the  witness  was  In  a  position 
to  i»i*ove.  If  there  was  In  that  document 
any  charge  which  he  was  in  a  position  to 
prove,  we  have  a  right  to  expect  that  tbo 
counsel  of  the  committee,  or  members  of 


I  the  committee,  would  hare  questioned  tbf 
I  witness,  and  made  him  say  that  such  and 
such  things,  such  irregularity  or  such  nci 
I  of  mismanagement  had  been  committed  b; 
the  officers  of  the  company.  If  hon.  gen- 
,  tiemen  will  refer  to  the  evidence,  I  chal 
'  leiige  any  member  of  the  committee  to 
I>oint  to  any  portion  of  It  where  there  was 
any  attempt  on  the  part  of  that  witness 
to  substantiate  any  part  of  that  document 
It  was  merely  brought  in  because  it  had 
appeared  in  a  paper  published  by  that  very 
witness,  in  the  city  of  New  York,  and. 
surely,  it  cannot  be  treated  as  evidence, 
it  is  no  evidence  at  all.  If  a  document  of 
that  kind  was  allowed  to  be  produced  as 
evidence,  any  document  could  be  produced 
as  evidence,  and  surely  it  would  be  unbe- 
coming on  the  part  of  this  honourable  House 
to  allow  anything  of  the  kind  to  be  done. 
We  are  part  of  the  first  legislative  body  of 
tins  country,  and  I  think  that  when  we 
niiike  an  investigation  it  Is  incumbent  upon 
us,  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  committee  to 
act.  I  do  not  say  strictly  according  to  the 
rales  of  evidence,  but  with  some  decorum, 
and  with  some  sense  of  the  responsibility 
of  this  honourable  House,  and  of  the  com- 
mittees appointed  by  this  honourable  House, 
and  1  say  tUnt  the  committee  had  no  right 
to  allow  this  document  to  be  put  on  its 
minutes,  and  It  would  be  unbecoming  ou 
the  part  of  the  Senate  to  countenance  any 
document  of  the  kind  being  placed  on  its 
minutes.  Suppose  that,  instead  of  us  hav- 
ing to  deal  with  this  company,  we  bad  to 
deal  with  any  other  companj- — take  the 
Canada  Life,  the  Sun  Life  Insurance  Com- 
pany, or  any  other  company — suppose  to- 
morrow I  would  rise  in  my  place  and  move 
that  nn  investigation  be  held  against  that 
■company,  would  it  be  pretended  that  It 
would  be  open  to  me  or  to  any  member  of 
tlie  committee  to  place  before  the  commit- 
tee as  evidence  any  newspaper  article 
which  had  been  published,  possibly  for  the 
purpose  of  levying  blackmail  against  the 
company.  Surely  not.  The  committee  or 
the  counsel  of  the  committee  was  at  liberty 
to  prove  the  charges  that  he  intended  to 
prove,  but  he  could  not  prove  charges  by 
merely  filing  a  document  of  that  kind  with- 
out asking  any  questions  to  confirm  the 
chaises.  I  therefore  move  that  this  docu- 
ment. Exhibit  36,  referred  to  In  the  seventh 


Digitized  by 


Google 


912 


SENATE 


report,  he  not  accei>ted  an  evidence  of  any 
statement  therein  contained,  and  that  It 
should  be  expunged  from  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
oi'der.  The  bon.  gentleman  has  given  a 
notice  of  motion,  that  when  that  question 
comes  before  this  House,  he  would  move 
such  aud  such  an  anieiiUuient.  Now  he  is 
making  a  flank  movement.  He  is  abandoa- 
Ing  the  position  he  took,  and  he  is  trying  to 
take  UB  by  surprise,  bringing  in  a  new 
motion  without  any  notice  at  all.  I  claim 
that  this  is  not  in  order.  The  lion,  gentle- 
man having  given  a  notice  of  motion  must 
abide  by  the  notice  he  gave,  and  not  aban- 
don it  aud  come  in  with  a  new  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  submit  the  point 

of  oi'der  is  badly  taken  for  two  reasons  : 
because  this  matter  has  been  taken  up  by 
unanimous  consent  of  tlie  House,  contr«i"y 
to  the  uiiderstandiug  arrived  at  on  a  pre- 
vious day,  and  niy  motion  was  allowed  to 
stand  because  I  expected  that  this  matter 
would  come  up  to-morrow  as  was  intended, 
according  to  the  motion  which  was  made 
on  Friday.  While  this  Is  a  reason  which 
to  my  mind  is  sufficient  still  there  is  a  better 
reason  than  that.  My  notice  of  motion  had 
merely  reference  to  un  appeal  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  hon.  member  who  acted  us 
chairman  of  that  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Which  Is  the  subject 

of  this  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— It  is  an  appeal.  The 
notice  of  motion  has  reference  merely  to  a 
motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona,  which  I  contend  was  not  In  order 
but  has  no  reference  to  the  matter  now 
under  consideration.  Even  If  my  appeal 
wiis  sustnlneil.  it  would  not  reject  this  Bill 
of  complaints  at  all.  The  effect  of  the  appeal 
of  which  I  Kiive  notice  would  not  cause  the 
document  to  be  rejected.  But  we  are  not 
dealing  with  that  appeal  at  all.  We  ore  deal- 
ing merely  with  the  merits  of  the  report.  The 
subject  mntter  Is  the  report  which  the  hon. 
member  for  Victoria  has  moved— tlie  motion 
that  the  seventh  report  be  adopted,  and 
surely  it  is  open  to  any  hon.  member  of 
this  House  to  move  an  amendment  when 
such  a  motion  is  made  that  such  and  such  n 
document,  the  document  being  the  one  re- 
ferred to,  be  rejected  from  the  evidence. 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQVB. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  anticipating 
n  d^ate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-lt  ll 
ouly  a  matter  of  ascertaining  what  poslUoo 
we  are  In.  Is  this  an  amendment  to  tbe 
motion  which  has  been  made  by  the  bon. 
senator  from  Victoria  ?  I  understand  iii« 
motion  Is  for  the  adoption  of  the  seventh  re- 
port The  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  has  just  spoken  deals  altogether 
with  the  fifth  report 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  la  germane  W 
the  seventh  report. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Doei 
the  seventh  report  refer  to  that  document  1 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAX— Page  521  of  the 
minutes  of  proceedings. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  am 
merely  rising  to  ask  for  information,  and 
1  am  interrupted  first  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  aad  then  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria,  aud  then  somebody  at  this  end  of 
the  chamber  internipts,  so  that  we  are 
really  getting  Into  such  a  disoitlerly  state 
that  we  do  not  know  what  we  are  doing. 
What  I  want  to  know  is  this :  the  motion 
by  the  hon.  senator  from  Victoria  (Hon.  Mr. 
Cloran)  Is  for  the  adoption  of  the  seventb 
report— am  I  correct  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yea. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  (Hon.  Mr.  B€ique)  Is  to  strike  oat 
a  portion  of  the  fifth  part  of  the  erideiic& 
Is  the  amendment  relevant  to  the  motion  to 
adopt  the  report? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  ao, 
the  amendment  may  be  moved.  Was  this 
evidence,  to  which  exception  is  taken,  glvoi 
before  tbe  committtee,  and  was  it  accepted 
as  evidence  ?  If  so,  then  it  Is  a  part  of  tlie 
record  of  that  committee,  whether  It  Is 
right  or  wrong.  I  can  understand  my  boa- 
friend  from  de  Salaberry  taking  objection  to 
evidence  bcrfore  a  court  which  would  not 
be  Inadmlssable  If  taken  in  a  committee.  If 
he  will  take  the  trouble  to  consult  parliament- 
ary authority  he  will  find  it  laid  down  dis- 
tinctly and  positively  that  a  committee 
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of  Investigation  appointed  by  parliament  la 
not  to  be  guided  by  tbe  tectanlcalittes  wblcb 
pavern  tbe  taking  of  evidence  before  a  court 
of  law.      Let  me  give  my  hon.  friend  an 
illustration  of  what  l  mean.      I  had  tbe 
honour  of  being  one  of  a  committee  com- 
posed of  the  Hon.  Edward  Blake,  Hon.  Mr. 
Uasson.  Mr.  Jones,  of  Halifax,  and  Sir 
Donald  Smitb,  now  Lord  Strathcona.  to  In- 
vestlgate  the  causes  of  tbe  rebellion  In  Mani- 
toba and  the  North-west  Territories.  To 
my  surprise,  a  question  was  put  to  a  servant 
of  Sir  George  Cartier  as  to  what  took  place 
In  his  private  bedroom  between  himself  and 
a  clergyman  named  Ricbot,  who  had  been 
statlooed  at  St  Norbert  during  the  rabellion. 
I   objected  to  that  as  being  a  sort  of 
inquisitorial  investigation.   I  thought  It  was 
carrying  the  investigation  altogether  too  far. 
Mr.  Blake  rather  sided  with  me  at  .that 
time,  but  the  next  day  he  came  to  the  com< 
mlttee,  and,  after  investigating  parallament- 
ary  authority  and  practice,  he  told  us  dis- 
tinctly that  tbey  had  a  right  to  pry  into  the 
secrets  of  every  one  connected  with  that 
rebellion  in  order  to  ascertiiin  tbe  facts,  and 
tbe  question  was  put  to  this  servant  who 
had  stood  at  the  door  of  Sir  Geor$;e  Car- 
tier's  bedroom,  and  he  answered  by  repeat- 
ing  the  conversation  be  had  heard  between 
this  reverend  gentleman  and  the  then  Min- 
ister of  MllltlB.   I  give  that  as  an  illnstra- 
tlon  of  how  far  a  parliamentary  committee 
is  Justified  In  taking  steps  which  they  con- 
sider necessary  to  ascertain  facts  connected 
with  the  subject  they   are  Investigating. 
Whether  the  portion  of  the  report  which 
my  hon.  friend  moves  to  strike  out  be  rele- 
vant or  Irrelevant,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say,  bnt  by  his  admlsslson  it  Is  a  part  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  and.  con- 
sequentl.v,  should  remain  part  of  tbe  record, 
Tlie  hon.  gentleman  has  put  his  views  on 
this  question  on  record,  and  with  that  he 
ousbt  to  be  satisfied.   I  give  my  own  im- 
pressions as  to  the  duty  of  tbe  committee, 
and  what  may  take  place  at  an  investiga- 
tion, without  passing  any  opinion  whatever 
on  tUe  correctness  of  this  evidence,  or  whe- 
ther It  should  have  been  admitted  or  not 

Hon.  Mr.  CliORAN— I  have  Just  one  word 
to  say  in  regard  to  the  very  serious  charge 
made  by  the  hon.-  member  from  de  Sala- 
berry.  I  do  not  care  to  critldze  the  way  In 
wbicti  be  has  put  this  very  serious  matter 
58 


before  the  House.  I  believe  he  Is  one  of 
tbe  brilliant  lights  of  the  bur  of  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec,  and  if  he  would  remember 
what  transpired  in  the  committee,  he  would 
scarcely  ask  the  Senate  to  pass  judgment 
on  what  I  consider  an  incomplete,  to  say 
the  least,  statement  of  the  facts.  It  only 
bears  out  what  I  said  about  an  hour  ago. 
that  it  is  not  fair  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
senator,  unless  he  has  very  great  reasou 
to  do  so,  to  ask  this  House  to  reverse  the 
decision  of  tlie  committee,  especially  in  re- 
gard to  things  which,  to  be  appreciated, 
must  be  heard  and  seen.  Fortunately,  It 
is  not  necessary  for  this  House  to  be  !u 
that  position  to  Judge  this  question.  The 
statement  made  by  the  hon.  member  for 
de  Salaberry  is  this,  that  the  committee 
admitted  as  evidence  an  article  published 
in  a  New  York  paper  culled  the  '  Counselor.' 
the  article  having  been  written  by  one 
I^aterson,  who  was  then  a  witness  before 
t  he  committee,  and  that  the  committee 
wished  to  allow,  and-  did  as  a  matter  tif 
fact  allow,  that  extremely  libellous  criminal 
article,  one  of  the  worst  I  have  ever  read, 
to  form  part  of  the  record.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman says  we  wished  that  article  to  go 
In  as  evidence.  I  take  issue  very  flatly 
with  the  hon.  gentleman  on  that  statement. 
If  that  had  been  our  object  we  would  cer- 
tainly be  beneath  the  contempt  of  parlia- 
ment, and  I  would  certainly  voice  his  views 
with  regard  to  that  matter  ;  but  the  hoii. 
gentleman  is  well  aware  of  this  fact  thut 
when  that  question  was  before  the  com- 
mittee, it  was  not  as  to  the  value  of  the 
•irtlcle  or  as  to  the  truth  of  tbe  charged 
In  that  article.  We  were  all  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  article  was  a  criminal  libel 
if  the  charges  contained  In  it  could  not  be 
disproved  ;  but  It  was  not  our  duty  to  prove 
or  substantiate  the  charges  against  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  company.  The  company 
bad  tbe  man  who  wrote  that  article,  and 
who  was  a  witness  before  the  committee, 
arrested  on  a  charge  of  criminal  libel,  and 
dra^^ed  him  from  court  to  court  and  they 
sued  him  for  J50.000  damages.  If  the 
charges  were  not  true,  it  was  the  duty  of 
tbe  company  to  send  that  man  to  Sing  Slni;. 
and  the  power  of  tbe  law  of  New  York  to 
do  BO  is  as  great  in  that  respect  or  greater 
than  tbe  law  of  Canada.  Either  Mr.  I'at- 
erson  was  guilty  of  criminal  libel  or  the 
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company  was  guilty  of  what  was  charged 
iigainst  them.  Tliey  kept  the  matter  dvag- 
Kiiiff  for  two  years  in  tbe  courts  of  tbu 
state  of  New  York,  and  then  came  to  ^Ii*. 
I'nlerson  and  sfild.  *  You  have  actioiiD 
tiiiainst  UB,  and  we  have  actions  against 
you  ;  we  will  give  you  $5,000  If  you  will 
let  the  actions  drop.'  This  offer  was  made 
to  a  man  who  had  been  a  fnltbful  employcn 
of  the  company,  an  old  Canadian  in  whom 
I  bad  great  confidence,  n  man  who  left 
tbe  company  because  be  believed  bis  officers 
were  guilty  of  maladministration,  a  man 
who  makes  his  $150  a  day  as  actuary,  and 
In  whom  the  community  had  confidence. 
That  man  made  the  charges  against  the 
company,  and  they  went  to  him  and  said  : 
'  Let  UB  cry  quits,  and  here  is  $5,000.'  Mr. 
Paterson  Is  a  canny,  solid  Scotchman,  and 
be  told  us :  'I  did  not  bare  faith  in  the 
company,  so  I  had  the  cheque  by  which  I 
was  paid  photographed,'  and  the  cheque 
and  the  photograph  were  produced  before 
the  committee.  Mr.  Paterson  was  asked 
why  he  had  the  cheque  photographed,  and 
he  said  :  •  For  the  very  simple  reason  that 
I  could  not  trust  tbe  memlwrs  of  tbe  board. 
They  would  probably  say  tbe  day  after 
that  they  had  iiever  paid  me  $5,000,  and  I 
wanted  to  be  able  to  produce  a  photograph 
of  it'  Now,  what  was  the  object  of  the  com- 
mittee ?  The  witness  Paterson  gave  a 
statement  of  the  charges,  which  was  un- 
satisfactory. We  asked  tbe  witness  what 
the  t'ompa^ny  paid  him  $5,000  for.  We 
>ranted  to  iiee  if  the  company  bad  paid  that 
J.  mount  tor  an  article  that  was  not  libel- 
lous at  all,  that  might  have  been  a  lauda- 
tory article.  We  wanted  to  find  out  the 
contents  of  the  article,  not  to  prove  or  sub- 
st  -.ntlate  what  It  contains.  We  would  be 
sitting  there  until  next  year  to  do  that ;  we 
would  have  to  call  officials  of  tbe  state  of 
Xinv  York  and  of  the  company  to  undertake 
such  a  task.  Wbat  we  wanted  was  to  see 
what  the  article  really  was ;  what  It  con- 
tained that  warranted  the  company  in  pay- 
lug  $5,000  to  Mr.  Paterson.  If  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  cannot  see 
that  distinction  and  make  that  difference, 
I  am  glad  that  my  Judgment  does  not  run 
in  the  same  groove  with  bis.  It  is  on  these 
grounds  the  committee  accepted  this  evi- 
dence, not  as  proof  of  the  charges  contained 
In  it,  but  as  proof  of  the  vUiany  of  tbe 
Hon.  Ur.  CLORAN. 


coMii»any  that  was  prepared  to  pay  $5,000 
to  a  man  who  called  them  thieves. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACl>OXALD  (B.C.)— Did  Mr. 
Paterson  put  that  In  as  part  oT  his  evi- 
dence ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAX — No  ;  but  as  evidence 
of  what  they  paid  $5,000  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— Did  Mr. 
Paterson  put  it  in  as  part  of  bis  evidence  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Xot  until  we  forced 
him  to  put  it  m. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Did  he 
swear  it  was  his  article  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Certoinly  he  swore 
that  it  was  bis. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Did  he  swear  to  the 
contents  of  tbe  article  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOUAN-No,  that  he  published 
the  article,  and  that  Is  the  distinction  whidi 
all  hon.  senators  ought  to  make. 

Hou.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  hardly  like  the 
expression  that  dropped  from  tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleman from  de  Salalwrry  that  this  Is  blatA- 
muil.  I  do  not  think  be  should  have*  allowed 
himself  

Hou.  Mr.  BEIQUB— l^he  hon.  gentleman 
misunderstood  me ;  I  did  not  say  anything 
of  the  kind.  I  asked,  by  way  of  argument, 
whether  ft  would  be  open  for  members  of  a 
committee  to  put  In  a  newspaper  article 
which  might  be  of  that  character.  For  the 
sake  of  illustration  I  ^ecifled  tbe  Son  Llf^ 
and  said  would  It  be  open  to  any  Inember 
of  the  committee  to  alter  as  evidence  a  doen- 
ment  which  might  have  been  written  merely 
for  tbe  purposes  of  black-mali  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— If  I  understood 
my  hon.  friend,  he  was  putting  up  a  nun 
of  straw  to  knock  him  down.  When  Captain 
Cuttle  was  asked  where  the  ship  'Ssllr 
Smith '  was,  he  said,  if  she  be  in  tlie  'Idtb 
latitude,  she  Is  there,  and  if  she  tie  aot  io 
tbe  4mh  latitude,  she  is  not  there.  Thst  Ii 
the  sort  of  argument  the  hon.  gentleman  sd- 
vances.  I  take  exception  to  tbe  hon.  gentle 
man  saying  that  tbls  evidence  would  not  be 
admissible  in  any  court.  I  have  taken  tiie 
trouble  to  ask  legal  gentlemen  of  high  stand- 
ing for  an  opinion  on  that  point   I  sm  not 
prepared  to  accept  the  hon,  gentlemaD'i 
legal  opinion  as  higher  than  any  other  iegai 
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opinion  In  Cauadn.  I  am  wllUug  to  take  It 
as  far  as  it  goes,  bat  I  am  advised  that  tbU  i 
erideiice  would  be  received  In  any  cottrt  of 
■law  In  the  world,  and  tliat  before  any  Jury  ] 
tbe  evidence  that  v,-e  took  would  be  con-  1 
elusive.  Tbe  policy-boldcrs  have  some  j 
rights.  It  would  almost  appear  as  If  tbey  | 
bad  in  this  committee  beeu  persecuting  tbe  I 
hon.  member  from  de  Salaberry,  for  he  has  i 
been  objecting  all  the  time,  be  has  been 
showing  anxiety  that  this,  that  and  the 
other  be  kept  out  of  the  record.  Could  there 
be  any  barm  in  tbe  policy-holders  reading 
what  was  offered  in  this  Investigation  ?  As 
tbe  hon.  leader  of  tbe  opposition  has  said, 
the  committee  was  not  tliere  to  try  people 
and  convict  them,  but  to  find  out  what 
foundation  there  was  for  the  complaints 
against  this'  company,  and  to  reftort  Jnst 
what  tbey  learned  with  tbe  expectation  that 
tbe  Senate  would  pay  them  at  least  the 
courtesy  of  allowing  tbem  to  submit  all 
the  evidence  that  was  offered.  I  can  readily 
understand  that  the  course  now  taken  might 
prevent  tbe  public  from  knowing  tbe  facts, 
aud  If  hon.  gentlemen  succeed,  what  will 
tbe  company  say  ?  They  will  say  the  Senate 
of  Canada  would  not  receive  this  document. 
Read  what  the  hon.  gentleman  says  about 
it.  Bead  what  the  Secretary  of  State  said. 
Here  is  our  justification.  The  policy-bolderB 
have  suffered,  and  are  suffering,  from  tbe 
mismanagement  of  this  company,  and  yet 
tbey  are  not  to  be  given  an  opportunity  to 
know  what  is  going  on.  They  ask  us  for 
bread  and  we  give  them  a  stone.  Was  it 
a  matter  of  courtesy  to  bring  in  a  Bill  deal- 
ing with  this  matter  before  tbe  evidence  wns 
taken  ?  That  Bill  has  not  passed  tbe  House 
of  Oommons  yet  If  It  happens,  froTn  circum- 
stances which  we  cannot  control,  that  the 
Bill  passes  as  It  stands,  I  sball  offer  an 
amendment  which  I  thought  was  in  the  BUI, 
bat  which  is  not  in  the  Bill  as  it  stands 
to-day. 

The  bon.  member  from  de  Salaberry  takes 
exception  to  a  portion  of  the  evidence  con- 
tained In  part  No.  5,  pages  29  to  37.  If  the 
document  on  the  table,  which  lias  been 
ruled  out  l>7  the  decision  of  the  Speaker, 
bad  been  accepted  it  would  have  shown  that 
the  notice  to  produce  which  was  served 
on  the  company  was  not  complied  with. 
Had  the  hon.  member  from  de  Salaberry 
been  anxious  to  maintain  tbe  rights  of 


the  House  and  of  the  policy-holders,  would 
he  not  have  insisted  on  those  papers  being 
produced?  Why  should  they  not  appear  1 
Mr.  Burnbam,  tbe  president  of  the  com- 
pany, was  charged  with'  all  the  offences 
contained  In  this  indictment.  Why  did  he 
not  come  here  and  answer  for  himself  ?  No, 
be  went  to  England  and  allowed  this  evi- 
dence to  remain  uncontradicted  by  himself, 
and  not  disproved  by  any  document  that  he 
might  have  produced,  and  which  bad  been 
asked  for.  Nothing  was  produced  In  the 
way  of  relmttal.  nothing  but  long-wlnded 
speeches  from  Mr.  Eldridge.  Now,  what 
is  this  article  -which  contained  llbeHons 
charges  agfdnst  tbe  company  ?  The  com- 
pany instituted  proceedings  that  will  be 
seen  by  the  following  documents  which  are 
printed  In  part  5  of  the  evidence  : 

APPIDAVIT  FOR  ORDER  OF  ARRBST, 

Sew  York  Supreme  Court, 
State  of  New  York,  County  of  Mew  York. 
The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Lite  AsoclatlOQ. 
Against 

John  Thomson  Paterson,  whose  ^r*t 
name  to  the  Plaintiff  is  unknown  and 
who  la  herein  designated  by  tbe  fletl* 
tious  DBme  of  John. 

City  and  <>>unt7  o{  New  York  is  : 
Camp 

being  duly  sworn  says,  that  he  Is  the  secretarr 
of  the  plaintiff  corporation  which  is  a  corpora* 
tloQ  organUed  and  carrying  on  business  oader 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  for  the 
purposes  of  insuring  the  lives  oC  persons. 

That  in  a  newspaper,  published  monthly  and 
circulated  in  the  city  of  New  York,  known  as 
'  The  Counselor '.  in  its  issue  of  January,  IMO. 
there  appeared  the  tollowiQg  articles  : — 

Fol.  2.  A  TERRIBLE  ARRAIGNMENT. 

THE  MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  UFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

That  said  articles  contained  false  and  deta< 
matory  words  and  matter  concerning  the  plain- 
tiff, and  ttie  officers  of  tbe  plaintiff,  and  falsely 
and  maliciously  charged  the  officers  of  the 
plaintiff  with  the  commission  of  crimes  and 
offences,  with  dishonest,  fraudulent  acts  and 
falsely  and  maliciously  Imputed  and  insinuated 
tliat  the  plaintiff  was  about  to  become  bank- 
rupt. 

Fol.  3. — That  the  defendant  above  named, 
composed,  or  caused  to  be  composed,  and  pu- 
blished or  caused  to  be  published,  the  said  ar- 
ticles, all  of  which  are  contained  in  the  sub- 
joined verified  complaint,  which  forms  part  ot 
his  affidavit,  to  which  reference  Is  made. 

Fot.  4.— That  all  of  said  statements  are  false. 
This  action  has  been  brought  to  recover  the 
sum  of  dollars 
damages  incurred  by  tbe  plaintiff  for  the  said 
tortious  acts  of  tbe  defendant,  annd  the  sum- 
mons herein  haa  been  duly  Issued  and  Is  In- 
tended to  be  served  herewith  upon  Cha  defen- 
dant upon  the  day  of  March, 
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1900.  Said  defendant  has  not  appeared  or  ana- 
wered  herein. 

Fol.  5.— That  no  previous  application  tor  the 
arrest  of  the  aald  defendant  bas  been  made  In 
this  action.  ' 

Sworn  to  before  me  this  day  of 

March,  1900. 

SUMMONS. 
New  York  Supreme  Court, 
State  of  New  York,  County  of  Mew  Tork. 
The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  As«octatlon, 

Plaintiff. 

Against 

John  Thomas  Paterson,  whose  flrst 
name  to  Plaintiff  is  unknown  and  who 
Is  herein  designated  by  the  Qctltioua 
name  of  John. 

Defendant. 

To  the  above  named  Defendant : 

Ton  are  Hereby  Summoned  to  answer  the  com- 
plaint in  this  action  and  to  serve  a  copy  ot 
your  answer  on  ibe  plaintiff's  aUorneys  within 
twenty  days  after  the  service  of  this  summons, 
exclusive  of  tbe  day  of  service,  and  In  case  o( 
your  failure  to  appear,  or  answer.  Judgment  will 
be  taken  against  you  by  default  Cor  the  relief 
demanded  In  tbe  complaint. 

Dated,  New  York,  March  ,  1900. 

JAHES.  SCHELL  &  ELKUS, 

Attorneys  tor  Plaintiff. 

Office  and  post  office  address,  66  Pine  Street, 
Borough  of  fFanhatUn,  New  Tork  City. 

Now,  it  these  pages  from  :!9  to  37  are 
to  be  cut  out,  I  desire  to  read  It  claase  by 
clause  In  order  that  the  House  may  kuow 
tbe  nature  of  It;  but  as  I  do  not  wish  to 
trespass  on  the  time  of  taon.  geutlemeu.  If 
they  win  consider  these  pages  as  read,  I 
shall  not  read  them, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Go  on,  they  wlU  not 
give  you  that  permission. 

Hon,  Mr.  DOIIVILLE— Then  I  must  read 
tbem. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  must  know  what 
they  want  to  strike  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-That  is  what  I  am 
aliout  to  show. 

Fol.  1. 

New  York  Supreme  Court, 
State  of  New  York, 

County  of  New  York, 
The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Lite 
Association, 

Against 

John  Thompson  Paterson,  whose  first 
name  to  the  plaintiff  Is  unknown  and 
who  Is  herein  designated  by  the  fic- 
titious name  of  John. 

The  plaintiff  for  Its  complaint,  by  James, 
Schelt  &  Elkus,  Its  attorneys,  alleges  : 

1.  That  It  iB  a  domestic  corporation,  or- 
ganized and  doing  business  under  the  laws 
of  the  state  of  New  York  for  the  purpose  ot 
Insuring  the  lives  of  persoos  and  at  the  times 
hereinafter  mentioned  and  for  about  twenty 

Hon.  Mr.  DOHVILLB. 


(30)  years  last  past,  has  been  and  is  now  carry- 
ing on  said  business  In  said  state  and  elte- 

where. 

Fol.  2.— 11.  That  on  or  about  tbe  first  day  of 
January,  19*0,  the  defendant  maliciously  com- 
posed and  published  concerning  the  plaintiff  and 
the  officers  of  the  plaintiff,  in  a  newspaper 
called  '  The  Counselor,'  at  the  Borough  of  Man- 
hatlan,  in  the  city  of  New  York,  the  followinf 
false  and  defamatory  statement,  to  wit  : 

A  TERRIBLE  ARRAtONMBNT. 

Pol.  3, — Attention  Is  called  to  our  arraign- 
ment of  the  president  and  managemeni  of 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association.  In  this 
issue,  our  object  In  writing  it  being  to  Impress 
upon  tbe  policy-holders  of  the  association  tbe 
pressing  Importance  of  a  united  eflon  to 
save  It  from  bankruptcy  by  the  removal  ot  tbe 
pr'isent  management.  Policy-holders  and  others 
who  are  actuated  by  the  same  motive  as  w8 
are,  cao  have  all  the  copies  ot  this  article  in 
pamphlet  form  which  they  want,  at  actual  cost, 
viz.:  100  copies,  %1.2S  ;  600,  $6  ;  1,000  copies  or 
over,  one  cent  per  copy  or  $10  per  1,000.  Sam- 
ple copy,  4  cents. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

'Fol.  4.-— Having  devoted  tbe  best  years  ol 
our  life  in  advocating  the  advantages  ot  tbe 
system  of  life  insurance  upon  which  the  Mntuai 
Resprve  Fund  Life  Association  was  originally 
conducted  and  being  conscious  ot  the  duty  which 
we  owe  to  its  policy-holders,  it  is  with  deep 
regret  that  «e  express  tbe  opinion  that  unlen 
a  change  of  management  can.  In  the  near  future, 
b'i  effected,  a  bankruptcy  must  inevitably  re- 
sult. 

Fol.  5.— That  no  financial  enterprise,  hew- 
ever  sound  In  principle,  can  long  continue  to 
prosper  which  Is  conducted  by  men  who  have 
little  or  no  regard  for  truth  and  are  honest 
only  in  so  far  as  the  law  compels  them  to  In 
so.  Is  proved  by  the  failure  of  scores  of 
insurance  companies,  building  and  loan  asso- 
ciations, banks  and  other  financial  InstltatloM, 
through  which  millions  of  dollars  of  the  peo- 
ple's money  have  been  lost,  squandered  or  stein 
by  those  who  betrayed  the  confidence  reposed 
in  them  by  a  confiding  public. 

Fol.  6.— That  tbe  president  ot  the  Motaal 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  and  those  wko 
are  immediately  associated  with  him  hare  not 
a  high  regard  for  truth  and  that  Integrity  of 
purpose  essential  to  the  well-lwlng  and  aaecesi 
of  a  large  financial  Institution,  is  evident  iron 
the  following  facU : 

First.— That  president  Burnham  and  bis  a<- 
sociates  have  made  misleading  statements  to 
policy-holders  and  their  committees,  and  ha«t 
by  making  false  entries  in  the  books  of  IM 
company,  concealed  from  policy-holders  and  the 
examiners  of  Insurance  departments  the  rtv 
purpose  for  which  money  has  been  expended- 

Second  — President  Burnham  being  sned  for 
the  payment  of  a  debt,  filed  a  demurrer  to  tM 
complaint  which  demurrer  was  not  allowed,  tie 
court  practically  holding  that  the  discharge  of 
debt  liad  been  obtained  by  fraud. 

Pol.  7.— The  following  are  the  exact  wards 
used  by  Judge  Scott,  in  special  terms.  Part 
in..  June.  1899,  In  the  case  of  Moton  D.  ««« 
vs.  Frederick  A.  Burnham,  in  an  action  hnM^t 
by  the  said  Moss  to  recover  the  sum  of  $9l,m: 
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Fol.  8. — Where  a  person  effects  a  compro- 
mlse  of  a  debt  admittedly  due  by  him,  by 
fraudulent  representations  and  procures  a  dis- 
charge by  paying  another  a  psrt  of  the  amount 
due,  and  an  action  l9  brought  to  recover  the 
balance,  and  void  the  discharge  by  reason  of 
fraud.  It  Is  necessary,  as  a  preliminary  to  the 
right  of  recovery  that  the  plaintiff  repay  the 
amount  received,  for,  in  such  a  case  the  plain- 
tiff Is  entitled  whether  he  succeed  or  not,  to  the 
amount  he  has  paid.  This  precise  case  Is  pre- 
sented here.  The  demurrer  admits  the  orgl- 
nal  indebtedness  of  defendant  to  plaintiff  for 
a  much  larger  sum  than  he  has  paid.' 

Fol.  9. — Third,  a  committee  of  policy-holders 
from  Pittsburg,  Pa„  spent  three  days  In  the 
oflBces  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation, and  to  this  committee,  we  being  present, 
president  Burnham  and  vice-president  Etdrldge 
showed  what  they  represented  to  be  the  origi- 
nal contract  made  with  the  late  E.  B.  Harper, 
by  which  he  was  allowed  renewal  commission 
20  cents  on  each  ^1,000  of  insurance  in  force 
on  the  3l8t  of  December  of  each  year,  and 
positively  stated  that  the  contract  was  binding 
upon  the  association.  It  having  been  made  prior 
to  Mr,  Harper's  election  as  a  director  and  pre- 
sident. As  an  evidence  that  what  we  siate  is 
correct  we  herewith  produce  the  following 
from  the  revort  of  the  committee  ; 

Fol.  10,— President  Burnham  answered  the 
queries  of  the  committee  with  a  fulness  and 
alacrity  that  we  scarcely  expected.  He  seemed 
to  be  glad  of  the  opportunity  to  give  to  the 
policy-holders  a  statement  of  facts  relative  to 
the  business  of  the  company,  and  showed  to 
them  a  true  account  of  his  stewardshtp  of  their 
Interests,  He  gave  a  copy  of  the  Harper  will 
and  showed  the  committee  a  contract  of  com- 
missions made  with  Mr.  Harper  by  the  com- 
pany, whereby  he  and  bis  heirs  were  to  receive 
20  cents  per  J1,000  for  all  insurance  written 
from  that  date. 

Fol.  12.— This  contract  was  made  with  the 
company  prior  to  his  becoming  president  of 
the  association,  and  continued  during  his  life, 
and  by  the  terms  of  contract  to  continue  dur- 
ing the  continuance  of  the  association,  on  the 
margin  of  which  was  written  by  Mr.  Harper, 
tbe  limitation  of  the  terms  of  commission  to 
all  business  done  during  his  lifetime.  He 
also  gave*  releases  each  year  for  one-third 
of  the  amount  accruing  from  such  commission. 
Whatever  responsibility  attaches  to  the  con- 
tract made  has  not  been  incurred  by  any  officer 
of  the  company.  Whenever  such  policies  ex- 
pire the  commission  ceases,  but  so  long  as 
the  policies  or  renewals  of  the  same  remain  In 
force  the  commission  accrues  to  his  legatees. 

Fol.  IS.— The  report  of  the  Pittsburg  com- 
mittee was  published  In  President  Burnham's 
annual  report,  and  was  signed  by  '  Alexander 
Demster,  chairman,  Cadwallader,  Evans  and  by 
Howard  Morton,  committee.'  The  report  was 
mailed  to  policy-holders  in  February,  1896. 

Shortly  after  the  death  of  the  late  B.  B. 
Harper,  in  an  effort  to  obtain  a  settlement  with 
his  legatees,  Mr.  Burnham.  according  to  an- 
nouncements in  the  daily  press,  cauaei]  a 
'  friendly  suit '  to  be  brought  by  them  In  the 
Supreme  Court  of  New  York,  the  Mutual  Re- 
eervf  being  the  defendant,  and  in  its  answer, 
which  is  now  a  part  of  the  court  record,  among 
other  things,  alleging  as  follows  :— 

Fol.  14.— Alleges  on  Information  and  behalf 
that  pursuant  to  said  constitution  as  so  amend- 
ed the  said  Edward  D.  Harper  was  elected  presi- 


dent for  one  year,  and  was  thereafter  annually 
elected  such  president  until  July,  1895,  but  at  all 
of  said  times  respectively  the  term  at  bis  office 
was  one  year  only,  and  no  longer,  and  his  salary 
was  each  year  duly  fixed  by  the  executive  com- 
mittee of  the  defendant  association  In  ac- 
cordance with  its  constitution  and  by-laws, 
and  yia.*  duly  paid  him  in  full. 

Fol.  15.— Alleges,  on  Information  and  be- 
lief that  the  said  Edward  D.  Harper  was  a 
member  of  the  defendant  association  and  had 
no  right  to  make  the  agreement  alleged,  or 
Intended  to  be  alleged,  In  the  complaint,  by 
the  performance  of  which  agreement  a  portion 
of  the  annual  dues  would  be  diverted  from 
their  proper  use  for  his  beoeSts.  Denies  upon 
information  and  belief  that  any  board  of  di- 
rectors, or  any  officers  of  the  defendant  asso- 
ciation ever  at  any  time  had  any  right  or  au- 
thority to  dispose  of  the  future  earnings  or  In- 
come of  said  association  in  the  manner  and 
for  the  purposes  in  said  complaint  alleged,  or 
to  make  the  agreement  alleged,  or  intended 
to  be  alleged  In  the  complaint  herein.  • 

Fol.  16. — Alleges  on  information  and  belief 
that  said  defendant  has  fully  paid  and  dis- 
charged and  performed  and  settled  for  every 
sum  or  sums  of  money  due  to  the  said  E.  B. 
Harper  or  bis  legal  representatives,  now  or 
at  any  time  or  times  any  and  every  obligation 
now  or  at  any  time  existing  against  it,  which 
he  or  any  of  his  legal  representatives  other- 
wise would  or  could  have  or  had  against  It, 
and  denies  that  it  Is  indebted  to  the  plaintiffs 
in  any  sum  whatever." 

Fol.  17. — To  all  of  these  allegations,  made 
only  a  short  time  after  this  statement  to  the 
Pittsburg  committee,  president  Burnham  caus- 
ed the  following  afBdavlt  to  be  made  by  Chas. 
W.  Camp,  secretary  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association  : 

Fol.  18. — Chas.  W.  Camp,  being  duly  sworn, 
says  :  That  he  is  the  secretary  of  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  the  defendant 
above  named  ;  that  he  has  read  the  foregoing 
answer  and  knows  the  contents  thereof  ;  and 
that  the  same  Is  true  to  his  ov/a  knowledgt. 
except  as  to  the  matters  therein  stated  to  be 
alleged  on  Information  and  belief,  and  as  to 
those  matters  he  believes  ft  to  be  true, 

Fol.  19. — The  above  allegations  and  affidavit 
seems  to  prove  that  when  President  Burnham 
stated  to  the  committee  of  policy-holders  that 
the  Mutual  Reserve  was  legally  bound  to  pay 
20  cents  on  each  thousand  dollars  of  Insurance 
in  force  under  the  Harper  contract  he  stated 
that  which  was  not  true,  and  what  Is  still  more 
serious,  Mr.  Burnham  at  the  time,  as  shortly 
before  the  above  allegations  and  affidavits 
were  made,  received.  In  addition  to  his  salary, 
large  sums  of  money  claimed  to  be  due  under 
the  contract,  and  used  it  without  accounting 
for  it,  and  still  continues  to  pay  out  the 
funds  of  the  association  to  others,  which 
amounts  so  paid  are  charged  as  commissions, 
accruing  under  the  contract,  one  payment  alon* 
being  for  |3S,000.  The  total  claims  to  have  been 
paid  to  one  person  already  exeeefl*  1180,000. 

Pol.  20.— Second  Vice-President  Wells,  the 
treasurer,  the  Hon.  John  W.  Vrooman  and 
others,  having  protested  against  so  large  an 
amount  being  appropriated  by  the  president 
in  addition  to  his  salary,  Mr.  Burnham  caused 
the  following  resolution  to  be  adopted  by  the 
board  of  directors  : 

•  Resolved,  That  all  payments  heretofore  made 
to  the  president  from  the  contingent  fund  es- 
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tabtfshed  by  resolution  of  the  board,  dated 
February  19,  1S96,  and  the  expenditures  and 
disposition  thereof  be  and  are  hereby  in  all 
respects  approved,  conSrmed  and  adopted.' 

Fol.  21. — '  Aa  the  above  resolution  was  adopted 
August  10,  1898,  It  appears  perfectly  clear  that 
President  Burnbam  coatinued  to  drav  moneys 
under  the  Harper  contract.  For  at  least  four- 
teeD  months  after  he  caused  the  allegations 
and  affidavits  to  be  made  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
which  allegations  and  affidavits  show  that  no 
moneys  whatever  could  legally  be  paid  under 
the  Harper  contract. 

Fol.  22.— The  fact  that  Mr.  F.  A.  Burnham 
was  the  attorney  who  drew  up  the  will  of  the 
late  E.  B.  Harper,  and  which  provided  that  In 
the  event  of  his  not  being  elected  president, 
oue-tblrd  of  the  renewal  commission  due  an- 
Dually  under  the  Harper  contract  was  to  be  paid 
him,'  ahould  not  be  overlooked,  and  it  seems  to 
show  that  he  must  have  known  all  the  particu- 
lars relating  to  it.  Those  of  us  who  still  revere 
the  name  and  memory  of  the  late  E.  B.  Harper 
remember  with  horror  the  unseemly  bABte  in 
the  election  of  his  successor  ;  the  facts  being 
that  in  the  afternoon  of  the  same  day  Mr.  Har- 
per died,  Mr.  Burnham  being  chairman  of  the 
executive  committee,  called  a  special  meeting  of 
the  directors  and  bad  himself  elected  president. 

Fol.  23. — Realizing  that  the  amount  which 
under  any  pretext  could  be  handed  over  to  him 
under  the  contracts  Is  rapidly  growing  smaller 
by  reason  of  this  discontinuance  of  the  policies 
written  prior  to  the  death  of  the  late  E.  B.  Bat- 
per.  and  being  anxious  to  have  his  income  re- 
main at  as  large  a  Qgure  as  possible,  Mr.  Burn- 
ham  caused  the  following  resolution  to  be  passed 
by  the  board  of  directors  : — 

Fol.  24.— Resolved,  that  no  further  payments 
be  made  from  the  said  contingent  funds,  and  In 
Jieu  thereof  ihe  executive  committee  be  and  is 
hereby  iDSiructed  to  place  upon  the  pay-roll  of 
the  association  the  sum  of  1200  weekly,  to  be 
drawn  and  receipted  fur  by  the  president.  In 
addition  to  the  salaries  from  time  to  time  fixed 
and  establisbed  and  paid  to  him,  which  weekly 
sum  of  (200  shall  constitute  a  continent  fund  to 
be  used  and  expended  by  him  without  account- 
ing therefor,  and  in  his  sole  discretion,  and  to 
that  end,  that  the  sum,  as  well  as  the  amount 
heretofore  drawn,  be  regarded  as  an  addition  to 
his  compensation.  ^ 

We  call  the  attention  of  ihe  policy-holders  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve  to  one  or  two  facts  Indi- 
cated by  the  above  resolutions,  viz.: 

Fol.  2S.— (a.)That  it  clearly  shows  that  the 
board  of  directors,  being  selected  and  elected  by 
President  Burnham,  he  holding  the  proxies,  are 
directed  by  him  and  always  do  as  he  directs. 
This  la  the  only  explanation  which  can  be  given 
of  a  transaction  so  outrageously  illegal  and  un- 
just to  policy-holders. 

(b.)  That  in  passing  the  above  resolution  an 
attempt  was  made  to  legalize  the  sums  Illegally 
.appropriated  by  Mr.  Burnham  under  the  so- 
called  Harper  contract. 

Fol.  26.— Fourth,  That  President  Burnham, 
finding  it  necessary  to  explain  to  policy-hold- 
ers why  ex-Po9tmaster  General  James,  Treas- 
urer Hon.  John  W.  Vroomao,  Vice-President 
and  Chairman  of  the  Executive  Comtnlttee  J. 
D.  Wells,  Assistant  Secretary  J,  M.  Stevenson, 
Auditor  J.  F.  Hoffecicer  and  John  Maclay,  edi- 
tor of  the  '  Insurance  Bconomlst,'  are  not  now 
connected  with  the  association,  has  caused  the 
statement  to  be  circulated  that  they  were 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMV'ILLB. 


dismissed  from  the  services  of  the  Mntnal 
Reserve  ;  and  this  in  the  face  of  the  tact  that 
all  of  these  officials  severed  their  connection 
by  resignation  and  refused  to  allow  their  names 
to  be  longer  associated  with  the  present  man- 
agement, which  resignations  have  been  pub- 
lished in  the  dally  press. 

Fol.  27.— Fifth.  Under  the  direction  of  Presi- 
dent Burnham  or  some  other  olScers  or  em- 
ployee, blank  forms  for  a  special  call,  num- 
bered 106,  and  dated  September  1,  1899.  wer« 
printed  and  a  large  number  of  them  filled  up 
and  entries  made  upon  the  assessment  regis* 
ters  In  red  Ink,  marked  '  Special  Call  106,' 
the  amount  due  on  the  assessments  being  filled 
in,  and  yet  in  the  face  of  all  this.  President 
Burnham,  in  a  letter  addressed  to  ua,  made 
the  following  statement  : 

Foi.  28. — '  I  will  thank  yon  to  fUralsh  ma 
with  the  source  of  your  misinformation.  Tbe 
directors  and  board  of  executive  committee 
of  the  association  fix  the  times  and  amounu 
of  the  assessments,  and  neither  body  has  di- 
rected that  a  special  call  be  made  on  Septem- 
ber 1.  as  you  say  you  are  informed,  or  even 
considered  such  action.' 

Fol.  29. — The  above  was  in  answer  to  a  let- 
ter which  we  addressed  to  President  Burnham 
remonstrating  against  this  special  call  behiK 
sent  out.  and  also  against  the  enormous  sum 
of  $179,392.91,  having  been  expended  in  cost 
of  adjusting  death  claims,  cost  Incurred  in  col- 
lecting assessments,  &c..  Id  the  six  months  pre- 
vious to  September,  1899. 

If  the  statements  made  In  the  above  quoU- 
tlon  from  President  Bumham's  letter  are  cor- 
rect, it  is  easy  to  see  that  he,  and  not  the 
board  of  directors  or  executive  committee. 
Is  the  management. 

Fol.  30.— That  a  special  call  was  intended  to 
be  made  on  the  let  of  September  Is  either  trie 
or  the  Mutual  Reserve  Is  managed  by  a  set  ol 
lunatics  ;  otherwise  bow  can  we  account  for 
the  blank  forms  having  been  printed,  filled  up. 
ready  tor  mailing,  and  tbe  entries  made  upon 
the  assessment  registers  ? 

Fol.  31.— In  addition  to  having  denied,  in  the 
letter  referred  to,  that  a  special  call  was  to 
be  made  on  September  1,  President  Burnham 
has  allowed  the  positive  statement  to  be  made 
In  the  '  Insurance  Economist,*  the  official  or- 
gan of  the  Mutual  Reserve,  and  ip  other  in- 
surance Journals,  and  by  a  member  of  the 
agency  committee  over  his  signature,  that 
'  there  never  was  any  Intention  ot  making  a 
special  call.'  In  every  paper  and  letter  where 
it  is  denied  that  it  was  the  Intention  of  tbe 
management  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  to  make 
a  special  call,  a  false  statement  is  made,  and 
known  to  be  so  by  President  Burnham. 

Fol.  32— Sixth  In  the  year  1896.  several 
months  after  the  first  reapportionment  of  the 
rates  was  made,  Mr.  F.  A.  Burnham  called  us 
into  his  office  and  requested  us  to  attend  > 
meeting  of  dissatisfied  policy-holders  which 
was  to  be  held  In  the  Equitable  Building,  in-^ 
structing  us  that  if  objection  was  made  to  our 
presence  we  should  state  that  we  had  Imd 
dismissed  from-  the  service  of  the  company, 
and  if  we  succeeded  in  getting  In.  to  make  u 
effcrrt  to  tnfiuence  the  meeting  and,  if  possible, 
get  it  to  endorse  the  Increase  of  rates  8> 
being  absolutely  necessary.  It  is  needless  to 
say  that,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  Mr. 
Burnham  argued  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
officer  or  employee  to  lie,  if  the  interests  of 
the  association  required  It,  we  refused  to  com- 
ply with  his  request,  believing  as  we  do  that 
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tbe  man  wbo  deliberately  lies  is  woree  tbas 
a  tbief. 

Fo).  33.— It  Is  a  matter  of  history  tbat  Preat- 
deot  Burnbam  succeeded  in  getticg  an  agent 
of  tbe  assoctation  not  only  to  He  bimself  into 
the  meeting  referred  to,  but  also  to  have  bim- 
self elected  cbainnao  of  a  committee  of  tbe 
same  disBatlsfled  policy-holders,  and  a  few 
days  afterwards  went  tbrougb  tbe  farce  of 
waiting  on  tbe  presldeat  for  an  explanation  of 
the  Increase  in  rates,  Ac.  In  the  report  made 
by  this  conuntttee,  as  might  have  been  ex- 
pected, the  management  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve was  not  only  endorsed,  but  blgbly  com- 
mended for  having  Increased  tbe  rates.  Tbe 
gentleman  who  so  faithfully  served  President 
Burnbam  In  this  connection  was  Hr.  E.  Ran- 
dolph Taylor,  wbo  In  tbts  particular  case  pass- 
ed off  as  E.  Randolph,  and  a  representative 
of  one  of  the  daily  papers.  . 

Pol.  84.— No  one  endowed  with  even  ordi- 
nary Intelligence  can  read  the  report  of  the 
Superintendent  and  Examiner  of  the  Insurance 
Department  of  the  State  of  New  York  in  the 
recent  examination  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Life  Association  without  being  convinced  that 
It  Is  In  a  most  critical  conditton,  and  that  the 
management  has  laid  itself  open  to  criminal 
prosecutlou. 

Pol.  35. — Thousands  of  dollars  of  tbe  funds 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  have  bean  expended  in 
an  effort  to  counteract  the  evil  effects  of  this 
report.  Two  prominent  lawyers.  Colonel  Jaa. 
and  Edward  Lauterbach  were  each  paid  a  re- 
taining fee  of  95,000,  and  both  went  to  Albany 
to  urge  tbe  superintendent  to  modify  his  re- 
port. In  almost  every  insurance  Journal  carry- 
ing tbe  advertisement  of  tbe  association  there 
appeared  editorials  commending  tbe  mans^e- 
ment  and  abusing  tbe  Insurance  Department, 
which  have  been  paid  for  either  In  the  way 
of  ordering  special  copies  or  as  extra  adver- 
tising. 

Fol.  36.— We  are  sorry  to  be  forced  to  say 
that  In  our  opinion  tbe  superintendent  has 
compromised  himself  and  to  a  greater  or  less 
«xtent  detracted  from  the  dignity  of  bis  de- 
partment by  failing  to  do  his  whole  duty  in 
this  case. 

Referring  to  tbe  charges  made  against  the 
management,  be  makes  the  following  state- 
ments ;— 

Fol.  37.— Tbe  examiner  was  commissioned 
tn  make  an  examination  of  the  association's 
affairs.  He  confined  bis  report  to  matters  re- 
lating to  its  condition  and  did  not  go  into  the 
matter  of  the  charges  referred  to,  but  derived 
tbe  information  embraced  in  bis  report  from 
the  books  and  records  of  the  association.' 

The  charges  referred  to  In  tbe  above  ex- 
tract were  made  and  sworn  to  at  the  request 
of  the  superintendent  by  two  trustworthy  and 
respectable  men,  whose  reputation  for  veracity 
was  established  beyond  question  long  before 
President  Burnbam  was  connected  with  tbe 
Hutual  Reserve,  viz.:  by  ex-President  and 
Chairman  of  the  Executive  Committee  J.  D. 
Weils  and  ex-Assistant  Secretary  J,  M.  Steven- 
son. 

Fol.  38. — If  tbe  charges  are  false,  it  follows 
that  both  Mr.  Wells  and  Mr.  Stevenson  are 
guilty  of  perjury,  and  yet  tbe  Superintendent 
of  Insurance,  wbo  Is  suposed  to  be  tbe  guardian 
of  the  policy-holders  of  life  Insurance  com- 
panies doing  business  in  the  state  of  New 
York,  says  that  he  '  did  not  go  into  the  matter 
of  the  charges  referred  to.' 


Fol.  39.— In  order  that  policy-holders  may 
know  to  what  extent  the  superintendent  did 
his  duty  In  this  examination,  we  herewith  en- 
umerate tbe  principal  charges  made  and  sworn 
to  by  Vice-President  Wells  and  Assistant-Sec- 
retary J.  M.  Stevenson,  and  which  are  still 
standing  and  not  proved  to  be  untrue,  ttaey  are 
as  follows: — 

That  President  Burnbam  has  illegally  di- 
verted to  bis  own  personal  use  and  benefit 
tbe  funds  of  the  association; 

That  he  Illegally  and  fraudulently  paid  large 
sums  of  money  to  Moton  D.  Moss; 

Fol.  40.— That  he  illegally  and  fraudulently 
released  the  said  Moton  O.  Moss  of  indebtedaesi 
amounting  to  $150,000; 

That  he  illegally  credited  the  said  Hoton  D. 
Moss  with  over  {93,000  under  tbe  false  pre- 
tense that  It  was  due  him  ; 

That  he  has  fraudulently  diverted  htndreds 
of  thousands  of  dollars  '  from  the  mortuary 
fund  of  tbe  association; 

Fol.  41.— That  he  borrowed  from  officers  and 
directors  of  the  association  sums  aggregating 
from  120,000  to  $40,000,  a  part  of  which  he  paid 
back  illegally  out  of  tbe  funds  of  the  associa- 
tion; 

That  he  illegally  paid  large  sums  of  money 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  association  to  numerous 
lawyers  for  rendering  him  personal  services  ; 

That  he  swore  to  annual  reports  which  were 
false  and  untrue  ; 

That  he  fraudulently  altered  or  caiMed  to  ba 
altered  the  terms  of  certain  contracts  between 
the  association  and  Moton  D.  Moss,  by  which 
the  association  suffered  serious  financial  loss  ; 

Fol.  42.— That  he  fraudulently  used  the  pay- 
rolls of  the  association  for  his  own  purposes 
and  to  cover  questionable  transactions  and  to 
misappropriate  the  funds  of  the  association  ; 

That  be  holds  tbe  proxies  of  the  members  of 
the  association  and  uses  them  for  his  own  per- 
sonal ends  to  appoint  all  directors  and  ofllcers, 
aud  in  this  way  he  makes  himself  the  embodi- 
ment of  tbe  management  of  the  association. 

Fol.  43. — If  the  superintendent  did  not  go  Into 
these  Charges  In  the  examination  which  he  made, 
for  what  purpose,  we  ask.  did  he  make  the  ex- 
amination ?  It  the  charges  were  false,  why  did 
he  not  say  so  ?  If  they  were  true,  why  did  ha 
not  say  so,  and  place  facts  before  tbe  Attorney 
Oeneral  and  urge  him  to  take  action  ? 

If  tb«  Insurance  Department  does  cot  exist 
tor  the  protection  of  policy-holders,  what  Is  tbe 
use  of  annually  expending  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  dollars  for  its  maintenance  ? 

Fol.  45.— It  an  official  examination  was  made 
and  questionable  transactions  '  and  the  dis- 
honesty of  the  management  was  concealed,  the 
department,  instead  of  protecting  the  policy- 
holders, is  lending  its  influence  for  the  encour- 
agement of  such  dlsbonest  management,  and  In 
this  way  places  the  company  or  association  so 
managed  in  a  much  worse  condition  than  was 
the  poor  man  wbo,  on  his  way  from  Jerusalem 
to  Jericho,  fell  among  thieves,  because  instead 
of,  like  the  good  Samaritan,  caring  for  the 
wounded  man.  It  practically  protects  those  by 
whom  he  was  despoiled.  This.  In  the  case  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve,  seems  to  be  literally  true, 
tbe  LevUe  and  the  priest— the  superintendent 
and  the  Attorney  General  have  both  passed  by 
on  the  other  side,  and  the  vice-president,  Wells, 
has  been  put  to  tbe  expense  of  defending  a  suit 
for  libel,  Mr.  Burnbsm  having  taken  this  means 
of  making  it  appear  that  tbe  charges  are  false. 
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We  believe  that  every  one  of  the  allegatioas 
made  la  the  charges  with  the  Insurance  Depart- 
ment at  the  request  of  the  superinteodent 
should  have  been  iDvestlsated,  and  a  statement 
of  the  facts  given  to  the  members  of  tbe  asso- 
ciation. 

Fol.  46.— It  must  be  admitted  that  President 
Burnbam  and  those  associated  with  blm  in  the 
management,  in  taking  advantage  of  every 
means  possible  to  delay  tbe  trial  of  tbe  so- 
oalled  libel  suit  against  Vice-President  Wells, 
do  not  act  like  men  who  court  investigation. 
Despite  every  effort  which  Mr.  Wells  and  bis 
counsel.  ex-Qovernor  Bl^ck,  bave  been  able  to 
make,  it  has  been  found  impossible  to  bring  tbe 
case  before  the  courts. 

Fol.  47.— If  policy-holders  combine  as  they 
should  do,  not  only  to  use  their  influence,  but 
Also  to  furnisb  the  means  necessary  to  remove 
the  present  management,  the  association  can 
yet  he  saved  ;  otherwise  they  are  sure  to  lose 
all  that  they  have  paid,  as,  in  my  opinion,  fail- 
ure Is  inevllabie  under  the  present  management 
It  is  our  intention  In  the  next  issue  fo  expose 
the  dishonest  tactics  adopted  by  the  Mutual 
Reserve  to  force  the  flfteen-year  policy-holders 
either  to  give  up  their  insurance  altogether  or 
accept  the  new  policy  ;  suffice  it  to  say  that  a 
policy-bolder  insuring  contributes  |11.82  to  the 
mortuary  fund  on  each  $1,000  insurance.  I.e..  ten 
cents  per  the  mortuary  fund  of  the  association 
than  a  person  Insured  at  the  same  age  and  (or 
the  same  amount  on  the  so-called  five-year  level 
premium  plan,  and  yet  the  person  insured  on 
the  flfteen-year  plan  has  had  his  premium  in- 
creased three  different  tiroes,  and' is  now  paying 
the  amount  Indicated  by  the  table  of  rates  at 
age  attained.  Instead  of  at  age  of  entry. 

Fol.  49.— A  person  Insured  In  1889,  on  the 
flfteen-year  plan,  for  $1,000.  aged  35.  commenced 
by  paying  |11.93  each  year  to  the  mortuary  fund 
and  is  now  called  upon  to  pay  $14.94,  being  an 
increase  of  $2.01,  being  the  amount  indicated  in 
the  table  of  rates  at  age  attained.  A  person  In- 
sured at  age  35  on  tbe  flve-year  plan  only  coc- 
Irlbutes  $11.82  to  the  mortuary  fund  on  each 
11.000  Insurance,  I.e.,  ten  cents  per  tl,i^5o  less 
than  a  flfteen-year  policy-holder  at  the  same 
year  the  first  year,  and  yet  the  actuary  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve,  Mr,  George  D.  Eldridge.  under 
tbe  beading,  '  Five  Year  Combination  Option 
Plan,'  page  86  of  the  '  Agents'  Manual,'  makes 
tbe  following  statement : — 

Fol.  50.— This  plan  Is  offered  to  meet  the 
needs  of  those  who  desire  to  purchase  Insurance 
at  a  rate,  payable  from  the  start,  practically 
ample  to  provide  for  the  Increasing  cost  due  to 
increasing  age  by  accumulation,  thus  rendering 
payments  uniform   throughout  the  life  of  the 

policy  The  central  or  principal  point 

t»,  however,  the  sufficiency  of  the  ratea  to  se- 
cure the  payment  of  every  claim  throughout 
life.  Questions  of  dividends  Incidental  In  char- 
acter may  he  regulated  to  the  results  of  ex- 
perience, provided  only  the  policy-holder  Is 
satlafled  of  the  ample  provision  made  for  death 
claim  payment,  that  being  the  central  object  of 
a  life  insurance  policy.' 

Fol.  51.— Following  this  is  a  series  of  figures, 
it  being  assumed  that  a  company  starts  with 
$10,000,000  of  insurance  In  force  at  the  rate 
charged  for  the  '  Five-year  Combination  Op- 
tion Policy.'  and  that  no  new  business  be 
written,  the  whole  $10,000,000  being  considered 
by  Itself.  At  the  end  of  the  first  ten  years  Mr. 
SIdrldge  makes  out  that  there  would  be  a  bal- 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILT^K. 


ance  to  the  credit  of  tbe  company  of  $4M,3M  ; 
that  at  the  end  of  the  seeond  ten  years  there 
would  be  a  balance  of  $850,413  ;  that  at  tbe  end 
of  the  third  ten  years  there  would  be  a  balaa« 
of  $955,897  ;  that  at  tbe  end  of  the  fourth  term 
of  ten  yera  there  would  be  a  balance  of  $815,191; 
and  he  concludes  the  demonstration  as  follows  : 

Fol.  52. — Thus  the  association  has  In  hand  re- 
sources sufficient  to  meet  every  dollar  of  out- 
standing insurance  as  It  shall  mature,  no  fur- 
ther lapse  or  discontinuance,  otherwise  than  by 
death,  being  taken  Into  the  calculation.' 
Fol.  53. — Be  it  remembered  that  these  calcnla- 
tions  were  made  by  Mr.  Bldrldge,  actuary  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  after  the 
reapportionment  of  experience  of  Its  whole  hii- 
tory,  and  therefore  he  surely  was  In  a  position 
to  know  the  rates  had  been  made  and  when  h< 
had  before  him.  or  should  bave  had,  the  mor- 
tality amount  likely  to  be  required  for  the  pay- 
ment of  every  death  claim  in  fall. 

Fol.  54.— If  this  is  true,  how  can  tbe  manage- 
ment Justify  Its  action  in  Increasing  the  rate  oa 
the  flfteen-year  policy-holders  and  forcing  then 
to  pay  all  the  way  from  twenty-five  per  cent  to 
fifty  per  cent  more  than  the  amount  called  for 
by  the  experience  table  of  mortality  ? 

We  shall  deal  with  this  subject  more  at  langtll 
in  a  future  issue. 

III.  That  the  prosperity,  usefulness,  perman- 
ency and  progress  of  the  plalntltt,  are  depend- 
ent not  only  on  the  honesty  and  skill  of  the 
management,  but  also  In  the  confidence  of  the 
members  and  the  public  therein,  and  in  the 
officers  who  conduct  the  same  ;  that  the  money 
to  pay  death  claims  are  voluntarily  paid  by  ihe 
members  when  called  for  in  assessments  ;  and 
the  faith  and  credit  due  to  said  plaintiff  In  its 
said  business,  and  the  safety,  stability  and 
character  of  the  said  platntltf,  are  and  were  at 
all  times  in  the  complaint  mentioned  known  by 
tbe  public  and  all  said  persons,  to  be  depend- 
ent upon  tbe  honesty  and  skill  in  the  conduct  of 
the  said  business  and  In  the  management  there- 
of. 

Fol.  66.— IV.  That  the  Mtld  article,  matter  and 
words  aforesaid,  in  so  far  as  they  state  or  in- 
sinuate that  the  officers  of  this  corporation  have 
been  or  were  guilty  of  any  crime,  offence  or  Im- 
proper conduct  In  cairylng  on  the  plalntUTs 
business,  were  and  are  false,  malicious  and  de- 
famatory. 

Fol.  57.— V.  That  the  said  article,  matter  and 
words  aforesaid.  In  so  far  as  they  state  or  In- 
sinuate that  the  plaintiff  Is,  or  Is  about  to  be* 
come  insolvent,  bankrupt,  or  that  It  Is  unable  to 
meet  Its  Just  dues  and  obligations,  or  that  the 
rights  of  its  shareholders,  members  or 
tors  are  about  lo  be  imperilled,  were  and  are 
false,  malicious  and  defamatory. 

Fol.  58.— VI.  That  by  reason  of  the  printing 
and  publishing  of  the  said  article,  matters  and 
words  aforesaid,  plaintiff  has  become  injured  In 
its  business.  Its  credit  In  the  commercial  and 
Insurance  world  has  been  impaired,  and  Its  good 
name  and  reputation  has  been  brought  Into  pub- 
lic scandal,  infamy  and  disgrace  to  its  dantaf* 
in  tbe  sum  of  fifty  thousand  dollars. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-Is  that  what  tbe? 
paid  Mr.  Paterson,  $5,000  for  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Yes,  they  paid 
liliu  ¥5.000  for  Injuring  the  business,  the 
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good  name,  aud  rei)utatioti  of  the  company. 
The  document  concludes  as  follows  ;— 

Wherefore  the  plaintiff  demands  judgment 
against  the  defendant  for  the  sum  of  fifty  thou- 
sand dollars  ($50,000),  together  with  the  cost 
of  this  action. 

JAHES,  SCHBLL  ft  ELKUS, 
Attoniers  for  Plaintiff. 
Office  and  post  office  address, 

56  Pine  Street.  Borough  of  Manhattan, 
New  Tort  City. 

Tills  Is  the  document  that  the  Senate  Ik 
asked  to  cut  out  of  the  report.  See  what 
follows.  I  have  read  what  it  is  proposed 
to  cut  out ;  now  let  us  see  what  evidence 
would  have  to  go  with  it,  because  If  the 
report  is  to  be  emasculated  by  striking  out 
this  document  the  evldeuce  will  have  uo 
meaning.  We  must  discuss  this  report 
tboronglily,  aud  I  shall  now  read  the  evi- 
dence which  has  that  document  for  Itt 
foundation  : 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Lougbeed  : 

Q.  Tou  Btate  that  you  received  |S,000  for  the 
purpose  of  allowing  this  case  to  drop  ;  is  that 
It  ? — A.  That  is  as  I  understand  it. 

Q.  Surely  the  plaintiffs  could  have  discon- 
tlnued  a  civil  action  against  you  If  they 
chose  ? — A.  I  would  have  had  them  arrested 
the  next  morning  If  they  did. 

Q.  For   discontinuing  ?— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Arresting  a  plaintiff  for  discontinuing  a 
civil  action  ?— A.  Yes,  certainly. 

Q.  It  la  an  extraordinary  syatem  of  legal 
jurisprudence  If  that  Is  so.  This  was  a  civil 
action,  I  understand  ?— A.  "Yes. 

Q.  Am  I  to  understand  that  you  etill  labour 
under  the  Impression  that  you  received  95,000 
for  permitting  the  plaintiffs  In  this  case  to 
discontinue  a  civil  action  against  you  ?— A. 
Yes. 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  McSweeney  : 
Q.  You  got  the  money,  anyhow  ? — A.  Yes. 

How  would  they  know  what  the  money 
was  for  without  t&e  document  which  de- 
scribed It  ?  The  document  shows  why  the 
action  was  brougbt.  aiitl,  tbat,  without  es- 
tablishing either  the  truth  or  the  falsity 
Of  the  statements  contained  in  the  docu- 
ment, the  company  paid  the  man  tliey 
charged  with  libelling  them  a  sum  of  $5,000 
to  drop  the  action.  Why  exclude  that  from 
tlie  report  ?  I  cannot  understand.  It  is  what 
is  called  hair-splitting.  The  report  con- 
tinues ; 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Lougbeed  : 
Q.  That  Is  your  understanding  ?— A.  Yes. 
Q.  So  that  when  it  comes  to  cross-examina- 
tion or  an  explanation  afterwards  there  will 
be  no  misunderstanding  ? — A.  Oh.  no. 
By  the  Hon'  Mr.  B61que  : 
Q.  Do  you  claim  that  under  the  law  of  New 
Tork  that  a  party  who  takes  a  civil  action  for 
damages  cannot  discontinue  the  action  by  pay- 


ing the  costs  ?— A.  Had  they  discontinued  the 
action  they  would  not  have  paid  the  costs.  The 
only  way  they  could  have  discontinued  the 
action  was  by  abandoning. 

Q.  Do  you  claim  that  under  the  law  of  New 
York  It  Is  not  open  to  the  party  suing  tor 
damages  to  abandon  the  suit  and  discontinue 
—do  you  claim  It  Is  not  open  to  do  that  T— A. 
I  do  not  clatm  that. 

Q.  It  Is  not  open  to  every  suitor,  the  plain- 
tiff in  the  suit,  to  abandon  it,  and  then  the 
result  Is  that  the  defendant  recovers  cost 
against   him  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  then  it  left  your  right  to  sue  for 
false  arrest  open — your  right  In  damages 
against  them  for  false  arrest— it  left  that  right 
open  to  you  ? — A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  therefore  it  would  not  have  affected 
your  own  suit  against  them.  You  had  t^en 
a  suit  for  false  arrest  ? — A.  Yes. 

O,  And  you  would  have  the  right  to  continue 
that  suit  ? — A.  I  would. 

Q.  And  the  conditions  of  things  being  such, 
through  your  lawyers  and  theirs  they  arrived 
at  a  settlement  whereby  both  suits  were  to  be 
abandoned,  and  they  were  to  pay  you  |S,000  T — 
A.  Yes. 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Lougbeed  : 

Q.  Then  there  was  a  separate  action  or  pro- 
ceeding taken  against  you  on  the  criminal  side 
of  the  court  ? — A.  There  was. 

Q.  But  not  this  action  ?— A.  Not  this  action. 

O.  We  are  dealing  with  the  civil  proceeil- 
Ing  ?— A.  Yes.  that  is  right. 

Q.  And  there  was  a  criminal  proceeding  taken 
under  which  you  were  arrested  ? — A.  Yes. 

It  would '  be  in  satisfaction  of  that  you 
took  the  money  ? — A.  I  was  arrested  under  the 
civil  suit  and  put  under  ball  to  the  extent  of 
about  JIO.OOO,  and  about  a  year  afterwards  I 
was  arrested,  I  was  charged  with  criminal  libel 
and  arrested,  and  I  demanded  a  hearing  before 
the  magistrate  and  was  discharged,  and  Im- 
mediately on  being  discharged  I  entered  suit 
against  the  association  and  President  Burn- 
ham  for  $50,000. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Tell  the  committee  what  was  the  natura 
of  your  libel  against  the  company  ?   What  did 
they  arrest  you  for  ?— A.  The  criminal  libel. 

Now  it  Is  necessary  for  the  public  to  see 
the  whole  story  and  not  judge  by  the  views 
of  the  bon.  member  from  de  Salaberry  or  any 
one  else.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  tbat  when 
the  report  goes  into  the  bands  of  tbe  public 
they  will  pass  some  very  serious  commenls 
on  it.  Tbe  company  bluffed  this  man  in 
every  way  they  could,  and  when  they  could 
ti'ample  on  him  no  longer,  in  order  to  save 
their  own  skins,  they  paid  him  $5,000  to 
drop  the  suit.    The  report  continues  : 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Bdique  : 

Q.  What  was  the  date  of  the  civil  suit  ?— A. 
January,  1900. 

Q.  At  what  date  were  you  arrested  on  the 
criminal  charge  for  libel  ?— A.  Sometime  In 
the  year  1901. 

Q.  Beginning  of  1901  ?— A.  Yes,  abont  the 
beginning  of  1901. 

Q.  Were  you  arrested  on  the  criminal  charge 
before  the  settlement  took  place  ? — A.  I  was. 
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Q.  So  the  settlement  was  the  last  thing  ?— 
A.  Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  B£ique.— I  object  to  this  bill  of 
complalDt  going  on  the  record,  and  I  move 
that  this  document  be  slmplr  marked  for  Iden- 
tiflcatlon. 

The  motion  was  declared  lost. 

Hod.  Mr.  B^lque. — I  ask  that  the  names  be 
taken— the  yeae  and  nays. 

The  Chairman.— There  Is  nothing  before  the 
chatr.  and  I  think  the  names  cannot  now  be 
taken. 

By  Mr.  Coster,  K.C.,  Counsel  for  the  Com- 
mittee : 

Q.  I  would  BSk  you  to  read  section  20  of  th« 

Dominion  Insurance  Act,  chapter  20  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  or  Canada  ?— A.  Section  20 
reads  as  follows  : — 

'  Every  company  incorporated  or  legally 
formed  elsewhere  than  In  Canada,  and  at  pre- 
sent licensed  or  hereafter  licensed  under  this 
Act,  and  every  company  which  is  BUbJect  to  the 
provisions  of  this  Act,  shall  make  annual  state- 
ments of  its  conditions  and  affairs  at  the  bal- 
ancing day  of  the  company  In  each  year,  and 
the  form  and  manner  of  making  such  state- 
ments shall  as  to  the  Canadian  business  of 
such  company  be  the  same  as  Car  as  applicable 
and  as  Is  required  of  Canadian  companies,  anO 
as  to  its  general  business  shall  be  In  such 
form  as  sucb  company  is  required  by  law  to 
furnish  to  the  government  of  the  country  In 
which  Its  head  office  is  situated.' 

Q.  Have  you  made  a  comparison  between  the 
Bwom  statements  furnished  by  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association  to  the  Depart- 
ment of  Xew  York  and  also  Canada  ?— A.  1 
have. 

Q.  Would  you  look  at  those  paperi  now  pro- 
duced to  you.  and  say  If  those  are  correct  ex- 
tracts from  the  report  ? — A.  They  are. 

Q.  These  are  from  the  report  submitted  to 
the  Insurance  Department  of  the  stAte  of  New 
York  of  this  company,  and  also  to  the  Insur- 
ance Department  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada  ? 
—A.  Yes. 

I  probably  had  better  go  back  to  the  be- 
ginning of  this  part  to  show  what  these 
documents  are.  The  report  begins  fn  this 
way  : 

Ottawa,   July   12.  1904. 
The  committee  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
position  in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Lite  Asioclatlon  of  New  York,  resumed  at  10 
a.m. 

Mr,  Geoffrion,  counsel  for  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve, made  application  to  the  committee  for 
permission  to  reopen  the  cross-examination  of 
Mr.  Wells. 

J.  D.  Wells  recalled. 
By  Mr.  Coster,  counsel  tor  the  committee  : 

Q.  I  wish  you  to  identify  this  letter.  Ex- 
hibit No,  9.  See  If  you  know  what  that  Is  7 — 
A.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  June  25, 
ISSS,  by  the  Hon.  J.  W,  Vrooman,  treasurer 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association, 
to  Mr.  F.  A.  Burnham,  president. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto>-I  rise  to  a 
point  of  order.  What  is  being  read  now 
has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  point 
before  the  House,  which  Is  the  admissi- 
bility of  a  certsiin  document  as  evidence. 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


The  other  evidence  that  the  hon.  geuUenun 
has  been  reading  for  some  time  relates  to 
alieged  fact?,  hut  the  Question  we  are  con- 
finlng  ourselves  to  on  this  amendment  before 
the  House  is  whether  the  document  Is  or  \a 
not  admissible.  It  It  should  be  admitted, 
there  can  he  no  further  discussion  :  if  it 
Is  not  admissible,  all  this  is  aside  from  tlie 
question.  It  may  be  very  pertinent  to  an- 
other question,  and  may  all  be  entered  Into, 
but  In  the  meantime  the  point  of  order  Is 
that  all  this  discussion  Is  entirely  aside 
from  the  question  of  the  admissibility  of 
that  document. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOKAN— To  the  point  of  or 
der  raised  by  the  bon.  gentleman  from  To- 
ronto, I  have  to  say  that  I  fall  to  s&e  the 
point.  I  think  I  am  entitled  to  discuss  the 
point  of  order  raised  by  the  bon.  gentle- 
man, and  my  eyesight  is  not  too  bad  even 
at  tbis  late  hour  of  the  night.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay  is  now  prodacing 
eridence  before  this  House  to  show  irby 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry  should  not  pass.  He  is  pro- 
ducing the  best  evidence  that  has  ever  be<.'ii 
given  before  a  court,  and  he  is  producing 
stronger  evidence  than  was  ever  given  be- 
fore the  Senate.  The  hon.  senator  is  read- 
hig  from  documents  which  tend  to  show 
that  the  decision  of  the  committee— tliat  Is. 
tbe  chairman  of  the  committee  bailed  up 
by  the  vote  of  the  committee — Is  perfectly 
legal.  He  is  proving  from  the  evidence  sub- 
mitted to  tbe  committee,  that  the  documont 
is  entitled  to  be  entered,  and  Is  entered,  on 
our  records,  and  there  is  no  power  now  thrt 
usmalns  wltb  this  Senate  to  strike  it  ouL 
We  are  like  the  giant  fighting  against  the 
wind.  The  evidence  is  In  the  record,  and 
there  Is  no  power  In  this  body  or  outside  of 
i.'t  that  can  strike  the  evidence  out  It 
lias  been  accepted  and  circulated  by  tbis 
honourable  body.  The  evidence  is  printed 
to  the  extent  of  750  copies.  Now,  the  liou. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  is  forcing  tbe 
members  of  the  committee,  who  are  in  the 
majority,  and  who  know  more  fully  tbe 
merits  of  tbe  case  than  he  does  

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Will  the  hoa. 
gentleman  permit  Ine  to  soy  that  this  bxs 

nothing  to  do  with  the  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  nm  speaking  to 
the  hon.  'gentleman'%  point  of  order,  anA 
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I  most  respectfully  submit  to  this  House 
that  the  Senate  Is  not  in  a  position  to  Judge 
that  question  the  seme  as  the  committee 
was.  I  submit  that  point  to  the  hou.  sen- 
ator from  Toronto^  and  be  will  know,  as  an 
iible  exponent  of  the  taw,  what  that  means. 
Now,  as  to  the  point  of  order  raised,  that 
what  the  hon.  senator  from  Rothesay  is 
laying  before  the  Senate  Is  not  relevant  to 
the  amendment  moved  by  the  bon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  :  That  Is  a  matter 
of  opinion.  The  Tion.  Speaker  may  decide 
with  the  bon.  senator  from  Toronto  in  that 
regard,  bnt  before  a  decision  of  that  kind 
can  be  rendered,  it  is  within  the  privilege 
and  right  of  hon.  gentlemen  of  this 
House  to  put  on  record  their  protest,  be- 
cause <my  experience  Is  that  once  the  hon. 
Speaker  of  this  House  has  rendered  his 
decision,  we  have  no  right  to  discuss  a  mat- 
ter, although  it  may  be  a  matter  of  fact. 
I  would  understand.  If  the  hon.  Spealcer  of 
this  House  rendered  a  decision  on  a  qnes- 
Tion  of  principle  that  there  should  be  no 
discussion  of  that  principle,  but  when  a  de- 
cision Is  rendered  on  a  question  of  fact, 
then  it  is  a  question  of  who  has  seen  best 
and  who  has  heard  best. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— Wi)l  the  hon. 
gentleman  allow  me  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  interrupt. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Has  this  any- 
thing to  do  with  the  point  of  order  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  point  of  order 
is  raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  To- 
rontdt  i;taat  what  the  hon.  senator  from 
Rothesay  is  laying  before  this  Senate  is 
not  relevant  to  the  question  at  Issue,  and 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  amendment  of 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry. 
That  is  the  hon,  gentleman's  contention, 
and  I  respect  It.  I  admit  the  hon.  senator 
lias  the  right  to  put  his  view  before  this 
House,  and  ask  the  Speaker  to  pass  upon 
that  view,  but  I  claim  for  myself,  and  i 
claim  for  the  hon.  members  of  this  House, 
and  especially  of  that  committee,  the  right 
to  put  before  this  House  and  the  country 
other  views  than  those  put  by  the  hon. 
senator  from  de  Salaberry,  with  which  the 
hon.  Speaker  may  agree  or  may  not  agree. 
So  that  on  that  point  I  am  perfectly  In  or- 
der, and  I  hold  that  no  matter  what  the 


hon.  senator  may  say  with  regard  to  thai, 
the  evidence  of  Paterson  vs.  The  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New 
York  is  completely  in  order,  even  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Rothesay  had  to  go  through 
one  thousand  pages  of  the  evidence,  because 
It  is  an  essential  point  of  this  Investigation 
that  the  evidence  which  the  committee  tried 
to  adduce  before  it  for  the  enlightenment 
of  the  Senate  and  for  the  protection  of  tbe 
policy-holders  should  go  upon  the  records, 
notwithstanding  the  desperate  efforts  that 
wore  made  to  block  and  hamper  that  com- 
tnittee  In  having  that  evidence  adduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— And  if  those  desper- 
ate efforts  are  continued  now  to  prevent  the 
country  from  knowing  what  the  manage- 
ment of  that  company  is,  as  chairman  of 
that  committee  I  take  the  responsibility  of 
the  words  I  utter  


Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— As 
man. 


ex-ehalr- 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Not  ex-chairman  yet, 
as  the  hon.  Speaker  has  decided  that  I  am 
still  alive,  and  I  want  the  honourable  House 
and  especially  the  policy-holders  of  this  com- 
pany, to  understand  that  this  committee 
has  been  working  in  their  best  Interests. 
That  may  be  a  point  of  order.  I  say  that 
If  the  committee  admitted  tliat  evidence 
illegally  and  against  the  honour  of  this 
Rouse,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry has  stated  on  two  or  three  occasions 
before  the  committee  and  Iwfore  the  House, 
we  would  be  degrading  the  highest  Instl 
tutlon  of  the  country  by  admitting  evidence 
which  would  not  be  allowed  In  any  court 
of  justice.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  made 
that  statement  three  or  four  times,  nod  it 
shall  not  go  on  the  records  of  our  country 
that  a  committee  composed  of  nineteen  sen- 
ators were  guilty  of  an  act  that  would 
throw  discredit  on  this  chamber.  As  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  I  say  io  the  hon. 
gentleman  that  all  the  actions  taken  and 
decisions  arrived  at  by  that  committee  were 
supported  by  n  majority  of  that  committee, 
and  when  he  comes  before  the  House  and 
asks  to  have  this  evidence  struts  out,  he 
is  choHen^ug  the  honour  of  tbe  majority 
of  that  committee.  He  is  asking  this  hon- 
ourable House  to  chastise  that  committee; 
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to  say  that  the  commlttcee  dtd  not  knuw 
what  they  were  doing;  to  say  to  that  com- 
mittee that  they  are  dishonouring  and  dis- 
gracing the  House,  as  he  says  

The  SPEAKER— I  would  ask  the  lion, 
gentleman  to  what  Is  he  now  addressing 
himself  ?  I  think  there  are  times  when 
the  Speaker  must  depart  from  the  usual 
melhod.  The  hon,  gentleman  from  Uothe- 
sny,  making  a  speeech,  was  Interrupted  by 
a  question  of  order.  Now,  I  do  not  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  sliould 
take  the  floor  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rotbes&y. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  not  taken  the 
floor  from  him. 

The  SPEAKER-The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Victoria  has  not  been  speaking  to  the 

question. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-I  have  taken  the 
floor  on  the  question  of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman  Is 
not  discussing  the  point  of  order;  If  he  were 
I  should  not  object,  but  I  think  there  should 
be  some  regard  to  the  rules  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CI>ORAN-I)o  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Speaker  Is  not  aware  of  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto 
has  raised  a  question  of  order  ? 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  quite  aware  of  it, 
and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  keep  to 
that  question  he  will  be  In  order.  I  would 
not  think  of  Interrupting,  but  I  do  not  think 
It  is  fair  to  the  hou.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say or  to  the  House,  to  discuss  things 
which  have  no  connection  with  the  point  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGUSOX~Tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man should  speak  to  the  point  of  order,  and 
we  should  reach  a  decision  on  It 

The  SPEAKER-I  have  no  right  to  inter- 
fere, perhaps,  but  as  a  member  of  the  House, 
I  should  object  to  the  course  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON-It  does  strike  me  that 
unless  we  can  have  better  evidence  than 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  offers  us, 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  was 
perfectly  In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Heap,  hear. 
Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — He  was  showing  de- 
finitely and  reasonably,  perhaps  tedioasly  to 
some  hon.  members  of  the  House,  the  ne- 
c^slty  of  leaving  that  portion  of  the  eri- 
dence  taken  before  tba  committee  in  tbe 
record,  and  therefore  be  was  justly  witbln 
his  right  He  was  justly  witblu  his  rights 
In  every  respect,  and  should  not  have  been 
interrupted  by  the  hou.  gentleman  from 
Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  hour  is  get 
ting  late;  and  I  move  the  adjournmeat  of 
the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEROUSON— The  Speaker 
should  give  his  decision  on  the  poUit  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Ther* 
Is  no  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr,  FERGUSON— Yea.  there  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)-It  Is  not 

worth  while  considering. 

The  SPBAKBR— StricUy  speaking  the 
bon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  is  not  speak- 
ing alto^'etber  to  the  point.  In  some  of  the 
observations  he  made  recently,  but  It  has 
never  been  the  practice  In  tills  House  to  hold 
hon.  gentlemen  very  strictly  to  the  rule,  and 
perhaps  It  would  not  be  fair  to  surprise  the 
hou.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  by  enforcing 
the  rules  against  him.  I  think  the  better 
way  will  be  to  let  the  hon.  gentleman  pro- 
ceed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)-I  thinb 
every  member  of  this  House  has  the  right 
to  read  the  whole  of  that  evidence  on  tb? 
two  questions  before  the  House,  If  he  de- 
sires to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  Iiave  no  desire 
to  bore  this  House,  and  I  ask  that  the  evi- 
dence be  taken  as  read  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— We  like  It 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-The  hou.  gentle- 
man from  Toronto  says  'we.'  Why  does 
he  not  speak  for  himself.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  weak. 

Hou.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman wanted  to  return  to  the  facts  that 
preceded  or  led  up  to  the  introdnction  of 
that  document  when  he  was  luterrupted. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  Is  Just  what 
I  am  trying  to  do  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAN'DUItAXD— I  tliought  the 
hou.  gentleman  intended  returning  to'  the 
beginning  of  tlie  deposition  or  testimony  of 
Faterson.  If  be  wIJ)  tell  us  tbnt  that  de- 
position or  testimony  of  Mr.  Wells  bears 
at  all  upon  the  incident  that  we  are  dis- 
cussing I  withdraw  the  point  of  order  thut 
I  raised,  and  I  should  like  the  hon.  gentle- 
man to  declare  that,  if  be  does  not  want 
me  to  raise  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hou.  friend 
was  absent  from  tlie  committee  n  great 
deal,  and  perhaps  was  not  able  to  go  through 
the  evidence,  and  we  who  have  followed  tbe 
evidence  a  little  closer,  will  be  able  to  see 
the  poIi»t.  The  question  Is  ou  the  adoi)ti(»n 
of  the  seventh  report,  and  my  hon*  friend 
from  de  Salaberrj  has  moved  that  a  certain 
part  be  stmck  out.  I  fancy  I  would  have 
tbe  right  to  speak  to  the  whole  reiwrt,  as 
well  as  to  take  up  the  point  that  they  have 
no  rigbt  to  cut  out  a  certain  part.  The  whole 
report  is  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUOAND— But  does  the 
bon.  gentleman  contend  that  tbe  de^wsltiou 

of  Mr.  Wells,  which  he  was  reading  Prom, 
does  not  bear  upon  (he  admissibility  directly 
or  indirectly  of  that  document  which  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Saliiberry  desires 
should  be  struck  out  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Why  should  my 
hon.  friend  ask  me  to  admit  anything  ?  He 
wanted  me  to  admit  a  Bill  l>efore  It  was 
brongbt  in,  and  now  be  wants  me  to  admit 
something  before  I  rmd  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Tbe  lion,  gen- 
tleman should  know  whether  it  bears  on 
the  question  before  he  reads  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  have  half  a 
dozen  documents  to  read,  and  I  cannot  make 
a  selection  at  once.  This  Is  a  large  question 
Iwfore  tbe  country,  though  not  so  much 
here,  because  it  is  prejudicated  and  there- 
fore it  is  necessary  with  considerable  diffl- 
cnlty  to  myself  and  the  House,  that  this 
qnestion,  before  it  finally  leaves  the  Senate, 
should  go  l>efore  the  forty-eight  millions  of 
the  fifty-six  millions  of  the  policy-holders 
who  have  been  put  out  of  tbe  association, 
The  other  elgbt  millions  are  left,  watching 


tbe  course  of  the  hon.  member  from  de  Lor- 
imler,  and  tbe  course  taken  by  other  bon. 
gentlemen,  and  I  would  not  have  it  said  that 
I  have  been  brow-beaten,  nor  should  I  lilie 
to  have  them  think  there  bad  been  any  at- 
tempt to  brow-beat  tbat  committee,  and 
that  there  were  only  two  or  three  members 
on  that  committee  whose  knowledge  of  law, 
or  whose  knowledge  of  proceedings  was 
limited,  or  who  had  their  whole  Interest  at 
heart.  I  should  like  them  to  think  that  the 
other  sixteen  also  had  some  intimate  knowl- 
edge of  what  was  goinfr  on.  and  that  tliey 
would  like  to  place  before  the  people  of  this 
country  the  facts  in  their  entirety.  It 
is  not  as  If  this  bad  come  up  on  a  snap- 
shot question.  It  is  not  as  if  it  had  gone 
through  a  day  or  a  couple  of  days,  or  a  half 
an  hour  or  had  been  passed  by  In  slleni-e  ;  It 
has  occupied  the  Senate  for  a  long  while. 
There  has  been  a  struggle  before  that  com- 
mittee, such  a  struggle  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
stey  as  I  have  never  before  seen,  from  my 
flrst  experience  of  public  life.  I  did  not 
come  here  yesterday.  I  did  not  drop  Into 
the  Senate  by  the  will  of  God  or  the  Queen's 
enemies.  I  have  been  In  the  strife  of  politics 
for  thirty-two  years.  I  was  not  dropped  in 
here  In  a  hurry.  I  have  always  been  a 
fighting  man  In  an  election,  not  as  a  senator, 
hecanse  as  a  senator  I  would  not  interfere. 
An  hon.  senator  who  can  take  up  bis  record 
of  thirty-two  years,  and  stand  before  tbe 
people  who  have  some  influence  Is  of 
some  use  In  the  country.  An  bon.  member 
of  the  House  of  Peers  in  England— I  won't 
say  here— bat  an  hou.  member  pitchforked 
Into  tbe  House  of  Peers  in  England— of  what 
value  is  he  ?  None,  except  he  brings  some 
Influence,  not  by  the  right  of  birth,  not  by 
the  right  of  heredity,  but  by  bis  own  strong 
hand,  or  tbe  influence  he  has  In  the  country 
families  in  England,  or  his  influence,  in 
trade,  commerce  or  shipping.  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  public  knowing  me  all  over 
Canada,  In  my  course  of  thirty-two  years, 
will  give  me  credit  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific  for  being  consistent,  not  endeavour- 
ing to  annoy  this  House  or  to  bring  up  ex- 
traneous matter  but  standing  lu  my  place, 
wrestling  against  all  adversaries.  In  the  in- 
terests of  those  policy-holders  who  have 
suffered,  and  who  will  suffer  hereafter.  I 
have  no  lll-wUl  In  this  matter,  but  when 
we  meet  next  session,  hon.  memttera  will 
admit  that  my  course  has  tbe  endorsement 
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of  tbe  public,  and  will  say  that  my  point 
was  well  taken,  notwithstandins  all  the 

influences  that  I  have  had  to  fight  against, 
with  tbe  help  of  bon.  gentlemen  in  this 
House,  not  confined  to  the  Conservative  or 
the  Liberal  side— no  politics  In  It  what- 
ever—hon.  members  have  done  their  ut- 
most and  they  have  to  be  thanked  for 
writing  the  history  of  this  company 
on  tbe  records  of  Canada,  which  his- 
tory will  stand  there,  and  cannot  be  ex- 
punged by  any  clipping  of  the  report,  so 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry.  Cut  it  out  of  the  committee  re- 
port, but  It  will  be  on  the  debates  for  ever. 
I  will  read  Its  history  there,  and  there  It 
will  remain  as  long  as  grass  grows  and 
water  flows.  It  cannot  he  hustled  into  the 
archives  or  thrown  Into  the  basket  where 
old  paper  goes,  but  these  charges  shall  re- 
main on  the  debates  of  this  House,  and  will 
i-emaln  unanswered  and  uncontradicted. 
The  representatives  of  the  company  came 
here,  but  they  failed  to  put  the  president  of 
the  company  on  the  stand,  the  man  a^nst 
whom  all  these  charges  were  made.  Had 
be  held  that  position  with  honour ;  had  he 
regard  for  the  policy-holders  of  Canada, 
would  be  not  have  come  up  and  said,  '  I  am 
here  with  clean  bands  ;  ask  me  what  you 
want  ;  demand  from  me  what  you  require. 
Here  are  my  books  ;  examine  them.'  But 
what  did  he  do  ?  I  have  seen  lobbying  all 
around  this  chamber,  big  lawyers  and  little 
lawyers,  the  big  shad  running  up  tbe  stream 
and  the  little  shad  following  them.  We 
have  had  all  that  to  contend  against,  and  I 
tliiiik  the  company  is  not  entitled  to  any 
grtiit  respect  from  this  House,  even  al- 
lliough  they  receive  It.  I  read  in  a  New 
York  paper  the  other  day  an  article  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  It  was  a  leading 
article  headed,  'Eldrldge  on  top.'  What 
was  he  on  top  of? 

Hon,  Mr.  CLORAN— On  top  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— On  top  of  tbe 
Senate,  my  hon.  friend  says.  On  top  of 
the  hou.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  ;  on 
top  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  ; 

o'l  top  of  everybody. 

Hoii.  Mr.  LANDRY—And  on  top  of  the 
government 

Hon.  Ur.  DOMVILLE. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  would  not  saj 
the  government,  because  that  would  he  un- 
complimentary.   I  now  move  the  adjonnt- 

v-^i'iit  of  tbe  debate. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No, 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Then  we  will 
commence.  I  was  just  stating  that  Eld- 
ridge  was  on  top  of  the  Senate.  A  proud 
day  for  him  to  be  able  to  go  Into  commlttw 
and  draw  a  Bill,  get  his  name  on  the  back 
of  a  public  Bill,  be  able  to  get  a  public  Bill 
passed,  a  brand  new  Bill — a  proud  day  for 
him  when  he  reads  the  debate  here,  wher* 
it  was  arranged  that  certain  provisions  wen 
to  be  included  in  tbe  Bill,  and  when  the  ffiU 
Is  reprinted  tbe  provisions  do  not  appear. 
We  have  no  more  chance  at  that  BUI.  The 
only  way  is  to  follow  that  BUI  in  the  Com- 
mons, where  It  will  be  looked  after. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Do  I  understand  tbe 
lion,  gentleman  to  make  the  statement  that 
amendments  made  to  the  BUI  In  this  Honse 
were  not  embodied  in  the  Bill  when  it  was 
sent  to  the  Commons  ?  It  is  a  serioas 
charge. 

Jtion.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — It  is  a  setloua 
charge.  I  do  not  make  It  as  a  charge.  I 
make  it  as  a  statement  An  hon.  gentie- 
man  asked  me  a  question  and  I  must  answer 
It  I  state  It  was  a  proud  day  when  tbe 
hon.  member  from  Wellington  said  that  if 
his  amendment  was  adopted  It  was  allriglit. 
I  said  I  was  satisfied  if  mine  was.  The 
Debates  show  that  the  hon.  member  from 
de  Salaberry  aald  so.  and  I  bold  tbe  Bill  in 
my  hand  and  the  amendment  is  not  in  It. 
I  am  only  stating  a  fact  that  the  reaola* 
tlon  is  not  embodied  in  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-Is  that  gem»e 
to  the  point  of  order 

Hon.  Mr.  BEigUE— Question,  question. 
We  are  dealing  with  one  subject  and  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  is  deaUng  with  another. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  will  take  It 
up  another  time.  If  it  Is  more  convenient  to 
my  hon.  friend  or  to  the  House  we  can 
take  it  up  after  we  have  had  a  vote  od 
this.  I  think  I  got  down  to  that  part  of 
the  evidence  where  Mr.  Wells  was  asked, 
on  July  22  : — 
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Q.  You  know  that  to  be  a  copy  of  the  letter  ? 
—A.  I  do. 

By  Mr.  GeoBrlon,  Counsel  for  the  Mutual 
Reserve  : 

Please  look  at  these  two  cablegrama  mark- 
ed for  identiQcfitloD,  and  tell  me  whether  these 
are  copies  of  cablegrams  seat  by  you  to  Mr. 
Burnham,  the  president,  as  ther  purport  to  be  7 
— A.  1  do  not  remember  the  sendiog  of  these 
cablegrama. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.What  Is  the  date  of  them  ?— A.  1896. 

By  Mr.  Coater,  Counsel  tor  the  Committee  : 
Q.  July  22,  1896,  one  of  them  i^tpears  to  be  ? 
—A.  Yes,  I  think  this  Is  July.    It  looks  like 
July  20.  189C. 

By  the  Chairman  : 
Q.  Where  was  that  sent  from  T— A.  I  think 
It  Is  from  New  York  to  Parts. 
By  the  Hon.  Mr.  Wilson  : 
Q.  You  do  not  remember  sendlns  them  ?— A. 
No,  I  do  not  remember  the  sending  of  'Jiem. 
By  Mr.  Oeottrloo,  Counsel  for  the  Mutual 
Reserre  : 

Q.  You  do  not  remember  It  T — a.  No. 
Q.  Do  you  deny  having  sent  them  .'—A.  I  do 
not. 

Q.  These  documents  have  been  referred  to, 
and  I  should  like  to  put  them  in.  Please  'ook 
at  these  four  letters  which  purport  to  bear  your 
signature,  one  July  20,  1896,  addressed  to  Mr, 
Burnham,  one  July  31,  1896,  addresssd  to  Mr. 
Burnham,  and  one  of  July  6,  addressed  to  Mr. 
Burnham,  and  one  of  September  8.  1896,  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Bumbam  ?— A.  Yes,  these  bear 
my  signature. 

Q.  I  wish  simply  to  Identify  them.  They  bear 
your  signature  ?— A.  Yes.  They  tU  bear  my 
signature. 

(Four  letters  marked  for  identification). 

Q.  Please  look  at  two  letters  purporting  to 
be  written  by  Mr.  Burnham  to  you  on  June  20, 
and  on  July  6,  1896,  and  please  tell  me  whether 
those  letters  are  not  written  by  Mr.  Rurnham  7 
They  are  corresponding  with  those  other  let- 
ters. Tell  us  whether  those  letters  were  not 
written  to  you  by  Mr.  Burnham  and  received  by 
you     A.  I  cannot  remember  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Bearing  on  this 
qneitlon? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— They  are  all.  Tlie 
Question  is  the  charge  made  against  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Association,  and  which,  on 
their  being  published,  certain  things  took 
place.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  does  not 
understand  I  shall  go  back  and  read  it 
again.  This  is  a  portion  of  part  5  of  the 
evidence  reported  by  the  Select  Committee/ 
and  my  hon.  friend  will  see  that  I  am 
leading  up  to  where  the  document  was  pro- 
duced which  the  hon.  gentleman  desires  to 
cut  out  of  the  report.  He  proposes  to  cut 
away  the  centre  and  leave  the  head  at  one 
end  and  the  tail  at  the  other.  .1  am  point- 
ing out  that  yon  cannot  divide  the  animal 
into  three  pieces,  that  they  are  all  parts  of 


a  whole  and  pertinent  to  one  another.  The 
report  continues  ;— 

By  Mr.  Coster,  Counsel  for  the  Committee  : 
Q.  Perhaps  you  have  the  original  letter  ?— A. 
Possibly  I  have.  I  cannot  remember  whether 
those  are  actually  the  original  letters.  I  ac- 
knowledge one  of  July  6,  but  1  certainly  cannot 
remember  the  purport. 

Q.  Look  over  them  and  see  it  you  had  notice 
of  all  the  facts  contained  in  them  ?~A.  I  had 
considerable  correspondence  with  Mr.  Burnham. 
By  Mr,  Geoffrlon,  Counsel  for  tbe  Mutual 
Reserve  : 

Q.  Have  you  any  doubt  those  are  the  letters  ? 
—A.  I  do  not  know,  but  I  have  no  objection  to 
them  going  in  as  letters  having  been  received 
by  me  at  all.  I  have  a  number  of  letters  from 
Mr.  Burnham. 

Q.  You  stated  that  you  knew  the  writing  ot 
Mr.  Hottecker  T— A.  Yes. 

Q.  Please  look  at  this  letter  dated  New  York, 
May  13th,  1898,  signed  by  Mr.  Hoflecker.  and  ad- 
dressed to  you,  and  tell  us  whether  this  Is  a 
letter  of  b.is  written  to  you  ?— A.  Ttiat  is  the 
handwriting  o(  Mr.  Hoffecker,  the  auditor— yes, 
I  recognize  his  handwriting. 

Now,  who  was  Hoffecker  ?  HoCteclcer 
was  the  auditor,  a  man  who,  as  the  witness 
shows,  would  not  stay  with  tbe  compauy. 
The  report  continues  : 

Q.  The  letter  was  sent  to  you,  no  doubt  ?— 
A.  Addressed  to  me  on  May  15,  1898.  I  do  not 
know  whether  I  received  this  letter,  or  not. 
I  recognize  the  handwriting. 

Q.  You  admit  having  received  U  7 — A,  I  do 
not  know  whether  I  received  it  or  uot,  on  my 
return  from  Europe. 

Q.  You  would  not  say  you  did  not  roceWc  it, 
of  course  7 — A.  I  do  aot  say  I  did,  n-'-  receive 
it. 

Q.  Look  at  this  letter  sent  by  the  same 
Hoffecker,  May  20,  1898,  addressed  to  yo-i,  wlili 
a  note  in  your  handwriting,  and  Initialled  by 
you,  '  Handed  to  me  by  Mr.  Hoffecker  about 
balf  an  hour  ago  '  and  tell  us  whether  that  letter 
is  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Hoffecker,  and  re- 
ceived by  you  7 — A.  Yes,  this  is  in  his  hand- 
vftiling.  This  would  Indloate  It  wai  Iiinlad  to 
me  by  Mr.  Hoffecker,  about  half  an  hour  before. 
Th!a  is  May  20,  1898. 

Q.  Will  you  look  at  the  third  letter  of  May 
24,  1898,  signed  by  Mr.  Hoffecker,  addressed  to 
you  as  chairman  of  the  committee,  ard  the  note 
under  your  initials  and  In  your  Handwriting 
'  Dear  Mr.  Burnham  :  This  letter  la  the  out- 
come of  Mr.  Hoffecker's  suggestion  that  I  should 
see  him  and  get  from  him  the  lowest  amount 
he  would  take.'— A.  Yes.  that  is  Hoffecker's 
also. 

Q.  This  letter  Is  dated  New  York.  May  13, 
1898,  and  Is  addressed  to  J.  D.  Wells,  Esq., 
chairman  ot  the  exeoutlve  committee,  and  Is 
as  follows , — 

The  hon.  gentleman  will  see  that  I  am 
not  endeavouring  to  bring  anything  before 
this  honourable  body  that  would  be  a  sur^ 
prise  to  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  would  sug- 
gest to  tbe  hon.  gentleman,  that  as  it  Is  now 


Digitized  by 


Google 


!)28 


SENATE 


after  midnfglit  it  would  be  better  to  aU- 
Jotirn  tlie  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DUilVILLE— I  move  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  TjtJMPLKMAN  moved  that  the 
House  do  not  adjourn. 

HoH.  Mr.  CLORAX— Before  tbe  adjourn- 
ment of  tbe  House,  I  should  like  to  kuoiv 
what  action  is  to  be  taken  with  the  ninth 
aud  final  report  of  the  committee  ?  I  made 
ii  motion  on  Friday  afternoon  that  the  ninth 
-and  final  report  be  taken  into  consideration 
on  Tuesday.  X  find  there  Is  no  mention  of 
tbiit  motion  on  the  Orders  of  the  Day.  What 
is  to  be  done  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUK— It  will  be 'on  for  to- 
morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOIIAX— Will  It  be  on  to-mor- 
row ? 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBAUDEAU  (Uigaud)— Cer- 
tainly. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  3  p.m. 


THE  SENATE. 

« 

Ottawa,  Tuesday,  Augmt  B,  1904- 

The  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

TRANSPORTATION  COMMISSIONERS 
REPORT. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLET  rose  to 

Ask  the  government  If  the  traasportatlon 
commlasioDers  have  made  any  report  of  their 
doings,  aod  if  so,  will  tbe  report  be  distributed, 
sad  who  have  t>eea  benefited  by  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— From  at)  the  Informa- 
tion I  can  gather,  they  have  not  sent  in  any 
report.  I  have  inquired  at  the  office  of  the 
Department  of  Trade  and  Commerce  and  at 
my  own  department,  and  I  am  not  aware 
that  any  report  has  yet  been  received  from 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  PER  LEY— There  is  not  much 
use  in  the  commission  if  they  cannot  make 
Hon.  Mr.  DANDORAND. 


a  report  by  this  time.  They  have  been  near 
ly  a  year  in  operation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  appointed  only  a 
few  mouths  ago. 

RAILWAY  COMMISSION. 


INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY  rose  to 

Asl£  tbe  goverDment  wnat  cases  bave  (be 
railway  commissioners  adjusted,  and  who  bin 
beoellted  by   their  InveBtigatlons  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answer  1  got  from 
the  Department  of  Railways  and  Canals  it 

that  It  would  be  altogether  too  voluminous 
to  give  tbe  answer,  and  if  tbe  bon.  geatit- 
men  will  move  for  the  papers  they  will  be 
brought  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— When  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know.  When- 
ever the  work  can  be  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— Too  late  In  tbe  ses- 
sion for  it  now. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— As  chairman  of  tbe 
select  committee  appointed  to  investigate  tbe 
position  In  Canada  of  tbe  Mutual  Reserve 
Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York,  I 
beg  to  say  that  the  Clerk  of  this  honourable 
House  Is  in  doubt  as  to  his  power  to  pay 
tbe  accounts  for  clerical  services,  wltnesieir 
experts  and  counsel  who  hare  been  sum- 
moned and  employed  and  In  attendance  on 
the  meetings  of  the  select  committee. 

The  SPEAKER— I  presume  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman is  giving  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  will  move  ft  now 
If  I  am  permitted; 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Notice  must  be  given. 
It  is  too  Important  a  matter  to  be  dealt  with 
off  hand. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  have  been  advised 
by  some  of  the  oldest  parliamentarians  in 
the  House  to  take  the  step  I  am  taking. 
Of  course  If  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State 
insists  on  having  notice  I  must  put  tbls 
motion  on  the  paper  as  a  notice  of  motion. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  House  cannot  ac- 
cept this  without  notice.  It  Is  a  batter 
of  too  much  importance. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  is  not  a  re- 
port of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  understand,  it  ts  some 
account  that  is  to  be  paid. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — As  far  as  I  personal- 
ly am  concerned,  and  from  my  knowledge 
of  parliamentary  law  and  legal  tesponsl- 
bility,  no  motion  of  the  kind  is  necessary; 
but  the  officer  who  has  the  auttiority  to  deal 
with  these  matters  has  some  doubt  as  to  his 
authority.  To  my  mind  there  can  be' 
no  doubt  whatever,  because  when  this 
committee  was  appointed  It  was  In- 
structed to  employ  clerical  services, 
summon  witnesses,  &c.,  for  the  investiga- 
tion. That  carried  with  it  to  my  mind, 
the  right  to  compensation.  There  is  no 
qnestlon  as  to  that 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Will  the  hott.  gentle- 
man state  what  be  is  going  to  do  ?  I  under- 
stand there  are  accounts  he  wants  some 
antborlty  to  pay  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  GLOBAN— The  committee  to 
my  mind,  has  full  power  to  pay  them,  but 
owing  to  representations  made  to  me  by 
very  old  parliamentarians  1111(1  by  the  Clerk 
of  tbe  Senate,  who  Is  in  doubt  as  to  bis 
authority  to  pay  these  accounts,  I  beg  to 
give  notice  that  I  will  move  that  tbe  Senate 
glTe  instructions  and  authority  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Senate  to  pay  the  accounts  of  the 
official  reporters,  clerical  services,  witnesses, 
experts  and  counsel  who  have  been  in  at- 
tendance on  the  select  committee  appointed 
to  investigate  Into  the  position  in  Canada 
of  the  Mutual  Reserve  ITund  Life  Asso- 
ciation of.  New  York. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
S&J8  it  Is  not  an  account  ;  It  Is  an  account 
and  I  presume  for  a  very  considerable  sum. 
What  does  it  all  total  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— All  the  accounts  are 
not  yet  In.  It  was  surmised  that  it  would 
cost  $15,000,  but  I  doubt  if  It  will  be  half 
that. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Even  half  that  Is  more 
than  the  Senate  should  have  to  pay.  Let 
tbe  motion  stand  as  a  notice. 
69 


REPRESBNTATION  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

mcCOND  RBADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (149)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Re- 
presentation Act,  1903.  He  said  :  This  Bill 
refers  to  a  number  of  the  provinces.  Tbe 
first  clause  of  It  Is  to  change  tbe  western 
limit  of  West  Algoma  from  eighty-flve  de- 
grees west  to  eighty-five  degrees  and  twenty 
minutes.  It  Is  a  mere  technical  point  to 
make  it  conform  to  the  municipal  bound- 
aries. The  next  clause  refers  to  tbe  bound- 
aries of  catain  electoral  districts  in  tbe 
province  of  Quebec.  It  is  to  correct  an 
error  that  crept  into  the  statute  last  year, 
and  to  bring  it  Into  conformity  with  the  di- 
visions of  tbe  counties  under  the  statute  of 
tbe  province.  The  next  paragraph  refers  to 
New  Brunffwlck.  As  the  law  now  stands  on 
the  statutes,  New  Brunswick  would  have 
fourteen  members,  whereas  parliament  onl; 
Intended  the  province  to  have  thirteen.  Af- 
ter naming  a  number  of  counties  specially, 
for  Instance  the  cUy  and  county  of  St. 
Jobu,  It  states  nrithout  naming  the  rest  that 
all  the  other  counties  shall  each  be  entitled 
to  one  member.  That  would  give  Victoria 
a  member  and  Madawaska  a  member,  which 
was  never  intended.  Tbe  two  counties  are 
now  united,  and  have  been  united  for  many 
years.  It  was  a  clerical  error.  Then  in  re- 
ference to  the  Yukon  Territory,  I  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  It  was  dropped  out  alto- 
gether from  the  electornl  districts  in  the 
Act  of  last  session. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  a  second  time. 

BANK  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (160)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Bank 
Act.  He  said  :  As  I  explained  on  tbe  Intro- 
duction of  this  Bill,  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  at  least  one  bank  In  tbe  maritime 
provinces — I  do  not  know  of  any  other — to 
establish  a  branch  In  Trinidad,  and  to  enable 
the  bank  to  issue  bills  In  conformity  with 
tbe  currency  law  of  that  particular  Island. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  to  say  that  this 
applies  only  to  one  bank  ?  . 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  It  applies  to  all 
baaks ;  but  I  said  that  I  uaderatood  that 
there  -was  one  particular  bank.  I  think  It 
was  one  of  the  marltiine  prOTince  banks, 
which  has  established  or  Is  about  to  estab- 
lish an  office  in  Trinidad. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— The  Bank  of  Nova 
Scotia. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  this  is  to  enable 
any  Canadian  bank  to  establish  offices  in 
any  of  the  British  colonies,  the  West  Indies 
particnlarly.  And  in  doing  so  they  are  at 
liberty  to  depart  from  the  rules  laid  down 
in  the  Bank  Act  in  Canada  and  to  issne 
bills  In  conformity  with  the  law  of  that 
Island.  As  hon.  gentlemen  will  rememt>er, 
In  the  West  Indian  Islands  the  British  cur- 
rency still  prevails,  the  standard  being  the 
sovereign  and  the  pound  sterling.  Zt  is  for 
the  purpose  of  fixing  the  value.  Instead  ot 
issuing  bills  for  five  dollars,  as  we  do  in 
Canada,  they  would  issue  a  bill  tor  the 
pound  sterling  which  would  be  equal  to 

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— Is  that  bill  for 
circulation  In  the  Islands  only  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Ob,  of  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMillan— It  la  redeemable 
there,  but  If  the  bank  withdraws  its  office 
from  the  Islands  the  liability  would  stUl 
continue  to  redeem  it  at  the  head  ofSLce  in 
Canada. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and'  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
On  the  first  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWBLL-Sub- 
sectlon  2  of  clause  1, 1  uncterstand  to  confine 
the  cbrculatlon  of  these  new  bills  to  the 
colony  or  possession  In  which  they  are  Is- 
sued ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  but  If  the  bank 
withdraws  from  the  colony,  then  their  bills 
must  be  redeemed  here,  otherwise  they  are 
redeemed  there. 

Hon.     Sir     MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
Would  they  be  circulated  in  this  country  ? 
Hoa  Mr.  McMILLAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  would  not  be  le- 
gal tender. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  sup- 
pose they  could  be  refused  as  not  being  legtl 
tender  3 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  yes. 

-Hon.  Mr.  McMtJLLEN— I  should  like  to 
know  on  what  condition 'any  CftnaOlan  buk 
is  allowed  to  establish  a  bank  In  any  eotonT. 
Is  It  by  a  mere  decision  of  the  board,  « 
Is  It  sanctioned  by  the  stockholders  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— X  presume  that  Is  i 
matter  for  the  bank  shareholders  and  tbe 
bank  directors.  1  could  not  answer  «f 
course.  I  presume  the  application  comes 
In  the  ordinary  way  with  a  formal  report 
from  those  who  represent  the  bank,  and  1 
can  only  suppose  that  the  president  and 
directors  wiho  make  the  application  biTc 
behind  them  the  shareholders.  We  could 
not  go  behind  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  impression  is 
that  the  Bank  of  Nova  Scotia  got  Its  Act 
amended,  enabling  it  to  extend  Ite  buslnesi 

to  the  West  Indies. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  got  their  author 
ity  from  parliament. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  GASOKAIN,  from  the  commit- 
tee, reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

The  Bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and 
passed,  under  a  suspension  of  the  rules. 

COMPANIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (N)  an  Act  to  amend  the  Oom- 
panics  Act,  1902.  He  said :  Hon.  gentle- 
men will  recollect  that  hist  session  tbis 
chamber  gave  a  great  deal  of  time  and 
attention  to  some  Improvements  in  r^iard 
to  the  Companies  Act  that  we  had  carried 
the  year  before.  In  one  or  two  Instances 
clauses  have  been  accidently  omitted  from 
the  consolidation  after  the  Act  In  1902,  and 
it  was  quite  desirable  to  have  them  rein- 
stated. The  Bill,  after  it  was  thoron^lf 
discussed,  went  down  to  the  House  <it  Goni- 
mons,  and  I  never  could  ge*^  the  BUI  carried 
there.  There  was  always  pressure,  and  It 
was  put  olf  and  dropped^.     This  session 
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a  member  of  the  Hoase  af  Commons  In- 
troduced a  Bit)  which  coTered  one  or  two 
clanaes  that  were  In  the  Bill  of  19<^  to 
which  attention  had  been  called,  owing  to 
decisions  of  the  courts,  and  iSndlng  that 
^rith  the  pressure  of  gorermnent  business 
it  was  quite  impossible  to  get  the  Bill 
through,  there,  Mr.  Cowan  bad  a  motion 
carried  to  strike  the  order  from  the  paper 
iu  the  House  of  Commons  and  so  I  Intro- 
duced the  Bill  here,  adding  two  of  the 
clauses  that  were  In  the  BUI  as  we  passed  it 
in  1903.  It  has,  therefore,  been  fully  con- 
sidered in  this  chamber,  and  I  hope  we 
will  be  able  to  pass  It  here  In  time  to  have 
it  considered  by  the  House,  as  I  have  been 
assured  by  members  of  the  government 
that  it  would  be  taken  up  and  dealt  with. 
It  is  quite  impossible,  iu  one  sense,  owing 
to  the  decision  of  one  of  the  Judges  in  On- 
tario, who  held  that  a  company  of  con- 
tracton  doing  general  contract  vork  could 
not  undertake  to  build  any  part  of  a  rail- 
way or  any  part  of  a  telephone  or  telegraph 
Une,  which  was  certainly  not  the  intention 
of  parllameot  or  of  this  chamber  when  It 
passed  the  Bill.  It  was  that  the  Depart- 
ment of  State  should  not  be  authorized  to 
Charter  telegraph  or  telephone  companies, 
but  the  word  *  eonstracting*  happened  to 
be  in  the  Act,  and  the  courts  construed  it 
in  the  strictest  sense  so  the  companies 
that  were  formed  for  the  purpose  of  doing 
public  work,  found  they  were  unable  to 
take  contracts.  There  was  a  formal  amend- 
ment in  the  charters  issued  in  French.  The 
word  '  Limited  *  which  was  required  to  be  at- 
tached to  all  names  of  companies  with 
limited  liability  was  in  French  expressed 
by  the  words  '  &  responsabUltfi  limits and 
it  was  thought  to  be  unnecessarily  long,  and 
it  was  agreed  last  session  that  the  word 
*  limited '  should  be  added  to  the  name  of  the 
company  as  expressing  the  powers  of  the 
company.  Hon.  gentlemen  will  remember  we 
have  had  a  good  deal  of  discussion  Iu  refer- 
ence to  another  proposal.  The  leader  of 
the  opposition  took  some  interest  In  it.  There 
are  certain  companies  which  were  in- 
corporated with  shares  for  less  sums  than 
$100  per  share,  and  they  desired  to  have 
power  to  pass  by-laws  authorizing  a  con- 
solidation of  the  smaller  shares  Into  Bbar<;s 
of  $100  each.  Then  there  was  another  clause, 
the  last  one,  which  relieved  the  companies. 

m 


It  was  part  of  the  law  that  had  been  In  force 
for  very  many  years— which  provided  that 
chartered  companies  when  issuing  bills  or 
notes  or  accepting  commercial  paper,  were 
not  bound  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  law  as  aifectlng  bonds  and  mort- 
gages. It  never  was  intended.  Those 
are  the  clauses  of  the  BilL 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit* 
tee  of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  the  first  clause, 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  just  came  in 
as  the  hon.  gentleman  was  finishing  bla  re- 
marks on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill.  I 
Intended  to  complain  of  the  fact  that  the 
principal  work  done  last  session  in  amend- 
ing the  Act  bad  not  passed  the  House  of 
Commons.  Perhaps  it  is  rather  late  to  bring 
the  amendments  up  at  this  stage  of  the  ses- 
sion, but  some  of  them  are  of  considerable 
importance,  and  I  hope  next  session  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  will  reintroduce 
them.  When  I  returned  home  after  last 
session  I  expected  to  find  them  part  of  the 
law,  and  it  was  only  when  I  had  to  examine 
a  case  that  I  found  they  had  not  passed  the 
House  of  Gommons. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  drawing  this  BUI  I 
felt  that  so  near  the  end  of  the  session  I 
would  simply  introduce  those  clauses  to 
which  I  knew  there  was  no  objection.  It 
was  the  only  hope  of  getting  it  through  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  clauses  covered 
by  this  BUI  should  receive  the  sanction  of 
parHament  during  the  present  session. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— This 
clause  has  a  retroactive  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Are 
there  any  eases  which  it  Is  intended  to 
l^alize  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— If 
there  are  not  any,  why  give  It  retroactive 
effect,  because  that  kind  of  legislation  he 
knows  is  very  objectionable  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Of  course  In  any  case 
that  has  been  decided,  this  Bill  will  not 
affect  It,  but  as  there  are  charters  in  exist- 
ence that  probably  have  been  working  and 
have  not  been  challenged.  It  Is  jnst  as  well 
to  let  It  go.  I  am  not  aware  that  It  will  -io 
any  harm. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  the  third  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 1 
notice  In  this  amendment  the  same  difficulty 
that  I  pointed  out  last  year— what  Is  to  be- 
come of  the  fractional  parts  of  shares  ? 
This  clause  gives  power  to  the  company  to 
declare  by  by-law  that  the  shares  shall  be 
$100  Instead  of  say  $40  or  $50.  Suppose  a 
shareholder  owns  five  shares,  and  they  are 
converted  from  $50  to  $100.  what  la  to  be- 
come of  the  fractional— the  fifth  share  of 
$50  ?  There  Is  no  power  in  this  clause  to 
enable  the  company  to  buy  !t,  and,  under 
the  Companies  Act,  no  company  can  buy  or 
deal  In  Its  own  shares.  If  power  were  given 
the  company  to  buy  the  fractional  share  It 
would  become  the  property  of  the  company, 
thereby  reducing  Ita  capital  to  that  extent ; 
If,  on  the  contrary,  the  owner  of  the  frac- 
tional share  should  pay  the  extra  amount 
required  to  bring  it  up  to  a  full  share,  It 
would  be  all  right ;  hut  he  might  not  be  In- 
clined to  do  that,  and,  furthermore,  the 
shares  might  be  worth  more  than  par,  and 
he  might  not  desire  to  sell  the  factional 
share.  What  Is  to  become  of  It  under  the 
circumstances  ?  How  is  that  to  be  regu- 
lated ?  I  called  attention  to  this  point  last 
year,  and  it  seems  as  strong  a  point  now. 
Unless  some  provision  is  made,  the  difficulty 
which  I  pointed  out  must  necessarily  arise. 
The  amendment  of  the  Companies  Act  is  the 
result  of  a  Bill  which  was  introduced  and 
became  law  to  enable  the  Bank  of  Montreal 
to  regulate  the  value  of  Its  shares,  but  It 
gave  the  bank  the  power  to  buy  the  frac- 
tional parts  of  shares,  and  if  that  were  done 
for  all  companies,  the  dlfllculty  would  be 
removed.  I  think  that  has  suggested  itself 
to  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State.  If  he  can 
tell  me  how  he  is  going  to  meet  the  difficulty 
I  should  like  to  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  object  was  to  get 
the  BUI  through  this  aessioD.     The  point 
waa  dealt  with  in  a  satltf  actory  manner  last 
Hon.  Sir  UACKHNZIE  BOWOliU 


year,  but  it  did  not  satisfy  some  hon.  gen- 
tlemen, and  we  had  to  take  the  Bill  as  it 
passed  In  tbe  Commons.  When  I  called 
attention  to  it,  I  was  told  that  the  directors 
would  have  to  struggle  with  the  dUBcnity 
when  it  arose.  I  could  not  get  harmonious 
views  about  it.  As  I  had  it  first  it  was 
ns  the  hon.  gentleman  sugsested  it  slioold 
be,  and  in  a  shape  which  I  thought  w«s 
good  and  wise.  When  I  found  differtnt 
views  entertained  of  It,  I  said  tbe  House 
of  Commons  seemed  to  hare  approved  of 
the  clause  as  it  now  reads  and  It  had  better 
go  through  as  It  was  for  the  present  Tlie 
directors  will  have  to  struggle  with  the  diffi- 
culty when  it  arises.    It  may  not  arise. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-lt 
must  necessarily  arise  in  cases  where  there 
are  fractional  shares.  It  would  not  !» 
to  any  great  extent  The  law  should  either 
provide  for  .Hie  shareholders  holding  a  frac- 
tional portion  of  the  share  and  receiving 
dividends  upon  It,  or  the  company  slioald 
have  power  to  purchase  it.  I  wUl  not  oppose 
the  clause  as  It  stands,  but  I  see  the  diffi- 
culties that  will  present  themselves  In  tbe 
practical  working  of  it  and  it  seems  to  me 
an  exceedingly  loose  way  of  legislating  upon 
a  question  of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  all  the  correspond- 
ence I  had  I  found  only  one  company  that 
really  wanted  to  make  this  change,  and 
they  did  not  mention  this  difficulty.  It  was 
a  company  with  large  capital,  and  each  awn 
held  a  large  number  of  shares.  - 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-What 
was  the  denomination  of  the  shares  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  could  not  tell  jm. 
It  was  a  long  time  ago.  It  was  a  com- 
pany I  think  existing  at  Toronto.  They 
did  not  care  about  the  small  shares  and 
wanted  to  have  lai^  shares. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
hon.  gentleman  must  see  that  of  necessity 
cases  must  arise  where  there  are  smaller 
shares  unless  the  shareholders  all  hold  an 
even  number  of  shares. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  afraid  the 
clause  w4H  not  accomplish  the  Intended 
object  because  the  shareholders  who  wHl 
have  fractional  shares  cannot  be  compelled 
to  sell  them.  As  the  result  of  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  therte  will  remain  fracUons  of 
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slinres  for  the  conversion  of  which  no  nia- 
chinery  is  inserted  In  the  BDl  In  Its  present 
shape.  Since  we  are  taking  up  the  subject, 
it  seems  to  me  It  would  be  Isetter  to  try  aiHi 
make  the  Bill  complete. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAXD— When  this 
clause  was  before  the  House  two  years  ago 
I  suggested  that  a  limit  should  be  put  ou 
the  amount  of  the  share  which  should  be 
Issued— that  they  should  not  be  Issued  below 
a  certain  flfure,  for  reasons  which  I  then 
gave.  I  was  reminded  that  in  mining  com- 
panies shares  were  Issued  as  low  as  ¥1  and 
even  less.  I  should  like  to  know  from  the 
hoD.  Secretary  of  State  If  his  department 
has  adopted  the  rule  to  be  established  by 
this  Bill  that  shares  shall  not  be  Issued 
below  a  certain  value  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Where  the  capital 
stock  Is  over  $100,000  the  shares  must  In 
all  cases  be  flOO.  Where  the  capital  is  over 
150,000  and  under  9100,000.  the  parties  may. 
If  they  chose,  make  the  sliares  950.  In 
smaller  companies,  where  the  capital  is 
under  $50,000,  ttiey  may  make  the  shares 
$25.  I  have  declined  to  Issue  charters, 
even  to  mining  companies  on  the  $1  basis. 
I  prefer  not  to  Issue  mining  charters,  but 
in  one  or  two  cases  I  have  consented  and 
the  shares  were  $5.  I  tliink  it  Is  open 
to  very  grave  objection,  but  we  cannot  now 
stop  the  practice,  for  the  reason  if  a  com- 
pany is  wound  up  there  are  no  coutrlbutors 
to  pay  the  creditors.  I  have  discouraged 
such  charters.  I  have  said  the  object  of 
the  Companies  Act  was  rather  to  Incor- 
porate Industrial  companies,  not  mining 
companies,  and  therefore,  I  have  rather  dis- 
couraged tlie  incorporation  of  mining  com- 
panies through  tetters  patent  from  the 
Secretary  of  State  Department.  I  have 
bad  but  one  exception,  and  in  that  case 
I  made  tbe  shares  $5. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  chinse  four, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  clause  has  been 
fairly  well  Interpreted  over  the  country, 

but  one  or  two  banks  have  been  strict  and 
have  said  you  must  have  a  by-law  If  you 
wish  to  have  your  bills  discounted.  I  do  not 
think  all  the  banks  have  insisted  upon  that, 
but  some  have  done  so.   It  has  been  re- 


cognized that  the  borrowing  clabses  did  not 
relate  to  bills  of  exchange  and  promissory 
notes,  because  the  law  had  been  so  long  on 
the  statutes  regulating  bills  of  exchange 
and  promissory  notes  signed  by  Incorporated 
companies,  but  It  was  by  pure  accident 
dropped  out  of  tbe  Companies  Act  In  1002. 
I  did  not  know  it  was  dropped  out  until  long 
after. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
know  the  practice  now  is  that  some  banks 
will  not  discount  a  bill  of  exchange  or  note 
unless  the  company  first  pass  a  by-law,  and 
all  the  directors  become  responsible  for  It. 
This  1b  to  relieve  them  of  that  difficulty,  so 
as  to  enable  them  to  borrow  upon  the  se- 
curity of  the  company. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  has  been  suggested 
by  an  faon.  gentleman  who  took  a  great  in- 
terest in  this  matter  last  session,  that  clause 
three  should  have  a  paragraph  added  autbw- 
Ising  the  company  to  acquire  any  broken 
parts  of  a  $100  share. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQtTE— I  move  that  the  fol- 
lowing paragraph  be  added  to  clause  three  : 

For  the  purpose  of  such  eoDSOlidation,  the 
company  eliall  have  tbe  power  to  purchase 
fractious  of  sbares. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Then 
it  becomes  the  property  of  tbe  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE^-Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Last  year  we  had  not 
this  condition  that  they  should  sell  within 
so  many  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— We  could  add  'and 
the  company  shall  be  bound  to  sell  tbe  same 
wltbln  five  years.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— You 
will  have  to  give  the  power  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  extend  the  time,  If  It  be  ne- 
cessary, because  it  might  be  just  possible 
that  the  company's  .slmree  would  not  be 
marketable.  They  might  not  be  worth  par, 
and  it  might  be  impossible  to  sell  the  abarea 
within  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Make  It  a  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Even 

a  year.  It  would  be  better  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  member  from  dc 
Salaberry.   In  the  Companies  Act,  whcK 
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loan  companies  acquire  property  they  are 
obliged  to  dispose  of  that  property  ■within  a 
certain  time,  but  it  was  found  In  the  pract- 
ical working  of  the  clause  that  that  time 
might  expire  before  It  was  i>o88ible  to  dis- 
pose of  the  property  unless  at  a  very  great 
loss,  and,  consequently,  power  Is  given  in 
that  'Act  to  the  GoTernor  In  Council  to  ex- 
tend the  time,  If  necessary.  There  can  be 
□0  possible  harm  In  adding  that  provision 
to  this  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Etoea  my  hon.  friend 
really  think  the  matter  of  sufficient  import- 
ance to  force  the  company  to  sell  fractional 
parts  of  shares  ?  It  will  be  an  asset  for  all 
the  shareholders. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQtTE — My  first  Idea  was  to 
add  this -provision,  but  1  thought,  as  has 
been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Secretary  ot 
State,  that  It  would  be  hardly  worth  while 
to  insert  such  a  provision  because  the 
amount  involved  would  be  very  small.  It  Is 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  consolidation. 
Therefore  there  would  be  few  fractions  of 
shaiiQS.  However,  If  It  was  deemed  ad- 
visable, we  would  only  have  to  add  those 
words— and  the  company  shall  be  bound  to 
sell  any  shares  held  by  them  within  a  pe- 
riod of — years.  So  far  as  the  Euggestion  Is 
concerned  that  the  share  might  not  have 
value,  In  the  Bank  Act  there  la  a  provision 
of  the  same  kind ;  banks  are  empowered  to 
purchase  real  estate  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting their  claims,  and  they  are  bound 
within  seven  years  to  sell  any  real  estate. 
The  Governor  In  Council  has  no  power  to 
extend  the  delay. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— They 

have  In  the  case  of  loan  companies. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  speaking  of  the 
Bank  Act  The  stock  may  not  be  listed 
on  the  stock  exchange,  but  It  has  some 
value,  and  then  It  would  be  for  the  com- 
pany to  sell  it ;  but  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State,  it  is  hardly  worth  ■while. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  would  say  make  It 

within  two  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  think  It  would 
be  better  not  to  mention  the  time  within 
which  the  company  would  have  to  dispose 
of  those  fractions  of  shares.  It  will  be 
for  the  company  to  do  so  for  their  best 
interest 

Hon.  Sir  HACKBNZIB  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTTE:— It  !8  because  It  I> 
diminishing  the  capital. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  would  be 
to  such  an  inappreciable  extent  ttiat  I  do 
not  think  It  would  be  worth  while  to  bamptr 

them. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Say  within  a  delaj 
of  two  years. 

Hoji.  Ur.  MACDONAIiD  (RC.)-Ot>Uld 
they  not  boy  these  shares  without  any 
autbori^  of  this  kind  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Does  this  imp]; 
that  the  company  will  have  power  to  a- 

proprlate  these  shares  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Ur.  BEIQUB— I  do  not  think  it  does. 
That  clause  would  have  to  be  remodeled 
entirely  to  give  that  power,  but  I  think 
this  will  meet  the  reqnlremenia. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  such  a  domestie 
matter  that  I  think  we  are  giving  oarselrn 
more  trouble  than  the  thing  demands,  and 
I  am  not  quite  sure  that  the  company  could 
not  buy  Its  own  shares  under  the  Companies 
Act.  They  might  not  do  it  with  reference 
to  banking  nnd  loan  companies,  but  it  la 
not  worth  while  discussing  the  matter. 

The  clause  as  amended  was  adopted- 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER  from  the  committee 
reported  the  BUI  with  amendments,  wbkli 
were  adopted. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed  under  suspension  of  the  roles. 

REPRESENTATION  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

THniD  READINa. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Before  x>a8Blng  to,  tiM 
next  Order  of  the  Day,  I  would  suggest  V> 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  that  if  he  dedres 
to  take  up  the  Representation  Act  I  have 
no  objection  to  it  proceeding. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  much  obliged  to 
my  hon.  friend,  and  I  ask  that  Item  1  be 
now  proceeded  with. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  committee 
of  the  whole  on  Bill  149  *  An  Act  to  amend 
the  Representation  Act  1903.' 
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(la  the  Committee.) 
On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  effect  of  section 
2  is  to  modify  the  boundary  line  of  west 
Algoma  twenty  minutes  further  west  In 
order  to  bring  it  In  conformity  with  the 
Ontario  Act  which  made  its  dividing  line 
between  West  Algoma  and  Thunder  Bay 
and  Rainy  River  districts.  It  Ib  only  a 
trifling  change, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Are  these 
divisions  suggested  or  recommended  by  the 
member  for  the  district  or  how  are  they 
arrived  at  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no.  The  division 
we  thought  we  were  following  last  year 
In  the  Act  was  the  division  of  ttie  electoral 
districts  in  the  provincial,  and  we  defined 
a  partlcalar  locality  when  the  dividing  line 
was,  and  described  it  as  SB  degrees  west 
longitude;  it  is  really  85  and  twenty  minutes 
west  longitude.  It  Is  simply  moving  the 
western  line  between  West  Algoma  and  the 
Thunder  Bay  districts.  Our  electoral  divi- 
sions are  based  on  the  Ontario  boundaries. 
-As  a  rule  we  take  the  municipal  divisions  as 
tbey  have  been  there  in  following  out  our 
electoral  divisions  and  there  happened  to  be 
this  slight  discrepancy.  miere  Is  a  very 
scant  population  In  that  district  I  do  not 
Icnow  laiat  It  affects  any  p<^alatloD.  It 
is  OD  the  north  shore  of  Lake  Huron,  before 
the  Thunder  Bay  district  is  reached. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Those  are 
well  defined  boundaries  are  tt)ey  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BCOTT-Yes. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  2. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— For  what  purpose 
are  those  words  struck  out  in  the  revised 
statutes  ?  What  Is  the  result  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  result  Is  that  It 
applies  the  division  to  counties  In  lower 
Canada.  The  words  '  section  of '  should  not 
be  lliere.  because  the  divisions  are  governed 
not  by  that  particular  section  but  by  all  the 
clauses  in  the  Act. 

Hon,  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  a  pure  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  Just  now  the 
statutes  are  being  overhauled  by  a  com- 
mission,  and  tbey  go  into  it  very  much  more 


carefully  than  the  original  draftsman,  and 
they  discover  those  errors  In  the  revision  so 
that  It  Is  quite  important  to  have  them  cor- 
rected, because  we  have  authorised  that  the 
division  when  complete  shall  be  the  law 
without  coming  again  to  parliament.  In 
the  former  revision  the  revised  Acts  have 
been  brought  down  and  parliament  has  con- 
firmed them,  but  they  are  so  voluminous 
that  It  Is  quite  Impossible  for  parliament  to 
give  the  time  and  attention  necessary,  and 
therefore  It  was  thought  just  as  well  to  con- 
firm them  In  advance.  The  final  revision 
by  the  commission  will  be  the  law  of  the 
country,  and  It  Is  for  that  reason  that  they 
have  to  be  exceedingly  particular  about 
even  very  slight  defects. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  3, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  clause  relates  to 
a  manifest  error,  the  effect  of  which  was  to 
give  to  New  Brunswick  an  additional  mem- 
ber more  than  they  were  entitled  to.  I* 
arose  In  that  way  that  In  setting  forth  the 
electoral  districts  in  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick,  tbey  did  not  set  ttiem  all  forth. 
They  set  forth  that  the  city  of  St.  John 
should  be  entitled  to  one  member,  and  the 
city  of  St.  John  and  county  of  St  John 
should  be  entitled  to  one  member,  and  it 
went  on  and  named  electoral  districts 
and  it  said  all  the  other  counties  of  New 
Brunswick  shall  be  each  entltJed  to  one 
member.  Madawaska  and  Victoria  were 
practioally  separate  counties,  but  tbey  bad 
been  allied  for  representation  purposes.  The 
mode  In  which  the  statute  was  drawn  .would 
have  given  to  each  of  them  a  member.  It 
would  have  given  to  New  Brunswick  one 
more  member  than  the  province  Is  entitled 
to. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto),  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment 

The  BUI  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and 

passed  under  suspension  of  the  rules. 

RAILWAY  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  RBADINO. 
The  House  resolved  Itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bill  <132)  An  Act  to  amend 
the  Railway  Act,  1903 
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(In  the  Committee.) 
On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbere  was  a  good  deal 
of  icrltlcism  on  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  in  reference  to  several  clanses  of  it.  I 
will  take  them  up  serlatum.  The  first 
clause  authorizes  the  Governor  In  Conncil 
to  bear  appeals  from  the  Railway  Commit- 
ted', that  is.  those  api>eala  that  aro.se  after 
the  Railway  Committee  had  been  abolished 
and  before  the  Railway  Commission  had 
been  formed.  I  see  in  a  report  of  my  ob- 
servations that  they  rather  confounded 
those  two.  They  are  different  bodies.  The 
Railway  Commission  Is  organized  under  the 
Railway  Act,  and  the  Railway  Committee 
Is  under  a  former  Railway  Act.  1  was  ask- 
ed to  state  to  what  particular  eases  that 
clause  would  relate.  I  have  made  Inquiry  of 
the  Railway  Department,  and  I  am  informed 
by  Mr.  Schrelber  that  he  only  knows  of  one 
case  that  would  arise,  and  that  is  the  Young 
street  bridge,  which  lia«  been  a  much  de- 
bated question,  and  which  Ig  now  before  us. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-That 
was  the  case  to  whicb  I  called  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yea.  There  was  an  ap- 
peal taken  to  the  Privy  Council,  hot  It  could 
not  be  heard  on  account  of  the  Railway 
Commission  having  been  organized,  and  it 
Is  for  the  purpose  of  getting  rid  of  that 
particular  case,  and  that  Is  the  only  case  In 
which  I  understand  the  clause  1  will  be  in- 
voked. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— ThU  Is  of  much  wider 
and  more  important  consequence.  This 
clause  arises  from  a  decision  given  by  the 
Privy  Council  In  England,  on  an  appeal 
ease  that  went  up  to  them  between  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ontario  and  the  Ham- 
ilton Street  Railway  Company.  The  Privy 
Counciil  as  usual—I  say  it  advisedly  as  I 
have  said  It  before— gave  a  very  unsatis- 
factory Judgment  Briefly,  I  may  say  that 
there  were  certain  questions  submitted  to 
the  Privy  Council.  Before  confederation 
we  had  a  Lord's  Day  Observance  Act  on 
the  statute-l>ook.  After  confederation,  the 
province  of  Ontario  added  to  that  Act.  Street 
Hod.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


railways,  for  Instance,  had  not  been  la  exist- 
ence at  the  time  of  confederation,  and, 
therefor^  special  provision  was  made  in  th« 
Lord's  Day  Act  that  street  railways,  as  hi 
certain  cases  defined  in  the  Ontario  statutes, 
should  not  be  permitted  to  operate  on  the 
Sabbath  day.  In  the  Ontario  le^alttloa 
j  there  were  a  number  of  other  provisions, 
]  and  the  whole  act  was  submitted  to  the 
I  Privy  Council.  I  will  Just  mention  parK- 
■  cularly  the  clause  on  which  the  Privy  Conn- 
I  cil  gave  their  decision.  The  main  point  sath 
j  mitted  to  the  Privy  Oooncil  was  this;  bad 
the  province  of  Ontario  Jurisdiction  to  enact 
chapter  240  of  the  Revised  iStntutes  of  On- 
tario, 1897,  entitled,  '  An  Act  to  prevent  ilie 
profanation  of  the  Lord's  Day,'  and  particu- 
larly sections  1,  7,  8.  Section  one  relates 
to  the  sale  of  property  on  the  Sabbath,  sec- 
tion 7  refers  to  steamboat  excursions  on  tlie 
Sabbath  day,  and  section  8  refers  to  the 
operating  of  street  railways  on  tbe  Sabbath 
day.  Now,  I  may  say  that  In  regard  to 
steamboat  excursions  on  Sunday,  that  the 
penalty  attached  was  |400,  a  specific  gam 
which  might  be  recovered  from  tbe  pro- 
prietors or  the  captain  of  the  boat;  tliat 
it  could  only  be  recovered  In  a  civil  actlou 
before  a  court  having  Jurisdiction.  It  there- 
fore certainly  could  not  partake  of  a  crim- 
inal offence ;  it  was  an  offence  against  an 
ordinance  passed  by  tiie  province,  having, 
as  1  think,  jurisdiction  to  enact  It,  inssmucb 
It  was  a  money  penalty  that  was  attached  to 
It,  and  was  not  In  any  sense  created  a  crime. 
For  the  offences  against  other  clauses  of  the 
Act  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Bnt 
the  Law  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  decided 
that  was  ultra  vires  on  the  ground  that  tbey 
had  no  power  to  Impose  that  penalty. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  I  said  In  my  open- 
ing observations,  the  Judgments  of  tbe 
Privy  Council  are  not  always  satisfactory. 
I  shall  read  the  Ju^ment  to  my  hon.  friend. 
It  was  delivered  by  the  Lord  Chancellor. 
He  said  ; 

Tbeir  lordships  are  of  opinion  that  tbe  Act 
in  question,  Revised  Statutes  of  Ontario,  1B$T, 
chapter  246,  intituled  '  An  Act  to  prevent  tb< 
profanation  of  the  Lord's  Day.'  treated  u  * 
wboJe,  was  beyond  the  competency  of  the 
Ontario  legislature  to  enact,  and  they  are  ac- 
cordingly of  opinion  that  the  first  leetioa 
which  was  referred  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  for 
Ontario  hj  the  Lieutenant  Governor,  purn- 
ant  to  chapter  84  of  the  Revised  Statntes  of 
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Outario,  1897,  ought  to  be  answered  Id  the 
Degative  :  that*  is,  the  question  had  the  legis- 
lature of  Ontario  power  to  enact  section  244 
of  the  Revised  Statutes  of  Ontario,  intituled, 
'  Ao  Act  to  prevent  the  profanation  of  the 
Lord's  Day.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL^-Tbey 
said  the  Ontario  legislature  bad  no  power, 
but  save  no  reasous  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  were  asked  to 
express  an  opinion  on  the  other  questions. 
There  were  no  less  than  eight  questions 
asked,  and  they  simply  declined  to  give  an 
answer.  They  said  :  *  The  answer  to  one 
covers  everything,  and  we  won't  give  an  an- 
swer except  the  particular  case  arises.'  1 
say  to  that  extent  it  was  very  unsatisfact- 
ory, because  the  ground  they  took  was  this: 
that  the  criminal  law  was  entirely  under 
the  Jurisdiction  of  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada, and  it  was  an  infraction  of  the  powers 
of  parliament  for  the  province  of  Ontario 
to  have  enacted  that  Act.  While  reading 
the  various  clauses  of  the  Act  one  certainly 
must  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  gen- 
eral answer  was  given  by  the  Privy  Council 
iu  a  dogmatic  way  ;  they  said  that  It  was 
contrary'  to  the  powers  conferred  upon 
the  Ontario  legislature,  ergo  that  necessarily 
a  breach  of  the  Sabbath  observance  law 
had  to  be  a  crime.  Well,  a  majority  of  the 
cases  are  certainly  not  crimes.  For  in- 
stance one  of  the  clauses  states  that  a  per- 
son shall  not  be  permitted  to  openly  bathe 
on  Sunday  In  a  city  or  town  If  he  Is  near 
a  residence.  It  could  not  be  called  a  crime 
if  some  i>er8on  took  a  bath  a  couple  of  hund- 
red yards  east  or  west  of  a  residence.  In 
many  other  ways  it  Is  quite  evident  that 
toe  Act  cannot  be  regarded  as  creating 
crimes.  I<''or  instance  If  a  person  Qshes  on 
a  Sunday  he  is  liable  to  be  prosecuted  under 
the  Act.  Well,  it  may  or  may  not  be  a 
crime  to  fish.  Perhaps  If  a  man  was  hungry 
and  bad  not  anything  else  to  eat.  It  would 
not  be  a  crime  to  fish.  I  mention  these  mat- 
ters to  show  the  very  dogmatic  way  In 
which  the  Privy  Council  dealt  with  the 
wuole  subject,  and  on  the  one  point  at  all 
events  which  created  a  good  deal  of  feeling 
in  Ontario,  we  must  intervene,  and,  as  far 
as  we  can,  give  authority  to  the  legislation 
of  that  province  in  regard  to  the  running 
of  cars  on  Sunday.  The  province  of  Onta- 
rio, recognizing  the  rights  of  the  Individual 
localities,  have  reserved  certain  railways  In 


towns  and  cities  from  the  operation  of  their 
Act.  The  city  of  Ottawa  has  been  reserved, 
and  Toronto,  so  far  as  the  powers  they  have 
at  present  under  the  votes  of  the  people  ; 
but  It  appears  that  between  the  towns  of 
Brantford  and  Paris,  In  Ontario,  there  are 
cars  that  are  running,  legalized  by  the  pro- 
vince of  Ontario ;  that  is,  tbey  are  Incor- 
porated by  the  province,  and  the  people  In 
both  Paris  and  Brantford  strongly  object 
to  the  running  of  cars  on  Sunday,  for 
the  purpose  of  Inducing  people  to  pass 
the  day  at  a  pftrk  which  lies  midway 
between  the  two  towns,  where  games 
which  are  ■  certainly  not  eleVatIng  and 
edifying,  and  not  befitting  the  Lord's  Day, 
are  carried  on  with  Impunity,  where  they 
have  plays  and  dances,  and  they  sell  soft 
drinks  as  tbey  are  called,  and  in  a  variety 
of  other  ways  shock  the  moral  sense  of  the 
people  of  the  locality,  and  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  that  there  should  be  some  interven- 
tion to  check  desecration  of  the  Lord's  Day. 
That  is  the  particular  reason  for  the  legis- 
lation, although  of  course  It  would  cover 
other  points.  Our  connection  with  it  Is  this, 
that  a  railway  which  forms  a  part  of  a  rail- 
way working  under  a  federal  charter  was  at 
some  time  or  other  before  the  parliament  of 
Canada,  and  we  inserted,  wholly  irrespec- 
tive of  the  effect  of  the  words,  and  giving 
them  a  meaning  that  their  natural  interpre- 
tation would  not  warrant,  a  declaration  that 
local  works  of  that  kind  were  for  tiie  gen* 
eral  advantage  of  Canada.  In  the  British 
North  America  Act  certain  subjects  are  ex- 
clusively under  the  control  of  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada.  They  are  defined,  but  there 
are  general  words  added — any  work  de- 
clared by  the  parliament  of  Canada  to  be 
for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  can  be 
brought  under  jurisdiction  of  the  federal 
jiarliament  of  Canada.  Now,  that  Is  a 
power  we  should  rather  hesitate  to  exercise 
;in  the  free  way  we  have  in  the  past,  and 
I  am  Inclined  to  think  that  In  the  future, 
parliament  will  hesitate  in  adding  those 
words  to  bring  purely  local  works  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAGDONALD  (B.C.)— I  suppose 
the  intention  Is  to  get  subsidies. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— One  clause  or  another. 
The  second  clause  is  marked  '  6a '  and  it 
reads  as  follows 
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6a.  NotwltbBtRDdiDg  anTthing  in  this  Act  or 
in  any  other  Act,  every  railway,  ateam  or 
electric  street  railway,  and  tramway,  wholly 
situate  within  one  province  of  Canada,  hut, 
in  Its  entirety  or  in  part,  declared  by  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  to  be  a  work  for  the  gen- 
era] advantage  of  Canada,  and  every  person 
employed  thereon,  in  respect  of  such  em- 
ployment, and  every  person,  company,  cor- 
peratioD  or  municipality  owning,  controlling 
Or  operating  it  wholly  or  partly,  ia  respect  of 
such  ownership,  control  or  operation,  shall, 
notwithstanding  such  declaration,  be  subject 
to  any  Act  of  the  legislature  of  the  province 
in  which  It  is  situate,  prohibiting  or  regulat- 
ing work,  business  or  labour  upon  the  first 
day  of  the  week,  commonly  called  Sunday,  which 
Is  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  this 
Act  ;  and  every  such  Act  la  hereby,  In  so 
far  as  It  is  in  other  respects  within  the 
powers  of  the  legislature,  confirmed  and  ra- 
tified, and  made  as  valid  and  effectual  for  the 
purposes  of  this  section  as  If  It  had  been  duly 
enacted  by  the  parUament  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWiELL-Froin 
the  explanation  given  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
mao,  I  draw  this  conclusion  :  We  are  by 
ttiis  Bill  legalizing  Acts  that  iiave  been 
passed  by  the  provincial  legislatures  wbicta 
tbe  Law  Lords  of  the  Privy  Coaiicil  have 
declared  they  hare  no  right  to  pasa.  That 
la  practically  what  we  are  doing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-That  Is  tbe  object  of 

It. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-WiI]  this 
legalize  the  penalty  for  the  Infraction  of 
the  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  will  do  this;  so  far 
as  we  have  tbe  power  we  do  It.  In  tbe 
Ontario  Act,  passed  at  the  recent  session, 
they  have  followed  lines  wblch  would  make 
It  quite  impossible  for  tbe  Privy  Council 
to  bold  that  it  came  witbin  tbe  purview  of 
tbe  criminal  law.  That  was  the  Justifica- 
tion for  the  decision  to  which  I  referred 
just  now,  that  tbe  criminal  law  was  ab- 
solutely reserred  for  the  parliament  of  Can- 
ada. -Tbe  statute  recently  passed  In  On- 
tario first  recites  the  prohibition  against 
cars  rnnnlng  on  Sunday,  then  excepts  cer- 
tain places  that. already  have  tbe  power- 
Toronto  and  Ottawa  are  named— and  then 
it  says  that  for  every  train  or  car  run  or 
operated  In  violation  of  tbe  section,  the 
company  shall  pay  ?400,  the  action  to  be 
brought  before  the  court  having  jurisdiction 
in  the  place  from  which  such  train  started. 
It  provides  that  of  the  moneys  collected, 
one-half  shall  go  to  tbe  province  and  tbe 
other  half  to  the  municipality  from  which 
tbe  train  started.  It  could  not  be  held 
Hod.  Kr.  SCOTT. 


that  that  is  any  Infraction  of  the  crimbial 
law,  because  there  Is  no  imprisonment,  no 
penalty  that  shall  follow  the  commission 
of  a  crime,  and,  therefore,  by  no  possible 
chance  could  it  be  argued  with  any  show 
of  success  that  a  clause  which  expressed 
the  object  in  tbe  words  I  hare  mentioned 
could  be  an  infraction  of  tbe  criminal  law. 
Bnt  In  order  that  we  may  remOTe  the  Joris- 
diction  we  have  at  present  in  regard  to  a 
local  railway  that  has  come  by  its  charte 
under  tbe  sovereignty  of  tbe  Dominion 
parliament  by  tbe  addition  of  those  words 
for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  tUs 
clause  strikes  them  out 

Hon.  Mr.  UAGDONALD  (B.G.)— la  then 
any  Intention  this  year  on  the  part  of  tbff 
government  to  meet  the  views  of  the  Lord's 
Day  Alliance  which  called  on  tbe  premlff 
early  in  the  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  doing  It  nov. 

Hon.  Mir.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-This  Is 
tbe  only  instalment  this  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-It  wUI  be 
a  great  disappointment  to  the  Lord's  Day 
Alliance.     They  bad  a  distinct  promise 

from  the  premier  that  something  should 
be  done,  and  they  will  feel  that  tbe  promI« 
has  not  been  kept.  However,  there  ia 
one  good  thing,  when  this  Bill  becomes  law 
tbe  Ontario  Act  can  be  carried  into  affect 
I  was  with  a  delegation  that  waited  on  the 
collector  of  customs  In  (xmnection  with 
steamboat  excnrslons,  and  be  gave  orders 
then  that  excursions  from  the  United  States 
should  be  stopped,  and  Sunday  excursion 
passengers  should  not  be  allowed  to  land. 
He  took  the  power,  and  I  am  glad  he  did, 
but  he  has  not  stopped  excursions  lenrini! 
our  own  country,  and  that  Is  one  thlnpthat 
ought  to  be  remedied. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  far  as  we  can.  we 
have  endeavoured  to  stop  them,  but  In  mat- 
ters of  that  kind,  wblch  are  clearly  under 
tbe  control  of  tbe  provinces  they  must  be 
left  to  carry  out  their  own  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.}-1  think 
tbe  federal  authorities  could  act  where  navi- 
gation comes  in. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Take  the  Sunday  eicui^ 
sion  steamer;  I  do  not  think  the  Privy  Coan- 
cll  would  bold  that  where  there  w«  « 


Digitized  by 


Google 


AUGUST  2,  1904 


989 


penalty  similar  to  the  penalty  imposecl  here, 
$400,  to  be  recovered  by  any  person  suing 
for  it  In  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction, 
that  that  would  be  characterized  as  crime. 
It  would  be  preposterous;  therefore  the 
statute  of  Ontario  In  that  particular  regard 
would,  I  am  quite  sure,  be  sustained  by  the 
Privy  Council.  The  Lord's  Day  Alliance 
has  not  thought  proper  to  talie  proceedings. 
I  noticed  the  other  day  that  the  usual  Ri- 
chelieu and  Ontario  steamer  left  Toronto 
on  Sunday  afternoon,  and  the  authorities 
declined  to  take  any  action,  showing  the 
reasonable  view  tbey  themselves  take  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Was 
that  an  excursion  trip  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  was  the  regular 
trip. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-One  of 
the  regular  steamers  going  down  to  Mont- 
treal  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  so  I  think  the 
Lord's  Day  Alliance  are  recognizing  that  in 
tbe  provinces  the  power  and  control  of  many 
of  those  ordinances  rests  with  the  province 
and  not  with  the  Dominion.  We  give  our 
concurrence  as  far  as  we  can.  We  are 
most  anxious  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
Lord's  Day  Alliance,  but,  as  hon.  gentleman 
know,  the  conditions  are  not  the  same  In 
the  different  provinces,  and  in  legislation 
of  that  kind  you  cannot  put  In  the  statutes 
of  Canada  cast  Iron  rules  that  persons  In 
all  parts  of  the  Dominion,  a  widely  extended 
Dominion  with  different  creeds  and  nation- 
alities, would  feel  morally  bound  to  observe, 
and  any  law  of  that  kind  put  on  the  statutes 
ought  to  be  enforced.  It  is  absurd  to  en- 
act laws  which  you  do  not  propose,  to  en- 
force, and,  therefore,  it  is  very  much  better 
that  the  different  proTlnces  should  pass 
such  laws  as  meet  the  approval  of  the  large 
majority  of  the  people.  Those  laws  should 
and  can  be  enforced.  As  far  as  the  federal 
authorities  are  concerned,  they  wished  to 
meet  the  desires  of  the  Lord's  Day  Alliance, 
and  they  are  doing  so  as  far  as  they  can 
ander  the  circumstances  which  exist  In  Can- 
ada. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-This  is  rather 
peculiar  legislation.  The  British  Nortlj 
America  Act  conferred  certain  powers  on 
tbe  federal  government  and  parliament,  and 


other  powers  on  the  provincial  legislatures. 
We  propose  by  this  Bill  to  loan,  as  it  were, 
some  of  the  powers  we  possess  to  some  of 
the  provinces,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
them  to  do  what  tbey  could  not  do  them- 
selves under  tbe  British  North  America  Act. 
I  think  the  correct  principle  is  for  this 
parliament  to  carry  out  the  powers  given 
to  It  directly,  by  Its  own  legislation,  and 
leave  the  provinces  to  exercise  the  powers 
which  they  possess  in  their  own  way.  This 
is  simply  a  way  of  getting  over  a  practical 
difficulty  and  It  will  lead  to  many  anomalies. 
We  make  the  law  of  the  provinces  effective 
where  It  would  otherwise  be  ineffective, 
and  that  law  will  be,  as  I  understand,  to 
prevent  the  running  of  electric  cars  say  at 
Ottawa,  outside  of  the  city  on  Sundays. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  may  not  be 
the  case  here,  but  In  many  parts  of  Ontario 
there  will  be  just  as  sharp  anomalies  as 

that  In  the  carrying  of  that  Act  Into  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman  en- 
tirely loses  sight  of  the  main  point  wtiicb 
I  thought  I  had  made  clear.  It  Is  where 
we  have  ^ken  from  the  provinces  a  Juris- 
diction which  properly  belongs  to  the  pro- 
vinces in  reference  to  certain  railways  which 
I  have  mentioned.  I  gave  the  case  of  a  rail- 
way between  Brantford  and  Paris,  a  purely 
local  railway.  In  order  to  absorb  and  take 
from  the  province  of  Ontario  the  powere 
which  properly  and  legitimately  belong  to  It 
under  the  British  North  America  Act,  we 
went  beyond  our  rights.  We  now  seek  to 
correct  that  by  saying  that  so  far  as  this 
Sunday  observance  law  is  concerned,  we 
remit  to  the  province  again  the  powers  and 
Jurisdiction  that  we  have  improperly  taken 
from  the  province ;  because  nobody  will 
maintain  for  a  moment  that.it  was  a  fair 
interpretation  of  the  British  North  America 
Act  to  add  those  words  '  for  the  general  ad- 
lantage  of  Canada,'  except  in  a  very  few 
isolated  cases.  Where  it  became  necessary 
for  federal  purposes  it  was  Justified,  but 
surely  not  in  a  purely  local  enterprise,  which 
did  not  connect  one  province  with  another, 
and  which  was  entirely  wlthhi  the  province, 
perhaps  within  one  municipality.  Surely  It 
was  unjustifiable  for  the  federal  parilament 
to  Insert  in  an  Act  those  words  in  order  to 
take  any  particular  enterprise  from  out  the 
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local  Jurtsdictlon.  We  are  not  In  this  clause 
going  beyond  ttmt  We  are  simply  saying 
that  so  far  as  those  provincial  worits  that 
we  have  talcen  control  of  improperly  are 
concerned,  they  shall  be  agaiu  remitted  to 
the  province  so  far  as  the  laws  relating  to 
Sunday  observance  are  applicable. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  cannot  agree 
with  my  hon.  friend  that  we  have  improper- 
ly taken  those  local  works  frotn  the  pro- 
vinces. It  may  or  may  not  be  expedient  Ho 
exercise  the  power,  but  we  have  the  power 
under  the  British  Xorth  Amercia  Act  to  take 
over  those  works,  and  In  the  exercise  of  our 
Judgment  we  did  so.  and  when  we  took  them 
over  we  took  with  them  all  the  rights  that 
passed  In  regard  to  legislation  concerning 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— There  can  "be  no 
doubt,  parliament  has  the  power,  but  as  the 
hoD.  Secretary  of  State  has  explained,  w« 
are  simply  placing  the  provinces  in  the  same 
position  they  were  In  before  parliament  saw 
St  to  insert  these  words.  It  has  been  held 
by  the  Privy  Council  tliat  inasmuch  as 
these  works  were  declared  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada  the  province  did  not 
have  the  poww  to  restrict  the  operation  of 
those  railways  on  Sunday.  In  a  great  many 
cases  where  such  Bills  have  been  before  the 
Railway  Committee,  members  from  the  dif- 
ferent provinces  have  protested  against  the 
insertion  of  the  words  '  for  the  general  ad- 
vantage of  Canada,'  claiming  that  they 
were  purely  local  enterprises  and  we  should 
not  by  legislatlOQ  take  them  out  of  the  con- 
trol of  the  provinces.  In  so  far  as  Sabbath 
observance  legislation  Is  observed,  It  is  res- 
toring the  powers  the  provinces  had  previous 
to  Inserting  those  words  '  For  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada.'  There  Is  no  doubt 
about  the  right  of  parliament  to  legislate, 
but  whether  tbej  have  been  wise  in  doing 
80  Is  questionable,  and  where  there  Is  a 
strong  feeling  In  any  province  against  run- 
ning cars  on  local  lines  on  Sunday,  the  fed- 
eral parliament  are  asked  to  declare  that  no 
law  of  this  parliament  shall  restrict  the 
local  authorities  from  carrying  out  the  pro- 
viuclal  legislation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Will 
the  passage  of  this  clause  ret>eal  the  sec- 
tions in  all  the  Railway  Acts  declaring  that 
Hoo.  Hr.  SCOTT. 


local  works  are  for  the  general  advantage 
of  Canada  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh.  no.  It  Is  limited  to 
the  prohibiting  or  regulating  of  working  on 
Sunday. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  nit 
derstand  that,  but  the  argument  of  the  boo. 
Secretary  of  State  is  this,  that  we  improper- 
ly took  from  the  different  provinces  tbo 
right  they  had  under  the  constitution  to 
regulate  the  running  of  cars  on  Sundaj. 
Did  the  adding  of  the  words  '  This  Act  shall 
be  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada' 
remove  that  power  from  the  provinee  ?  i 
should  judge  It  did. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Tes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Wlli 
the  passage  of  this  clause,  purporting  to 
give  back  to  them  certain  powers,  repeal 
the  sections  of  the  different  Acts  contained 
in  that  provision  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  ;  it  simply  enables 
tlieni  to  enforce  the  Act  in  regard  to  Sunday 
obaervance.   It  is  limited  to  that  entirely. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — I  take  the  text  of 
iubsectlon  6a  as  amounting  to  this:  as  it 
when  the  Railway  Act  was  passed  last  aea- 
gion  we  had  inserted  In  It  a  clause  to  tin 
effect  that  the  declaration  made  that  a  loca^ 
work  was  to  be  considered  a  work  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada  would  not  de- 
prive the  legislature  of  the  right  of  legislat- 
ing as  far  as  Sunday  observance  was  con- 
cerned, 'niat  is  the  whole  affect  oS  the 
clause.  In  other  words,  the  declaration  made 
In  those  Acts  of  parliament,  that  they  are 
works  for  the  general  advantage  of  Canada, 
have  the  effect  of  removing  the  railway  pro- 
perty from  the  local  to  the  federal  Jorla 
diction'  witlmut  any  restrtctlon,  so  it  is 
contended,  and  this  Bill  Is  drafted  on  tbat 
assumption.  The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to 
limit  that  effect  by  protecting  legislation,  as 
far  as  Sabbath  observance  is  concerned. 

Hon.  Sh*  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbere 
is  another  point  to  which  I  wteh  to  draw  at- 
tention. It  seems  to  me  that  this  clause 
involves  a  very  serious  constitutional  ques- 
tion. We  tlnd  ourselves  in  this  position : 
a  law  is  passed  by  the  province  of  Ontario 
imposing  a  penalty  of  $400  for  any  infrac- 
tion of  a  clause  of  a  law  on  their  statotes. 
The  Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  have  decla^ 
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ed  that  to  be  ultra  Tires.  In  the  face  of 
tbat  declalon  of  the  highest  coart  in  the 
realm,  we  give  authority,  as  far  as  we  can. 
to  legalize  an  Act  which  imposes  that  penal- 
ty enacted  by  the  legislature.  Now,  sup- 
posing that  penalty  be  Imposed  for  a  viola- 
tion of  the  law  and  the  case  goes  into  court. 
The  defence  would  be  that  the  province  bad 
no  power  to  legislate  upon  that  subject  under 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council,  l^en  tbe 
prosecutor  would  say :  We  are  proceedins; 
under  a  law  of  the  province  which  the  par- 
liament of  Canada  has  declared  Intra  vires 
Who  is  to  decide  that  question  ?  I  wish  It 
to  be  understood  I  am  not  oiH>osIng  the  con- 
cessions which  are  being  made.  Then  It 
comes  to  this :  Can  we,  as  a  parliament, 
delegate  to  an  Inferior  body  a  power  which 
the  Confederation  Act  says  la  wh<rfly  and 
solely  vested  In  this  parliament  ?  Under  tbe 
circumstances.  It  seems  to  me  there  woukl 
be  a  good  deal  of  worli  for  the  lawyers. 
My  hon.  friend  gave  me  a  very  satisfactory 
explanation  In  reference  to  the  other  ques- 
tion which  I  put,  and  I  should  like  to  hear 
legal  gentlemen  upon  this  point,  which,  to 
me,  appeal^  not  only  an  Important,  but  an 
intricate  question  to  decide  as  to  the  powers 
of  the  different  legislative  bodies. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE~-I  disagree  entirely 
with  tbe  suggestion  made  that  this  Bill  has 
the  effect  of  over-riding  the  Judgment  of  the 
Privy  Council.  There  is  nothing  of  the 
kind.  The  Judgment  of  the  Privy  Council, 
as  read  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State, 
dealt  with  a  special  act  passed  by  the  legis- 
lature of  Ontario  and  dealing — I  call  at- 
tention to  the  words  used  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  in  rendering  the  Judgment— 
'  with  tbe  Act  as  a  whole.'  The  Privy 
Council  held  that  tbe  legislature  of  Ontario 
bad  assumed  to  deal  with  matters  which 
form  part  of  the  criminal  law  of  the  Dom- 
inion, and  that,  therefore,  It  was  beyond 
their  Jurisdiction,  and  declared  the  Act  un- 
constitutional. Tbe  passing  of  this  Bill  will 
not  enable  the  legislature  of  Ontario  to  pass 
a  similar  Act  to  the  one  which  has  been 
declared  unconstitutional,  because  it  would 
be  Interfering  with  the  exclusive  Jurisdiction 
of  the  Dominion  parliament,  to  which  has 
been  entrusted  the  criminal  laws.  There 
Is  a  distinction  which  is^  to  be  made.  The 
Act  of  the  legislature  was  declared  ultra 


vires,  not  because  it  was  dealing  with  the 
observance  of  the  Sunday,  but  because  it 

was  dealing  with  the  criminal  law,  and  to 
pass  an  Act  in  accordance  with  this  Bill 
they  will  have  to  confine  themselves  to  tbe 
observance  of  tbe  Sunday  without  encroach- 
ing upon  the  criminal  law.  If  they  sbould 
enact  a  penal  clause  making  certain  offences 
a  crime,  then  It  would  still  be  utra  vires  of 
'the  powers  of  the  legislature.  That,  I  think, 
sbould  answer  the  objection  raised  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  tbe  opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  understand 
that  this  is  a  limited  clause  similar  to  the 
one  which  was  originated  In  this  chamber 
and  passed  last  session,  when  we  declared 
that  the  provincial  railways  crossing  federal 
roads  would  not  thereby  become  wholly 
works  for  the  general  advantage  of  Can- 
ada and  subject  to  all  federal  laws,  but 
would  simply  be  under  federal  jurisdiction 
in  so  far  as  the  crossing  and  through  freight 
rates  were  concerned.  We  are  again,  by 
this  Bill,  limiting  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
federal  power  upon  provincial  railways 
that  have  been  declared  for  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-We  are  doing 
more  than  limiting  the  Jurisdiction  of  the 
federal  parliament  ;  we  are  making  valid, 
as  far  as  an  Act  of  this  parliament  can 
make  valid.  Acta  passed  by  another  legis- 
lature. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  it  does  not 
do  that,  it  does  not  do  anything  at  all.  If 
the  Lord's  Day  Alliance  are  depending  on 
this  Bill,  and  the  honourable  gentleman's 
contention  is  right,  they  will  find  they  are 
getting  legislation  of  no  value  at  nil  for  en- 
forcing Sunday  observance.  But  it  is  the 
intention  of  tbe  BUI  that  provincial  laws 
making  the  running  of  street  cars  or  other 
public  conveyances  on  Sunday  a  punishable 
offence  shall  be  valid;  that  may  be  held  to  be 
Illegal  hereafter.  Th-it  must  be  tbe  mean- 
ing of  tbe  section,  otherwise  how  does  it 
meet  the  views  of  the  Lord's  Pay  Alliance  ? 
It  is  with  a  view  to  the  better  enforcement 
of  the  provincial  Sabbath  observance  laws. 
These  laws  have  been  found  to  be  faulty 
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by  the  Law  Lords,  and  tbe  proviuceg  have 
found  they  cannot  enforce  them.   We  arc 
providing  that  these  laws  shall  be  as  good 
and  as  effective  as  if  they  were  passed  by 
the  parUament  of  Canada  itself.    I  thiuk 
that  is  what  we  are  accomplishing.   If  we 
are  not  accomplishing  that,  and  if  we  are  not 
making  legal  in  the  province  of  Ontario 
what  would  not  be  otherwise  legal,  the 
Lord's  Day  Alliance  are  not  receiving  much 
of  what  they  ask.  Now,  in  connection  with 
this  subject,  very  serious  anomalies  will 
arise  under  tbe  operation  of  this  clause. 
Take  the  case  of  an  electric  railway  or  any 
other  railway  located  within  the  province, 
which  has  been  declared  to  be  for  the  gen- 
eral advantage  of  Canada,  and  It  is  located 
entirely  within  the  province.  That  railroad 
might   be   extended   across   a  provincial 
boundary   line,   and   the   moment   it  did 
so    extend,    It    would     come    out  from 
within  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  be- 
come' a  federal  work,  under  another  provi- 
sion of  the  British  North  America  Act,  and 
a  different  law  for  Sunday  observance  would 
apply  to  that  road  the  monvent  it  crossed 
tbe  prorlndal  line.  Take  one  railway  that 
Is  entirely  wI13iin  the  province  of  Ontario, 
and  side  by  side  Is  a  competing  road  which 
crosses  the  boundary  line,  what  will  you 
have  then  ?   We  will  have  tbe  law  of  Onta- 
rio applied  to  the  railroad  that  Is  practi- 
cally covering  the  same  ground,  with  the 
exception  that  tbe  one  touches  the  provin- 
cial line  and  the  other  does  not ;  yon  will 
have  the  law  of  tbe  province  applied  to 
the  one,  and  you  will  have  the  federal  law 
applied  to  the  other,  and  the  federal  law 
with  respect  to  the  question  of  Sunday  ob- 
servance, we  know  has  no  provisions  simUar 
to  tbe  provisions  In  some  of  the  provincial 
laws.   Whatever  may  be  the  object  or  de- 
sire of  the  government  In  passing  this  Bill, 
the  effect  Is  somewhat  as  has  been  described 
by  my  hon.  friend  to  my  left.   It  is  dele- 
gating the  powers  of  this  parliament  to  the 
province,  for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing 
something  which  tliey  could  not  do  unliess 
we  passed  this  law  giving  them  that  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMTTLLEN— I  desire  to  say 
In  reply  to  my  hon.  friend,  that  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada  Is  not  virtually  delegating 
the  power  to  the  province.  We  are  merely 
restoring  the  power  that  the  province  for- 
merly enjoyed.  Prior  to  tbe  ttaoe  that  we 
Hon.  Mr.  FSUIOUSON. 


commenced  legislation  In  tbe  direction  ol 
bringing  of  lines  of  railway  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Dominion  government  by  declar- 
ing them  to  be  works  for  the  general  ad- 
vantage of  Canada,  the  province  exercised 
tbe  powers  that  they  will  exercise  after 
this  Bill  Is  passed,  so  that  we  are  merely 
placing  the  province  in  tbe  position,  br 
legislation  of  its  own,  to  regulate  the  optt- 
ation  of  these  local  provincial  lines,  on  tbe 
Lord's  Day.    My  hon.  friend  has  expressed 
the  view  that  it  would  be  better  that  a 
general  Dominion  law  should  be  passed, 
with  regard  to  tbe  iLord's  Day  Observance, 
but  we  all  know  very  well  that  there  are 
differences  of  opinion  In  some  of  13ie  pro- 
vinces, with  regard  to  that  matter.  Tbe 
province  of  Ontario  possibly  may  bold  one 
view  as  a  province,  or  at  least  a  majority  of 
the  people  may  hold  one  view  with  regard 
to  that,  and  the  people  of  the  province  of 
Quebec  may  hold  another.    It  is  not  desir- 
able by  an  overpowering  vote  to  say  that 
the  whole  of  the  provinces  staould  f<»rce  one 
province  to  consent  to  a  condition  of  thlagi 
which  tbe  majority  of  tbe  people  In  Oi&t 
province  are  opposed  to.   We  do  not  want 
to  do  that    The  province  of  Quebec  may 
decide  to  take  a  certain  course  after  this 
taw  is  passed,  and  the  province  of  Ontario 
may  take  another  course.   It  will  place  the 
provinces  in  the  position  that  they  can  le- 
gislate with  regard  to  the  Lord's  Day  withhi 
their  own  sphere,  and  toii^  those  roads  that 
were  originally  chartered  as  provindal  lines 
which  are  entirely  within  tbe  pro^ce,  un- 
der the  operation  of  that  law.    I  entirely 
concur  In  tbe  legislation.   I  compliment  the 
government   on   tlie   Introdaction  of  the 
Bill.   I  think  It  is  an  «xceedlngly  good  and 
prudent  provision,   I  am  sure  the  very  best 
legal  talent  in  this  Dominion  has  been 
broui^t  to  bear  on  this  subject,  and  Thlle 
1  respect  the  extended  experience  of  my 
bon.  friend  tbe  leader  of  tbe  opposition, 
who  has  been  long  enough  in  parliament  to 
be  a  good  constitutional  authority,  after  all 
I  have  not  tbe  slightest  doubt  that  all  the 
peculiar  phases  and  features  of  tfaia  BUI  have 
been  carefully  considered  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice  of  the  Dominion,  and  by 
other  legal  minds,  and  that  they  have  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  legislation  of  tbis 
kind  Is  the  only  method  by  which  yon  can 
empower  the  provinces  to  deal  with  fliti 
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great  and  importaDt  question  on  lines  to 
BOit  tbemaelres,  and  each  province  will  be 
yirtuaily  a  little  Icingdom  within  Itself, 
regalatit^;  everything  connected  with  the  ob- 
Bervance  of  the  Lord's  Day,  and  I  think, 
therefore,  At  is  proirer  legislation, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  think  there  is  any  difference  of  opinion 
upon  the  point  which  has  been  advanced  by 
bon.  gentleman  from  Wellington,  but  he 
seems  to  have  lost  sight  of  the  real  point 
at  Issue.  As  the  hon.  gentleman  knows, 
many  of  us  have  been  fighting  in  the  Rail- 
way Committee,  against  placing  tliat  clause 
in  Bills  relating  to  exclusively  local  roads. 
That  Is  not  the  point  that  struck  me  so 
forcibly,  but  we  are  In  this  Bill  relegating 
the  power  to  the  legislatures  that  they  wouSd 
have  enjoyed  If  those  words  had  not  been 
placed  in  those  local  Acts.  The  point  that  I 
raise,  is  whether  this  law,  as  ft  Is  claimed, 
would  repeal  the  Iocs]  law  ?  I  am  not 
objecting  to  it,  but  that  Is  one  point  The 
principal  matter  Is,  that  we  are  not  only 
giving  power  to  legalize  the  laws  which  they 
may  pass,  regulating  Sabbath  observance, 
bat  are  we  not  at  the  same  time  giving  tbem 
power  to  Impose  the  penalties  which  the  Law 
Lords  of  the  Privy  Council  of  England  have 
declared  that  we  have  no  right  to  give  1 
That  is  the  princ4>ai  point  If  my  hon. 
friend  will  read  the  clauses  carefully,  I  think 
he  will  And  that  the  construction  wJilcb  I 
placed  ni>oo  it  Is  correct.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  gave  a  very  dear, 
and,  to  my  mind,  succinct  explanation  of 
this  clause,  but  in  his  explanation  he  did  not 
touch  that  point  to  which  I  have  referred. 
At  least  I  did  not  so  understand  him.  The 
second  subsection  of  section  2  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

'  2.  The  Governor  fa  Council  mar  at  aor  tlQio 
and  from  time  to  time  hy  proclamation  cooflrm, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  section,  any  Act  of  the 
legislature  of  any  province  passed  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  for  the  prohibition  or  re- 
gulation of  work,  business  or  labour  upon  the 
first  day  of  the  week,  commonly  called  Sunday.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDU RAND— That  was  not 
the  clause  which  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  -Salaberry  was  discussing,  nor  was  It  the 
clause  referred  to  by  myself.  We  simply 
limited  our  remarks  to  the  first  section  ot 
clause  2. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 1  said 
that  the  hon.  gentleman's  explanation  was 
clear  and  succinct,  so  far  as  he  discussed 
the  question,  but  that  he  bad  not  touched 
the  point  to  which  I  have  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate,  and  that  is  the  clause 
to  which  I  now  desire  to  call  attention. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  have  not  come  to 
that  clause  yet. 

Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
have  been  discussing  the  first  section,  as  I 
understand.  However,  this  discussion  can 
be  held  now,  so  that  we  can  pass  that 
clause  without  further  discussion.  I  shall 
read  the  remainder  of  the  clauses,  and  I 
wish  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
to  listen  to  It.  It  is.  as  follows  : 

And  from  and  after  the  date  of  any  such  pro* 
clamatlon  the  Act  thereby  confirmed.  In  so  far 
as  It  Is  In  other  respects  within  the  powers  ot 
the  legislature,  sball  for  the  purposes  of  this 
section  be  confirmed  and  ratified  and  made  aa 
valid  and  effectual  as  If  it  Iwd  been  enacted 
by  the  parliament  of  Canada. 

It  goes  further,  and  it  says  that  it  shall 
not  only  be  confirmed  In  this  particular 
respect  but  In  other  respects,  whatever  that 
may  be  or  how  much  that  may  cover.  The 
point  to  my  mind  Is  this :  supposing  they 
re-enact  that  clause  which  now  stands  upon 
the  statute-book  of  tfie  province  of  Ontario, 
and  which  the  Law  Lords  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil have  declared  to  be  ultra  vires,  would 
not  the  powers  given  to  the  Governor  In 
Council,  under  this  Act,  declare  that  legal  1 
My  bon.  friend  shakes  his  head.  That  Is 
Just  the  view  I  have,  but  I  think  the  inten- 
tion is  to  make  an  Act  of  that  kind  l^al, 
otherwise  the  passage  of  any  law  by  the 
province  regulating  work  of  any  kind,  busi- 
ness and  labour,  on  the  first  day  of  the  week, 
would  be  Ineffectual,  and  utterly  valueless, 
unless  you  could  Impose  a  penalty  for  the 
non-o4>servance  of  it.  That  Is  the  point  I 
desire  to  make.  Perhaps  It  is  not  as  clear 
as  though  I  had  studied  law  for  ten  yeairs, 
and  it  does  not  seem  to  me,  that,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield  has  pointed 
out,  power  is  given  to  the  Governor  in 
Council  by  proclamation  to  declare  such  a 
law  valid  and  having  the  same  effect  and 
force  as  If  it  had  been  passed  by  the  parlia- 
ment of  Canada,  and  If  It  has  not  that 
power,  then  the  clauses  does  very  little 
good. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  may  be  dlBfer- 
ences  of  opinion  about  the  desirability  of 
legislation  by  the  Governor  In  Council,  such 
as  is  provided  by  the  second  sub-clause  of 
this  clause  ;  but  perhaps  It  would  be  better 
to  devote  ourselves  just  now  to  tbe  sub- 
clause which  Is  before  us. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIj— That 
Is  what  I  have  tried  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  question  in- 
volved in  the  first  sub-cliiuse  is  a  suffi- 
ciently important  one.  Tbe  strongest 
objection  to  the  clause  is  the  one  Indicated 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfleld. 
That  Is,  If  you  have  a  through  railway  run- 
ning parallel  with,  or  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  a  local  railway,  the  local  railway  being 
one  which  does  not  extend  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  province,  then  the  Sunday  laws  of 
the  province  apply  to  tbe  local  railway,  and 
do  not  apply  to  the  through  railway  which 
passes  close  to  It.  With  respect  to  tbe  first 
general  objection,  the  position  is  this  :  the 
provincial  legislature  creates  a  person.  It 
incorporates  a  certain  number  of  gentlemen 
to  build  and  own  a  railway.  It  makes  them 
an  artificial  person.  That  artificial  j)erson. 
as  long  as  it  remains  a  provincial  person,  is 
subject  to  the  Sunday  laws  of  the  province. 
Then  the  Dominion  parliament  gives 
to  that  provincial  person  n  Dominion 
existence.  That  person  Is  still  tbe  same 
person,  although  in  the  one  cuse  it  has  a  Do- 
minion existence,  and  in  the  other  only  a  pro- 
vincial existence,  and  the  question  is  whether 
there  Is  anything  improper  in  declaring  that 
the  person  created  by  the  IMmlnion  parlia- 
ment shall  be  subject  to  such  local  laws  as 
apply  to  the  provincial  person.  I  do  not 
think  that  there  Is  anything  in  itself 
objectionable  or  contrary  to  our  Ideas  of 
law  and  common  sense  in  that.  There  is  no 
reason  why  this  Dominion  person  should  not 
be  subject  to  the  provincial  laws,  as  well 
as  the  local  person— that  is  the  laws  which 
affect  htm  In  common  with  the  local  person. 
The  truth  is,  that  already  these  Dominion 
corporations  are  to  a  certain  extent  subject 
to  tlie  locaJ  laws.  Take  the  question  of 
lands  acquired  by  these  corporations.  A 
Dominion  corporation  acquires  land  under 
its  Dominion  charter,  but  when  It  comes  to 
deal  with  that  land,  it  falls  under  the  local 
law  with  respect  to  the  registration  of 

Hon.  Sir  KACKW4Zia  BOVBLL. 


deeds,  and  so  on.  All  these  things  and  other 
things  In  connection  with  the  land,  are  gov- 
erned by  the  iocal  law  ;  and  there  is  nothing 
absurd  or  unreasonable  in  contending  that 
the  provincial  Sunday  laws  should  apply  to 
the  Dominion  corporation  whose  works  do 
not  extend  beyond  the  limits  of  the  proTinA 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQDEl— I  was  going  to  sar 
that  the  point  made  by  the  hon.  gentlemu 
from  Marshiield  is,  I  twlieve,  well  taken, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  tbe  Minister  of  Justice  to  tbe 
matter.  Tbe  point  would  be  covered  by 
adding  after  the  word  '  tramway '  In  ti» 
third  line  of  sub-clauses  6 — A,  the  words 
'  extending  to  more  than  one  province^  or 
wholly  situated.'  ftc. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Provision  Is  made  for 

that  very  contingency. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  genUemaa 
Will  see  t^at  is  in  direct  contradlctioD  to 

the  third  clause  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— 1  do  not  rise  to  Bag- 
gest  any  amendment  I  merely  rise  to  say 
that  I  agree  with  the  suggestion  made  by 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield  that  the 
Bill  is  open  to  this  objection,  and  as  has  1>md 
stated  by  His  Honour  the  Speaker,  taking 
two  railways,  one  exclusively  situated  wltli- 
in  the  province,  and  the  other  extending 
beyond  the  province,  the  Act  of  tbe  local 
legislature  will  affect  the  one  entirely  alt* 
uated  within  the  province,  but  will  not  af- 
fect the  other,  and  the  law  should  be  made 
to  affect  both  railways  as  far  as  the  Snnday 
cbservance  is  concerned,  and  I  merely  svg- 
gest  that  the  attention  of  the  Minister  ot 
Justice  be  called  to  the  point,  and  ascertain 
whether  he  does  not  think  it  advisable  to 
amend  it.  ^ 

Hon.  Sir  MACKSNZIH  BOWBLL-Do» 
the  hon.  gentleman  think  it  Is  not  coreced 
by  the  third  section  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No,  it  is  not  As  far 
as  the  other  point  is  concerned,  t  only  de- 
sire to  call  tbe  attention  of  the  hon,  mem- 
bers, and  especially  the  hon.  leader  of  tbe 
opposition  to  those  words  which  are  to  ba 
found  in  this  section  which  la  now  irader 
consideration  in  line  84 — *  And  eveiT  socb 
Act  Is  hereby  In  so  far  as  It  la  in  oVVtt 
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respects  within  the  powers  of  the  legisla- 
ture, conflrmed  and  ratified.' 

What  is  the  effect  of  these  words  ?  Ihe 
effect  is  to  compel  the  legislature  not  to  in- 
terfere with  tn«  powers  of  the  Dominion 
'  parliament,  in  dealing  with  subjects  which 
are  criminal  law  subjects,  because  this 
clause  says  that  au  Act  of  the  legislature 
will  have  to  be,  in  other  respects,  within 
its  powers.  W'hat  does  It  refer  to?  It  refers 
to  any  matter  other  than  the  fact  that  the 
comi^any  have  been  declared  a  work  for  the 
general  advantage  of  Canada,  and  It  is  only 
ni*  far  as  these  words  might  have  iuterfei-ed 
or  might  have  limited  the  powers  of  the 
l^islature,  that  such  powers  will  not  remain 
limited  as  they  were  heretofore  ;  but  it  will 
not  be  within  the  powers  of  the  legislature 
to  deal  with  criminal  mattfers  connected  with 
a  breach  of  the  Sabbath  observance  laws 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act. 

Hon,  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  have  great  res- 
pect for  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  membw 
from  de  Salaberry  with  regard  to  the  Inter- 
pretation of  statutes  and  such  matters  as 
that.  As  my  hon.  friend  Is  generally  clear 
and  right,  I  hesitate  about  asserting  an  op- 
inion contrary  to  that  wMch  he  enunciates. 
My  hon.  frieud  just  now  seemed  to  draw 
the  distlnctiom  in  this  Act,  which  I  bad  not 
previously  noticed  In  any  remarks  that  had 
been  made.  I'erhaps  1  have  not  sutiicieuUy 
understood  It,  but  I  think  my  tion.  friend's 
meaning  Is  this :  In  all  other  matters  it 
will  leave  the  laws  of  the  provinces  with 
respect  to  penalties  and  the  enforcement  of 
them  precisely  as  It  is.  Is  that  my  hon. 
friend's  meaning  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  that  is  the  true 
interpretation  of  the  clause  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Wellington  has  very  little  to 
tltank  the  government  for  with  regard  to 
carrying  out  the  views  of  the  Lord's  Day 
Alliance,  because  it  leaves  the  Interpreta- 
tion precisely  as  It  is  with  regard  to  that 
subject,  and  has  not  given  the  provincial 
law  the  effect  of  enforcing  penalties  for 
violation  of  the  Sunday  observance  laws 
with  respect  to  these  roads.  The  Lord's 
Day  Alliance  people  are  just  where  they 
were  before,  and  it  Is  only  a  delusion.  My 
hon.  friend  from  de  Salaberry  has  no  doubt 
looked  into  this  already  somewhat  care- 
60 


fully.  If  be  has  not,  no  doubt  be  will  look 
into  it  thoroughly  from  the  fact  there  seems 
to  be  such  a  divergence  of  opinion  as  to 
the  meauing  to  be  attached  to' the  clause. 
It  will  be  well,  therefore,  to  hold  it  over 
to  give  an  opportunity  to  study  it.  We 
are  passing  something  on  which  we  place 
very  different  interpretations.  The  Speaker 
who,  we  know,  is  a  very  close  critic  of  the 
law,  seems  to  think,  that  what  we  are  doing 
Is  simply  making  the  law  applicable  to 
Dominion  officials  on  Dominion  raUways, 
leaving  the  (province  to  enact  any  law  It 
may  think  proper  with  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter. To  my  mind  we  are  doing  a  great 
deal  more  than  that;  we  are  declaring  cer- 
tain laws  passed  or  to  be  passed  hereafter 
by  the  provinces  shall  have  the  same  effect 
as  if  passed  by  the  parliament  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-On 
proclamation. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX~Yes,  on  proclama- 
tion. The  contention  Is  that  we  are  really, 
by  this  Bill,  providing  that  a  provincial  law 
which  would  otherwise  be  lame  and  de- 
fective with  regard  to  Sunday  observance, 
in  the  matter  of  enforcing  'penalties,  shall 
be  valid. 

Hon  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— That  Is 
It,  of  course. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  that  is  the  law, 
it  will  Infringe  on  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  who  ap- 
pears to  think  it  leaves  the  provincial  law 
with  regard  to  the  enforcement  of  penalties 
In  the  same  position  as  it  has  been  up  to 
this  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  very  eitraordln-  ■ 
ary  that  there  should  be  a  second  opinion 
ou  the  meaning  of  that  clause.  It  seems  to 
be  drawn  as  clearly  as  possible.  In  speak- 
ing of  the  judgment  of  the  Privy  Council, 
I  said  it  was  unsatisfactory.  I  drew  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  it  was  not  possible 
for  the  Privy  Council  to  decide  that  certain 
things  were  crimes;  because  there  happened 
to  be  one  or  two  clauses  in  t^e  Act  to 
which  reference  has  been  made  attaching 
Imprisonment  to  the  penalty,  simply 
threw  out  the  whole  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— What  was  the  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-It  Is  In  the  consolidated 
statutes  of  Ontario,  chapter  246,  which  re- 
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enacts  the  old  Lord's  Day  Observance  Act 
I  stated,  as  showing  the  absurdity  of  the 
decision  -of  the  Privy  Council,  that  It  was 
quite  evident  tbat  many  provisions  of  that 
Act  which  declared  tblngs  improper  on 
the  Lord's  Day  could  by  no  stretch  of  the 
imaginfltlon  be  called  crimes,  and  ithe  only 
justification  the  Privy  Council  had  for  de- 
ciding In  the  negative,  was  that  It  encroach- 
ed on  the  criminal  law  which  is  under  the 
Jurisdictdon  of  the  federal  parliament.  They 
stretched  It  In  a  way  not  justifiable  to  men 
blessed  with  common  sense.  I  gave  another 
illustration;  I  said  in  that  very  Act  there 
are  sections*  prohibiting  an  excursion  boat 
from  carrying  passengers  ont  on  a  Sunday. 
Tbat  could  not  be  a  crime,  bat  jou  could 
make  It  an  offence,  by  statutory  law.  And 
moreover  attached  to  the  penalty  in  that 
case  there  was  no  imprisonment ;  therefore, 
It  could  not  be  considered  a  crime  by  the 
greatest  stretch  of  the  Imagination.  I  snid: 
therefore,  the  judgment  was  not  a  defen- 
sible judgment ;  that  they  simply  grasped 
at  a  particular  clause  which  attached  Im- 
[urlBonment  for  the  offence,  and  on  that 
ground  threw  out  the  Act.  Here  are  the 
exact  words  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  :— 

Their  Lordehlps  are  of  opinion  that  the  Act 
In  question  revised  statutes  of  Ontario,  1897,  c. 
24ff,  Intituled:  'An  Act  to  prevent  the  pro- 
fanatiori  of  tbe  Lord's  Day,"  treated  as  a  whole, 
was  beyond  the  competency  of  tbe  Ontario 
legislature  to  enact,  and  they  ar«  accordingly 
of  opinion  that  the  first  question  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Court  of  Ajypeal  for  Ontario  by 
the  Lleut^enant-Oovemor  pursuant  to  c.  84  of 
the  revised  statutes  of  Ontario,  1897,  ought  to 
be  answered  in  the  negative. 

And  then  It  goes  on  to  say  tbat  because 
It  was  an  encroachment  on  the  criminal 
law,  which  Is  under  the  coatrol  of  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada,  the  Act  was  ultra  vires. 
I  have  quoted  the  variouB  offences  ia  the 
Btatnte,  to  ahow  that  by  no  possibility  could 
they  be  called  crimes,  and,  therefore,  I 
thought  the  judgment  was  Indefensible.  I 
have  quoted  a  local  electric  railway  running 
between  Brantford  and  Paris,  which  unfor- 
tunately, at  one  time  came  to  parliament  for 
some  concession,  and  in  order  to  give  us 
jurisdiction  we  had  to  Insert  those  words  : 
•For  the  general  adrantage  of  Canada.' 
Now,  because  we  did  tbat,  the  Ontario  sta- 
tute, as  far  as  tbat  road  is  concerned— al- 
though they  do  not  make  It  a  crime,  but 
only  a  penalty  which  can  be  collected  by  a 
Civil  suit  before  a  court  of  competent  jurls- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT.  * 


diction— is  absolutely  nugatory.  And  that  If 
why  the  clause  Is  necessary.  At  the  session 
which  terminated  only  a  couple  of  months 
ago  they  passed  an  Act  in  the  terms  I  bare 
referred  to,  but  it  cannot  be  enforced,  be-^ 
cause  the  Privy  Cottncll  would  say  you  have 
no  control  over  that  road.  It  is  true  it  Is 
n  road  between  two  towns  within  the  pro- 
vince, but  the  parliament  of  Canada  have 
taken  control  of  that  road,  by  inserting  the 
words  "'for  the  general  advantage  of  Can- 
ada.* We  are  simply  removing  that  barrier. 
Does  any  one  say  that  is  not  proper  l^is- 
lation,  which  morally,  in  every  sense  of  the 
term,  we  are  bound  to  give  to  the  province 
of  Ontario  ?  That  is  what  the  Lord's  Day 
Alliance  asked  us  to  do,  and  we  are  doing 
it.  The  views  and  opinions  of  that  sec- 
tion of  the  province  of  Ontario  are  entirely 
set  aside  unless  we  interfere,  and  the  per- 
sons who  are  operating  tbat  road  know  it 
very  well.  They  are  running  it  on  Sno- 
day  now,  although  tbe  law  Is  there,  because 
they  know  the  law  cannot  be  entwced.  If 
an  action  was  taken  against  them,  It  woold 
be  carried  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  the  pro- 
vincial authorities  would  be  told  this  is  not 
the  creature  of  the  provincial  legislature. 
The  Dominion  of  Canada  have  takeu  con- 
trol of  It,  and  you  have  no  right  to  pass 
an  Act  affecting  that  road.  Tbat  Is  a" 
that  clause  touches. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  discussion 
has  gone  somewhat  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
flrst  clause  of  the  Bill.  The  remark  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Marsbdeld  led  me  to 
make  this  reflection,  when  he  taunts  the 
hon.  member  from  Wellington  over  the 
claims  that  the  Lord's  Day  Alliance  are 
making  in  virtue  of  this  Bill,  that  he  Is 
convinced  that  the  province  will  not  be 
able  to  enforce  any  penalty  that  may  be 
Imposed  under  It.  I  want  to  disabuse  the 
hon.  gentleman>  mind  on  that  score.  Wbes 
a  province  Is  legislating  withto  Its  Jorlsdic- 
tlon,  it  can  Impose  a  penalty  and  Inflict  Iib- 
prlsonment  in  default  of  payment  Tbat 
right  is  uncontested  as  It  is  granted  the  pro- 
vince in  express  terms  by  clause  15  «f 
sectloh  92.  Whenever  a  legislature  is  within 
Its  Jurisdiction,  acting  Intra  vires,  it  can 
enact  laws  that  empower  municipalities  to 
maintain  order  within  their  borders,  glnng 
them  the  right  to  pass  by-laws.  Not  onlf 


Digitized  by 


Google 


AUGUST  %  1904 


94Y 


does  it  make  laws  itself  impoBing  a  penalty, 
and  In  default  of  payment  Imprisonment, 
bat  it  gives  power  to  mnnlcipalittes  to  make 
by-laws  for  the  maintenance  of  peace  witiiin 
their  borders,  and  to  impose  penalties,  and 
In  default  of  payment  to  Imprison  offenders. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Tliat  is.  the  pro- 
vince. In  exerdsing  Its  own  power,  has  the 
right  to  declare  anythli^  is  a  crime  or 
an  offence  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDTJRAND— Certainly  not, 
and  that  is  how  the  judgment  has  come 
to  be  rendered  by  the  Privyi  Council.  Tlie 
Privy  Council  has  declared  that  the  On- 
tario legislature  Invaded  the  federal  powers 
by  encroaching  on  the  right  to  legislate  in 
criminal  matters;  but  the  distinction  is  a 
very  fine  one.  It  has  come  to  thlspoiut, 
that  an  Interpretation  of  clauses  91  and  92 
of  the  constitution  of  Canada  shows  that 
the  provincial  legislatures  can  make  laws 
which  will  Invade  the  federal  power,  and 
they  will  remain  within  their  JnrlsdlctlDn 
In  BO  doing  if  the  legislatures  had  In  view  a 
matter  falling  under  the  clauses  of  -section 
92  of  the  Act.  I  do  not  like  to  criticise 
the  decision  of  the  Law  Lords  of  the  Privy 
Conncil,  when  I  have  simply  the  Judgment 
without  the  reasons  on  which  it  Is  based. 
The  Judgment  Itself  is  a  very  short  and 
dry  one,  but  the  learned  Judges  before  de- 
livering a  Judgment  make  a  report  to  the 
Privy  Council,  giving  very  long  explana- 
tions of  the  points  discussed.  I  have  not 
the  reasons  given  by  the  judges  for  their 
decision,  and  I  simply  rose  to  state  a  fact 
which  is  well  known  and  uncontroverted, 
that  the  l^slatures  have  a  right,  when 
they  are  within  their  Jnilsdictlon,.  to  im- 
pose imprisoument  In  default  of  the  pay- 
ment of  a  fine. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGU-SON— But  they  cannot 
declare  the  offence.  The  nature  of  the 
oflfenoe  must  be  fixed  by  this  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Subsection  16 
of  clause  92,  la  a  very  wide  one,  and  the 
legislatures  have  shown,  by  recent  legisla- 
tion, how  wide  they  could  make  it,  and 
succeed  In  getting  the  Privy  Ooancll  to  de- 
clare their  legislation  under  that  clause 
Intra  vires.   The  92nd  section  provides  that : 

In  each  province  the  legislature  mar  sx- 
CluBlvely  make  4aw&  in  relation  -to  mattera 
«0J 


coming  within  the  classes  of  subjects .  next 
heretiiaCter  enumerated,  that  is  to  say: 

Then  snbsectkm  18  is : 

Oenerallr  all  matters  of  a  merely  local  or 
private  nature  in  the  province. 

The  legi^atnre  of  Ontario,  two  or  three 
sessions  ago.  prohibited  a  certain  mode  of 
doing  a  certain  business  which,  unquestion- 
ably, under  subsection  two  of  section  91 
the  parliament  of  Canada  bad  the  right  to 
legislate  upon,  but  when  the  legislation  was 
referred  to  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Ontario 
it  was  declared  to  be  Intra  vires,  inasmuch 
as  the  end  which  the  legislature  had  In  view 
was  the  maintenance  of  order.  Besides  the 
right  to  legislate  upon  propaty  and  civil 
rights  is  vested  in  the  province  nnder  aul>sec- 
tlon  13.  of  section  92.  I  might  live  to  be  100 
years  old  and  still  be  In  the  dark  as  to  the 
e.\tent  the  provinces  may  go  to  In  the  light  of 
the  numerous  Judgments  of  the  Privy  Ooun- 
cil  in  the  exorcise  of  their  Jnrlsdlctloo. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON — I  have  had  some 
experience  in  the  provincial  legislature  and 
we  found  when  we  declare  anything  an 
offence,  we  had  a  report  from  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  and  we  had  to  amend  onr  legis* 
latlon.  In  looking  over  Holglns'  vtdumes, 
reports  on  the  provincial  legldatlon,  I 
think  it  is  plain  thiat  that  has  been  the 
practice  of  the  Department  of  Justice,  that 
if  a  provincial  legislature  declare  any  par- 
ticular thing  to  be  an  offence,  they  will  be 
tripped  up  for  It,  and  required  to  amend  the 
law  or  bring  it  In  conformity  with  what  Is 
held  to  <be  a  proper  interpretation  of  It  I 
do  not  know  what  the  Interpretation  of  the 
higher  courts  have  been.  It  has  come  back 
to  this,  if  we  are  not  by  this  Bill  making 
a  declaration  of  what  is  an  offence  or  a 
crime — offence  is  the  word  no  doubt  required 
to  be  used— if  we  are  not  making  that  legal, 
we  are  not  doing  anything  for  the  Lord's 
Day  Alliance  that  Is  of  any  value. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  my  hon.  friend 
would  examine  chapter  246  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  the  Ontario  Le^slatnre, 
which  came  before  the  Privy  Council, 
he  wonid  find  that  under  clause  8  of 
that  Act  It  was  declared  that  no  tram- 
way or  electric  railway  company,  except 
under  certain  circumstances,  aball  run  trams 
or  cars  on  the  Lord's  day.  Then  clAuse  10 
provides  tbat  any  pwaon  convicted  befwe  a 
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justice  of  the  peace  of  any  act  declared  un- 
lawful shall  be  fined  a  sum  not  exceeding 
$40.  If  the  Act  merely  provided  for  im- 
posing a  penalty  and  levying  a  fine  by  civil 
by  reason  of  clause  12  of  the  Act  which  pro- 
vided for  imprisonment,  I  do  not  thlnli  the 
Privy  Couucil  would  have  declared  the  Act 
ultra  vires.  But  it  was  so  declared  no  doubt, 
by  reason  of  clause  10  of  the  Act  which  pro- 
vides that  where  any  person  has  been 
charged  before  a  Justice  of  the  peace  witli 
any  offence  against  the  Act  the  Bald  Justice 
shall  summon  the  person  before  him,  and 
if  he  fails  or  neglects  to  appear,  the  justice 
may  proceed  to  decide  the  case  es  parte, 
or  shall  proceed  to  hear  or  determine  the 
case,  and  may  commit  the  person.  I  think 
that  clause,  by  reason  of  this  provision, 
especially  providing  for  the  commital  of  the 
person  charged  with  the  offence,  Is  the 
ground  on  which  the  Privy  Council  came  to 
the  conclusion  that  chapter  246  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes  interfered  with  criminal  mat- 
ters. It  made  it  an  offence  and  provided  for 
the  prosecution  of  the  offender  in  the  way 
that  persons  charged  with  crime  are  usually 
prosecuted.  Therefore,  It  was  merely  by 
reason  of  their  infringing  upon  these  ex- 
clusive powers  of  the  Dominion  parliament 
that  the  Act  was  declared  ultra  vires.  But 
the  Bill  before  us  does  not  deal  with  that 
objection,  and  cannot  have  the  affect  of 
limiting  the  power  of  the  Dominion  parlia- 
ment in  that  respect  at  all.  It  is  because 
the  Act,  as  I  have  stated,  uses  the  words 
I  have  quoted,  'if  In  other  respects  It  Is 
within  the  powers  of  the  local  legislature.* 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  and  report  progress. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS,  from  the  committee, 
reported  that  they  had  made  some  progress 
with  the  Bill  and  aslied  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Wednesday^  Auguai  S,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceeding 
Ron.  Hr.  BBIQUB. 


MUTUAL  RESERVE  LIFE  ASSOCIA- 
TION. 

NOTICB  OF  MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  beg  to  give  notice 
as  follows  :— 

That  he  will  move  the  following  as  being  th« 
proper  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  ihe  evi- 
dence reported  to  Lhia  House  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  Investigate  the  position  In 
Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Asso- 
ciation of  New  York,  namely  :— 

1.  The  company  was  licensed  in  Canada  from 
1885  to  1899  to  carry  on  business  on  the  assess- 
ment plan,  and  from  1899  to  this  date  on  tlie 
level  premium  plan. 

2.  That  part  of  the  business  of  the  comptor 
wMch  Is  under  the  level  premium  plan,  is  fally 
protected  by  the  deposit  made  with  the  govMH- 
ment,  as  required  by  the  Insurance  Aci. 

3.  From  1885  to  the  31st  December,  1903.  ibe 
total  income  of  the  company  In  Canada,  (rom 
its  business  on  the  assessment  plan,  amounted 
to  $5,032,518,  out  of  which  $3,060,029  were  paid  in 
death  claims  and  $999,865  in  expenses  in  Canada, 
and  1218,938  deposited  with  the  government, 
leaving  a  balance  of  $753,686  to  cover  expenses 
of  coUeetlOQ  of  the  premiums  and  the  contribu- 
tion of  the  Canadian  business  to  the  general 
and  head  office  expenses  and  to  the  general 
mortality  fund. 

4.  The  company's  troubles  are  mainly  doe  U 
the  tact  that  Its  rates  or  assessments  were  too 
low,  especially  until  1895.  Even  with  the  ad- 
vance which  was  made  in  1895,  varying  from  2S 
to  100  per  cent,  the  rates  remained  at  least  2i 
per  cent  less  than  the  level  premium  syatem 
would  have  called  for  ;  and,  taking  the  whole 
period  of  nineteen  years  during  which  the  com- 
pany carried  on  business  in  Canada,  the  average 
rates  or  assessments  paid  by  its  policy-holders 
were  only  from  about  50  to  66|  per  cent  of  what 
the  latter  would  have  paid  If  they  had  l>een 
under  the  level  premium  plan. 

5.  The  amounts  paid  to  or  advanced  by  ilM 
company  to  agents,  as  commission,  seem  t9 
have  been  at  times  abnormally  high,  which  was 
not  satisfactorily  explained.  Nevertheless,  tak- 
ing as  a.  whole  the  period  extending  from  ISSa 
to  December  3l8t,  1903,  the  gross  average  ex- 
penses amounted  to  only  $5.96  per  $1,000  of  in- 
surance per  year,  which  compares  taToumblj 
with  other  companies. 

6.  The  total  amount  of  death  claims  against 
the  company  In  Canada,  from  1895  to  1903.  both 
inclusive,  amounted  to  $2,278,207.  on  which  the 
company  paid  $2,151,592,  or  94-442  per  cent. 

7.  The  Superintendent  of  the  Insurance  De- 
partment of  the  state  of  New  York  caused  an 
examination  to  be  made  of  the  company's 
affairs,  both  in  1897  and  in  1898  ;  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  latter  examination,  most  ot  tba 
charges  mentioned  In  the  evidence  reported 
and  now  on  the  table  of  this  House  were  Inves- 
tigated and  found  groundless,  as  will  appear 
from  the  reports  of  the  chief  examiner,  of  the 
assistant  actuary  and  of  the  superintendent  of 
safd  Insurance  Department. 

8.  Another  examination  of  the  affairs  of  tlw 
company  up  to  the  31st  December,  1901.  was 
made  hy  order  of  said  Insurance  DepartmeDt 
of  the  state  of  New  York,  on  the  occasion  of 
the  reincorporation  of  the  company,  which  wti 
found  to  be  solvent. 

9.  Apart  from  the  fact  that  the  committee 
has  not  had  the  advantage  of  examining  into 
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the  boohs  and  papers  of  the  company,  as  was 
done  on  the  occasion  of  the  New  York  Inquiries, 
the  evidence  taken  before  and  reported  by  the 
Select  Committee  would  not  Juatlty  any  codcIu- 
Bions  contrary  to  those  of  the  chief  examloer, 
of  the  assistant  actuary  and  of  the  auperlnten* 
dent  of  the  Insurance  Department  of  the  state 
of  New  York. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  that  n  report  of 
thp  committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No,  it  la  a  notice  of 
motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther I  am  in  order  just  now  

Hon.  Mr.  SCX)TT— No,  an  hon.  member 
cnnnot  discuss  a  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  a  notice  of  motion,  I  am  going 
to  ask  a  question,  probably  tbe  first  time 
In  the  history  of  Canada  on  an  occasion 
of  this  kind,  where  an  hon.  member  wishes 
to  put  a  notice  of  motion  on  the  order  paper. 
Does  the  hon.  member  present  tliftt  notice 
as  a  member  of  the  committee  or  a  member 
of  this  Honse  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— As  a 
member  of  this  House  I  think. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  want  to  l:now  from 
the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  committee  Is 
dead. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE^I  rise  as  a  member  of 
tbis  House.  My  hon.  friend  knows  that 
the  Committee  is  not  sitting. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-It  Is  dead. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  perfectly  satis- 
fied with  the  answer,  because  If  lie  put  it 
as  a  member  of  the  committee  he  would 
be  a]t<^ther  lu  the  wrong. 

MINUTES  OF  PROCEEDINGS. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Inquired  :— 

1.  Why  the  minutes  of  proceedings  of  the  Sen- 
ate of  CaiMda,  No.  57,  dated  SSth  July,  19M,  were 
put  out  of  type  on  or  before  the  morning  of  the 
second  day  of  August  Instant  ? 

2.  Is  It  the  custom  to  destroy  or  put  out  of 
type  such  a  public  document  between  three  or 
four  days  after  having  been  printed  T 

3.  What  steps  are  necessary  to  be  taken  to 
enable  any  member  of  the  Senate  to  obtain  one 
or  more  copies  of  No.  57,  as  above  referred  to  ? 

4.  Whether  the  Printing  Bureau  Is  under  the 
control  and  subject  to  the  Instructions  and 
orders  of  the  Honourable  Secretary  of  State  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  telephoned  down  to 
Dr.  Dawson  for  a  reply  to  these  qaestlons, 
and  I  have  just  received  It  The  answer 
is  as  follows  ;— 

1.  Because  after  the  requisite  number 
of  minutes  is  printed,  everything  is  cliaiiged 
and  there  Is  no  further  occasion  for  holding 
the  type. 

2.  Yes.  the  type  of  minutes  and  votes  is 
distributed  whenever  the  requisite  number 
of  copies  for  distribution  la  printed  off. 

S.  Extra  copies  are  always  printed  and 
members  and  senators  can  obtain  one  er 
more  copies  on  application  to  the  distribu- 
tion office  of  parliament  or  at  the  Printing 
Bureau. 

4.  Yes,  except  to  the  parliamentary  print- 
ing which  Is  subject  to  the  order  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  Printing  of  the  Debates 
Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  applied  to  the 
distribution  office  and  could  not  get  a  copy. 
Then  Z  telephoned  to  the  Frhiting  Bureau 
and  they  told  me  the  type  was  destroyed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Unless  application  is 
ma'de  at  the  time  for  additional  copies  the 
type  Is  not  kept  standing. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  thought  It  was 
stereotyped  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No,  I  do  not  think  It  Is. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
type  Is  set  by  machinery  and  every  line  Is 
cast.  When  the  printing  from  it  Is  finished 
the  type  is  tlirown  back  Into  the  pot  to  be 
remelted. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN  moved  :— 

That  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  be  directed  to  li^ 
on  the  table  ail  the  accounts  which  have  been  or 
which  may  hereafter  be  presented  to  him  for 
payment,  in  connection  with  the  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  investigate  the  position  ot 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  AsBOclatlon  ol 
New  York  In  Canada,  with  a  view  ot  having  the 
Senate  approve  of  them  and  authorise  the  clerk 
to  pay  the  same. 

He  said :  This  investigation  has  l>een 
carried  on  during  a  term  of  nine  to  twelve 
weeks.  As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  as* 
certain,  the  expenditure  In  connection  with 
the  Investigation  will  compare  very  favour- 
ably with  the  eipenses  of  other  committees 
of  parliament  to  Investigate  public  affairs. 
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Iliis  honourable  House  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  expenses  of  the  com- 
mittee wonld  amount  to  a  verr  larere  sum, 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  $15,000 ;  and  that 
was  stated  even  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
I  believe;  I  am  perfectly  certain  It  was 
stated  at  the  meeting  of  the  committee.  I 
am  pleased,  as  chairman  of  that  committee, 
to  be  able  to  inform  this  House  that  the 
cost  of  the  work  performed  by  the  commit- 
tee on  behalf  on  this  House  and  In  the 
Interests  of  the  country  Is  much  less  than 
lialf  of  that  suggested  amount  I  do  not 
tblnk  that  when  all  the  bills  are  In  It  will  ex- 
ceed $6,000  or  $6,500,  within  the  imme- 
diate neighbourhood  of  that  amount,  which 
is  a  very  small  sum  compared  with  the 
expenses  of  other  investigating  committees. 
On  that  ground  I  ask  that  the  clerk  of  the 
Senate  be  authorized  by  this  honourable 
House  to  pay  the  expeusea  of  that  inves- 
tigating committee.  I  understand  itbat 
under  rule  88  of  the  standing  orders  of  the 
innate,  the  clerk  Is  authorized,  without 
any  further  power  from  this  honourable 
House,  to  pay  travelling  expenses  and  ordln- 
arj-  hotel  expenses  of  the  different  witnesses 
who  have  been  summoned  before  that  com- 
mittee. I  am  not  yet  In  a  position  to  say 
that  it  has  been  done,  batlamina  positioB 
to  say  that  the  clerk  of  the  Senate  is  pre- 
pared to  do  so,  but  he  expressed  a  doubt 
as  to  whether  he  bad  the  power  to  pay 
expenses  of  what  Is  ordinarily  known  in 
cases  of  this  kind  as  expert  witnesses  and 
counsel.  Although  I  respect  his  doubt  very 
much,  I  feel  as  an  ordinary  legal  and 
business  man,  that  when  a  body  like  the 
Senate  authorizes  one  of  Its  committees 
to  engage  counsel,  to  employ  clerical  services 
and  to  summon  the  witnesses  necessary 
to  elicit  the  truth,  that  there  should  be  no 
question  about  It.  The  committee  on  this 
occasion  represents  the  Senate.  The  Senate 
intrusted,  delegated  its  powers  to  that  com- 
mittee, and  the  committee  came  to  a  cer- 
tain decision,  and  that  decision  which  was 
presented  to  the  House  asked  for  the  power 
to  employ  counsel  and  all  the  assistance 
necessary  to  prosecute  the  Investigation. 
At  the  last  moment  I  find  that  the  clerk 
of  the  Senate  has  a  doubt,  and  as  far  as 
I  can  see  that  doubt  Is  entertained  by  hon. 
members  of  this  House,  who  contend  that 
men  who  have  rendered  valuable  services 
to  this  committee  should  not  be  paid  anything 
Hod  Mr.  CLORAN. 


but  their  railway  fare  and  hotel  expeusea, 
a  thing  against  wlilcfa  I  would  protest  In 
the  name  of  the  Senate  and  the  bononr 
the  country.    No  hon.  member  will  contend 

that  a  man  who  has  rendered  valuable  ser- 
vices as  an  expert  or  counsel  should  be 
simply  paid  his  railroad  fare  and  hotel  ex- 
penses. I  hope  such  an  Idea  of  deprlrin; 
these  witnesses  of  their  fees  will  not  prevail 
In  the  House;  in  the  meantime  I  leave  the 
motion  In  the  hands  of  the  House  and  hon. 
gentlemen  can  deal  with  it  as  they  please. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  wish  to  make  an 
explanation  connected  with  these  accounti. 
A  gentleman  named  Pringle,  a  very  tall 
young  man,  came  Into  my  room  yesterday 
and  he  had  with  him  a  blank  'form.  It  was 
not  filled  In,  but  he  asked  me  to  sign  It 
At  first  I  demurred,  and  then  as  he  was 
ubout  going  away  I  said  *  If  it  Is  merely 
a  formal  matter  to  witness  the  presence 
of  any  one  here  I  will  sign  it.'  I  think  be 
mentioned  Bradshaw.  There  was  no  otber 
signature  to  It  but  my  own,  and  I  find  to 
my  surprise  that  It  Is  a  certificate  recom- 
mending the  payment  of  $30  to  Mr.  Eldridge 
and  some  other  sum  to  some  other  gentle- 
man. There  was  not  a  word  in  the  blank 
about  money  or  giving  him  anything,  and  1 
certainly  had  no  conception  of  certifying  to 
$30  a  day  for  Mr.  Eldrldge. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Possibly  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's view  of  the  certificate  was  equal 
to  the  value  of  some  otber  certificate.  The 
rule  In  the  Senate  is  that  the  clerk  psys 
the  travelling  expenses  and  the  railway 
expenses.  Beyond  lUiat  tbe  d«fe  has  no 
authority  to  pay.  While  all  the  accounts 
that  have  been  rendered  may  be  regarded 
as  fair  and  reasonable,  covering  a  man's 
travelling  expenses  and  his  hotel  expenses, 
and  some  reasonable  amount  for  his  ioss 
of  time  may  be  considered  proper.  I  thln^ 
in  tbe  present  case  the  Senate  would  not  be 
Justified  in  paying  some  of  the  accounts 
that  I  notice  are  ta  the  hands  of  tbe  derk. 
The  counsel  charges  the  sum  of  $3,303. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— A21  the  eonnsei? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  there  was  only  one 
counsel.  The  other  counsel  Is  not  re- 
cognized as  entitled  to  anything.  It  Is 
only  the  counsel  that  the  committee  selected 
who  is  entitled  to  any  consideration,  and 
if  I  am  correctly  advised  it  is  only  the  wit 
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iiesses  tbe  committee  considered  necessary 
tbat  are  entitled  to  any  consideration,  be- 
cause I  notice  on  tbe  list  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  witnesses  examined  wbose  names 
are  not  given  as  being  entitled  to  anything. 
It  would  appear  therefore  that  only  the 
counsel  for  the  prosecution  should  be  en- 
titled to  consideration.  I  think  tbe  coun- 
eel's  fees  are  altogether  too  large,  consider- 
ing the  conditions  that  existed. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— How 
many  days  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Fifty-four  days.  What 
I  consider  would  have  been  l>etter  for  the 
Senate  to  direct  would  be  the  payment  say 
of  $500  or  even  $1,000,  and  let  tbe  account 
be  referred  to  the  Department  of  Justice. 
The  usual  way  in  matters  of  tbat  kind, 
where  tbe  official  Is  performing  a  duty  for 
the  government,  and  the  compensation  baa 
not  been  decided  upon  in  the  Order  in  Coun- 
cil, it  is  always  usual  to  refer  them  to  the 
Justice  Department  to  say  what  would  be  re- 
Bona^le  and  fair,  where  it  Is  under  the  head 
of  professional  services.  Then  there  is 
¥1,290  for  tbe  witness  Tbos.  Paterson.  I 
do  not  think  tbe  Senate  would  be  at  all 
Justified  in  paying  any  such  sum.  I  would 
suggest  that  that  account  also  should  stand 
for  further  consideration,  but  In  the  mean- 
time Mr.  Paterson  ought  to  be  paid  some 
reasonable  sum.  I  think  that  is  only  right 
and  proper.  He  returned  his  traTelllng  ex- 
penses as  $30,  and  bis  hotel  expenses  at 
$42.  $2i0.  making  $240.  If  added  to  that 
there  would  be  five  doHars  a  day  for  the  time 
be  was  here,  making  $210  which  added  to 
the  $240  would  give  $452,  then  I  fihould  have 
no  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— For  whom  Is  It? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Paterson.  He  Is  recom- 
mended to  be  paid  $1,290.  I  think,  pending 
a  further  Inquiry,  it  would  be  an  extremely 
liberal  allowance  to  pay  blm  $450,  and 
I  sbonld  advise,  wltb  the  consent  of  tbe 
House,  to  approve  of  a  proposition  to  pay 
blm  tbat  amount.  There  Is  no  object  in 
keeping  the  witness  here.  He  should  not 
t>e  detained  while  the  matter  Is  under  con- 
sideration. I  think  the  certificates  of  the 
chairman,  and  any  additional  evidence  tbat 
they  can  show  as  to  the  value  of  Mr.  Pater- 
son's  services,  should  be  sent  In  and  should 
be  referred  to  the  department  to  tax  at  such 


amount  as  tbey  consider  pn^wr.  Mr.  Wella 
sends  In  a  claim  of  $250  for  fif^  days  and 
$80  travelling  expenses.  I  presume  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  that.  I  do  not 
know  how  Mr.  Pendleton's  account  Is  made, 
up,  but  It  is  placed  at  $90.  Then  tbe  ex- 
penses of  Mr.  Bradshaw,  a  Canadian  wit- 
ness, is  fixed  at  $43.75,  copies  of  papers  ot>- 
talned  from  New  Tork  $8,  right  Clerical 
Services  $187.1^,  right,  and  tbe  stenograph- 
er's account  would  of  course  go  In  the  or- 
dinary way,  and  be  confirmed  by  the  Audit- 
or General.  I  do  not  know  wbat  the  feeling 
of  the  House  may  be.  I  have  not  seen  the 
account,  but  I  understand  the  accounts  of 
Mr.  Eldrldge  and  other  gentlemen  who  were 
called,  and  Mr.  Aylesworth's  have  not  been 
forwarded  by  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— There  are  only  two 
accounts  in  my  hands,  and  they  are  final 
accounts  from  Mr.  .Eldrldge  and  Mr. 
Bradshaw.  The  latter  has  been  withdrawn, 
owing  to  tbe  explanation  of  Dr.  SuIUvan. 
Mr.  Eldrldge  claims  $80  a  day,  altogether 
$655. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Mr.  Eldridge's  ai^ 
Mr.  Paterson's  accounts  bad  better  be 
balanced. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURANE*—!  would  suggest 
that  this  matter  be  adjourned  until  to- 
morrow. How  can  senators  know  anything 
of  the  value  of  the  services  rendered  until 
tbey  see  tbe  accounts  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  baa  dealt  with  tbe  matter  as  If  it 
bad  come  before  the  committee,  but  nothing 

of  the  kind  ever  came  before  tbe  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  committee  is 
dead. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  very  glad  the 
hon.  member  from  de  SalalKrry  has  raised 
tbe  point  If  he  bad  been  a  member  of  the 
original  committee  be  would  have  known 
all  about  It  but  unfortunately  he  came 
in  at  the  11th  hour  and  gave  us  n  lot  of 
trouble.  A  resolution  was  passed  by  the 
original  committee  of  five,  endorsed  by  this 
House,  that  tbe  chairman  be  authorized 
to  summon  witnesses  and  employ  counsel, 
&e.,  and  pay  them  as  should  be  decided 
upon,  and  I  was  In  communication  with  the 
law  department  for  two  months  before 
1  could  settle  tbe  matter.     Tbe  counsel 
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of  the  committee  agreed  to  take  $50  a  day. 
I  know  If  the  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
liad  acted  as  counsel  for  the  committee,  he 
would-  not  have  accepted  less  than  $200 
»  day.  Mr.  Coster  has  consented,  at  my 
"  Irequest,  to  take  $50. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  cannot  be  argued 
now.  I  suggest  the  accounts  be  placed  in 
the  minutes  for  circulation. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  accept  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  and  1 
am  prepared  to  withdraw  my  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  am  not  insured  In 
this  company,  nor  have  I  any  Interest  in 
It  whatever.  But  I  am  realizing  what  I 
expected  long  ago  would  happen.  This 
Investigation  was  Inaugurated  by  the  hon. 
'member  from  Rothesay,  who  preferred 
charges  against  the  company,  A  commit- 
tee was  appointed  to  Investigate  the  charges, 
and  I  expected  that  committee  would  report 
to  the  House,  and  if  we  found  the  policy- 
holders had  grievances,  that  some  measure 
of  redress  would  be  introduced.  Not  long 
afterwards  great  fault  was  found  with  the 
committee,  and  additional  memlwrs  were 
appointed  to  It.  While  they  were  inves- 
ti^ting,  a  Bill  was  Introduced  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  to  deal  wltb  the 
matter.  I  claim  that  the  moment  that  was 
done  the  committee  should  have  been  dis- 
solved there  and  then,  and  the  Bill  proceeded 
with  ;  but  the  hon.  leader  of  the  House 
failed  to  appreciate  the  position.  He  allowed 
the  Bill  to  go  to  the  House  and  It  was 
passed.  That  was  a  direct  insult  to  tlie 
committee,  and  virtually  rendered  their  work 
entirely  useless  and  made  the  committee  a 
laughing  stock  to  the  whole  country.  The 
Investigation  continued  from  day  to  day 
with  the  full  knowledge  of  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  now  we  have  these  ac- 
counts presented.  I  have  known  counsel 
employed  before  committees  of  this  House 
to  -  receive  $100  a  day.  I  do  not  know 
much  about  lawyers  fees,  but  I  say  those 
who  have  been  employed  should  be  paid 
and  so  should  the  witnesses  who  have  been 
kept  here.  The  fault  is  with  the  govern- 
ment in  not  taking  a  proper  stand  In  time, 
when  the  Insurance  Bill  was  Introduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  House  would  not 
take  my  advice. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORA>T. 


Hon.  Mr.  PERLEY— I  understand  tbat 
the  Bill  lias  been  manipulated  in  the  Hooae 
of  Commons  so  that  It  will  be  of  no  value, 
and  tbe  whole  thing  will  be  a  farce. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  hope  the  Honse 
will  accept  the  recomm«idation  of  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  de  Lorimler  and  let  tbe 
motion  stand  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON-The  motion  in  it- 
self is  altogether  unnecessary,  because  tlie 
clerk  would  lay  these  accounts  on  the  table 
of  the  House.  They  are  on  the  table  now 
without  a  motion.  If  the  motion  is  con- 
sidered necessary,  let  us  pass  it  now  wLen 
the  papers  are  here  and  we  can  deal  with 
the  accounts  at  any  time.  I  do  not  tblnk 
it  Is  necessary  to  let  It  stand  for  further 
consideration. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSONWf  the  hon.  gentle* 
man  from  Marshfleld  will  look  at  the  mo- 
tion he  will  see  it  ends  wltb  the  following 
words :  '  With  a  view  of  having  the  Senate 
approve  of  them  and  authorizing  the  #lerk 
to  pay  the  same.'  I  do  not  think  the  Senate 
is  disposed  to  authorize  the  clerk  to  pay 
those  bills,  from  the  criticisms  I  have  heard 
from  the  House.  The  members  of  the  com- 
mittee who  were  in  constant  attendance  at 
its  meetings,  except  tb$  first  few  days,  when 
the  flrst  committee  was  sitting,  are  as  moch 
in  Ignorance  as  to  the  expense  incurred  by 
the  committee  as  members  of  the  Hou« 
who  were  not  on  the  committee  at  all.  That 
is  not  for  want  of  Inquiry,  because  on  differ- 
ent occasions  I  tried  to  ascertain  what  ex- 
pense had  been  Incurred,  and  at  no  stage 
could  I  get  Information.  The  answer  in- 
variably was  that  the  expenses  In  connec- 
tion with  this  investigation  were  governed 
by  rules  of  parliament,  and  that  fees  woald 
be  paid  by  rules  of  parliament  Evidently 
there  is  no  rule  governing  those  payments. 
More  than  that,  the  committee  as  a  commit- 
tee, have  nerer  had  those  figures  before 
them,  and  never  anthorlEed  or  recommended 
payments  'of  these  amounts.  There  Is  one 
bill  that  an  hon.  gentleman  has  jnst  men- 
tioned, Mr.  Eldrldge's.  I  know  that  some 
members  of  the  committee  wished  to  dis- 
charge a  witness  named  Paterson.  The 
chairman  claimed  they  should  not  discharge 
him,  that  some  charge  had  been  made 
against  him  which  had  not  been  proved. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
qrder :  the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
refer  to  proceedings  which  took  place  in  the 
committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSOX— I  think  I  am  in  order 

in  making  this  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  committee  Is 
dead  and  tbere  Is  no  matter  being  discussed 
in  the  committee  to-day,  and  vre  can  discuss 
It  here,  I  took  the  stand  at  that  time  that 
Mr.  Paterson  ought  to  be  discharged.  I 
bad  no  objection  to  paying  him  for  the  time 
he  Vf&a  here  as  a  witness  or  to  paying  Mr. 
Wells  while  he  was  here  as  a  witness,  or  to 
paying  counsel  while  giving  advice  as  a 
committee.  The  Investigation  has  taken  a 
long  time  ;  It  should  have  taken  much  less. 
If  the  counsel  that  was  before  that  commit- 
tee had  been  of  the  calibre  be  should  hare 
been,  he  would  have  been  able  to  direct  the 
committee  and  the  witnesses  in  such  a  way 
that  we  would  not  hare  had  to  sit  as  many 
days  as  we  did.  I  have  listened  to  other 
investigations  In  the  Senate,  particularly  the 
Cook  inrestigatloii,  where  able  counsel  were 
employed  where  almost  as  much,  If  not 
qaite  as  much  evidence  was  elicited  as  In 
the  present  investigation.  I  think  Mr.  Rit- 
cbie  of  Toronto  received  $1,000  as  counsel. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Just  for  one  fact, 
and  we  had  to  inquire  into  twenty  years  of 
facts. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— As  I  have  already 
stated,  I  tried  to  have  some  of  those  wit- 
nesses dlsetiarged.  Mr.  Paterson  was  here 
as  an  expert  I  asked  In  open  committee 
was  Mr.  Eldridge  here  as  an  expert,  and  1 
was  told  that  he  was.  I  Inquired  if  he 
would  be  paid  the  same  as  Mr.  Paterson, 
and  they  said  certainly.  I  gave  notice  that 
I  would  oppose  the  payment  of  Mr,  Pater- 
'  son  and  Mr.  Eldridge  as  experts.  I  could 
get  no  Information  as  to  the  expenses  that 
were  being  Incurred,  and  I  think  the  Honse 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  examine  the 
accounts.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  and  the  hon.  member  from  Welling- 
ton that  this  matter  ought  to  stand  until  to- 
morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  think  this  discus- 
sion is  ouf  of  order.  It  should  have  taken, 
place  In  the  committee,  and  then  they  would 


have  come  here  prepared  with  some  figures.. 
It  would  be  better,  therefore,  to  let  the  mat- 
ter stand  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- When  I  spoke  be- 
fore. I  did  not  notice  the  closing  words  of 
the  motion.  I  thought  It  was  simply  that 
the  papers  should  be  laid  on  the  table  of 
the  House,  but  I  see  It  goes  further.  That 
is  a  matter  for  the  Senate  to  settle,  and  I 
think  it  is  better  to  defer  It  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  object  to  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Portage  la  Prairie  re- 
ferring to  Mr.  Coster  as  he  has  done,  and 
saying  that  If  he  had  been  an  able  counsel 
the  Investigation  would  have  proceeded 
more  rapidly.  I  undertake  to  tell  my  hon. 
friend  that  Mr.  Coster  bears  a  first  class  re- 
putation In  New  Brunswick  both  as  a  law- 
yer and  as  a  citizen.  As  regards  his  not 
having  done  the  work  quicker.  It  was  im- 
possible. They  took  It  out  of  his  hands  ail 
the  time  and  Interrupted  him,  and  It  Is  a 
feather  In  his  hat  to  know  that  he  was  op- 
posed by  so  many  l^al  men  that  we  know 
of,  and  so  many  that  we  do  not  know  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  beg  to  emphasize, 
as  chairman  of  that  committee,  the  remarks 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say. 

The  SPEAKER — The  question  has  been 
raised  that  the  hon.  gentleman  has  spoken 
already.  , 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Is  it  the  Speaker's 
right  to  Interrupt  me  ?  The  chair  has  no 
right  to  Interrupt  me,  unless  bis  attention 
Is  called  to  the  fact  that  I  have  already 
spoken.  When  the  charge  Is  made  against 
the  counsel  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  Speaker  was  quite  right.  I  called  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  member  had 
spoken  four  times,  and  the  Speaker  rose 
and  directed  the  hon.  gentleman's  attention 
to  the  fact 

The  SPEAKER~I  simply  did  so  aa  a 
result  of  the  act  of  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDTJRAND-I  move  that  the 
debate  be  adjourned  until  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  think 
the  suggestion  made  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  with  reference  to  the  lawyer's  account 
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is  a  very  good  ime.  If  the  Minister  of 
Justice  does  not  think  it  too  large,  the 
Senate  will  pay  It,  no  matter  what  It  Is. 
In  the  Cook  Investigation,  it  Is  true,  only  one 
fact  was  investigated,  but  that  would  make 
no  difference.  It  Is  a  question  of  the  time 
occupied  by  the  lawyer  as  to  the  fee  he 
should  receive.  Mr.  Ritchie  left  it  entii-ely 
in  the  hands  of  the  committee,  and  when  the 
committee  suggested  $1,000  it  was  acquies- 
ced in  readily,  for  the  reason  that  Mr. 
Bamnel  Blake,  who  conducted  the  case  on 
the  part  of  the  member  accused  received 
$1,500  for  the  same  tf  me,  and  this  gentleman 
has  been  occupied  two  or  three  times  as  long 
as  Mr.  Blake  or  Mr.  Ritchie  In  the  Cook 
case,  I  know  the  way  first  class  lawyers 
charge  In  Ontario  It  would  be  very  difficult 
to  get  a  man  liHe  Mr.  Robinson  to  come 
here  for  less  than  $100  a  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Exactly. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GRAND  TRUNK   RAILWAY  ARBITRA- 
TION BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  CJommons  with  Bill  <132)  An  Act  respect- 
ing an  arbitration  between  His  Majesty  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  of 
Canada. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  timer 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
lead  tlie  second  lime  to-morrow. 

He  said  :  This  Bill  provides  for  an  arbi- 
tration arising  out  of  differences  between 
the  government  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way respecting  the  carrying  out  of  contracts 
made. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is  it 
the  contract  they  entered  Into  at  the  time 
of  the  purchase  of  the  Rivldre  du  Loup 
section  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  think  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Has  a 
difficulty  arisen  out  of  the  arrangement 
made  at  that  time  when  the  government 
purchased  the  road  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  so. 

Hon.  Shr  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  read 
something  about  It  In  the  newspapers  and 
Hod.  sir  MACKENZIB  BOWEUj. 


was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  It  could  possibly 
be. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION, 

NOTICE  OF  MOTION. 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  beg  to  give  notice 

of  the  following  motion  : 

That  in  view  of  the  notice  of  motion  put  on 
the  notice  paper  to-day  bj  the  honourable 
gentlemaa  from  de  Salaberry— I  will  move  tUt 
the  Cleric  of  this  House  be  Instructed  to  preserre 
copies  of  the  several  reports  presented  to  th« 
House  relatfog  to  the  Investigation  of  tlie 
Mutual  Reserve  Fond  Association,  that  tia 
same  may  be  read  at  the  table  of  the  Hoosa  la 
consulting  the  resolution  above  referred  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  to  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order:  we  must  have  some  reqtect 
for  the  dignity  of  the  House.  This  Is  not 
an  ordinary  notice  of  motion.  The  bon, 
gentleman  is  reading  a  public  document  or 
some  reference  of  the  committee.  I  appeal 
to  him  not  to  degrade  the  House  In  the  way 
it  has  been  degraded  by  this  committee. 

Hon.  Mr,  DOMVILLE— I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order.    The  hon,  gentleman  has  do 

right  to  use  the  word  *  degrade Nine- 
teen members  of  this  House  as  members 
of  that  committee  are  not  degraded.  I 
might  use  some  severe  strictures  If  r  wished 
to.  I  am  not  bound  to  put  it  In  my  own 
handwriting.  I  am  quite  at  liberty  to  place 
on  the  order  paper  what  I  desire  to  bring 
to  the  attention  of  the  House  as  a  notice  of 
motion,  if  I  can  find  it  printed  anywhere. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Is  that  a  notice  of 
motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  is. 

-Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— I  ask  the  hon.  Speaker 
whether  that  comes  fairly  under  our  rules 
of  notices  of  motion  ?  Notices  of  atohon 
are  usually  succinct  documents,  indicating 
the  motion  which  the  hon.  gentleman  pro- 
poses to  move  the  following  day,  not  « 
recital  of  incidents  which  occurred  before 
the  committee.  The  hon.  gentleman  luis 
no  right  to  read  a  number  of  papers. 

The  SPEAKER— There  is  one  objection 
to  the  notice.  I  thinli  I  understood  tlie  hon. 
gentleman  to  read  a  preamble  to  his  motion. 
I  understood  him  to  read,  that  In  view  of 
,some  notice  which  had  been  given  by  some 
hon.  gentleman,  he  will  move  so  and  so  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  was  one  no- 
tice. 

The  SPEAKER— Preambles  are  forbidden. 
It  Is  simply  a  question  for  the  House.  The 
hon.  gentleman  is  within  his  technical  right 
In  doing  what  be  has  done.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  House  considers  that  the 
hon.  gentleman  Is  abusing  his  privilege  as  a 
member  or  not;  It  Is  not  a  question  of  order 
for  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON'— I  understood  tlie 
hou.  gentleman  to  be  reading  a  public  docu- 
ment and  stating  some  conclusions  in  his 
opinion.  I  thinli  I  heard  my  hon.  friend 
using  that  word.  That  is  not  a  resolution 
for  the  House,  but  a  declaration  of  his  own 
opinion.  I  do  not  think  that  Is  a  form 
in  which  the  notice  can  be  put. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE—  I  shall  alter  the 
notice  of  motion,  and  malce  It  read  *  In  the 
opinion  ot  this  honourable  House '.  It  was 
only  more  humble  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAN'D— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  giving  a  notice  of  motion.  It  was 
decided  last  year  or  the  year  before  that 
notices  of  motion  should  be  read  In  order 
that  members  should  be  informed  in  advance 
of  what  was  to  come  up  next  day.  I  under- 
stand' the  hon.  gentleman  Is  reading  from  a 
document  which  has  been  distributed,  and 
which  we  all  know  atiout.  I  move  that  it  be 
considered  as  read,  so  that  we  tan  proceed 
with  other  business. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— There  may  be  some 
hou.  members  who  have  not  heard  this  and 
my  hon.  friend  has  put  me  out  a  little  by 
his  interruptions.  My  motion  will  read 
in  this  way  :— 

Tbat  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houso  the  follow- 
1ns  Irregularities  have  been  found  Id  tlie  man- 
agement of  (he  affairs  la  Canada  ot  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York, 
at  the  pages  Indicated  and  referred  to  In  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  to  ioveatlgate  the  posUloa  la  Can- 
ada ot  the  New  York  Mutual  Lite  Fund  Abbo- 
clatlon. 

3.  Fictitious  parments  of  renewal  and  com- 
muted commissions  in  swore  reports  to  Insur- 
ance Departments. 

J.  T.  Fatersoa  No.  6,  pp.  62,  63,  64,  66.  Exhi- 
bit Xo.  iZ,  No.  5,  p.  S9. 

The  only  conclusion  which  can  be  drawn  from 
Exhibit  No.  42  (No.  5.  p.  69),  which  Is  nowhere 
explained  or  contradicted  la  the  evidence,  la 
tba>t  from  1897  to  1903,  both  Inclusive,  reaewal 
commissions  alleged  to  have  been  paid,  amount- 
ing to  over  $200,000,  were  fictitious. 

The  compaoF  slso  claim  to  have  paid  during 
the  same  years  1311.166.67  In  commuted  commls- 


siODB.  Payment  of  commuted  commissions 
should  reduce  the  renewal  coounlseiooe  ;  here, 
DotwlthBtandlng  the  large  payment  of  commuted 
dummlssionB  the  renewal  commissions  were  In- 
creased, with  a  much  smaller  amount  of  Insur- 
ance in  force. 

4.  Allowing  one  Moton  D.  Moss  and  other 
agentB  to  misappropriate  the  funds  of  the  com- 
pany. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  pp.  13,  14. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  pp.  72,  73,  74.  (Contracts 
pp.  75,  7S).  (No.  4,  p.  80,  Moss  poor).  (No.  5, 
pp.  80,  81,  no  vouchers).  ($260,000  due  by  Moss, 
No.  4,  p.  81,  N.Y.  Superintendent  of  Insurance 
report,  1899,  p.  20,  '  nominal  value  only  ').  (N. 
Y.  report,  pp.  18,  18,  20,  Is  found  In  No.  8,  pp. 
25-27).  (Moss  rich.  No.  4,  p.  84).  (Vrooman  let- 
ter. No.  2,  pp.  51,  Ac.)  (Hoffecker  letters.  No. 
4.  pp.  87,  88,  89).  (182,000  more  to  Moss,  No.  4 
p.  101).  ($4,600  to  Joseph,  No.  4,  p.  101).  $6,00. 
to  Moss,  No.  4,  pp.  104,  105). 

Brockway,  hotel-keeper,  on  pay-roll  for  $300 
per  week  for  $6,000  loaned  Burnham  by  him  No, 
4,  pp.  99,  100. 

No.  8,  p.  26,  (p.  20,  Payn's  Report,  1899).  Chief 
examiner  says  :  '  from  1881  to  time  when  Moss 
contract  was  executed,  In  16  years,  total  agents' 
balances  created  amounted  to  $529,469.93.' 

In  18  months  during  Mobb  contract,  from  Jan- 
uary, 1897  to  July,  1898,  agents'  balances  ot 
nominal  value  only  were  created  amounting  to 
$244,954.07. 

Geo.  D,  Eldridge,  No.  3.  pp.  30,  31,  Merrlam 
1211,000.  ($482,421.60  agents'  balances  of  no 
value.  No.  3.  pp.  31,  32,  33).  (No.  4,  pp.  41,  43. 
$50,000  profit  on  Moss).  (No.  5,  p.  134,'  assets 
decreased  up  to  December  81st,  1901,  $999,- 
422.70).  No.  6,  pp.  132-134,  total  written  off  in 
six  years,  $1,048,387.37.  Brockway  on  pay-roll. 
So.  8,  pp.  44,  45. 

5.  When  serious  charges  were  made  against 
oSlcers  of  company — making  large  payments 
out  of  company's  funds  rather  than  go  into 
the  charges. 

(On  General  Tracy  charges,  $15,000  paid.  No. 
4,  pp.  109,  110). 
J.  D.  Wells  arrested  for  libel  by  company,  No. 

4,  pp.  115.  116,  (all  cost  paid  by  company  and 
Bult  discontinued). 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5,  p.  21.  (Paterson' arrested 
for  libel  by  company  and  was  paid  |6,000,  No. 

5,  p.  32).  (Alleged  libel.  No.  p.  29,  Ac.)  Geo. 
D.  Eldridge,  No.  3,  p.  5. 

6.  Extravagance  and  overstating  commlsBlous 
paid  agents. 

'  Inter  alia  '  Geo.  D.  Eldridge,  vice-president, 
reported  that  $500,000  per  annum  could  be  saved, 
but  such  savings  were  not  made.  No.  4,  p.  97. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  S,  p.  61,  Increase  In  ex- 
penses with  less  business.  (No,  5,  pp.  52  to  68. 
Cost  of  new  business  in  Mutual  Reserve  and 
comparative  statements). 

No.  5.  p.  59,  Exhibit  42.  In  1899  and  1898,  dur- 
ing Moss  regime,  $259,231  more  paid  In  commis- 
sions, Ac,  than  In  the  two  previous  years,  while 
business  written  was  $44,502,945  less,  and  Insur- 
ance in  force  decreased  $55,000,000.  (Alleged 
payment  of  renewal  commissions  an  Impossi- 
bility, No.  5,  pp.  62,  63,  64). 

Geo.  D.  Eldridge.  No.  3,  p.  5.  ($50,400  rent. 
No.  3,  p.  9).  No  3,  p  25.  (No.  8,  p.. 74,  ex.  by 
Hon.  Mr.  McMullen).  Also  No.  3,  p.  80.  ($60,- 
000  salary  to  Burnham  not  excessive.  No.  4,  p. 
BO). 

7.  Contradictory  statements. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  20,  p.  6  :  E.  Pendleton, 
No.  5.  p.  110  ;  both  contradict  Geo.  D.  BMrldge, 
who  says  he  did  not  ask  Stevenson  to  remain 


Digitized  by 


Google 


9S6 


SENATE 


wltb  compaoT,  nor  agree  to  continue  his  ealai? 
while  away.    No.  3,  p.  61. 

(Statement  to  Senate,  p,  12  .  '  AbBolutalr  un- 
true as  charged  that  the  late  president  willed 
any  proxies  to  Burnbam ').  (No.  2,  p.  4ft, 
'  Harper  will '  assigns  all  proxlea  to  Burnham). 

J.  T.  Paterson. — Differences  in  sworn  reports 
tiled  In  Canada  and  New  York  with  Insurance 
DepartmeU'ts.  (No.  5,  pp.  39-42).  By  statute 
(hey  should  be  alike,  No.  S,  p.  S8.  Scaled  down 
claims  all  left  out  of  Canadian  report,  1901. 

8.  Overstatement  of  assets,  &c.,  in  sworn  re- 
ports to  Insurance  Department  and  in  circulars. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  B,  pp.  23-24,  Exhibit  34. 
Invested  assets  overstated  by  f  13,150,124.23  ; 
insurance  In  force  overstated  b%  $35,732,626  ; 
new  buBlness  overstated  by  Jll,570,171,  Is  cir- 
culars, aa  compared  with  reports  to  Insurance 
Department.  Deferred  premiums,  No.  5.  p.  80  ; 
Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  3,  p.  57,  $506,000  excess 
of  liabilities.  Mutual  Reserve  Building  S4S3,000 
of  this.  No.  3,  p.  20.  Deferred  premiums  and 
liens  called  assets  as  well,  and  are  also  very 
doubtful. 

9.  Overstating  Insurance  in  force  in  sworn 
reports  to  Insurance  Departments — Improperly 
Ignoring  liens  on  policies. 

J.  H.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  p.  5.  No.  2,  pp.  7,  8, 
9,  10. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  p.  71. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5,  pp.  28,  24,  25. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  2,  p  60.    No.  3,  pp.  IS, 

14.  (Case  referred  to  by  Geo.  D.  Eldrldge  affords 
no  support  whatever  to  hla  contention).  (No. 
3,  p.  15.  No.  3,  p.  72,  Dennis  vs.  Mass.  Benefit, 
120  N.Y.  vide  No.  4.  p.  69,  &c.)  No.  4,  pp.  11, 
12,  13,  15.  (No.  4,  p.  19,  telegram  sent  by  Eld- 
rldge months  before  he  knew  of  the  transaction 
to  which  It  relates). 

10.  Mortuary  funds  improperly  used  for  ex- 
penses. * 

'  The  Insurance  Act,'  sec.  39,  ss.  6,  Is  as  fol- 
lows : — 

5.  No  portion  of  any  moneys  received  from 
assessments  for  death  claims  shall  be  used  tor 
any  expense  whatever. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  pp.  4,  6,  11,  12,  18,  14, 

15,  33,  34. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  p.  104. 
J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5.  p.  52.  exhibit  No.  39, 
$4,668,555.62  of  mortuary  funds  used  for  expenses. 
Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  4,  pp.  10,  U. 

11.  Liens  placed  on  policies  and  called  assets 
in  sworn  reports  to  Insurance  Departments, 
when  they  were  not  assets. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  5,  pp.  44,  46.  (If  Mens  paid 
In  cash,  company  insolvent).  Liens  only  book- 
keeping. No.  6,  p.  49.  Notes  referred  to  not  ne- 
gotiable and  not  a  liability  of  Insured,  No.  6, 
p.  48. 

Geo.  Z>.  Eldrldge.  No.  2,  pp.  60,  61,  62.  ($2,600,- 
000  without  consent  of  assured.  No.  2,  p.  63). 
No.  5,  pp.  126,  127. 

12.  Unfair  treatment  of  flfteen-year  class. 

J.  T.  Pater^n,  No.  6.  pp.  16,  17.  separate 
classes  made  with  increased  cost  to  flfteen-year 
members.  (No  new  business  added  to  fifteen- 
year  class  after  1890,  No.  6,  p.  19).  (And  by 
^election  against  the  company.  No.  5,  p.  69.  cost 
of  insurance  to  this  class  abnormally  increased) 

Edmund  Pendleton,  No.  5,  pp.  107,  108,  109. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  5,  p.  124.  Not  In  separate 
class.  By  the  table  of  rates  of  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve now  In  force  adopted  1889,  the  members 
of  the  flfteen-year  class  are  now  paying  on  an 
average  30  per  cent  more  (Geo,  D.  Eldrldge,  No. 
8,  p.  39)  than  the  rates  provided  for  in  Bill  (H), 
Hon.  Hr.  DOMVILLE. 


sec.  3,  ss.  (c),  wbich  the  company  admit  Is  suffi- 
cient to  carry  all  classes. 

(c.)  The  holder  of  any  such  assessment  polle? 
shall  have  the  right  to  continue  his  said  poller 
for  the  full  amount  thereof  as  a  yearly  renew- 
able term  policy  upon  wMch  the  premiums  shall 
not  exceed  the  net  yearly  natural  premiums  for 
the  attained  age  of  the  Insured  calculated  upon 
the  basis  of  the  mortalttr  table  and  rate  of 
interest  aforesaid  with  a  loading  of  6  per  cut 
for  expenses. 

13.  Change  In  Moss  contract  by  Burnbam. 
Neither  explained  nor  contradicted  in  evidence. 

J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  pp.  81,  82,  83. 

The  contract  In  1897,  referred  to,  must,  aader 
the  constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  association, 
be  executed  by  the  executive  committee,  and 
could  Dot  be  made  by  the  president  alone.  Any 
secret  material  change  or  modification  of  that 
contract  after  its  execution  by  the  proper  offi- 
cers of  the  associatton,  as  made  by  the  substi- 
tution of  the  middle  sheet  of  that  contract, 
would  amount  to  the,  crime  of  forgery  coai- 
mltted  by  all  parties  participating  In  the  frau- 
dulent substitution  of  such  sheet. 

14.  Payments  to  President  Burnbam  of  com- 
missions under  Harper  contract  and  contingent 
fund. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  p.  15. 

Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  2,  p.  45,  &c,  (No.  4.  p. 
50.  $60,000  salary  to  Burnbam).  (No.  4,  p.  61, 
$200  ppr  week  paid  extra). 

15.  Refusal  to  state  salaries  and  other  re- 
muneration of  officers  and  oflSce  employees  in 
detail  and  mlsBtating  same. 

Gross  salaries  In  sworn  reports  every  year. 
(Refusal  to  show  chairman  of  the  executlTS 
committee  pay-rolls.  No.  4,  p.  5.  No.  4,  p. 
144.  Although  It  was  the  executive  committees 
duty  to  fix  salaries).  (No.  S,  p.  60,  actuarial 
expenses  increased  from  $14,227,  la  1896,  to 
$31,449,  in  1903,  and  not  included  in  Balarln  to 
officers  or  employees). 

Geo.  D.  Bidridge,  No.  2,  p.  67  ;  No.  3,  p.  3 ; 
Geo.  D.  Eldrldge  examined  by  Hon.  Mr.  Landry, 
No  5,  p.  60.  .(G.  D.  E..  No.  4,  p.  50,  $60,000  per 
annum  paid  to  Burnbam  not  excessive).  (No.  S, 
p.  129,  actuarial  expenses.  No.  S,  p.  130). 

16.  Transfers  from  class  to  class  put  in  sworn 
report  as  new  business,  and  full  oommlasioni 
paid  twice. 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  p.  6. 
Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  4,  p.  9. 

17.  Made  a  contract  for  purchase  of  ProTin- 
clal  Provident  Institution,  and  after  transfer 
made  escaped  payment  of  upwards  of  $100,000  by 
claiming  that  contract  was  llle^l. 

$12,000  paid  on  account.  Geo.  D.  Eldrldge, 
No.  8,  p.  46  :  No.  S,  pp.  60,  61,  58  ;  No.  S,  PP-  »• 
30  ;  No.  3,  pp.  28,  24. 

18.  Rates  amply  sufBcIent  with  proper  man- 
agement. 

J.  T.  Paterson,  No.  6.  p.  12.  (Bankers'  Uit 
with  less  cost  to  Insured  had  admitted  asieti 
In  1902  of  $4,798,833.14.  They  were  organlwd 
1879,  twenty-five  years  ago).  (No-  5,  p. 
Mutual  Reserve  In  1901,  only  $2,611,790  19  ad- 
mitted assets,  with  mucb  higher  cost).  (No- 
liens  In  Bankers*  Life,  No.  6,  p.  13).  (Low  ex- 
penses In  Bankers'  Life  No.  6,  pp.  12.  n. 
(Geo.  D.  Eldrldge,  No.  2,  p.  68  ;  No.  5,  p.  1«)- 
Attempt  to  explain  low  expenses  Bankers'  Life). 

Tbos.  Bradsbaw,  No.  8,  p.  47,  Ac,  Actoirr 
Imperial  Life  ;  John  Culbert,  No.  8,  p.  68.  Man- 
ager Mutual  Life  of  New  York  at  OtUwa,  bott 
prove  that  the  best  old  line  companies  fumiaD 
insurance  at  less  cost  than  the  Hutoal  Retem 
charged  In  1889. 
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19.  Claims  compromised  or  scaled  down. 

(J.  T.  PfttersoD,  No.  5,  pp.  72,  73.  1901.  324 
policies  about  50  per  cent  paid).  Not  included 
ia  Canadian  report  &b  hy  law  required,  No.  6,  p. 
73.    (No.  5,  p.  76.  Reasons). 

Geo.  D.  Eldridge,  No,  4.  p.  40  ;  No.  6,  pp.  136, 
139.  Canadian  claims  scaled  down  ;  no  names 
or  numbers  of  policies  given  as  promised,  there- 
fore exhlbit'is  of  DO  Talue. 

20.  Evidence  uncontradicted  of  payments 
made  to  obtain  the  jnodlflcatlon  of  a  report  ot 
the  Insurance  Department  of  the  State  of  New 
York. 

(?40,000,  borrowed,  No.  4,  p.  107).  (Brockway 
on  pay-roll  for  J300  per  week.  No.  4.  pp.  99,  100). 
J.  D.  Wells  lent  ?5.570.  No.  4,  p.  107. 

21.  ReBlgnatloas  of  officers,  &c..  and  reasons 
for  same, 

J.  T.  Paterson,  1896,  No.  6,  p.  21.  (Resigna- 
tion). 

J.  M.  Stevenson,  No.  2,  pp.  1,  6,  15.  (Burn- 
ham  agreed  to  resign  ;  J.  D.  Wells,  No.  4,  pp. 
90.  91,  110  111).  Letter  J.  D.  Wells  to  Burnbam, 
No.  4.  p.  92,  &c.  (No.  4.  p.  108,  four  resignations). 
(Wells'  resignation,  No.  4,  p.  112). 

(J.  T.  Paterson  asked  by  president  to  make 
false  statements.  No.  5,  p.  20). 

Geo.  D.  Eldridge.  No.  2.  pp.  61,  62,  63,  64,  66. 
(Vrooman  letter.  No.  2,  p.  W).  Vrooman  letter 
proved.  No.  5,  p.  3. 

22.  The  notice  to  produce  served  on  the  com- 
pany  was  not  complied  with. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I.  observe  tbat  my 
boD.  friend  has  corrected  bis  notice  ;  that 
be  has  dn^ped  the  preamble  which  be  read, 
and  he  has  sabstituted  another  introduc- 
tion ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  only  giving 

notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  House  has  a 
rl^t  to  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman 
is  giving  notice  with  the  preamble  be  read 
first,  or  whether  he  has  substituted  another 

introduction  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— This  is  substan- 
tially the  same. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
has  read  it  in  a  different  form  from  the  way 
in  which  be  put  It  at  first.  In  which  form 
is  be  submitting  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— In  the  last  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  would  suggest  to 
my  hon.  friend  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
Dian  has  no  right  to  discuss  my  motion. 

Hon.  FERGUSON— I  have  a  right  to 
suggest  the  form  in  which  this  notice  shonld 
be  put  I  followed*  my  hon.  friend  care- 
fully, and  I  find  that  substantially  and  I 
think  literally  that  the  notice  of  motion 
which  be  has  made  la  the  same  as  the  do- 


cument whicb  is  to  be  found  on  the  votes 
and  prooeediugs  of  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  This  matter  that  my  hon.  friend  is 
bringing  before  the  House  should  be  brought 
up  to-morrow. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  could  not  be 
brought  to-morrow.  We  are  dealing  with  a 
a  'matter  of  giving  notice,  and  it  could  not 
be  brought  up  to-morrow  because  then  the 
notice  would  have  been  given,  but  I  ob- 
serve this  motion  is  word  for  word  the  same 
as  the  docnment  which  Is  already  in  the 
minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Commenclug  at 
page  622  I  have  followed  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, and  I  find  that  such  is  the  case,  and 
my  suggestion  Is  that  the  hon.  gentleman, 
after  making  the  Introduction  which  be  did, 
shonld  move  that  this  document  which 
stands  on  the  Journals  of  the  House,  pages 
G22  and  G25  should  be  the  motion  he  would 
move  in  amendment  to  the  motion  made  by 
my  hon.  friend.  This  Is  the  document,  and 
it  will  save  a  great  deal  of  time  and  expense 
in  printing,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  will 
have  attained  precisely  the  same  object. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  think  the 
hoD.  gentleman  could  move  an  amendment, 
because  be  cannot  move  an  amendment  be- 
fore the  question  Is  put  and  the  motion  will 
be  put  to-morrow  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salnberry.  so  that  he  cannot  move 
ills  notice  of  motion  as  an  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Whether  It  will 
be  moved  as  an  amendment  or  not  does  not 
mattw. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
moves  to-morrow  that  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House  such  and  such  a  thing  is  the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  Is  carrying  out 
his  object  precisely,  and  saving  a  lot  of 
trouble. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  Is  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- While  this 
matter  is  under  discussion,  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  notice  of  motion  Is  to  be  recast 
In  the  form  the  hon.  gratlnnan  gives  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  gives  It  as  he 
likes,  and  it  will  go  in  that  form.' 
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Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  move  that 
the  portion  of  the  notice  of  motion  just  read 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay,  which 
has  already  been  printed  on  the  pages  622 
and  following  pages  of  the  minutes  and  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  be  not  again  printed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  move  such  a  motion.  He 
Jias  no  right  to  prevent  the  motion,  if  it  Is 
In  order,  being  printed  In  the  Orders  of  the 
l>ay. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Before  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  are  proceeded  with,  I 
make  this  motion,  as  I  think  I  hare  a 
right  to  do.  I  venture  to  say  that  If  there 
were  no  other  or  higher  right  to  move 
it,  it  would  be  found  in  the  fact  that 
in  giving  the  notice  of  motion  which  has 
just  been  given  it  does  seem  to  be  a  matter 
of  great  disrespect  to  the  Senate,  to  the 
action  of  the  Senate  and  to  the  position  In 
which  this  Senate  stands  with  reference 
to  this  matter.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  would 
not  think  I  was  speaking  offensively  when 
I  make  the  observation  I  shoald  say  that  It 
Is  not  only  a  great  disresfiect  to  the  Senate 
but  a  great  breafth*of  the  prlvll^es  of  a 
member  to  give  such  a  notice,  and  place  on 
the  records  and  proceedings  twice  over,  the 
same  charges,  something  which  has  not 
been  determined  upon  by  the  Senate  at  all. 
It  seems  to  me  therefore  the  motion  Is  not 
In  order,  and  I  would  beg  to  move  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order.  The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to 
move  a  motion  striking  out  certain  words  In 
a  motion  not  before  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAODONALD  <B.C.)— There  is 
nothing  before  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER.  The  House.  I  think,  has 
a  right  to  control  the  notices  which  are  put 
upon  the  paper,  having  regard  to  the  dig- 
nity of  the  House.  The  Senate  mnst  have 
some  means  of  protecting  Its  dignity,  and 
I  tufnk  the  resolution  Is  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— l%e  Senate  may 
].*ave  some  means,  but  the  means  taken  by 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  are  out  of  order  and 
lire  not  common  sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  move  that 
tl^e  portion  of  the  nottce  of  motion  read  by 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay,  which 
has  been  already  printed  on  pages  622  and 
Hod.  Hr.  LANDRY . 


following  pages  of  the  Minutes  of  Proceed- 
ings of  -this  House,  be  not  entered  again.  It 
Is  already  on  the  minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.>~There  l9 
nothing  before  the  House,  and  how  can  Uut 
motion  be  passed  ? 

The  SPBAKER.  I  hare  already  decided 
the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentlenuui 
has  not  already  decided  Ihe  question. 

The  SPEAKER— Will  the  hon.  gentle- 
man be  good  enough  to  take  bis  seat.  I 
think  I  have  a  right  to  appeal  to  the  Uoose 
from  tbe  use  of  snch  language.  I  stated 
that  I  nad  already  decided,  and  the  boo. 
gentleman  contradicted  me  flatly  and  said 
I  had  not  decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Certainly.  Because 
the  hon.  Speaker  did  not  know  what  It  was. 

The  SPEAKER— If  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  said  that  1  was  mistaken,  I  should  not 
have  said  anything. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAjODONALD  (B.C.)— This 
notice  of  motion  Is  not  before  the  House, 
and  we  are  dealing  with  a  matter  which  Is 
not  before  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER—The  motion  Is  before 
the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  It  WES 
last  year,  or  perhaps  two  years  ago,  we  bad 
this  matter  of  notices  fully  discussed  in  the 
House  with  regard  to  hon.  gentlemen  baod- 
Ing  In  their  notices  In  writing,  and  it  was 
held  that  an  opportunity  should  be  glvea 
when  notlc»  were  presented  to  see  whether 
they  were  In  proper  form.  It  was  clearly 
nnderstood  that  the  House  should  tiaveOtt 
right.  I  think  there  Is  no  serious  objectloQ 
taken  to  the  course  the  hon.  gentleman  is 
pursuing  only  he  is  proposing  to  reprint  a 
long  document  at  the  expense  of  the  coon- 
try.  He  can  attain  his  object  by  referring 
to  that  document  In  his  notice  of  motion- 
The  House  has  a  right  at  this  stage  to  deal 
with  that— to  see  that  this  notice  la  a  pro- 
per one. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— My  point  of  order 
is  this  :  there  1b  no  motion  before  the  dnlr 
except  the  motion  now  In  the  hands  of  tbe 

Speaker,  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto.   Of  that  motion,  which  Is  provtric- 
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Ing  a  debate,  he  never  gave  notice-  He 
should  hare  given  two  days  notice  of  it. 

The  SPEAKER^I  have  ruled  that  the 
motion  ts  in  order,  and  I  stand  by  my 
ruling. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Be- 
fore that  motion  la  put,  I  quite  concur  In  the 
remarks  made  a  few  minutes  ago  by  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  we  hare  been  conducting  this  investi- 
gatlon,  and  I  quite  agree  with  the  sngges- 
tloD  made  by  my  hon.  friend  from  Uarsh- 
fleld  as  to  the  impn^riety  of  reprinting  a 
long  report  which  appears  already  in  the 
journals,  but  if  we  pass  this  motion  I  am 
afraid  we  are  setting  a  precedent  which  may 
be  used  to  the  disadvantage  of  many  sena- 
tors In  the  future.  I  admit  this  is  a  peculiar 
case,  and  there  Is  very  much  force  in  the 
remarks  made  by  the  Speaker  in  reference 
to  the  right  of  the  House  to  control  notices 
ptaced  on  our  order  paper ;  but  who  Is  to 
be  the  Judge  in  the  future  when  an  hon. 
member  rises  to  give  a  notice  of  motion, 
whether  it  is  a  suitable  one  or  not  ?  If  I 
understand  t3ie  present  case  it  is  simply 
this :  a  report  was  made  by  the  committee 
appointed  to  investigate  the  charges  made 
against  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  As- 
sociation of  New  '^ork.  The  Speaker  de- 
cided, and  Ms  decision  was  couflrmed  by  the 
House,  that  that  report  could  not .  form  a 
part  of  the  proceedings,  nor  be  placed  on 
the  Journals  for  the  reason  that  the  com- 
mittee had  become  defunct  when  the  re- 
port was  made,  so  in  fact  It  cannot  appear 
on  the  Journals.  The  hon,  member  from 
de  Salaberry  has  placed  a  notice  on  the 
paper  asking  the  Senate  to  confirm  a  resolu- 
tion which  be  has  prepared,  not  as  a  member 
of  the  committee,  but  as  a  senator  of  the 
House,  based  on  the  reports  of  proceedings 
which  hare  been  laid  before  the  Senate. 
The  hou.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  rises 
and  says,  as  I  understand,  I  will  move  the 
following  resolution.  That  is  either  an 
amendment  or  a  substantive  motion.  My 
impression  Is,  the  notice  in  the  clerk's  haads 
is  a  substantive  motion,  that  he  will  move 
when  the  matter  Is  brought  before  the 
Senate  again  on  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
memtwr  for  de  Salaberry,  a  resolution  in 
line  with  the  statement  read  to  the  House 
by  the  chairman  of  the  committee.  Now, 


it  is  a  question  whether  he  has  not  a  right 
to  do  that.  I  am  not  approving  of  It  at  all ; 
I  think  it  is  an  unnecessary  coarse  to  pur- 
sue, but  as  a  matter  of  procedure  and  a 
matter  of  right,  has  he  not  the  same  right 
to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Senate  on  that 
document  which  appears  in  the  Minutes  of 
Proceedings  but  Is  not  to  appear  on  the 
Journals,  as  the  hon.  member  from  de 
Salaberry  has  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the 
House  on  certain  resolutions  which  he  pro- 
poses to  move  in  connection  with  the  same 
matter  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Unquestionably  he 
has  that  right. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIr— I  hare 
become  thoroughly  disgusted  with  this 
whole  subject,  but  as  a  matter  of  proce- 
dure .tud  right,  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  the  right,  wliethej:  it  Is  iwHtio  or  proi>er 
to  exercise  it  It  would  be  taking  an  ex- 
traordinary step  if  we  interfered  with  any 
motion  that  comes  before  the  House,  which 
is  couched  in  language  that  cannot  be  con- 
sldered  disrepectful.  If  It  were  Improperly 
worded,  any  cue  could  rise  and  object  to 
it  on  that  ground.  The  Speaker  would  be 
Justified  in  ruling  it  out  if  it  were  disres- 
pectful ;  but  this  is  not  disrespectful,  and 
however  unfortunate  It  is  that  we  have  got 
Into  this  position,  we  sboMd  be  very  careful 
how  we  pass  a  resolution  like  the  one  now 
before  us.  I  will  not  discuss  the  question 
of  order.  If  I  were  to  discuss  that  I  should 
merely  read  rule  13,  but  It  is  out  of  the 
question  now.  I  think  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  see  the  force  of  the  position  we 
take,  that  we  sbould  be  very  careful  how 
we  set  a  precedent  that  may  be  detrimental 
to  the  freedom  of  the  Senate  in  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hou.  gentleman 
loses  sight  of  the  point.  What  I  think  is 
contrary  to  the  rights  and  privileges  of  the 
House  Is  that  a  long  document  already  in 
the  proceedings  of  this  year,  should  be 
brought  up  to  be  reprinted  In  the  minutes. 
I  am  not  taking  any  other  exception. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— That 

must  be  a  matter  of  choice  with  the  senator. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  long  propositlou  was 
made  last  week.  It  appears  on  the  minutes, 
and  It  is  pn^K»ed  to  r^at  It  now.  Will 
any  one  say  that  tiiat  document  should  be 
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printed  a  secoud  time  ?  If  It  embraced 
three  or  four  lines  no  one  would  object,  but 
wbere  It  covers  several  pages  it  involves  an 
expense  which  should  not  be  incurred. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  entirely  agree  with 
the  bon.  leader  of  the  opposition,  when  he 
says  that  the  bon.  member  from  Rothesay 
fs  (lorfeetly  in  order  to  move  any  amendment 
to  the  motion  of  which  I  have  given  notice 
to-day — that  what  he  has  read  be  adopted 
by  the  Senate  as  the  eondasioDS  resulting 
from  the  inquiry.  No  one  intends  to  ques- 
tion his  right  In  that  respect  The  motion 
which  Is  now  before  the  House  is  not  in- 
tended to  question  that  right,  or  I  would 
not  have  seconded  it.  The  motion  Is  merely 
designed  to  dispense  with  the  necessity  of 
reprinting  a  document  which  was  printed  a 
few  days  ago  and  which  appears  in  the 
minutes  covering  five  or  six  pages.  It  might 
cover  0fteen  or  twenty  pages,  and  if  the 
hon.  member  is  absolutely  in  his  right  he 
could  insist  on  printing  It  again.  The 
Senate  would  be  helpless.  I  claim  that  this 
matter  sliould  be  left  entirely  to  the  judg- 
ment of  tiie  House  to  decide  whether  the  re- 
pilnting  of  the  itocument  Is  necessary  or 
not.  That  Is  the  whole  purpose  of  the  mo- 
tion. As  far  as  the  question  of  order  is 
concerned,  I  simply  call  attention  to  this — 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  settled. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Sup- 
posing this  motion  of  the  hon.  member  from 
Toronto  is  carried  to-day,  what  will  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Botbemy  do  to-morrow  ? 
When  he  rises  to  make  a  motion  he  will  read 
the  whole  thing  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Pardon  me— 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^-Could 
any  one  prevent  him  to-morrow,  when  ae 
makes  bis  motion,  from  reading  the  whole 
thing  over  again  ?  Tou  will  have  the  plea- 
sure of  bearing  the  whole  thing  over 
Again. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  Is  not  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  hon.  gentleman  shall  read 
the  document  again  a  dozen  times  if  He 
wishes,  but  whether  there  shall  be  a  waste 
of  the  public  money  and  a  needless  addition 
to  the  public  records.  As  a  body  of  sensible 
mem,  we  are  not  called  on  to  order  that  the 
document  be  reprinted  when  It  Is  not  neces- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT 


sary.  I  qolte  agree  wltii  the  remarlc  tbat 
any  member  has  a  right  to  put  a  re^wct- 
ful  and  proper  motion  on  the  qainutes.  There 
1  Is  no  suggestion  that  such  a  motion  vonld 
be  objectionable,  but  when  It  is  proposed  to 
reprint  a  document  already  on  the  mlnntes. 
the  House  should  have  a  choice  in  the  mat- 
ter. If  the  hon.  member  Is  allowed  to  pn^ 
sue  that  course  to  the  extent  he  proposes 
be  may  do  the  same  thing  again  to  a  much 
greater  extent,  and  the  House  should  step  in 
and  prevent  the  waste  of  public  money.  The 
House  should  decide  whether  the  docDmeot 
should  be  reprinted,  or  whether  the  bon. 
gentleman  shall  merely  give  notice  tbat  to- 
morrow he  win  move  the  adoption  ot  tiie 
document  published  at  page  so-and-so  of 
the  minutes.  There  Is  no  intention  to  inter- 
fere with  the  object  the  hon.  gentleman  has 
In  Tiew^  but  the  House  has  a  right  to  pm 
tent  unnecessary  expense. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  House  baa  no 
right  to  infringe  a  mie  to  save  a  few  dollars. 
There  Is  a  grave  question  pending  now, 
question  of  the  liboty  and  rights  of  a  sen- 
ator. The  House  has  no  right  to  Hmit  the 
privileges  of  a  senator.    Bourinot  says : 

Each  House  la  bound  by  every  c(»Dsid«nUon 
ot  self-interest  and  Justice  to  obwrve  strictly 
its  rules  and  standing  ordars  and  to  rebttkt 
every  attempt  to  evade  or  infringe  them.  Tha 
political  party  whlcli  controls  the  House  at  oiu 
time  may  be  in  a  different  position  at  aaothcr, 
and  is  equally  Interested  vlUt  the  mlnoiltr  is 
preserving  the  rules  of  tlie  House  in  all  their 
integrity.  '  So  far  the  maxim  is  certainly  true, 
and  found  on  good  sense,'  says  Hiatsell,  '  Uiat 
as  It  is  always  in  the  power  ot  the  majority  Ur 
their  numbers  to  stop  any  improper  nMOSurei 
proposed  on  the  j>art  of  their  opponents,  Oa 
only  weapons  by  which  the  minority  can  defend 
themselves  from  aimilar  attempts  from  those  fi 
power,  are  the  forms  and  rules  and  proceedings 
which  liave  been  found  necessary  from  time  to 
time,  and  'are  become  the  standing  orders  of 
the  House,  by  a  strict  adherence  to  which  the 
weaker  party  can  alone  be  protected  from  thOH 
Irregularities  and  abuse  which  these  torois 
were  intended  to  check,  which  the  wantonnesi 
of  power  is  but  too  often  apt  to  suggest  te 
large  and  successful  majorities.' 

The  rules  of  this  House  are  the  protection 
of  the  minority,  and  we  are  asked  to-day  to 
infringe  role  13,  which  says  that  no  membo' 
iCan .  move  a  motion  if  he  baa  not  given  a 
clear  day's  notice.  By  infringing  that  mlev 
we  are  trying  to  cboke  off  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Rothesay. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAYID— I  do  not  often  rise  on 
questions  of  order,  bvt  tMa  time  1  thlok  it 
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is  proper  to  say  a  few  words.  I  cannot 
understand  that  this  House  has  no  right  to 

control  everything  which  may  affect  its 
dignity.  When  a  notice  of  motion  Is  given 
and  accepted  without  objection,  what  does 
It  mean  ?  As  a  question  of  common  sense, 
ie  it  not  equivalent  to  deciding  that  the  not- 
ico  of  motion  will  be  printed  In  the  Min- 
ntes  of  the  Senate  ?  It  is  exactly  the  same 
as  if  an  hoc.  membar  shonkl  move  that  the 
notice  of  motion  which  is  mentioned  shall 
be  printed  in  the  AElnutes  of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  not  equivalent. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— If  the  Senate  has  not 
the  right  to  control  the  printing  of  what 
may  be  published  in  the  minutes,  what 
would  be  the  consequence  ?  It  would  be 
very  disastrous.  Suppose  I  should  rise  to- 
morrow and  give  notice  of  a  motion  that 
everything  which  has  been  printed  concern- 
ing the  New  York  Mutual  Reserve  Fund 
Ufe  Assodation  shall  he  reprinted,  I  might 
Include  in  my  motion  everything  that  has 
t>een  published  on  the  subject  in  the  Minutes 
of  tbe  Senate  during  the  last  month.  Sup- 
pose I  were  to  go  further  and  Include  iu  my 
motion  all  kinds  of  insults  against  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate— suppose  the  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  were  to  give  notice  and 
include  in  it  every  wrong  which  the  govem- 
irent  may  tiave  committed  during  the  ses- 
sion,— I  may  make  all  kinds  of  suppositions 
of  the  same  kind — can  it  be  reasonably  said, 
that  when  a  member  of  this  House  rises  and 
gives  notice  of  a  motion  which  is  equiva- 
lent to  asking  that  it  be  published  iu  the 
Minutes  of  the  House,  that  the  House  has 
not  the  right  to  control  the  printing  of  such 
a  notice  of  motion  ?  Surely  the  Senate  has 
a  right  to  protect  its  honour  and  dignity  in 
&ome  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— How 
can  the  House  discuss  what  the  House 
is  not  possessed  of  ?  The  House  has 
not  possession  of  that  motion— we  do  not 
know  what  it  is.  The  hon.  member  from 
de  Salaberry  gave  notice  of  a  long  motion 
to-day.  We  do  not  know  what  that  motion 
is.  and  are  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  it 
until  It  appears  in  the  Minutes.  That  mo- 
tion given  to-day  Is  not  on  the  Minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  it  Is  printed  in  the 
Minutes. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAIJD  (B.C.>— The  noUce 
given  by  the  hon.  member  from  de  Salaberry 
may  l>e  an  improper  one,  or  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  member  from  Rothesay  may  be  objec- 
tionable, but  how  are  we  to  decide  that 
until  we  know  what  they  are,  and  how  are 
we  to  know  until  they  are  printed  ?  I  do 
not  agree  with  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker. 
He  has  two  or  three  times  eliminated  mo- 
tions whl<^  were  Improper,  but  there  is 
nothing  before  the  House  in  this  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  EULIS— I  quite  agree  with  the 
hon.  gentleman  who  has  Just  spoken  and  the 
leader  of  the  opposition.  The  Speaker  Is 
quite  right  iu  saying  that  the  House  can 
control  Its  own  motions,  but  it  is  a  power 
which  ought  to  be  exercised  on  only  very 
rare  occasions. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-And 
not  at  all,  if  it  Is  contrary  to  the  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  EI^IS— 1  am  not  going  into  that 
point.  What  is  to  be  gained  by  this  ?  We 
take  a  ground  which  affects  the  right  of 
every  hon.  gentleman  in  the  House  on  the 
objectltm  of  some  other  member,  and  we 
will  constantly  have  discussions  poming  up 
as  to  whether  a  motion  should  appear  on  tile 
Minutes  or  not.  I  was  present  on  a  former 
occasion  wlieu  a  discussion  took  place  on  a 
question  of  this  kind,  that  when  a  motion 
was  not  couched  in  terms  which  were  fair 
to  members  of  the  Senate  the  House  would 
have  control  over  It,  and  that  the  power 
Rhould  only  be  exercised  In  such  cases. 
Now,  what  is  tiie  fact  ?  There  are  three 
and  one-half  pages  of  print  Included  in  this 
motion,  and  It  wUI  cost  very  little  to  re- 
print them.  It  seems  a  poor  excuse  to 
give  for  objection  to  the  motion.  The  docu- 
ment does  not  stand  on  the  Minutes  as  a 
motion  of  the  hon.  member ;  it  was  matter 
submitted  to  the  House  in  another  way,  and 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  perfect  right  to 
put  It  forward  In  the  way  he  proposes  to 
put  it.  He  has  a  pei-fect  right  to  reprint 
the  propositions  which  were  submitted  in 
another  form,  but  which  he  proposes  now  to 
submit  as  bis  own.  Should  we  take  a  posi- 
tion tyrannical  in  itself,  and  which  may  be 
used  against  any  one  of  us  on  some  future 
occasion  ?  I  trust  the  hon.  gentieman  from 
Toronto  will  not  consldw  It  worth  while  to 
gain  a  trivial  victory  at  the  expense  of  the 
liberties  of  the  House. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


m2 


SENATE 


Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— These  are  exactly  the 
views  I  have  been  trying  to  put  forth  from 
the  time  the  hon.  gentlemaD  from  Toronto 
moved  hiB  motion.  That  motion  may  be 
perfectly  In  order,  but  It  is  a  direct  attaok 
on  the  liberty  of  every  senator.  If  there  Is 
one  channel  through  which  a  member  can 
get  tats  views  before  the  Senate,  it  is  by  In- 
terpedlatloD  or  notice  of  motion.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto,  by  tais  motion,  sub- 
verts that  right  of  the  individual  senator. 
I,  as  an  opponent  of  the  government,  wish 
to  get  information  

Hon.  Mr.  FBRLEY— You  are  not  that 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  trying  to  put 
the  case  as  the  taon.  member  from  St.  John 
has  done.  A  member  of  the  opposition  might 
wish  to  give  notice  of  motion,  and  a  mem- 
ber of  the  government  might  try  to  suppress 
or  change  it  If  this  precedent  Is  establish- 
ed. It  is  introducing  into  our  parliamentary 
procedure  a  pernicious  principle,  and  sub- 
verting the  rights  and  liberties  of  senators. 
I  have  heard  senators  arguing  that  if  any 
member  of  the  House  should  do  this  or  that, 
what  might  happen.  We  are  not  going  to 
assume  that  a  .senator  will  put  ridiculous 
questions  and  ridiculous  notices  of  motion  on 
the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

We  have  no  right  to  assume  that  By 
assuming  that  -ne  lower  our  own  dignity 
and  our  own  intelligence,  so  that  the  argu- 
ment that  this  House  should  control  the 
action  of  individual  senators  Is  not  a  proper 
one.  Every  Jion.  senator  here  Is  bound  by 
his  own  honour,  which  Is  proportionate  to 
that  of  this  honourable  House,  aud  we  must 
accept  the  statement  that  a  senator  may  do 
this  and  that,  and  It  will  be  the  duty  of  the 
wlioJe  House  to  control  the  action  of  the 
Senate.  When  that  will  be  done  It  will  be 
time  for  a  senator  to  withdraw  from  this 
honourable  House,  and  I  do  not  care  to  have 
such  a  principle  admitted  here  In  public  de- 
bate. I  quite  agree  with  the  hon.  leader  of 
the  opposition  In  standing  up  for  what  might 
he  called  the  popular  rights  of  the  repre- 
gentatlves  of  the  people.  The  boo.  leader 
of  the  opposition  has  taken  the  view  that  I 
hold  In  regard  to  the  matter,  and  I  am 
proud  to  see  that  he  stands  up  for  the  rights 
of  the  representatives  of  the  people.  1 
would  make  a  joint  appeal  with  my  hon. 
friend  from  St.  John  to  the  hon.  senator  from 
Toronto  to  withdraw  his  motion  as  an  Indl- 
Hon.  Sir.  EUJS. 


rect  attack,  and  as  a  pwnldons  attack,  on 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  hon.  membcn  of 
this  House.  Altogether  outside  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  In  tiand,  as  an  indi- 
rect attack,  and  as  a  most  pemlcioos  at- 
tack, on  our  rights  and  privileges.  It  should 
be  withdrawn,  and  not  be  confirmed  hj  a 
vote  of  this  House  or  a  ruling  of  the  Cbair. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  have  no  idea 
of  Interfering  In  such  a  way  in  any  proceed- 
ing I  take  here,  as  to  in  any  way  qnalify  or 
control  the  action  of  any  hon.  member  of 
this  House  who  Is  ready  to  give  a  notice  of 
motion  in  respectful  terms,  aud  I  uke  no 
exception  whatever  to  the  terms  of  tliis 
motion,  but  it  seems  to  me  the  questioa  Is 
whether  this  is  a  case  in  which  to  apply  tbc 
rule  which  I  have  Invoked  by  the  modem  I 
have  made  here— I  mean  to  say  the  rale  of 
common  sen^e.  It  appears  to  me  that  this 
Senate,  having"  been  Informed  by  a  docn 
ment  which  was  presented  here  and  laid  on 
the  tabJe,  and  so  passed  Into  our  Minutes 
and  Proceedings,  as  to  the  views  of  some 
people,  and  amongst  others,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man who  forms  one  of  the  members  of  a 
committee  of  inquiry  here,  the  House  barinE 
that  information  printed  In  black  and  white 
on  our  Minutes  of  Proceedings,  It  is  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  repetition  of  that  in  one 
form  or  another,  once  or  more  than  once- 
because  If  it  can  be  done  once,  I  do  not  ?ee 
why  It  cannot  be  done  more  than  once— can 
bo  controlled  by  the  action  of  the  Hoa>(.> 
itself.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  oppo^tltn 
misunderstood  the  motion  which  has  beeo 
made.  I  do  not  propose  by  the  motion  to 
ask  the  Senate  to  change  the  notice  of  mo- 
tion in  the  slightest  degree.  All  I  am  asking 
is  that  the  House  declare  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  print  again  that  which  appeara  a-- 
our  Minutes  a  few  pages  back  in  detail.  Ii 
ts  entirely  a  question  of  degree.  It  is  entire- 
ly a  question  when  to  apply  this  rule.  Lei 
me  illustrate  what  I  mean.  Suppose,  for  the 
sake  of  argument,  any  hon.  member  of  this 
House  chose  to  give  another  notice  of  motion 
by  way  of  amendment,  and  asked  this  Hooh 
to  affirm  the  negative  of  the  motion  madf 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberrr. 
the  affirmative  of  a  contrary  position,  ami 
to  set  forth  in  his  notice  of  motion  the  whole 
of  this  evidence,  which  has  been  taken  Qa- 
der  oath  before  a  committee  of  this  House, 
and  thus  get  on  the  Minutes  1,000  pasvs 
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of  evidence   taken   by   a   committee,  on 
>.whom  I  am  not  going  to  ca§t  any  reflec- 
tions,   but   upon    whom    otber  members 
have    cast    reflectione.     Any    hon.  gen- 
tleman who  has  been  opposing  this,  who 
has  taken  objection  to  it;  might  say  that 
such  evidence  having  been  already  printed 
and  In  the  hands  of  every  hon.  member  of 
this  Honse,  It  was  not  a  breach  of  the  pri- 
vUeges  of  this  House  to  place  in  the  Minutes 
a  thousand  pages  of  evidence,  and  therefore. 
If  that  could  be  done  dhrectly  In  that  way, 
it  appears  to  me  that  Is  practically  being 
done  by  tlie  notice  of  motion,  because,  while 
there  are  but  three  or  four  pages  printed  in 
the  Minutes,  and  set  out  in  this  notice  of  mo- 
tion, which  has  been  handed  in,  that  notice 
has  reference  to  page  after  page,  and  prob- 
ably hundreds  of  pages  of  the  evidence  which 
has  been  referred  to,  where  then  Is  this  go- 
ing to  end  'i  That  is  the  whole  question.  I 
am  no  more  zealous  of  the  rights  of  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House  that  others  who  have  oc- 
cupied a  seat  here.  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  ; 
but  I  do  pretend  not  to  be  less  zealous  of 
them,  and  all  I  can  say  Is  that  In  tliis  case  I 
am  acting  on  my  own  Judgment,  and  that  is 
what  Impelled  me  to  di-aw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  this  was  a  breach  of  the  privileges 
of  a  member  of  the  Senate,  unduly  using 
privilege  by  repeating  on  the  Minutes  a 
number  of  charges  said  to  have  been  proven, 
but  which,  on  iavestdgatlon,  may  not  turn 
out  to  be  proven  at  .all ;  and,  in  fact,  if  we 
turn  to  the  imges  where  charges  are  said  to 
have  been  proven,  we  will  find  that  directly 
the  opposite  appears  to  be  proven.    I  ask 
then,  with  reference  to  the  whole  question, 
in  a  large  spirit  and  not  in  a  narrow  spirit, 
the  House  to  say  that  such  a  notice  is  not 
within  the  rights  of  a  member.  He  has  given 
his  notice  of  motion,  but  under  the  clrcum 
stances,  aJI  of  us  <being  sick  of  this  subject, 
and  not  wanting  to  hear  more  about  it,  I 
ask  is  it  reasonable  to  say  that  the  House 
shall  DOt  repeat  the  notice  of  motion  In  the 
Minutes  until  the  resoilutiou  is  adopted  ?  If 
the  resolution  Is  adopted,  it  will  have  to 
appear.   That  Is  all  the  extent  to  which  my 
motion  is  intended  to  go.  I  am  not  desirous 
of  being  over-zealous  in  upholding  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Senatir. 

Hob.  Mr.  FEBGU80N— I  would  point  out 
to  my  hon.  friend  that  if  he  makes  this  mo* 
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tlou  to-baorrow  or  the  day  following,  it  wUI 
appear  on  the  Minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— It  may  or 
may  not  appear  In  full. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman moves  it  In  full,  it  will  be  printed  in 
full  That  is  another  reason  why  it  should 
not  be  printed  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— I  do  not 
wish  to  be  over-zealous  in  upholding  the 
dignity  of  the  Senate,  and  I  submit  to  tHe 
Speaker  and  the  members  of  this  Honse, 
whether  they  will  allow  this  motion  to  be 
passed.  I  think  it  is  In  the  interests  of 
common  sense,  and  in  the  Interests  of  the 
privileges  of  this  House  that  this  motion 
should  be  adopted. 

Hon.  Sir  MAOKENZIBJ  BOWBLL-The 

hon.  gentleman  has  not  given  any  authority 
for  the  position  he  takes,  ttiat  this  is  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERLBY— This  has  been  rather 
a  fighting  question  from  the  start  There 
has  been  enmity  exhibited  beyond  anything 
I  ever  saw  in  reference  to  any  Bill  that  has 
hitherto  come  before  the  Senate.  The  last 
ten  days*  work  is  all  the  result  of  a  Uttle 
sharp  practice,  which  should  not  have  pre^ 
vailed  among  hon.  senators.  The  committee 
made  a  report,  and  an  exception  was  taken 
to  that  report.  Notwithstanding  every  one 
of  these  hon.  gentlemen  objected,  and  said 
they  had  been  wrongly  Interpreted,  that  it 
had  not  been  Intended  the  committee  should 
be  dissolved,  and  that  they  expected  to  have 
another  meeting,  and  every  hon.  member 
of  the  committee  said  the  interpretation 
given  to  the  adjournment  was  not  Intended 
to  be  a  dissolution  of  the  committee.  That 
statement  was  treated  with  perfect  con- 
tempt, and  not  In  the  manner  in  which 
senators  should  treat  each  other's  state- 
ments. Thei-e  was  a  I'esolution  passed 
that  put  the  report  off  the  paper.  I  do  not 
see  how  it  got  on  the  paper,  because  If  the 
resolution  declared  that  the  committee  was 
defunct,  and  had  no  existence,  then  the  re- 
port of  such  a  committee  as  that  should  not 
be  printed,  but  it  was  printed.  It  was  rul- 
ed out  of  order  before  it  left  this  House, 
and  how  it  got  printed  I  do  not  know.  I 
have  every  aympathy  with  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Rothesay  and  his  friends,  because 


Digitized  by 


Google 


964 


SENATE 


tbey  think  sharp  practice  was  Indulged  In 
ngainst  them,  and  I  think  so  too,  and  the 
hon,  gentleman  is  taking  a  method  of  get- 
ting the  evidence  before  the  country,  which 
I  would  not  tolerate  if  the  committee  bad 
been  treated  properly.  When  an  hon.  sen- 
ator says  *I  made  a  mistake.'  that  state- 
ment ought  to  be  accepted.  Every  senator 
knows  that  the  adjournment  was  not  In- 
tended to  be  a  dissolution  of  the  committee. 
If  he  has  any  principle  of  fairness  In  him 
When  an  hon.  member  snys  *  we  did  not  iu- 
tend  that,  it  was  not  put  down  as  intended,' 
any  one  who  has  any  common  sense  at  all 
most  admit  that  It  was  not  Intended  to  be 
a  dissolution  of  the  committee,  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  It  is  sharp  practice  wlilch  should 
not  exist,  and  these  hon.  members  are  flght- 
iDg  to  get  this  matter  before  the  country 
as  they  did  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— That  Is  Just  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  strikes  me  that 
n  very  unusual  course  Is  being  taken  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto.  I  have  no 
doubt  th^  mlM  of  this  House  prior  to  a 
session  or  two  ago,  permitted  an  hon.  mem- 
ber to  give  a  notice  quietly  hj  handing  It 
to  the  clerk,  and  It  appeared  npon  the  order 
paper  the  following  day.  Lest  there  might 
be  some  encroachment,  some  Insult  offered 
to  the  Senate,  or  some  notice  of  motion  that 
ought  not  to  be  placed  on  tbe  paper,  it  was 
deemed  proper  to  alter  tbe  manner  of  sub- 
mitting notices,  by  providing  that  tbey  be 
read  by  the  senator  giving  the  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— As  a  sessional  order, 
not  a  standing  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Is  this  question 
brought  by  my  hon.  friend  before  the 
House  ?  It  is  merely  a  primary  notice  of 
what  he  Is  going  to  ask  tbe  House  to  do  at 
some  future  day.  It  Is  not  before  the  House 
for  discussion  at  all.  It  is  not  a  qTiostio" 
of  which  we  are  seized,  and  upon  wblch  we 
can  act.  It  is  merely  something  that  we 
are  going  to  be  asked  to  do  at  some  future 
date.  My  hon.  friend  from  Toronto  asks 
that  my  hon.  friend's  motion  shall  be  strang- 
led, before  It  Is  born.  He  says  we  shall  not 
allow  this  measure  to  come  before  the  House 
to-morrow,  or  whenever  the  report  is  to  be 
received,  but  we  shall  destroy  it  at  the  pre- 
sent time  by  moving  a  resolution. 
Hoa  Mr.  PERLET. 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  does  not 
need  to  appear  as  a  notice  of  motion  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— My  hon.  friend  knows 
full  well  that  he  might  consult  the  records 
for  years  and  years,  and  never  find  a  re- 
solution to  strike  a  notice  of  motion  from 
the  order  paper.    I  appeal  to  him  to  pro- 
duce such  a  resolution.   Is  he  possessed  of 
Information  that  this  House  has  never  bad 
for  years  and  years,  and  can  he  Introdnce 
a  new  order,  contrary  to  the  rules  that  have 
been  followed  year  after  year  ?    I  say  it 
Is  unfair.    It  Is  not  treating  my  bon.  friend 
fairly.    When  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  rose   and    read   his  resolution, 
which  is  to  appear  before  the  Senate  to- 
morrow, was  there  a  single  objection  raised? 
It  was  going  to  be  placed  upon  the  record, 
and  that  was  treated  fairly,  properly  and 
Justly.    Why  did  my  hon.  friend  from  To- 
ronto not  rise  and  say,  '  We  will  not  bare 
any  more  of  this  discussion.    I  move  tbat 
that  report  be  all  stmck  •at,  except  so-aod- 
so  ?'  We  have  had  this  report  printed.  It 
Is  already  on  the  Journals  of   the  House, 
says  my  hon.  friend,  and,  therefore,  ought 
not  to  be  reprinted.     Do  hon.  gentlemen 
think  that  is  the  reason  they  ask  that  tbit 
be  not  placed  upon  the  record  of  the  House? 
I  think  not.    I  must  agree  with  my  hon. 
friend  the  leader  of  the  opposition  tbat  the 
course  he  took  Is  a  correct  one.   I  cannot 
agree  with  some  of  the  other  remarki.  Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfleld  made  a  re- 
mark In  reference  to  It,  '  Oh,  It  Is  not  » 
proper  motion  to  make.    It  Is  not  one  that 
should  be  moved  In  that  form.'    He  tells 
my  hon.  friend  that  be  does  not  know  hov 
to  move  the  resolution.    '  I,  the  member 
for  Marshfleld  will  tell  you  how  to  Introdnce 
the  resolution  so  that  It  will  be  satlaCaetoFy 
to  the  House.* 

Hon.  .Mr.  FERGUSON— 1  did  not  do  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  My  hon.  friend  entirely 
misunderstood  me.  I  irimplr  asked  my  bon. 
friend  whether  tbe  notice  he  was  reading 
was  In  the  same  form  as  when  he  first  read 
it.  or  whetbpi-  he  had  changed  it.  He  started 
4)y  giving  his  own  opinion.  I  was  helping 
tbe  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— The  bon.  gentieman 
was  desirous  of  helping  the  hon.  senator 
from  Rothesay  by  telling  him  bow  to  intro- 
duce bis  resolution  so  as  to  make  It  sstia- 
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factory  to  tbe  House.  X  tell  talm  he  was 
not  treating  the  bon.  gentleman  fairly  by 
tlie  suggestions  he  made  In  reference  to  It, 
when  be  said,  *  Oh,  tbe  expense.'  Wbat  ex- 
pense ?  Is  It  so  great  an  expense  that  that 
should  be  reprinted  ?  Is  it  not  a  proper  re- 
solution to  place  on  the  order  paper  aft,er 
tbe  one  made  by  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry.  One  of  the  members  of  the 
committee  gave  notice  of  motion,  and  Is  It 
wrong  that  my  bon,  friend  should  place  bis 
Ideas  in  reference  to  tbe  matter  following 
the  notice  of  motion  of  my  bon.  friend.  Tbe 
bon.  fcentleman  from  de  Salaberry  says, 
'  Oh,  the  action  of  that  committee  was  un- 
fair ;  tbe  evidence  did  not  bear  out  tbe 
findings  of  tbe  report'  Can  he  rise  In  bis 
place  and  tell  us  that  tbe  evidence  shows 
that  tbe  company  were  free  from  any  sus- 
picion of  wrong-doing  ?   I  think  not 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  are  not  dis- 
cussing tbe  report  We  should  limit  our- 
selves to  tbe  question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  am  discussing  tbe 
notice  of  motion,  and,  therefore,  I  say  It  is 
perfectly  proper  that  this  resolution  should 
not  be  withdrawn  from  the  House.  It  Is 
treating  tbe  House  unfairly,  and  it  is  a 
thing  which  has  never  been  done  before.  It 
would  be  an  insult  to  tbe  bon.  gentleman 
from  Kotbesay.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
about  the  dignity  ot  the  House.  Some 
hon.  gentlemen  think  they  are  clothed  with 
tbe  dignity  of  the  House,  and  that  they 
must  carry  it  on  their  shoulders  continually. 
I  suppose  that  the  majority  of  the  hon. 
members  of  this  House  are  Just  as  anxious 
about  the  dignity  of  the  Senate  as  my  bon. 
friend  from  Toronto,  and  if  be  considers 
wbat  is  fair  and  proper  to  hon.  members 
of  this  House,  he  will  withdraw  that  motion 
and  seek  another  opportunity  to  accomplish 
his  object  Let  him  give  It  as  a  notice  of 
motion;  and  it  will  come  up  In  its  regular 
order.  Why  does  he  seek  to  t-ike  advantage 
of  his  position  and  move  a  resolution  out 
of  order  ?  It  is  a  strange  and  unusual 
proceeding,  and  I  feel  that  the  resolution 
moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto 
is  not  a  Just  and  proper  resolution  and  ought 
not  to  carry. 

The  SPEAKER— Does  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  persist  in  his  motion,  or  does 
he  propose  to  withdraw  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  place  my- 
self in  the  hands  of  the  hon.  Speaker  and 
the  other  members  of  the  House  In  refer- 
ence to  the  matter.  If  there  Is  a  serious  ob- 
jection to  tbe  motion  I  will  withdraw  it  I 
do  not  want  to  be  taken  as  leading  In  this 
matter  at  all,  and  therefore  with  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  will  withdraw  the 
motion. 

The  motion  was  withdrawn. 

The  SPEAKER^!  ruled  that  the  motion 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto 
was  In  order,  but  did  not  express  any  opinion 
on  It  at  all.  I  ruled  also  that  the  13th  rule 
did  not  apply.  Now,  on  pages  424  and  425 
of  Bourlnot  Z  find,  under  the  heading  '  Ques- 
tions of  Privilege,'  the  following : 

QnestlODS  of  privilege  maj  always  be  con- 
sidered In  either  House  -without  tbe  notice 
Decessarjr  In  the  case  of  motions  generally. 

And  amongst  the  questions  which  are  in- 
dicated as  questions  of  privilege  on  page 
425  we  And  enumerated  :  '  Questions  atfect- 
Ing  the  internal  economy  or  proceedings  of 
tbe  House.'  So  that  tbe  motion  was  quite 
In  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAILD  (B.C.)~How  can 
a  motion  be  made  that  Is  not  before  tbe 
House  ? 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  not  going  to  answer 
any  further  questions. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— -We  have  no  right  to 

debate  that. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEJIEN— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  only  tbe  Speako- 
has  a  right  to  put  a  question. 

The  SPEAKER— I  did  not  put  a  question. 
The  bon.  gentleman  very  Improperly  reflect- 
ed on  my  ruling  after  it  had  been  made,  and 
surely  I  have  a  right  to  indicate  the  author^ 
Ity  for  my  ruling. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
has  no  right  to  discuss  it  aa  Speaker.  If  be 
wants  to  discuss  it  let  lilm  come  down  from 
the  chair. 

FISHERIES  ACT  AMENDiMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons  with  BUI  (74)  An  Act  to  amend 
tbe  Fisheries  Act. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  movea  that  the  BUI  be 
read  the  second  time  to-morrow.  He  said  : 
The  object  of  this  Bill  la  to  authorize  the 
Dtepaitment  of  Marine  and  PlBheries  to 
license  the  taking  of  whales.  Whaling  Is 
becoming  an  Indaatry  In  some  parts  of  the 
Domlnlou  and  Is  hereafter  to  be  licensed,  a 
fee  of  fSOO  to  be  charged  the  first  year. 
$1,000  the  second  year  and  $1,200  the  third 
y^,  Whale  oil  Is  of  conald«rable  ralne 
and  In  order  to  encourage  parties  to  eflabark 
In  the  Industry  which  Is  now  carried  on  In 
a  small  wny  this  Bill  Is  introduced. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLD-i 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  whether  there  has  been  any  corre- 
spondence between  the  United  States  govern- 
ment and  the  Canadian  govenunent  as  to 
rights  In  Hndson  Bay  ?  Canada  claims  the 
ncclusire  right  to  the  fisheries  In  Hudson 
Bay,  to  wbdch  tills  BUI  particularly  applies. 
I  know  it  goes  further  and  deals  with  the 
whale  fisheries,  also,  iu  British  Colnmbla. 
The  klUlng  of  whales  by  foreigners  In  Hud- 
fwQ  Bay.  w-blcb  is  claimed  to  be  Canadian 
inland  water,  has  been  the  cause  of  com- 
plaint for  a  great  many  years.  A  very  pro- 
fitable Industry  bas  been  carried  on  there. 
Whalers  from  the  Uirited  States  have  been 
fishing  there  for  tiie  last  twenty  years.  I 
am  very  glad  to  see  that  the  government 
have  taken  the  position  they  have  In  con- 
nection with  the  fisheries  In  Hudson  Bay, 
by  sending  vessels  there  to  look  after  Cana- 
dian interests,  and  also  by  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  to  Impose  licenses.  If  the 
right  of  Issuing  licenses  Is  once  conceded,  it 
wlU  esbablista  conclusively  Canada's  right  to 
control  the  fisheries  of  Hudson  Bay.  It 
should  have  been  done  long  ago.  It  was 
neglected  by  the  late  government,  but  It  is 
not  too  late  to  do  It  now,  and  I  am  glad  the 
government  are  taking  proper  steps  at  last. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  aware  that 
any  correspondence  has  taken  place  on  the 
subject,  and  perhaps  it  Is  very  much  better 
we  should  hare  this  legislation  before  there 
is  any  correspondence. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  It  was  stated  In  the  other  House  that 
there  has  been  correspondence  witb  New- 
foundland on  the  subject. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It 
may  be  a  questttm  how  far  the  rights  of 
Newfoundland  extend  along  tiie  Labrato 
coast 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— That  Is  a  disputed  point 
which  will  very  shortly  go  before  the  Privj 
Council  for  decision— that  is,  the  eastern 
coast  of  Quebec,  part  of  which  is  claimed  bs 
Newfoundland  ;  but  as  far  as  the  neigh- 
bouring nation  is  concerned,  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  has  been  any  corre^MHideQce. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

INSPECTION  OF  GRAIN  BILL. 

FIRST  RBADINO. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Hooee 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (113)  An  Act  respect- 
ing the  Inspection  of  grain. 

The  Blirwas  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  the  second  time  to-morrow.  He  said ; 
This  Is  a  voluminous  Bill.  I  understand, 
however,  that  It  Is  a  consolidation  of  the 
laws,  and  the  changes  are  not  many.  II 
would  be  quite  Impoastble  to  go  throagb  the 
Bill  without  knowing  the  actnal  chaaget, 
and  I  hope  to  have  a  report  from  the  de- 
partment to-morrow  indicating  what  tiey 
are. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GENERAL  INSPECTION    ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

FIRST  RBADINO. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (124)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  General  InspectloD  Act 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  the  second  time  to-morrow.  He 
said  :  The  object  of  this  Bill  Is  to  compel 
the  manufacturers  of  binder  twine,  uader 
certain  circumstances,  to  attach  a  label  vltb 
the  name,  and  to  give  particularly  the  nnni- 
ber  of  feet  of  twine.  The  number  of  feet 
of  twine  Is  essential,  and  there  are  peoaltie* 
for  parties  deceiving,  because  when  a  famet 
buys  a  quantity  of  twine  he  has  no  oppop 
tunlty  to  measure  It 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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POST  OFFICE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  READING 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (152)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Post  Office  Act 

Tbe  Bill  was  read  ttie  first  time. 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT  moved  tliat  the  BUI  be 
read  tbe  second  time  to-morrow.  He  said : 
Tbis  BUI  deals  In  several  of  Its  paragraphs 
with  the  positions  of  clerlis  In  the  depart- 
ment The  main  and  most  Important  change 
Is  naming  a  person  who  will  be  designated 
as  chief  post  office  superintendent  in  place 
of  tbe  chief  inspector  named  in  the  Postal 
Act. 

Hon.  8Ir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
II  change  the  name,  or  is  it  t^e  appointment 
of  another  officer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  changes  the 
name.  This  Is  to  supersede  the  c-blef  in- 
spector in  a  number  of  giveu  cases.  The 
main  feature  of  it  Is  that  in  post  offices 
where  tbe  receipts  are  orer  $500,000  there 
is  to  be  a  chief  post  office  superintendent.  I 
believe  at  present  it  is  limited  to  two  places, 
Montreal  and  Toronto,  and  tbe  official  is  to 
have  a  direct  supervision  over  those  offices. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL—Does 
that  suiierlnteudent  control  the  postmaster  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  so.  He  Is  over 
everything.  His  salary  is  to  be  f2XKH)  a 
year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Then 
you  have  a  $3,000  8ui>erlntendeut  ruling  and 
controlling  a  $4,000  officer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  may  be  wrong  In 
saying  be  controls  the  postmaster.  Post- 
masters are  not  in  all  cases  tbe  practical 
beads  that  one  would  like  to  see  them. 
SometlmeB,  as  a  matter  of  fact  they  have 
been  gentlemen  who  have  not  worked  their 
way  up  through  the  various  grades.  The 
chief  superintendent  under  the  Act  is  a 
person  educated  In  tbe  department.  That  is 
the  essential  difference,  because  we  know 
very  well  that  sometimes  postmasters  are 
named  without  having  that  particular  know- 
ledge of  tbe  management  of  the  postal  ser- 
vice that  one  would  naturally  expect  to  And 
in  tbe  occupant  of  a  position  such  as  a 
postmaster  often  fills  In  large  cities. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
so  have  been  tbe  inspectors. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES  BILL. 

FIRST  READINiG. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (157)  An  Act  re- 
specting the  payment  of  certain  railway  sub- 
sidies. 

The  Bill  was  read  tbe  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  file  second  time  to-morrow.  He  said  : 
As  bon.  gentlemen  know,  the  regular  subsidy 
paid  to  railways  for  many  years  has  been 
$3,200  per  mile,  except  where  the  cost  has 
been  greater  than  $15,000  per  mile.  There  Is 
a  graded  increase  up  to  $t>,400  per  mile. 
The  rule  in  the  past  has  been  that  only 
$3,200  per  mUe  would  be  paid  nntil  the  road 
was  completely  finished.  Tbe  contractors 
have  appealed  from  that,  and  used  as  an 
argument  that  they  cannot  get  on  credit 
the  additional  amount  they  require,  some 
of  them  not  having  capital  where  the  work 
Is  clearly  a  work  that  Is  going  to  cost  above 
the  $15,000  per  mile..  This  BUI  provides 
that  after  an  examination  of  tbe  plans  and 
specifications  by  tbe  engineer,  approved  by 
tbe  chief  engineer  of  the  deimrtment  where 
it  Is  shown  the  cost  will  be  certainly  over  the 
$15,000,  60  per  cent  of  tbe  excess  may  be 
advanced  from  time  to  time  as  the  work 
proceeds,  the  remaining  40  per  cent  of  the 
excess  over  tlie  subsidy  of  '  $3,200  being 
withheld  until  tbe  road  Is  completed  and 
handed  over. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MORNING  SITTINGS. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Befoiv  tbp  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  called,  in  view  of  the  probable 
early  termination  of  the  session — I  believe 
there  Is  an  anxious  desire  on  both  sides  of 
tbe  House  In  the  other  chamber  to  terminate 
this  week  If  possible — I  will  move  with  the 
Ifave  of  the  House  that  we  meet  twice  in 
the  day,  the  morning  sitting  to  begin  at 
eleven  o'clock  and  the  afternoon  sitting  at 
\:hree  p.m..  each  to  be  a  distinct  session,  and 
that  government  measures  have  precedence. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


968 


SENATE 


Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLB  —  Does 
that  Include  Saturdays  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  hope  to  prorogue 

on  Saturday. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— 1 
should  like  to  ask  whether — to  use  an  ex- 
pression we  heard  from  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto  a  short  time  ago — it  is  common 
sense  to  suppose  that  the  members  of  this 
House  can  master  the  details  of  the  Bills 
which  have  been  read  to-day  for  the  first 
time,  and  the  important  Blils  which  hare 
yet  to  come  from  the  Houw  of  Commons, 
tn  the  time  allotted  to  them  by  this  motlon7 
Three  or  four  Bills  of  a  very  Important  chnr- 
acter  have  been  introduced  to-day,  and  It 
will  take  some  time  to  become  familiar  with 
tlicm  if  we  are  to  act  intelligently  in  discus- 
Slug  them.  We  are  to  meet  to-morrow  at 
eleven  o'clock :  will  these  Bills  be  printed 
In  both  languages  ?  We  shall  not  be  able 
to  get  a  copy  of  any  of  thoie  Bills  until 
after  the  House  meets,  and  yet  we  will  be 
aslied  to  deal  with  very  important  questions 
effecting  the  Interests  of  this  country  at  a 
moment's  notice.  Does  the  hon.  gentleman 
consider  his  proposition  reasonable  under 
the  circumstances  ?  I  have  complained  of 
this  a  number  of  times.  The  most  important 
Bills  of  the  session-^  five  month  session — 
outside  of  the  one  Act  relating  to  the  Grand 
Trunli  Pacific  Rullway,  are  now  to  come 
before  this  House.  I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  asking  a  little  too  much.  Instead  of 
coming  here  in  the  morning,  If  we  would  sit 
ill  the  evenings  until  eleven  o'clock  we  will 
get  on  better.  I  shall  not  oppose  the  motion, 
but  I  tell  the  hon.  gentleman  that  these  Bills 
must  be  ready  and  in  our  hands  before  they 
can  be  considered,  and  I  shall  take  advant- 
age of  any  rule  of  the  House  to  obtain  the 
length  of  time  I  consider  necessary  for  due 
consideration  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— So  far  as  the  printing 
of  the  Bills  Is  concerned,  I  shall  endeavour 
to  see  that  they  are  in  the  hands  of  hon.  gen- 
tlemen before  the  second  reading.  With 
the  exception  of  the  Grain  Inspection  Act, 
I  think  by  simply  reading  over  the  other 
Bills  It  will  give  one  a  perfectly  correct 
idea  of  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Not 
the  Post  Office  Bill,  certainly. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Grain  Inspection 
Bill  I  do  not  understand  myself.  It  is  a 
consolidation,  and  I  am  advised  that  tbe 
changes  are  very  few.  My  hon.  friemls 
from  Manitoba  and  the  Northwest  are  more 
particularly  Interested,  because  the  qoes- 
tlon  fs  really  between  the  Board  of  (Inio 
Inspectors  at  Winnipeg  and  the  Board  ot 
Trade  of  Montreal.  They  both  want  to  have 
tlie  last  examination  of  the  grain.  Tbe  Board 
at  Winnipeg  naturally  do  not  want  to  have 
their  grain  touched  after  it  leaves  Fort  Wil- 
liam. It  has  a  reputation  which  they  wut 
to  maintain.  They  say  the  grain  Is  uAaA 
after  It  leaves  Fort  William.  It  Is  onlT 
within  a  day  or  two  that  a  final  concloston 
has  been  reached.  In  reference  to  the  larger 
question.  1  quite  appreciate  all  that  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  has  urged.  I  urged  It  myself  in 
very  much  stronger  language  for  e^bteeo 
years,  while  I  was  on  tbe  ottier  tide  Ever; 
session  ^nce  1896,  the  Bills  have  come  to 
tbe  Senate  more  regularly  than  in  formei 
sessions  and  tbe  senators  have  not  been 
called  upon  to  pass  baskets  of  them  just  as 
the  guns  were  firing  for  prorogation,  and 
when  we  had  not  time  to  more  than  read 
the  titles  of  them. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIJ/-D0M 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  justify  himself  by  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  and  I  would  not 
Justify  it  now,  but  I  make  tSxia  explanation 
and  apology  that  tbe  Bills  which  ere  behind 
are  very  few.  the  only  important  one  being 

tbe  MUitia  BUI.  I  have  no  doubt  hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  take  an  interest  in  that  snbjecl 
have  followed  the  debates  In  the  other 
House.  They  know  the  points  at  Issne,  be- 
cause from  time  to  time  amendments  haye 
hoeu  made  and  discussed,  and  reports  of 
the  discussions  have  ai^eared  in  tbe  press, 
and  so  wc  all  have  had  an  opportunity  of  1m- 
coming  acquainted  with  the  details.  I  ba^^ 
endeavoured,  as  far  as  I  could,  to  impress 
on  my  colleagues  that  it  was  not  fair  to  the 
Senate  not  to  pass  many  of  those  Bill! 
weeks  ago.  I  brought  It  up  repeatedly,  as 
my  hon.  colleague  knows  very  well,  bnt  the 
House  of  Commons  have  the  estimates  be- 
fore them,  and  there  Is  such  pressure  on  the 
part  of  those  who  have  views  to  express 
that  delays  occur.  Objections  are  tak«L 
and  Bills  are  delayed  very  much  more  than 
they  need  be.   They  go  back  into  cominltte* 
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and  after  they  reach  the  third  reading, 
some  one  hag  views  he  wants  to  put  on  re- 
cord, and  thus  delays  occnr.  It  is  unfortu- 
nate, but  it  Is  i)art  of  the  history  of  our 
legislation,  and  It  cannot  be  overcome  ap- 
parently. There  Is  much  leas  of  It  now  than 
in  former  years,  but  I  think  my  bon.  friends 
will  find  before  tlie  time  comes  for  proro- 
gation that  they  will  have  ample  opportunity 
to  consider  the  baJance  of  the  legislation 
that  is  to  come  before  us.  It  is  their  pro- 
vince to  keep  tbe  House  open  if  they  wish. 

It  being  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the 
cbalr. 

After  Becess. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— When  the  House 
rose  at  six  o'clock,  we  were  dlscnsslng  the 

business  of  parliament,  and  I  understood 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  to  say  that  he 
hoped  that  parliament  would  rise  on  Satur- 
day next.  I  want  to  say  very  distinctly 
that  I  think  it  Is  quite  Impossible  that  any 
such  thing  as  that  would  happen.  The 
Militia  Bill,  one  of  the  most  important  Bills 
of  tbe  session,  a  voluminous  Bill,  that  bas 
taken  tbe  House  of  Commons  some  three 
months,  I  think,  altogether,  to  consider, 
this  Bill  which  is  still  in  the  committee 
stage  in  the  House  of  Commons,  will  have 
to  be  reported  and  read  a  third  time,  aud 
then  afterwards  will  have  to  be  reprinted 
before  l>eing  brought  up  to  this  House.  I 
think  it  Is  prepostero'us  to  assume  that  this 
House  can  rise  on  Saturday,  and  give  that 
consideration  to  the  measures  that  are  com- 
ing before  us,  which  it  is  necessary  for  us  to 
do.  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— It  is  on  its 
final  reading  in  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX-I  was  told  by 
members  of  parliament  at  six  o'clock  that 
It  bad  not  passed  the  committee,  that  It  was 
held  up  for  one  or  two  amendments,  and 
1  think  I  am  correct  iu  my  statement  It 
may  pass  to-night,  and  may  not,  biit  even 
if  it  does  pass,  it  cannot  be  printed  and 
reach  us  before  Friday,  and  is  it  reasonable 
to  expect  that  with  all  the  business  on  the 
order  paper  which  is  to  come  before  us, 
that  arrangements  can  be  made  for  proro- 
gation on  Saturday.  I  tbink  we  may  speak 
plainly  on  the  matter,  in  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misunderstanding.    Hon.  mem- 1 


hers  of  the  government  may  be  restive  by- 
aud-by  when  we  Insist  on  our  rights  to 
examine  the  Bills  which  come  before  us, 
and  feel  that  we  are  not  doing  right.  Hon. 
gentlemen  In  the  House  iioasibly  may  take 
the  same  view,  but  I  am  one  of  those  who 
tbink  that  we  should  not.  on  account  of 
any  pressure,  forego  our  right  in  regard 
to  measures  of  this  kind.  I  think  it  will 
be  very  unreasonable  to  make  ari'augements 
to  rise  on  Saturday. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  arrangements  have  , 
been  made.  I  stated  that  I  beard  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  and  tbe  leader  of  the  gov- 
ernment in  the  other  House,  express  the 
desire  that  the  House  should  rise  on  Satur- 
day. 

Hon.  Mr."  FEKGUSON— They  have  very 
little  respect  for  this  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  rests  with  this 
House.  We  have  sat  very  little  in  the  last 
ten  days,  aud  I  should  suggest  that  to-moi*- 
row  and  Friday  we  should  have  morning 

sittings,  so  that  tlie  business  can  be  pushed 
through  without  any  undue  haste.  I  do 
not  agree  with  my  hon:  friend  in  saying  that 
the  business  which  is  still  to  come  before 
us,  will  require  very  much  time.  The  points 
of  difference  in  the  Militia  BUI  are  points 
which  are  well  defined,  which  have  been 
discussed  in  the  House,  and  have  been  be- 
fore tbe  House,  at  all  the  stages,  and  every 
hon.  gentleman  here,  I  have  no  doubt,  has 
formed  an  opinion  as  to  the  view  he  will 
take  as  to  the  proposed  changes.  In  refer- 
ence to  the  other  Bills  which  came  up  to- 
day, there  Is  nothing  to  delay  us  half  an 
hour,  no  material  points  involved,  except  the 
Grain  Inspection  Act.  I  was  unable  to  give 
any  explauatlon  of  that,  for  tbe  reason  4bat 
some  changes  were  made  at  some  of  the 
recent  stages.  I  should  not  go  on  with 
that  Bill  unless  furnished  with  the  neces- 
sary information,  pointing  out  where  tbe 
changes  were  made.  It  would  not  be  fair 
that  I  should  be  asked  to  take  charge  of  a 
Bill,  where  tbey  bad  made  changes  up  to 
tbe  last  moment,  without  giving  me  notice  of 
it  I  cannot  follow  these  matters. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGfSOX-Sfy  reason  for 
making  these  statements  is,  that  I  have 

noticed  that  the  government  have  assumed 
quite  an  overbearing  manner,  with  mem- 
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bers  in  tbla  House,  vhen  we  waot  to  dis- 
cuss gOTernmeot  Bills,  and  they  takis  It  for 
granted  you  are  transgressing  or  doing  some- 
tlilng  you  should  not  do,  because  you  want 

to  obtain  information,  and  to  state  your 
objections  to  Bllla  I  have  a  case  In  my 
mind,  and  I  know  It  has  occurred  many 
times. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Do  I 
understand  the  hon.  gentleman  to  say  there 
was  no  particular  question  Involved  In  the 
amendments  to  the  Militia  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  said  the  amend- 
ments were  very  well  known,  and  no. 
changes  were  made,  of  recent  date.  The 
amendments  have  been  discussed.  The 
change  in  the  principle— that  Is  the  abolition 
of  the  office  of  the  Commanding  Officer  in 
Chief,  and  the  substitution  of  a  Canadian 
Conucil  of  Officers,  has  been  discussed  for 
months,  and  there  are  changes  referred  to  in 
the  press,  and  1  said  1  thought  they  were 
pretty  well  understood.  There  are  not  so 
many  of  them. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CANADIAN  ASSESSMENT  POLXGT- 
HOLDBBS  BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  proceeded  with,  I  have  been 

requested  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  this 
honourable  House  an  alleged  discrepancy— 
I  am  not  positive  of  it— In  the  Bill  (H)  which 
was  passed  here  July  21,1904,  'An  Act  re- 
specting the  Canadian  Assessment  Policy- 
holders in  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  Insur- 
ance Company.'  This  Bill  was  adopted  by 
this  honourable.  House  and  passed  on  that 
date,  notwithstanding  a  request  made  on  the 
floor  of  this  House  that  the  Bill  be  not  passed 
until  reprinted  and  submitted  to  the  iu- 
speetion  of  hon.  senators.  Notwithstand 
Ing  that  objection,  the  Bill  was  ordered 
to  be  sent  down  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
fact  that  in  clause  7 — tiiat  Is  the  last  clause 
of  the  Bill— there  is  an  addendum  which 
was  not  discussed,  which  was  not  proposed, 
and  which  was  not  accepted  by  this  honour- 
able House.  On  my  attention  being  drawn 
to  that  fact,  I  looked  up  the  records  of  the 
debates  on  this  question,  and  as  far  as  I 
can  see  up  to  the  present  moment,  the— 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


I  do  not  know  what  to  call  it— the  ehitu 
or  the  statement  appears  to  be  well  brand- 
ed. In  the  original  BUi,  the  para^pb 
relating  to  the  rights  of  policy-holders  u 
against  the  company  on  their  dalms  reads  u 
follows : — 

Section  7.  Nothing  Id  tU*  Act  shall  aOeet  taj 
Bait,  action  or  other  proeeedins  now  pendlof  ti 
respect  of  any  assessment  policy. 

That  is  in  Bill  (H)  as  orglnally  drafted 
and  presented  to  this  House  by  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill.  On  tbat  clause  tbwe 
was  a  very  lengthy  dlscostion.  In  wbicb 
several  hon.  members  took  part,  amonf 
others,  X  think,  bon.  Senator  HtfHlllan,  Sen- 
ator Robertson,  Senator  Kerr,  Senator  B^ne 
and  Senator  Cloran.  As  I  had  a  partlca- 
lar  Interest  In  that  Item,  from  a  legal  stand- 
point,  and  not  particularly  from  a  policy- 
holder's point  of  view,  I  suggested  tbat  tbat 
dame  was  misleading  and  would  lesd  to 
dire  results  to  the  policy-holders,  becaoae 
I  found  In  the  reading  of  that  clause,  whldi 
was  very  craftily  and  very  cunningly  drawn, 
tbat  although  It  allowed  the  rl^t  of  policy- 
holders to  exist  with  r^ard  to  their  suits, 
actions  or  other  proceedings,  as  long  as  thef 
were  pending,  in  asserting  the  rights  of  those 
who  did  not  have  actions  pending  it  wonU 
be  left  under  this  clause,  to  the  Interpreta- 
tion of  the  court  and  of  the  lawyers,  and 
the  result  would  be  that  the  policy-holders 
would  be  deprived  of  the  rights  of  prose- 
cuting the  company  for  a  violation  of  con- 
tract. The  discussion  took  quite  a  time 
la  the  Senate.  It  covers  five  or  six  paf;es 
of  the  Debates,  and  I  finally  moved  an 
amendment,  which  was  accepted  by  the  boo. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  and  the  boo. 
Senator  Kerr,  for  the  promoters  of  the  BUI. 
as  follows  : — 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Before  passing  from  that 
point  and  giving  a  legal  fnterpretatioo  of  thit 
clause,  allow  me  to  put  a  question  :  Wouli  It 
not  be  safer  for  the  policy-holders  to  make  tha 
clause  read  in  this  war  : 

Notfalng  In  this  section  shall  affect  any  suit, 
action  or  other  proceeding  which  has  been 
taken  or  may  be  taken. 

When  I  put  the  question,  the  hon.  sena- 
tor from  Toronto,  jointly  with  the  lion, 
senator  from  de  Salaberry,  stated  tbat  they 
did  not  want  to  derive  any  of  the  policy- 
holders of  their  rights,  and  would  accept  the 
amendment.  I  find,  as  it  has  been  called 
to  my  attention— I  thongbt  the  Bill  vent 
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tbrongh  as  presented  by  this  honourable 
House  to  the  Commons,  but  after  it  was 
called  to  my  attention,  I  find  the  following 
bas  been  added  to  It  :— 

Nor  shall  tUa  Act  apply  to  polieisa  In  ra- 
Bpect  of  which  any  contract  or  agreement  may 
have  been  made  by  the  company  with  holders 
ol  certificates  (or  cammutatlon  of  their  assess- 
ments, and  the  payment  of  uniform  rates,  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  holders  of  such  certifi- 
cates. 

I  ventnre  to  say  to  this  honourable  House, 
that  during  all  the  discussion  that  took  placf 
on  tbe  evening  of  the  21st  July,  there  is 
absolutely  no  mention  of  the  four  lines  added 

to  that  amendment  which  I  proposed,  and 
wliicli  was  accepted  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  and  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Toronto. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  submit  humbly  to 
tbls  House — - 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Would  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman state  tbe  page  of  tbe  Debates. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAX— Starting  at  page  861, 
where  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  McMillan,  I  think,  first 
raised  the  point  on  behalf  of  the  policy- 
holders, that  by  that  clause  tbey  would  be 
debarred  from  taklug  action  against  the 
company,  and  his  language  is  as  follows  :— 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  raise  to  a  question 
as  to  whether  It  is  quite  fair  that  this 
□Dfortunate  case  should  be  cropping  up  all 
tbe  time,  blocking  tbe  business  of  the  House. 
There  Is  no  right  to  be  considered  ;  none 
whatever.  If  tbe  hon.  gentleman  has  any 
notice  to  ^ve,  let  him  give  it  for  to-morrow, 
so  that  we  can  have  It  before  us.  I  think 
It  is  unfair  and  Improper  to  interject  this 
debate  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— My  hon. 
friend  may  suspend  his  notice  of  motion, 
as  tbe  Bill  has  been  dropped  by  tbe  other 
House.  The  *  Free  Press  '  announces  the 
dropping  of  tbe  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  accept  that 

statement. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  is  In 
the  *  Free  Press.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Is  not  an  au- 
thority. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Tbe 
'  Free  Press  *  announced  six  or  seven  Bills 
that  were  to  be  dropped. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  is  not  an  authority. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman 
should  give  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN — I  am  not  giving  a 
notice.  I  am  rising  to  a  question  of  privi- 
lege. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  not  fair  to  the 
order  paper.  We  came  here  to  discuss 
tbe  order  paper,  and  we  were  blocked  all 
afternoon. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  was  blocked  all 
iifternoon.  It  was  my  intention  to  bring 
this  before  tbe  House,  because  it  is  a  very 
serious  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Give  notice  of  Itt 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- That  a  Bill  adopted 
by  this  House  should  go  to  the  Commons, 
emasculated,  is  a  breach  of  tbe  privileges 
of  this  House.  It  is  not  a  question  whether 

this  amendment  is  good  or  bad.  What  1 
want  to  know  Is,  who  authorized  that 
amendment  to  be  added,  when  it  was  not 
added  In  tbis  House  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— What  Is  tbe 
addition  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  last  four  lines 
In  Bill  (H)  as  presented  to  tbe  House  of 

Commons.  This  Bill  as  presented  to  tbe 
House  of  Commons  is  not  the  BUI  that  left 
this  honourable  House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— At 
page  898,  the  hon.  gentleman  will  find  that 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  de  Snlaberry  made 
tbe  motion.  It  Is  clearly  set  out  there,  and 
it  Is  explained  why  it  Is  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Word  for  word, 
precisely  as  It  is  in  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  hon,  gen- 
tleman from  Victoria  division  Is  only  com- 
mencing to  wake  up.   He  has  been  asleep. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hon.  gentle- 
man has  been  referring  to  the  proceedings 
of  Wednesday  Instead  of  Thursday. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (137)  An  Act  respecting  certain  patents 
of  the  Canadian  Office  and  School  Furniture 
Company,  Limited.— (Hon.  Mr.  Merner.) 
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RAILWAY  ACT   AMENDMENT  BILL. 
THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill  (132)  Ad  Act  to 
amend  the  Railway  Act,  1903. 

Ill  tlie  committee,  ou  sub-clause  2, 

Hon  Mr.  FEKGUSON— Before  we  pass 
tbiB  clause,  I  think  it  is  due  to  the  House 
that  we  should  consider  it  carefully.  This 
clause  extends  the  princliile  of  the  clause 
that  we  discussed  very  fully  a  day  or  two 
ago  very  materially.  In  that  section  I 
think  we  arrived  pretty  fairly  at  the  mean- 
ing of  It.  It  provides  that  the  laws  of  n 
province  with  respect  to  Sunday  observauce. 
having  regard  to  these  railways  situated 
witbln  the  province,  and  declared  to  be  Tor 
the  general  advantage  of  Canada,  should  b> 
as  valid  as  if  they  were  passed  by  the  par- 
liament of  Canada.  But  this  section  goe.t 
"617  uinch  further. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No ;  the  same  prin 
ciple  exactly. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— This  clause  pro 
vidcs  as  follows  : 

2.  The  Governor  In  Council  may  at  any  time 
and  from  time  to  time  by  proclamation  con- 
firm, for  ttie  purposes  of  this  section,  any  Act 
of  the  legislature  of  any  province  passed  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act  for  the  prohibition  or 
regulation  of  work,  businesa  or  labour  upon 
the  first  day  of  the  week,  commonly  called  Sun- 
day ;  and  from  and  after  the  date  of  any  such 
proclamation  the  Act  tberebr  confirmed.  In  so 
far  as  It  is  In  other  respects  within  tlie  powers 
of  the  legislature,  shall  (or  the  purposes  of  this 
section  be  confirmed  and  ratified  and  made  as 
valid  and  effectual  as  If  It  had  been  enacted 
by  the  parliament  of  Canada. 

I  have  read  the  very  words  of  the  clause. 
It  provides  that  any  Act  passed  by  any  pro- 
vince subsequent  to  this  may,  by  proclama- 
tion of  the  Governor  in  Council  be  made 
valid  as  If  It  were  passed  by  the  parliament 
of  Canada.  My  view  is.  that  we  are  going 
as  far  as  to  amend  the  British  North  Amer> 
lea  Act  In  this  section.  Practically  we  are 
amending  the  British  North  America  Act, 
and  wp  are  giving  the  legislature  of  a  pro- 
vince the  power  to  pass  Acts  which  they 
would  not  be  empowered  to  enact  under  the 
British  North  America  Act,  and  we  are 
giving  the  Governor  in  Council  the  power 
to  issue  proclamations  which  will  moke 


such  laws  as  valid  and  binding  as  It  tbej 
were  passed  by  this  parliament    We  an 

not  only  delegating  to  the  Governor  G«d- 
eral  in  Council  power  to  make  laws  for  anj 
one  of  the  provluces,  but  we  are  making 
laws  In  anticipation  that  may  be  passed  « 
any  time,  through  the  action  of  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council,  to  become  tiie  Ian 
of  Canada,  as  allied  within  the  pro- 
vince. It  is  to  my  mind,  delegating  tbe 
power  of  this  parliament,  with  regard  i« 
legislation,  to  the  Governor  in  Council.  ff« 
should  hesitate  a  good  while  before  we  pass 
a  clause  which  would  give  to  the  Governor 
in  Council  power,  by  a  proclamation,  to 
make  valid  any  law  that  would  be  passed 
in  the  future  by  our  own  parliamenL  I  do 
not  know  that  we  can  find  a  precedent  (or 
anything  of  the  kind.  That  is  to  provide 
that  tbe  Governor  In  Council  should  have 
power  to  issue  proclamations  to  mal;e  laws 
to  be  passed  by  this  parliament  valid.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  to  have  It,  bnt 
we  are  providing  that  the  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil will  have  power  to  make  valid  and  bfaid- 
Ing  laws  that  will  be  passed  by  any  province 
with  regai*d  to  Sunday  observance.  Then 
we  go  further  in  tbe  remaining  part  of  the 
c-lause,  and  we  provide  that  : 

Notwithstanding  anything  in  this  Act  or  ia 
any  other  Act,  every  railway,  steam  or  electric 
street  railway,  and  tramway,  wholly  situ«w 
within  such  province,  but  declared  by  the  Pir- 
Uament  of  Canada  to  be.  In  its  entirety  or  is 
part,  a  work  tor  the  general  advantage  ol 
Canada,  and  every  person  employed  thereon,  ia 
respect  of  such  employment,  and  every  person, 
company,  corporation  or  municipality  ownins- 
controIUng  or  operating  it  wholly  or  partly,  in 
respect  of  such  ownership,  control  or  opera- 
tion, sball  thereaiter,  notwithstanding  BHch 
declaration,  be  subject  to  the  Act  so  confirmeS 
In  so  far  as  that  Act  is  otherwise  intra  vim 
of  the  legislature. 

I  must  say  this  is  extrn ordinary  legisla- 
tion, aud  I  do  not  think  any  parallePfor  it 
L-aii  be  found  on  our  statute-book  of  this 
parliament.  We  are  actually,  in  anticipa- 
tion, declaring  to  be  valid—assambig  the 
Governor  in  Council  will  pass  this  procla- 
mation, laws  that  are  not  yet  enacted  b.» 
the  province,  and  we  are  giving  the  Gov- 
ernor General  power  to  make  them  valiil. 
notwithstanding  anything  in  the  Railwa.v 
Act  or  any  other  Act,  and  we  are  mabiag 
that  legislation  paramount,  and  to  sui»er 
sede  any  law  that  we  have  already  passed 
ourselves,  or  that  we  may  pass. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  bon.  gentleinan 
(ails  to  recognize  tbat  snbsectfon  2  Is  just 
carrying  out  the  principle  of  the  clause  we 
have  confirmed — exactly  tbe  same  principle 
and  no  otber. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-lt  is  extending  It 

Hon.   Mr.   SCOTT— No  extension  what- 
ever.   We  bave  agreed  on  6a  of  elanse  2. 
Under  tbe  same  condition  of  things  that  ex- 
ists wben  we  adopt  6a,  tbe  GoTernor  In 
Council  is  aathorbsed  to  put  In  force  tbe 
proposal  contained  in  that  clause,  because 
it  is  to  be  supposed  that  hereafter  there  will 
be  legislation  on  the  subject    It  is  con- 
floed  entlr^y  to  tbe   Sunday  law.    It  Is 
coQflned  entirely  to  tbe  railways  that  we 
liave  improperly— I  say  it  advisedly,  and 
in  cool  Judgment- taken  from  the  Jurisdic- 
tion of  tbe  provinces.  My  bon.  friend  sbakes 
his  bead.   Does  be  tell  me  that,  for  instance, 
tbe  railway  between  Brantford  ana  Paris 
was  In  any  sense  a  federal  railway  ?   It  had 
DO  conuectiou  with  other  railways  outside, 
aot  a  railway  between  the  provinces,  or  con-, 
necting  Canada  with  a  foreign  country  ; 
simply  and  purely  a  local  railway,  and  when 
tbe  parliament  of  Canada  took  control  of 
that  railway,  they  did  it  Improperly,  as 
tbey  bave  done  several  otber  tbln^  Im- 
properly, under  pressure  before  tbe  Rail- 
way Committee,  for  purposes  which  we  may 
justify  in  some  cases,  but  not  in  all.  ,1 
say  no  one  who  has  given  any  study  or 
thought  to  our  constitution  can  (or  one 
moment  maintain  that  it  was  proi>er  for  the 
parliament  of  Canada  to  take  the  control 
of  local  works  with  no  excuse  whatever. 
Had  it  been  a  line  crossing  another  railway, 
bad  It  been  a  line  that  even  approached  the 
frontier,  bad  it  been  a  Hue  that  approached 
the  borders  of  another  province,  there  might 
be  some  excuse,  but  It  was  purely  a  local 
road.    Take  tbe  example  of  a  road  running 
from  one  town  to  another,  can  It  be  said 
that  where  we  by  tbe  exercise  of  an  im- 
proper authority,  simply  by  foregoing  tlie 
condition  of  things,  put  those  words  in,  no 
matter  how  utterly  absurd  and  contradictory 
it  may  he  to  the  spirit  of  tbe  law,  tUat  we 
bave  a  right  to  do  it,  and  by  doing  it  take 
away  tbe  jurisdiction  from  tbe  provinces  7 
Xow  we  say  that  If  a  province  has  a  strong 
feeling  with  regard  to  this  Sunday  obser- 
vance, at  least  so  far  as  that  Sunday  ques- 


tion Is  concerned,  we  sbonld  not  allow  this 

absorption  of  their  rights  and  imwers  to 
interfere  with  tbe  carrying  out  oC  tbe 
Sunday  law.  That  is  exactly  the  whole 
subject  in  a  nut-shell.  If  you  affirm  and 
carry  that  clause,  ei^o,  you  must  carry  this, 
because  it  Is  exactly  the  same,  and  no 
stronger,  only  It  gives  tbe  Governor  in  Coun- 
cil power  to  put  tbe  law  in  force.  They 
pan  only  put  It  Into  execution  If  the  condi- 
tions are  the  same  as  in  the  preceding  clause. 
There  are  strict  limitations,  and  tbe  condi- 
tions must  be  such  as  exist  in  the  principles 
we  bave  approved  of  In  tbe  preceding  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQXJEJ— I  am  entirely  in  ac- 
cord with  tbe  principle  to  which  tbe  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  has  referred,  because 
I  think  It  Is  merely  restoring  to  the  provinces 
powers  which  bave  been  encroached  upon, 
but  I  must  confess,  though  I  have  no  desire 
at  this  stage  of  tbe  session  to  occupy  much 
time  in  criticising  the  clause  which  is  now 
before  us,  that  I  fall  to  understand 
the  clause.  Tbe  first  portion  of  the  clause 
seems  to  me  to  be  perfectly  barm- 
less,  because  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
thing can  be  reached  by  It.  The  first  por- 
tion of  the  clause  has  merely  the  effect  of 
declaring  that  provided  the  Act  of  the  legis- 
lature be  within  the  powers  of  the  legisla- 
ture, It  may  be  confirmed  by  proclamation 
of  tbe  Governor  In  Council.  I  fall  to  see 
the  necessity  of  conforming  by  proclamation 
a  valid  Act  of  the  legislature,  and  that 
seems  to  be  the  whole  effect  of  the  first 
part  of  the  clause.  Then  with  regard  to  the 
second  portion  of  tbe  clause,  it  Is  connected 
with  the  first  portion,  and  the  word  '  Act,* 
in  the  12th  line  of  the  same  clause,  and 
therefore'  It  can  have  no  effect  again,  but  l 
leave  entirely  the  responsibility  with  the 
party  who  drafted  tbe  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- Of  coarse,  we  ex- 
pect this  measure  will  pass.  It  is  'a  gov- 
ernment measure,  and  they  bave  a  ma- 
jority, and  It  passed  In  the  other  House, 
and  they  have  made  ui)  their  minda  it 
should  become  law,  and  I  altogether  despair 
of  convincing  hon.  gentlemen  on  the  otber 
side  of  the  House  that  any  government  me.i- 
sure  Is  wrong  in  tbe  slightest  degree. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWDLL— If 
they  know  It  Is  wrong  sometbues. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FEBGUSON— Well,  I  mean  to 
get  them  to  admit  it.  and  to  criticise  any 
government  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  have 
amended  some  government  BUis. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON— With  tbe  entire 
consent  and  approbation  of  tbe  government. 
My  bon.  friend  tbe  Secretary  of  State  could 

^ot  see  any  difference  between  tbls  sec; 
tion  and  tbe  one  that  we  bave  passed.  It 
was  the  same  In  principle,  he  said.  But 
there  Is  a  new  principle  involved  in  tbis 
section,  and  that  is  the  principle  of  con- 
firming legislation  yet  to  be  passed  by  the 
province,  by  tbe  Governor  in  Goancil.  with 
regard  to  Sunday  observance  and  witb  re- 
gard to  railways  situated  entirely  within 
one  province.  There  is  the  most  serious 
difference.  It  goes  very  much  farther,  and 
introduces  the  extraordinary  principle  that 
we,  by  an  Act  of  our  parliament,  could  give 
the  Governor  General  In  Council  power 
to  confirm  in  advance  an  Act  passed  by  a 
province.  I  want  to  make  some  further 
observations  upon  this,  which  will  come  up 
better  under  the  next  clause.  They  were 
touched  upon  in  the  previous  debate  on  this 
Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTTE— I  think  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  hardly  fair  to  this  side  of  tbe 
House,  when  he  suggests  that  we  refrain 
from  amending  government  Bills.  1  think 
the  record  will  show  that  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  amend  a  government  Bill.  I  would  go 
a  long  way  in  the  direction  the  non.  gen- 
tleman from  Marsbfleld  has  suggested  were 
I  not  of  opinion  that  this  clause  is  entirely 
barmlera. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON — Does  my  bon. 
friend  think  that  It  is  a  good  principle  to 
declare  in  advance  that  a  law  of  a  province 

shall  be  valid  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  say  I  am  not  in 
accord  witb  that,  but  I  take  tbe  clause  as 
It  stands,  and  I  think  It  Is  harmless. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Harmless,  but  it 
contains  a  bad  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX— We  must  admit 
that  the  principle  of  Sunday  legislation  is 
certainly  vested  either  In  the  province  or 
In  the  Dominion.  At  the  present  time  there 
is  a  confusion  as  to  where  tbe  power  la 

Hon   Sir  MA0KEXi;i:3  BOWELL. 


vested.     We  know  perfectly  well  that  br 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  It  vsi 
declared  that  tbe  provinces  had  not  the  ilsht 
to  pass  Bills  such  as  tbey  had  passed  and 
tried  to  give  effect  to,  but  witb  regard  to 
the  running  of  railways  and  tramways  and 
electric  lines,  it  is  supposed  that  tbe  pro- 
vince, separated  or  relieved  from  the  deda- 
ration  that  these  roads  are  for  tbe  geaml 
advantage  of  Canada,  has  a  right  to  c«t- 
trol  the  Sunday  operation  of  these  road% 
and  that  tbey  are  under  the  municipal  juris- 
diction of  the  province.    That  is  generaUy 
conceded.      Now,  then,  the  question  toaj 
arise  after  all :  the  province  may  pass  lavi 
witb  regard  to  Sunday  observance  that  mar 
possibly  go  beyond  or  clash  iu  Bome  way 
witb  the  powers  that  are  virtually  vested 
in  the  Dominion.   This  legislation  will  give 
the  Dominion  power  to  declare  that  these 
laws  shall  be  operative.     The  Governor  in 
Council  can    put  them  in  operation,  not- 
withstanding tbe  fact  that  he  may  perhai» 
overstep  the  boundary,  they  will  liave  a 
right  to  put  them  lu  farce.    My  hon.  friend 
Will  admit  that  the  power  must  exist  some- 
where.  We  kuow  perfectly  well  that  the 
Lord's  Day  Alliance  has  been  pressing  opon 
the  Dominion  parliament  to  pass  a  Dominion 
law.   Tbe  nnswer  of  the  government,  as  far 
as  I  know,  is  that  tbey  are  not  clear  that 
they  have  tbe  power  to  pass  such  a  lav. 
and  I  think  an  understanding  has  been  come 
to  that  tbe  question  will  be  submitted  for 
the  opinion  of  the  Supreme  Court  as  to 
h(fw   far   the  Dominion  has  the  right  to 
legislate  with  regard  to  Sunday  observ- 
ance.    When  that  opinion  is  secured,  pos- 
sibly a  Bin  may  be  brought  in  next  sessloa 
that  may  largely  Interfere  with  tiie  appli- 
cation of  tbls  very  Bill.    In  tbe  meantime, 
tbe  best  legal  minds  I  know  in  tiie  province 
of  Ontario  bave  been  brouxbt  to  bear  on 
this  Bill,  and  tbey  have  all  decided  that  » 
measure  in  the  direction  of  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House  is  th<-.  only  Bill  that  conld 
possibly  be  passed,  in  the  meantime,  to  en- 
able tbe  provinces  to  pass  laws  tiiat  they 
feel  disposed   to   pass.  For  instance.  In 
Ontario,  there  is  a  very  strong  feeling  in 
all  classes  of  our  community  witb  regard 
to  Sunday  observance.     In  the  province  of 
Quebec  It  may  be  different,  but  they  have 
a  right  to  legislate  Just  as  they  please  tor 
themselves.     All  the  pcovlnces  will  bave 
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the  same  right,  and  they  will  all  be  subject 
to  the  same  declaration  on  liie  part  of  the 
Dominion  gorerDment  with  regard  to  put- 
ting into  operation  any  Act  that  they  may 
paas,  because,  as  I  said  in  the  first  piace. 
the  power  must  be  somewhere.  If  it  Is  not 
In  the  Dominion  it  mn^t  be  in  the  province. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  seems  to  look  upon 
this  clause  as  very  harmless — I  think  that 
is  the  word  he  used,  because  It  only  enables 
the  Goremor,  by  proclamation,  to  declare 
Talid  what  otherwise  might  not  be. valid. 
Xow,  If  a  law  be  passed  to  regulate  Sunday 
observance,  would  the  passage  of  a  clause  In 
that  law  declaring  what  shall  or  shall  not 
be  done,  which  had  been,  under  the  decision 
of  the  law  lords  of  the  Privy  Council,  de- 
clared ultra  vires,  would  a  proclamation 
Issued  by  the  Governor  General  under  this 
legislation  bring  it  M-itblu  the  i^ht  of  the 
local  legislature  to  legislate  on  that  sub- 
ject V 

Hod.  Mr.  SOOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McStUDLEN— We  give  them  the 

power. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL—My 
hon.  friend  says  the  only  result  would  be  to 
declare  that  the  law,  aa  to  the  legality  of 
which  there  might  be  some  doubt,  would  be 
put  in  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLBN— Removing  a 
doubt 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— If  our 

Ontario  legislature  has  not  the  power  to  pass 
a  law  which  might  be  declared  ultra  vires, 
how  can  a  proclamation  of  the  Governor  in 
Council  make  It  legal  ?  If  a  law  be  passed 
by  the  province  of  Ontario,  and  the  Gover- 
nor in  Council,  upon  a  report  of  the  Minister 
of  Justice,  do  not  disallow  that  within  a 
year,  it  is  Just  as  much,  in  force  as  if  the 
Governor  In  Council  had  issued  their  pro- 
clamation. There  is  just  this  dllference  be- 
tween the  two,  that  while  the  law  would  be 
in  force,  if  it  were  not  disallowed,  and 
magistrates  and  others  could  act  upon  it, 
would  the  issue  of  the  proclamation  give  it 
any  more  legal  effect  than  if  ft  were  not 
issued  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWELL— I  can- 
not for  the  life  of  me  see  that  Can  we,  by 


an  Act  of  this  parliament,  grant  a  legMatiire 
(powers  which  the  constitution  declares  they 
do  not  possess,  but  are  vested  only  in  the 
Dominion  parliament  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— That  is  not  a  fair 
way  of  putting  it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Of 
course,  I  must  submit  to  legal  minds  ;  but 
I  cannot  understand  how  it  is,  that  this 
parliament  can  set  aside,  as  they  would  do 
by  the  proclaimatlon  that  Is  to  be  issued 
under  this  Bill,  the  provisiotts  of  the  British 
North  America  Act.  I  do  not  believe  we 
can,  I  do  not  believe  this  Bill  is  worth  a 
snap  of  your  linger,  it  it  Is  taken  into  the 
courts.  You  cannot  go  into  the  courts  and 
Justify  tlie  imposition  of  a  fine,  by  saying  we 
have  the  power  under  this  law,  as  it  has 
been  declared  valid  by  the  Dominion  parlia- 
ment, though  it  is  in  contravention  of  the 
Confederation  Act  While  I  am  fully  hi 
accord  with  the  object  of  this  Bill,  I  protest 
against  legislation  of  this  character,  I  ven- 
ture the  assertion  that  In  no  section  of  th« 
British  empire,  or  any  other  country  where 
they  have  legislative  powers,  will  you  And 
authority  given  to  the  Governor  in  Council 
to  declare  an  Act  legally  In  force,  which  is 
not  yet  passed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tlie  bon.  gentleman 
does  not  recognize  the  point.  By  this  clause, 
you  authorize  the  Governor  In  Council  to 
withdraw  from  the  Act  which  we  ourselves 
have  passed,  those  words  '  For  the  general 
advantage  of  Canada,*  In  so  far  as  Sunday 
observance  is  concerned.  The  effect  of  doing 
that  Is  to  place  the  Jurisdiction  in  the  pro- 
vinces. You  say  a  year  goes  over  and  we 
<lo  (not  disallow  the  Act,  and  the  effect  is  the 
same  ;  but  anybody  objecting  to  the  iegisla- 
tion  of  Ontai'io  against  Sunday  curs  might 
take  It  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  the  Privy 
Council  would  say  the  legislature  would 
.have  no  power  to  pass  that  Act,  because  of 
those  words  '  For  the  general  advantage  of 
Canada.'  But  the  federal  authority  steps  in 
and  says.  '  So  far  as  Sunday  legislation  Is 
concerned,  we  do  not  take  the  Jurisdiction 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  province.'  Ergo,  the 
provinces  have  tlie  jurisdiction. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDTJRAND—I  am  not  with- 
out appreciating  the  argument  made  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  for  Belleville  as  to  the  legal 
effect  of  this  legislation— the  legalising  by 
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proclamation  of  something  which  would  not, 
perhaps,  In  its  inception,  be  within  the  e^- 
dasive  domain  of  the  provinces.  Bnt  we 
are  under  a  written  constitution.  Countries 

blessed  with  unwritten  constitutions  have 
the  advantage  of  an  elasticity  which  we  do 
not  enjoy  here,  altbougli  In  other  respects, 
we  have  advantages  which  no  one  can  deny. 
Here  we  are  with  distinct  powers  given  to 
the  federal  parliament,  in  contradistinction 
to  other  powers  given  exclusively  to  the  pro* 
vinces.  Here  we  are  with  provinces  widely 
separated,  having  different  views  on  cer- 
tain questions  from  those  held  in  other  pro- 
vinces. This  Is  a  very  ticlilish  question 
which  ail  governments  have  wrestled  with, 
the  solution  of  which  has  been  sought  in 
vain.  Is  this  the  mlllenlum,  a  solution  of 
one  of  those  difficult  questions  ?  I  am  not 
ready  to  answer  In  the  affirmative  or  the 
negative  the  question  put  by  the  hou.  gentle- 
man from  Belleville. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
hon.  gentleman  has  not  received  a  retaining 
fee  yet. 

Hou.  Mr.  DANDUHAND-'But  from  what 
I  know  of  the  greater  elasticity  given  under 
our  constitution  through  a  number  of  judg- 
ments of  the  Privy  Council,  it  may  he  found 
by  this  tribunal  that  this  Bill  gives  ortho- 
dox solution  of  one  of  the  numerous  difficul- 
ties we  are  encountering  in  the  working  out 
of  our  destinies. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLIW 
understand  the  position  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  be  this,  that  so  far  as  the  words 
•  For  the  general  advantage  of  Canada '  are 

concerned  they  are  repealed  by  this  Act, 
in  all  tl]e  Acts  in  which  they  appear,  so  far 
as  it  affects  Sunday  observance.  That  Is 
the  interpretation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Is  the  Intention. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Tbe 
only  point  wliicb  suggests  Itself  to  iny  miiul, 
which  must  be  a  question  for  the  lawyers 
and  judges  to  decide,  is  whether  a  mere 
declaration  of  this  kind  is  a  repeal  of  that 
section  in  all  the  Acts  in  which  It  appears, 
so  far  as  Sunday  observance  Is  concerned. 
Thnt  Is  the  point.  I  object  entirely  to  tlio 
mode  in  which  the  Secretary  of  State  treats 
the  action  of  the  committee,  and  of  parlia- 
ment, upon  this  and  many  other  questions 
which  be  thinks  are  not  right.  He  may  be 
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right  in  saying  that  it  was  Improper  to  piM 
these  laws,  but  a  general  condemnation  of 
I  parliament  because  a  majority  ttaon^t  pro- 
,  per  to  differ  from  bis  opinion.  Is  carrying  tile 

I  opposition  a  little  too  far.  And  my  bon. 
'  friend  is  just  as  plain  and  decided  in  r^er- 
I  ence  to  the  law  lords  of  the  Privy  CounciL 
I  can  only  express  the  hope  that  the  lav 
lords  of  the  Privy  Council  will  not  read  thii 
debate,  because  if  they  do,  and  learn  the 
deliberate  opinion  expressed  by  so  high  in 
official  In  the  government  of  Canada  as  tbe 
Secretary  of  State,  that  their  decisions  are 
nonsense,  and  are  not  to  be  looked  upon  as 
containing  even  ordinary  common  sense, 
they  might  possibly  resign,  and  that  mifbt 
be  a  serious  matter.  Under  the  circam- 
stances,  we  have  to  deal  with  the  facts  m 
they  are  before  us,  and  not  with  what  oar 
individual  opinions  may  be  of  the  judgments 
of  the  Privy  GouocU.  When  that  gnestfoB 
comes  up  It  win  he  fair  to  discuss  it  We 
are  now  discussing  the  fact  as  It  appears 
on  the  statutes,  and  we  are  dealing  witli 
the  decision  which  has  been  given,  right  or 
wrong,  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  strictly  in 
accord  with  the  course  that  ought  to  f>e 
pursued  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in  de- 
noimcing,  as  he  hag  done,  the  Judgments  of 
the  Privy  Council.  They  may  not  meet  our 
views.  I  have  read  some  of  their  decisions 
which,  if  my  opinion  were  asked  as  a  laj- 
man  of  common-sense,  I  would  not  ha^'C 
given,  but  I  should  not  presume  to  denounce 
them  as  men  not  knowing  the  laws  of  the 
country,  or  use  the  language  my  hou.  friend 
has  used  towards  Jurists  In  that  high  posi- 
tion. I  am  only  elaborating  an  opinion  i 
expressed  a  few  days  ago,  after  the  boo. 
gentleman  had  used  similar  langaage,  in 
denouncing  the  Judgment  of  the  Prity 
Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  I  used 
the  word  '  nonsensical.'  I  am  not  going  to 
enter  Into  a  discussion  of  the  question  no^- 
but  on  another  occasion  I  brought  before 
this  Chamber  instances  in  whtch  tlie  Pri^ 
Council  gave  judgments  directly  oppositt 
to  each  other, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  is  like  the  deci- 
sions we  get  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Privy  Council  is 
not  always  the  same.  The  men  who  sit  In 
June  m^*  be  different  from  the  men  tito  alt 
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in  December,  and  tbey  are  not  governed  by 
precedent  as  our  judges  are.  X  mentioned 
instances  in  wbicb  I  felt  amply  justified  in 
criticising  tbe  'judgments  of  the  Privy 
Coancll,  and  I  say  advisedly— I  would  say 
It  to  the  judges  themselves—their  tendency 
Is  to  give  Judgments  on  the  principle  of  ex- 
pediency, what  they  think  is  best  for  the 
people  of  Canada.  They  form  conclnsions 
of  what  tbey  tbiok  is  right  and  just.  Tbey 
overrule  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court,  who 
know  the  spirit  in  which  parliament  put  the 
law  on  our  statute-lwok,  who  had  not  a 
shadow  of  doubt  as  to  what  parliament 
meant  Those  gentlemen  of  the  Privy 
Council  say  *  You  did  not  understand  ;  It 
is  true  your  judgment  is  unanimons  but  we 
reverse  it,'  and  they  simply  sweep  it  aside 
and  say  that  so  and  so  is  the  best  decision 
in  the  interest  of  tbe  people  of  Canada— 
purely  expediency. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Whetber  tbe  judg- 
ment is  right  or  wrong,  we  are  not  here  to 
sit  in  judgment  on  the  Privy  Council.  We 
have  to  accept  their  decisions  as  good  citi- 
zens of  the  empire,  and  deal  with  things 
as  we  find  them,  and  one  of  the  things  we 
Iiare  to  deal  with  in  this  case  is  the  judg- 
ment of  tbe  Privy  Council.  I  am  extreme- 
ly anxious  to  be  distinctly  placed  on  record 
in  regard  to  this  subject,  l>ecai]se  I  have  a 
strong  conviction  that  if  any  case  should 
te  brought  before  the  courts  with  regard 
to  this  matter,  tbe  Secretary  of  State,  If  be 
Is  In  the  flesh,  as  I  hope  be  will  be,  will 
luiTe  an  opportunity  to  lecture  the  Privy 
Council  again  with  regard  to  its  judgment. 
My  reason  tor  saying  so  is  this  :  the  BrltUOi 
North  America  Act  provides  certain  classes 
of  works  shall  be  federal  works,  one 
of  which  Is  any  work  situated  within  any 
one  province  which  shall  be  declared  by  the 
parliament  of  Canada  to  be  a  work  for 
the  general  advantage  of  Caeada.  Wheu 
tbe  matter  comes  before  tbe  Priry' Council, 
the  question  for  tbem  to  consider  is  whe- 
ther the  work  to  which  the  case  relates  is  a 
federal  work  or  not,  and  when  they  find 
that  tbe  British  North  America  Act  pro- 
vides a  method  by  which  It  is  to  bo  made  a 
federal  work,  and  parliament  supplies  the 
method.  I  am  very  much  inclined  to  believe 
it  will  be  found  to  be  under  federal  juris- 
diction. It  must  be  either  a  federal  or  pro- 
vincial work.  It  cannot  fall  half  way  be- 
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tween  the,  two,  and  If  the  decision  Is  that 
It  is  a  federal  work,  any  legislation  of  this 
kind  will  be  of  no  valne. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  agree  with  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  and  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marshfleld  In  their  objection 
to  legislation  by  the  Governor  in  Council. 
However,  there  Is  this  to  be  said  in  the 
present  case,  the  offmce  is  not  a  vesy  seri- 
ous one:  Tbe  clause  which  we  have  al- 
ready passed  provides  that  all  Acts  which 
have  been  heretofore  passed  by  tbe  provin- 
cial le^slature  regulating  work  on  Sundays 
are  confirmed.  Now,  there  are  seven  pro- 
vinces in  this  Dominion,  each  one  of  which 
has  tbe  right  to  pass  legislation  with  re- 
spect to  Sunday  observance.  These  legis- 
latures occasionally  pass  legislation  on  the 
subject,  and  if  we  do  not  pass  some  such 
measure  as  is  embodied  In  this  clause,  every 
time  that  any  legMature  In  any  prsv'nco 
in  the  Dominion  passes  an  Act  dealing  with 
this  matter,  parliament  will  be  called  upon 
to  pass  a  new  Act  to  ratify  the  provision  of 
that  Act.  That  will  be  a  very  inconvenient 
position;  and,  further,  the  ^ovlnce  of  On- 
tario, for  Instance,  might  pass  on  Act  j^ist 
after  the  Dominion  parliament  had  been  pro- 
rogued, and  that  provincial  Act  might  be 
In  operation  for  six  months,  might  alter  the 
law  which  previously  existed  w'.*:b  respect 
to  this  subject,  and  there  would  be  no  way 
of  getting  the  new  law  into  operation  unless 
there  was  some  such  law  as  we  provide  un- 
der this  Bill.  While  I  do  not  think  the  prin- 
ciple of  legislation  by  Order  In  {Council  10 
a  good  one,  the  Inconvenience  this  Is  Intend- 
ed to  get  over  might  be  a  serious  one,  and 
inasmuch  as  you  are  only  ratifying  an  Act 
which  the  legislature  may  pass  on  this  par- 
ticular subject  in  connection  with  a  work 
that  ought  to  have  remained  within  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  province  J  do  not  think 
it  is  a  very  serioud  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  »OWBLI^WoUld 
that  keep  it  outside  of  the  court  In  case 
an  objection  was  made  to  tbe  payment  of 
a  fine  on  tbe  ground  of  tbe  statqte  being 
ultra  vires  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-I  think  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  do 
not  think  It  would. 

The  clause  was  agreed  to. 
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On  section  3, 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON'— The  last  three 
lines  of  tbis  clause  wonld  ta  son:e  extent 
remove  an  objection,  which  I  took  when 
we  were  In  committee  before,  to  this  legis- 
lation we  are  now  dealing  with,  but  1  snbmit 
It  will  only  do  so  to  a  very  limited  extent. 
It  only  serves  to  show  how  very  ill-consider- 
ed this  legislation  is,  and  bow  Insufficient  it 
Is  going  to  prove  In  meeting  the  views  of 
the  Lord's  Day  Alliance.  Let  me  assume 
a  case  which  would  be  familiar  to  every 
bon.  gentleman,  that  there  Is  an  electric 
raUway  starting  from  the  city  of  Ottawa, 
and  running  to  Cnrleton  Place,  and  another 
electric  railway  starting  from  the  north 
end  of  the  Interprovlnclal  bridge  and  run- 
nli^  to  the  same  point  almost  side  by  side. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  this  leg- 
islation 7  Supposing  a  proclamation  were 
Issued  making  the  laws  of  Ontario  apply  to 
the  road  starting  from  the  city  of  Ottawa 
while  the  law  of  the  Dominion  would  apply 
to  the  railway  w^hich  ran  side  by  side  with 
It,  and  competed  with  tt  to  Carieton  Place. 
It  is  Intended,  I  presume,  to  get  over  a 
difficulty  of  that  kind  by  giving  the  Gover- 
nor in  Council  power  to  withdraw  from  the 
effects  of  the  local  law  this  local  railway 
situated  entirely  within  the  province  of 
Ontario.  I  understand  that  is  the  object  of 
the  last  three  lines  of  the  subsection  : 

Nor  ehall  It  apply  to  any  railway  or  part  of  a 
railway  which  the  Governor  la  Couocll,  by  pro- 
clamation, declares  to  be  exempt  from  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section. 

Let  us  admit  that  the  withdrawing  of  tbis 
road  from  Ottawa  to  Carieton  Place  from 
the  local  Jurisdiction  and  putting  it  under 
the  federal  law  would  enable  them  to  run 
Sunday  excursions.  Then  what  wonld  be 
the  position  oC  things  ?  It  would  be  that 
the  parliament  of  Canada,  by  proclamation, 
can  pick  out  railways  all  over  the  country 
that  they  can  withdraw  from  the  operation 
of  this  law.  Is  that  a  reasonable  thing  to 
do  ?  What  would  the  advocates  of  the 
Lord's  Day  Alliance  say,  if,  under  the  oper- 
ation of  this  law,  the  Governor  In  Council 
had  power  to  withdraw  from  the  operation 
of  the  local  Act  the  greatest  violators  of  the 
law  ?  If  you  did  not  withdraw  the  line 
from  Ottawa  to  Carieton  Place,  from  the 
opwatlon  of  the  law  you  would  have  two 
railways  running  side  by  side,  one  of  which 
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would  be  perfectly  free  to  run  Sunday  ex- 
cursions, while  the  other  would  be  e:^OKd 
to  heavy  penalties  for  mnnli^  Sunday  ex- 
cursions. Read  the  whole  of  tills  subsecUon 
and  you  will  find  it  provides  for  the  exemp- 
tion of  railways  very  generally  from  tbe 
operation  of  the  clause.   It  says  : 

S.  This  seetlOD  shall  not  apply,  bo  as  to  in- 
terfere with  or  affect  througb  traffic  thereon, 
to  any  railway  or  part  of  a  railway  wblch 
forms  part  of  a  continuous  route  or  syiten 
operated  betweea  two  or  more  provinces  or 
between  any  province  and  a  foreign  countrr, 
or  to  any  railway  or  part  of  a  railway  betweta 
any  of  the  ports  on  the  Great  Lakes  and  sucb 
continuous  route  or  system  ;  nor  sball  It  appir 
to  any  railway  or  part  of  a  railway  which  tbe 
Governor  in  Council,  by  proclamation,  decIarH 
to  be  exempt  from  the  provisions  of  this  kc- 
tlon. 

That  is,  the  Governor  in  Council  maj 
declare  any  railway,  notwlthstaudlDg  It 
ought  to  be.  as  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State 
says,  a  local  work,  from  the  operatkm  ot 
this  provincial  legislation.  You  have  toAj 
to  look  into  this  and  you  will  find  that  tte 
whole  Bill  is  a  mere  attempt  to  throw  dnit 
in  the  eyes  of  the  Lord's  Day  Alliance  peo- 
ple. When  It  comes  to  be  worked  out  practi- 
cally it  will  be  found  to  be  of  no  vaine  what- 
ever. They  have  asked  for  bread  and  tbe 
government  has  given  them  a  stone. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  MCMILLAN— My  hon.  friend  will 
surely  admit  this,  that  half  a  loaf  Is  better 

than  no  bread.  The  Lord's  Day  Alliance 
cannot  get  evCTything  they  wish  to  get  under 
the  present  conditions.  There  is  uncertainty 
with  regard  to  where  the  power  of  legislat- 
ing for  Sunday  observance  lies.  The  pro- 
vinces hare  certain  powers,  and  would  have 
continued  to  exercise  those  powers  over  all 
local  railways,  hud  It  not  been  for  the  pl^ 
liument  of  the  Dominion  declaring  some  of 
tliem  to  be  for  the  general  advantage  ol 
Canada.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State  put 
that  In  a  nutshell  when  he  gave  his  expU- 
mttlou  a  moment  ago.  My  bon.  friend  from 
Marshfleld  has  mentioned  a  case.  Such  nno- 
molies  may  esist  but  after  all,  is  it  not 
better  to  have  tbe  law  in  such  a  shape  that 
you  can  meet  a  certain  amount  of  evil  11 
you  cannot  deal  with  the  whole  of  it' 
Unless  the  question  is  settled  where  the 
power  of  legislating  lies,  legislation  that  will 
reach  evils  that  still  exist  caimot  be  passed- 
In  the  meantime,  this  Is  considered  to  be 
the  best  measure  that  could  be  introduced 
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and  passed.  My  bon.  friend  In^nuates  that 
perhaps  after  all  this  is  an  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  s^>Ternment  to  throw  dust  la 
tbe  eyes  of  the  Lord's  Day  Alliance.  I  am 
glad  to  be  able  to  testify  that  such  18  not 
tbe  case,  because  the  Lord's  Day  Alliance 
themselveB  prepared  and  submitted  this  very 
Bill,  evading  as  far  as  possible  any  difficulty, 
and  the  government  have  so  far  conceded 
the  different  clauses  of  It,  In  the  meantime, 
accepting  them  nntU  the  question  with  re- 
gard to  Sunday  leglsUttlon  Is  absolutely 
decided. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— I  am  sure  nobody 
will  take  exception  to  the  first  part  of  this 
-clanse.  It  recognizes  a  principle  on  which 
this  honourable  House  came  in  conflict  with 
the  House  of  Commons  last  session  In  <on- 
nectlon  with  the  Railway  Bill.  It  was  tiien 
•contended  by  the  House  of  Commons  that 
a  railway  had  to  be  declared  to  be  u  work 
for  the  general  advantage  of  Cauida  in 
toto  if  at  all— that  it  could  not  be  done 
partially.  We  contended  that  It  could  be 
■done  partially,  and  this  principle  Is  recogniz- 
ed by  the  first  portion  of  clause  3.  Th»  bon. 
gentleman  from  Marshfleid  talces  exception 
to  the  last  three  lines  of  tbe  first  paragraph. 
I  would  call  his  attention  to  this  fact,  that 
this  last  portion  of  the  clause  is,  1 
take  It,  In  relation  to  the  first  subsection, 
6a.  which  bns  the  effect  of  validating  all 
Acts  passed  by  the  legislature  of  any  pro- 
vince before  the  passing  of  this  Act. 
After  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  Acts  of 
that  kind  passed  by  tbe  province  of  Ontario 
will  govern  all  local  railways.  It  Is  leg- 
islation which  may  affect  rested  rights, 
and  tbe  power  which  is  given-  by  the  last 
portion  of  paragraph  3,  I  take  it  co  be,  in 
order  that  tbe  Governor  in  Council,  if  cause 
is  shown  that  serious  rights  are  affected, 
may  remove  such  railway  from  tbe  opera- 
tion of  clause  6a  of  this  Bill.  For  my  part, 
I  entirely  approve  of  that  clause. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  section  59  of  the 
Railway  Act,  passed  lart  session,  an  Im- 
portant section  was  left  out.  Tbe  genernl 
rule  in  incorporating  special  companies,  is 
to  Insert  a  provision  that  a  general  meet- 
ing shall  be  held  on  a  particular  day,  and 
It  Is  usual  to  name  the  day  in  a  special 
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Act;  but  they  generally  have  this  qualifica- 
tion :  *  Or  on  such  other  day  as  the  direct- 
ors may  determine.'  We  propose  to  add 
after  the  word  '  Act '  In  this  section  the  fol- 
lowing : 

Or  on  such  other  day  as  the  dlcectors  may 

<3e  term  Ice. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Some  of  the  spe- 
cial Acts  have  that  provision. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Most  of  them  have. 
That  will  be  section  S. 

On  clause  3, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  clause  Is  in  refer- 
ence to  ascertaining  the  earnings  of  the 
Grajid  Trunk  Railway  on  Its  portion  of  the 
line,  and  tbe  portion  controlled  by  the  gov- 
erument  It  is  a  matter  at  the  toils  which 
will  have  to  be  levied  on  each  section  of 
the  line,  after  It  comes  into  operation.  It 
win  be  a  matter  for  tbe  Railway  Commis- 
sion. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Part  of  the  pro- 
vision which  Is  In  that  section  accords  with 
my  own  views,  and  last  year  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman from  de  Salaberry  will  remember 
very  well,  1  made  a  very  strenuous  effort 
to  give  the  Railway  Commission  some 
power  to  deal  with  through  rates  for  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  so  that  they  would 
have  power  to  say  that  tbe  Intercolonial 
Railway  got  Its  fair  share  of  this  appor- 
tionment. My  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  will  remember  that  after  tbe  general 
question  was  settled  in  this  House,  that 
the  Act  would  not  be  made  to  apply  to  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  as  a  whole,  I  made 
a  very  strenuous  effort  that  It  should  be 
made  to  apply  to  it  in  the  matter  of  through 
rates.  I  am  delighted  to  find  the  views  I 
expressed  so  strongly,  and  which  were  ac- 
cepted by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry, are  now  accepted  by  the  government, 
and  are  made  a  portion  of  the  law. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  with  an  amendment  which 

was  concurred  In. 

Tbe  BUI  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and 
passed,  under  a  suspension  of  the  rules. 
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MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION COMMITTEE  REPORT. 

OBBATB  RBSUMEO. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on  tbe  con- 
sideration of  the  Seventh  Report  of  the  Sel-ect 
Committee  appelated  to  Investigate  the  posi- 
tion of  the  Mutual  Reaerre  Fund  Life  ASBoda- 
tioQ  of  New  Tork.— (Hon.  Mr.  DomTllle.) 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)--Be£ore 
commencing  the  discussion  on  tbls  report, 
1  have  a  suggestion  to  make  to  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  iSalabm?-  Seeing  that 
the  papers  to  which  he  objects  in  the  re- 
port, as  not  being  evidence,  or  the  purport 
of  them,  is  to  be  incorporated  in  the  de- 
bates, the  object  oC  his  amendment  Is  de- 
feated, and  I  therefore  think  it  wouft  be 
as  well  to  withdraw  it  and  close  up  the 
discussion.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  could 
have  eliminated  those  words,  or  the  refer- 
ence to  those  papers  that  are  not  considered 
evidence,  then  there  might  be  some  force 
in  the  amendment,  but  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Rothesay  has  placed  those  papers  on 
the  debates  of  the  House,  aud  therefore 
the  force  of  that  amendment  is  entirely 
lost,  and  by  withdrawing  that  amendment 
it  will  stop  nil  the  long  discussion,  and  the 
House  can  proceed  with  the  other  business 
before  It 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  hare  the  misfor- 
tune of  not  agreeing  with  my  taon.  friend 
from  British  Columbia.  For  my  part,  I 
made  the  motion  because  I  thought  It  In- 
cumbent upon  me  as  a  member  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  as  a  member  of  this  House,  not 
to  be  a  party  to  admitting  as  evidence  what 
I  consider  to  be  merely  a  libel,  altogether 
unsupported  in  any  shape  or  form,  and  I 
have,  therefore,  no  desire  to  withdraw  the 
motion  which  I  bare  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  rise  to  a  ques- 
tion of  order,  and  I  will  do  my  best  pos- 
sible to  obtain  a  favourable  decision.  If  I 
cannot  succeed  It  will  not  be  my  fault.  I 
will  try  to  make  my  point  as  strong  as  pos- 
sible. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  will  be  weak 
then,  will  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  not  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Lorimler  who  Is  making 
the  motion.  The  amendment  moved  by  my 
hon.  friend  from  de  Salaberry  Is  not  In  order 

Hon,  Mr.  ELLIS. 


because  the  amendment  Is  not  relevant  to 
the  main  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  rise  to  an- 
vtber  question  of  order.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man Is  speaking  to  a  motion  for  eoncnrrenee 
In  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  PrintlDK. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentlemBB 
Is  not  up-to-date. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANI7UBAND-Ta  what  quo- 
tion  is  the  hon.  gentleman  addresdng  bim- 
self  ?    There  la  nothing  before  the  How. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  difficulty  la  tn- 
creasing.  I  thought  1  wonld  have  enoogh 
difficulty  in  making  myself  understood  Itr 
the  hon.  Speaker,  and  now  there  Is  aaotber 
hon.  member  who  wishes  to  nnderstaiid 
me  also,  and  with  the  disposition  he  Is  in, 
I  fall  to  see  how  I  could  meet  tbls  doable 
difficulty.  I  will  repeat  my  remarlis  lor 
the  advantage  of  the  hon.  member.  I 
raise  the  point  that  the  amendment  of  TBS 
hon.  friend  which  Is  now  before  the  Hoiae- 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  no. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  is  before  tbe 

House  ? 

■Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— There  is  noth- 
ing before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— "Was  the  hon.  mem- 
ber slewing  ?  I  think  before  he  says  then 
is  nothing  before  tbe  House,  be  should  In- 
form himself  

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— There  Is 
a  motion  to  adopt  the  report,  and  an 
amendment  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salnberry. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-It  baa  not  been 

called. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- It  baa  been  calletf. 
and  the  Speaker  asked  to  have  it  stand 
for  a  moment  to  permit  the  adoption  of  a 
report  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Printing, 
and  that  motion  having  been  passed,  we 
fall  back  to  the  previous  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  doubt  very 
much  that  it  has  been  put 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRGUSON— There  Is  no  doabl 

whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  difficulty  hav- 
ing been  removed,  we  will  try  to  remove 
another  difficulty.    I  claim  that  this  amend- 
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ment  Is  not  relevant  to  tbe  motion.  What 
Is  the  motion  ?  The  main  motion  Is  the 
consideration,  not  of  the  evidence,  but  of 
that  part  of  the  proceedings  of  the  com- 
mittee which  refers  to  a  ,poInt  of  order 
tabeu  by  my  hon.  friend  from  de  SalAberry 
In  the  committee,  decided  agslust  hlpi  by 
the  .chairman,  supported  by  the  committee, 
-whose  decision  has  been  challenged  by  the 
hon.  member,  and  appealed  to  this  House. 
That  is,  the  consideration  of  the  seventh 
report  Is  not  the  consideration  of  the  evi- 
dence. It  is  the  consideration  of  that  point 
of  order.  The  amendment  deals  with  « 
different  subject  altogether,  and  asks  for 
the  elimination  of  a  part  of  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— That  is  an  amend- 
ment to  the  report. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  understood,  when 
the  chairman  of  that  defunct  committee 
made  a  motion  for  the  consideration  of  the 
seventh  report,  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  moved  In  amendment  the 
elimination  of  tlie  document  Exhibit  30. 
That  is  an  amendment,  and  I  say  it  Is  not 
relevant,  because  the  amendment  affiles  to 
the  main  motion,  which  is  not  the  considera- 
tion of  the  evidence,  but  which  is  the  deci- 
sion of  a  point  of  order  that  was  raised  lu 
the  committee.  That  special  seventh  re- 
port deals  with  the  point  of  order.  It  has 
nothing  at  all  to  do  with  the  evidence. 
Bourlnot,  at  page  444,  lays  down  the  follow- 
ing prlndple  :— 

Sir  Er8kfn«  Ha7,  In  the  edition  of  1893,  bow- 
ever,  lays  it  down  as  aa  imperative  rule  that 
every  amendment  must  be  relevant  to  the  ques- 
tion OD  which  the  amendment  Is  proposed— 
except  In  cases  of  amendment  moved  to  the 
question  for  the  Speaker's  leaving  the  chair 
for  the  Committee  of  Supply  or  Ways  and 
Means. 

We  all  know  questions  can  come  np  at 

that  stage,  and  there  Is  no  i-elatlon  between 

the  amendments  and  In  ways  and  means. 

The  extract  continues  :— 

A  motion  having  been  made  to  declare  Michael 
Davttt  incapable  of  being  elected  or  returned, 
as  a  member.  It  was  proposed  to  amend  the 
same  by  substituting  an  address  to  the  Crown 
tor  a  free  pardon  ;  but  the  Speaker  promptly 
Interposed,  and  pointed  out  ttiat  such  an 
amendment  was  Inadmissible  as  It  had  no 
relation  to  the  question  before  the  House,  but 
should  form  the  subject  of  a  distinct  motion 
after  notice  given  In  the  usual  manner.  The 
Uw  of  the  relevancy  of  amendments  seems  now 
to  be  that  If  they  are  on  the  same  subject  mat- 
ter with  the -original  motion,  they  are  admis- 
sible, but  not  when  foreign  thereto.    The  ex- 


ceptions to  this  rule  are  amendments  on  the 
question  of  going  into  supply  or  ways  and 
means.  Amendments  to  Bills  also,  like  amend- 
ments to  tbe  Orders  of  the  Day,  must  strictly 
relate  to  the  Bill  which  the  House,  by  Us 
order,  has  resolved  upon  considering. 

In  the  decision  given  by  Dennison  and 
Brand,  in  Blackmore's  *  Speaker's  Dedsious,' 
we  find!  tbe  following  : — 

Amendments  are  Inadmissible  which  reopen 
a  question  already  settled  ;  which  are  not  ger- 
mane to  the  question  under  consideration  ; 
which  go  back  to  an  earlier  part  of  a  question 
already  determined. 

Then  on  page  10  we  find  the  following  : 

An  amendment  must  be  relevant  to  the  ques- 
tion. 

And  we  will  see  in  what  partlcalar  case 
that  decision  was  given.   It  Is  as  follows  : 

Army  Regulation  Bill. 

Bill  considered  'n  committee. 

Motion  made  and  question  proposed  for  th« 
committee  to  sit  again  to-morrow. 

Mr.  G.  Bentinck  moved — That  the  House  at 
Its  rising  do  adjourn  until  a  quarter  before  i 
o'clock  lo-morrow. 

Mr.  Speaker — The  question  before  the  House 
Is,  that  the  committee  do  sit  again  to-morrow 
at  2  o'clock,  and  the  hon.  member's  amendment 
is  that  tbe  House  do  adjourn  till  a  quarter  to 
4  to-morrow.  That  is  not  a  suitable  amend- 
ment. The  amendment  must  be  relevant  to  the 
question  when  the  committee  should  again  alt. 

*I  think  there  Is  a  great  deal  less  dlflereuco 
between  those  two  motions,  the  main  motion 
put  In  that  committee,  and  that  amendment, 
than  between  the  two  that  are  now  before 
the  chair.  The  second  reason  for  which 
that  amendment  should  not  be  taken  into 
C(msideration  is  because  It  Is  an  interference 
with  what  took  place  in  tbe  committee,  and 
I  shall  substantiate  that  argument  by  the 
followng  example :  It  is  In  effect  an  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUK— I  think  that  point  has 
been  already  setUed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  staling  that  ns 
n  second  argument,  and  I  shall  make  It 
good. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  raise  the  question 
that  this  was  made  ,the  subject  of  a  point 
of  order  by  the  hon.  gentleman  the  other 

day,  and  decided  against  hira. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Not  a  bit  of  It.  Let 
me  state  It  and  the  hon.  gentleman  wjll  see 
If  it  is  the  same.  It  is  a  weH-known  doctrine 
that  the  committees  are  of,  we  will  say. 
three  kinds.  It  Is  laid  down  in  Bonrinot  and 
May  and  different  authors.   There  is  the 
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Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  That  la 
the  committee  where  all  the  members  of 
the  House  attend,  the  Speaker  leaving  the 
chair,  and  calling  a  member  of  the  House 
to  the  chair.  In  those  committees,  as  all 
the  House  are  present,  everyone  takes  no- 
tice of  -what  Is  going  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Mr.  Speaker — 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  have  the  floor  and 
I  raise  a  question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  rise  to  a  question 
of  order. 

The  SPEAKER— If  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona  would  be  allowed  to  pro- 
ceed and  state  his  case,  it  would  shorten 
the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDEY— I  was  just  saying 
that  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  all  the 
House  being  present,  take  cognizance  of 
what  is  going  on  in  committee,  and  there 
Is  in  the  House  of  Commons  a  special  rule 
whl(A  allows  an  appeal  from  a  decision 
taken  In  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  the 
Speaker  or  to  the  House.  The  chairman 
then  rises  and  reports  the  question  to  the 
Speaker,  and  the  Speaker  puts  the  question 
to  the  House.  That  Is  one  of  the  commit- 
tees, the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  but  in  a 
Select  or  Standing  Committee,  matters  are 
not  on  the  same  footing  at  all.  Take  a 
Select  Committee  composed,  as  in  this  case, 
of  nineteen  members,  sitting  outside  of  the 
chamber,  their  proceedings  are  quite  un- 
known to  the  majority  of  this  House,  and 
it  is  for  that  reason  In  England,  and  In  the 
Senate  also,  yon  will  not  find  a  single  rule 
which  gives  to  this  House  the  right  to  over- 
rule what  has  been  decided  in  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. If  we  look  at  page  375  of  May,  we 
find  the  following  :— 

No  appeal  can  be  made  to  the  Speaker  regard- 
inE  tbe  decision  and  rulings  of  a  chairman  of  a 

standing  committee. 

If  we  look  at  Blackmore,  page  103,  we 
And  the  following  ^- 

Order  In  committee  Is  settled  hy  tbe  chairman 
at  once,  and  cannot  be  raised  subsequently. 

Questions  of  order  in  committee  are  settled 
by  the  chairman. 

Mr.  speaker  has  no  autborltr  to  interfere  In 
a  matter  vhleli  has  occurred  in  committee,  and 
«bloh  tbe  committee  bas  settled  for  itself. 

If  we  look  at  Peel's  Decisions,  we  find  at 
page  54  :— 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


The  chairman  of  a  commltttee  Is  the  Hie 
judge  of  what  takes  place  In  committee,  ul 
from  his  decisions  there  ts  no  appeal  to  tbi 
Speaker. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— That  was  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  pardon,  there 
is  an  appeal  from  the  Cmnmlttee  of  tbe 
Whole  House. 

The  SPEAKER— Not  to  the  Speakn. 
That  is  the  decision  the  hon.  gentlMnan  Ii» 
read.  It  was  the  case  of  an  appeal  from 

the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  the  chalmiaB 
of  a  committee  is  the  sole  lodge  of  whit 
takes  place  In  committee,  and  from  bis  d^ 
cislon  there  Is  no  appeal  to  the  Speaker. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— Tbat  is  correct  I  dted 
that  four  days  ago.  , 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- 1  rise  to  a  point 
of  ordOT.  I  do  not  see  that  the  Qnestlon 
whether  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Speaks 
comes  up  at  all.  There  ts  no  questfos  of 

appeal  to  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY~It  Is  not  settted.  1 
quote  from  the  parliamentary  debates  of  tiae 
British  parliament,  third  series  882,  page 
1011 : 

Mr.  Speaker — I  may  as  well  answer  this  ques- 
tion at  once,  alibough  I  migbt  properly  refue 
to  answer  It,  as  It  Is  in  tbe  nature  of  an  appeal 
from  tbe  chairman  of  a  committee  to  tbe 
Speaker,  wbicb  Is  quite  unusual.  There  is  no 
sucb  tbing  as  an  appeal  from  the  cbalrman  ol 
a  committee  to  tbe  Speaker  ;  but  as  a  matter 
of  courtesy  of  the  hon.  member  I  may  say  tUt 
the  proper  course  was  followed.  These  words 
are  not  a  preamble. 

This  was  In  reply  to  a  question  as  to 
whether  it  was  not  competent  in  committee 
to  make  such  a  motion. 

The  SPEAKER— Why  did  not  the  boa 
gentleipap  go  on  and  reitd  tbe  whole  of  It  T 
Tbe  Speaker  ruled  that  the  appeal  t» 
the  House  and  not  to  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  remainder  of  tbi 

quotation  is  : 

These  words  are  not  a  preamble  In  the  strict 
or  even  ordinary  sense  of  the  term,  and  tbe 
practice  is  that  in  jioney  Bills  and  Bills  of 
this  nature  the  preamble  Is  never  put. 

That  Is  all.  In  the  Bngllsb  *Hannr&' 
fourth  series,  volume  9.  page  427,  we  find 
this  : 
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Mr.  Speaker — It  Is  clearly  oot  a  question  tor 
•le  to  decide.  It  Is  a  question  for  the  ohalrmaQ 
of  the  committee,  from  whose  decision  there  is 
ao  appeal. 

This  was  a  decision  on  a  point  of  ortler 
raised  by  Sir.  Sextou,  who  nslied  wbether  a 
question  put  by  anotbei-  member  did  not  In- 
volve a  question  of  interpretation  and  other 
questions  wliicb  must  be  decided  by  tbe 
chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  What  I  con- 
tend Is,  that  In  this  House  we  are  governed 
by  tbe  rules  of  tbe  House  of  fiords  when 
we  have  no  rule  of  our  own.  Tbiit  Is  iiro- 
vlded  for  in  rule  124,  which  says  : 

In  all  unprovided  cases  tbe  rules,  usages 
and  forms  of  proceeding  of  the  House  of  Lords 
are  to  be  followed. 

I  have  quoted  from  Hay  that  there  Is  no 
appeal  from  tbe  decision  of  tbe  ehiilrman 
of  the  committee  to  tbe  House.  I  give  a  third 
reason  why  this  amendment  should  not  be 
accepted  ;  the  9rst  Is,  because  it  is  not 
relevant,  the  second  because  It  Is  an  Inter- 
ference with  what  took  place  In  committee, 
and  third,  because  It  Is  moved  by  a  member 
who  has  lost  his  right  to  move  au  amend- 
ment, having  already  spoken  on  tbe  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Tbe  hon.  Speaker  de- 
cided that  point.  The  exception  was  taken, 
and  it  was  passed  upon,  and  It  Is  too  late 

to  raise  that  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  member 

from  de  Salaberry  rose  on  Monday,  and  we 

find  him  reported  In  the  E>ebates  as  follows, 

speaking  on  the  seveutb  report  :— 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTTB-^he  seventh  report,  which 
Is  now  before  the  House,  has  reference  to  a 
motion  wliich  was  made  by  myself  before  the 
committee,  that  the  resolution  passed  by  this 
honourable  Senate  be  carried  out,  to  wit,  that 
two  witnesses,  ojie  Cameron  and  one  Cannon  be 
examined  by  the  committee. 

In  the  middle  of  the  next  page  you  will 
And  another  paragraph  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man's speech,  and  also  In  the  second  column 
In  tlie  second  page,  he  makes  a  third  and 
fourth  speech,  and  at  the  bottom  of  the  page 
be  says : 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  I  am  In  error,  we 
would  have  to  wait  until  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  formally  reports,  In  accordance  with 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  from  Stadacona, 
to  wit,  that  the  evidence  be  reported  to  this 
honourable  House  ;  but,  anyway.  In  one  case 
as  in  the  other,  it  1b  premature  to  take  this 
seventh  report  into  consideration,  because  It 
was  agreed  unanimously  by  this  House  that  It 
was  to  be  taken  into  consideAitlon  only  when 
the  evidence  Is  taken  up< 


Further  on,  on  page  970,  we  find  these  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  gentleman  : 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— It  It  Is  the  desire  of  the 

House  to  take  up  tbe  question  now.  I  am  going 
to  move  an  amendment  to  the  motion  of  the 
hoD.  gentleman,  but  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  I^ouse  to  the  understanding 
arrived  at  the  other  day,  and  I  am  in  the  hands 
of  the  House.  I  drew  attention  to  the  fact  that 
It  was  understood  tbe  other  day  that  this  se- 
venth report  would  be  taken  up  when  the  evi- 
dence was  taken  up,  but  if  it  is  the  desire  to 
dispose  of  this  matter  at  once  I  am  ready  to 
move  an  amendment  to  the  motion  which  has 
been  offered  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Vic- 
toria division,  so  that  we  may  proceed  at  once 
with  the  matter,  and  dispose  of  It. 

Instead  of  making  this  motiou.  he  took 
his  seat ;  be  did  not  move  his  amendment 
The  hon.  member  from  Marshfield  rose  and 
made  a  speech,  and  then  fui*tber  on  tbe  hon. 
member  from  de  Salnberry  proposed  bis 
motion  In  amendment.  Against  those  pre- 
tentions I  will  quote  from  Bonrlnot,  page 
469.   He  says : 

It  Is  tbe  practice  In  the  Canadian  House  for 

tbe  member  who  makes  a  motion  to  give  the 
name  of  his  seconder,  who  may,  If  necessary, 
lift  his  hat  as  evidence  that  he  has  Intimated 
his  consent,  and  under  such  circumstances  ha 
Is  allowed  to  speak  at  a  subsequent  stage  of 
the  debate  on  the  question.  But  if  a  member 
who  moves  an  Order  of  the  Day  or  seconds  a 
motion  and  rise  and  say  only  a  word  or  two— 
that  he  moves  the  Order  or  seconds  the  motion 
— be  is  precluded  from  again  addressing  the 
House,  according  to  a  strict  interpretation  of 
tbe  rules.  In  moving  an  amendment  a  member 
is  obliged  to  rise,  and  though  he  may  only  pro- 
pose his  amendment,  he  Is  considered  to  have 
exhausted  his  right  to  speak  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  On  the  same  principle  when 
a  member' rises  and  simply  reads  a  substantive 
motion  to  the  House  he  Is  considered  to  have 
spoken  to  the  question,  but  he  may  claim  the 
right  of  reply  at  a  later  stage. 

Now  U  we  refer  to  Denlson's  and  Brand's 

Decisions,  page  173,  we  find  this  : 

An  hon.  member  having  made  a  motion  or 
spoken  or  moved  an  amendment,  cannot  rise 
again  and  speak  or  make  a  motion. 

And  on  page  12  : 

A  member  who  has  spoken  without  moving 
bis  amendment  cannot  move  that  amendment 
subsequently,  but  must  place  It  In  the  hands  ot 

another  hon.  member. 

An  hon.  member  who  has  spoken  to  a  ques- 
tion cannot,  at  a  later  stage  move  an  amend- 
ment. 

Then  the  following  case  is  given  :— 

Mr.  O'Donnell  (for  Mr.  Sullivan)  having 
moved  an  amendment  which  he  subsequent^ 
withdrew,  rose  to  move  tbe  amendment  which 
appeared  on  the  paper  in  his  name,  when  Hr. 
Speaker  decided  that  be  could  not  move  It.  aa  ha 
had  already  spoken  to  the  question  before  tlie 
House. 
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I  think  with  these  decisions,  apart  from 
the  fact  that  the  amendment  is  not  relevant 
— because  if  the  amendment  Is  carried  it 
applies  to  evidence  which  Is  not  before 
the  Honse — that  the  hon.  member  Is  not  in 
(MTder.  What  Is  before  the  House  actually 
Is  a  motion  on  the  question  of  an  appeal 
from  a  decision  given  in  a  select  commit- 
tee. The  motion  Is  not  relevant ;  it  is  an 
interference  with  what  took  place  In  the 
committee,  and  it  is  moved  by  a  membor 
wtio  has  lost  the  right  to  move  bis  amend- 
ment, because  having  stood  up  to  move  his 
amendment  be  sat  down,  gave  way  and  lost 
fats  right 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTIE— I  shall  answer  brief- 
ly two  of  the  grounds  taken  by  tbe  hon. 
member.  As  far  as  the  second  ground  Is 
concerned,  I  think  it  perfectly  unnecessary 
to  answer  bis  argument,  because  the  point 
was  raised  and  decided.  At  the  outset  it 
was  decided  by  the  Speaker,  and  an  appeal 
was  made  to  tbe  House,  and  tbe  decision 
of  the  Speaker  was  sustained.  Therefore, 
tbe  hon.  member  cannot  raise  it  again.  He 
attempted  to  raise  it  again  after  the  deci- 
sion, and  I  took  the  point  that  it  was  at- 
tempting to  raise  tbe  same  question  for 
other  reasons  which  be  had  not  given  at 
the  outset,  and  the  hon.  member  did  not 
persist.  Now,  taking  tbe  last  ground,  that 
I  have  si»oken  already,  and  am,  therefore, 
not  entitled  to  speak  again.  I  did  not  speak 
to  tbe  motion.  I  spoke  on  three  or  four 
occasions  merely  for  the  purpose  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
an  understanding  had  been  arrived  nt  by 
hon.  members  unanimously,  to  this  effect, 
that  the  seventh  report  should  be  taken  Into 
consideration  only  when  the  final  report 
was  taken  up.  I  spoke  on  that  question, 
and  that  alone.  I  wound  up  by  saying, 
however,  If  It  was  the  desire  of  the  House 
that  the  question  be  taken  up  and  disposed 
of  I  was  prepared  to  take  it  up.  Then  the 
hon.  member  from  Marslifleld  rose  and  ex- 
pre.ssed  a  desire  to  that  effect,  and  in  com- 
pliance with  that  desire  I  said,  '  I  have  no 
objection  to  take  up  the  Question,  and  1 
am  prepared  to  move  an  amendment.'  I 
was  asked  by  the  hon.  member  from  Vic- 
toria. B.C.,  to  read  the  amendment,  so  that 
it  might  be  better  understood,  which  I  did. 
The  hon.  member  from  Stadacona  then  rose 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


to  a  point  of  order,  and  the  report  of  tbe 
discussion  that  took  place  appears  at  page 
971  of  tbe  debates  : 

Hon.  Mr.  ULNDRT— I  rise  to  a  point  of  o^ 
d«r.    Th«  taOQ.  gentlemao  has  already  spokM 

once. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— He  dM,  and  when  I  mile 
the  objection  Juat  now,  he  sat  down,  becaoM 
he  had  alreadr  spoken  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Let  me  explain.  I  sot 
up  merely  to  call  tbe  attention  of  tlie  Houm 
to  tbe  fact  tbat  the  matter  vas  to  be  taken  w 
when  the  evidence  was  being  conaidered.  I  M 
not  speak  to  tbe  motion  at  all.  I  merely  tm 
for  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— That  Is  spemklaff  and  I 
ask  the  nillns  of  the  chair. 

The  SPEAKER— I  do  not  think  that  slioitd 
be  conaidered  as  speaking. 

There  was  a  ruling  on  the  very  point 
which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  is  raising  agftin. 
Tbe  hon.  gentleman  should  be  satisfied  via 
the  Innumerable  points  of  order  that  be  I> 
raising  without  repeating  them,  giving  as 
a  second,  a  third  and  sometimes  a  fonrtti 
edition  On  the  same  points.  As  far  as  lbs 
first  reason  Is  concerned,  that  is  easily 
answered.  The  seventh  report,  which  gave 
rise  to  a  motion  made  by  the  hon.  member 
from  Victoria,  to  wit,  that  the  report  in 
adopted,  and  to  which  tbe  amendment  I 
moved  and  wblcb  Is  now  before  this  hon- 
ourable House,  was  made,  embodies  tbf 
decision  of  the  committee,  that  exhibit  36* 
the  exhibit  in  question,  be  admitted  as  evi- 
dence for  the  purposes  mentioned  in  the 
motion  of  the  bon.  member  from  Stada- 
cona ;  that  is  the  motion  which  forms  part 
of  the  seventh  report  That  motion  Is 
brought  up  by  the  seventh  report,  and  then 
is  the  objection  also  wblcb  I  took  to  that 
exhibit  forming  part  of  the  proceedbigs. 
The  chairman  overruled  my.  point  of  ordff, 
and  there  is  my  Intention  of  appealing  to 
the  House  from  the  decision  of  the  chflir- 
nmn.  There  Is  also  In  that  report  and 
forming  part  of  It,  the  evidence  contaUilnf 
the  document  in  question,  '  and  a  copy  of 
the  said  evidence  as  herewith  submitted.' 
We  have  now  to  deal  with  tbe  motion  of  tne 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria,  that  this  re- 
port be  adopted.  If  that  motion  was  to 
pass  unchailenged,  what  would  be  the  con 
sequence  ?  This  honourable  House  would 
adopt  the  evidence,  would  make  It  part 
of  Its  proceedings,  and  would  confirm  the 
resolution  of  the  committee  admitting  tbb 
document  as  evidence.   Surely  It  was  ge^ 
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mane  to  the  motion  that  the  report  be  adopt- 
ed, to  wit,  that  this  evidence  be  accepted 
by  the  House,  and  especially  that  this  docu- 
ment be  admitted  as  evidence — it  was 
germane  to  that  motion  when  I  moved  that 
tt  be  not  received,  but  that  the  motion  be 
amended  by  declaring  that  that  document, 
No.  86,  be  expunged  from  the  proceedings 
of  Ihe  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— That  Is  not  the  point 
of  order  ;  that  was  decided  In  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  had  two  recourses; 
I  bad  the  recourse  which  I  intimated  I  would 

at  first  ta^e,  of  asking  that  the  decision 
of  the  chairman  of  the  committee  be  over 
ruled  by  the  House.  It  would  not  have 
affected  the  document,  but  merely  the  mo- 
tion ot  the  hon.  member  that  the  document 
be  received  as  evidence  for  a  certain  pur- 
pose; the  document  would  have  remained 
there  all  the  same,  and  the  committee  would 
have  bad  to  take  up  the  matter  again.  It 
would  have  left  the  matter  entire  before 
the  committee.  But  the  committee  hav- 
ing ceased  to  exist,  my  appeal  would  have 
had  no  purpose,  and  by  my  amendment  I 
go  to  the  very  root  of  the  question,  not 
to  send  the  matter  to  the  committee  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  committee,  but  Invltlus 
the  House,  the  supreme  body,  to  decide 
whether  that  document  should  be  received 
la  evidence  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  Qnd  the  explana- 
tion of  the  hon.  member  from  dc  Salaberry 
very  slim  and  of  a  very  quibbling  nature. 

The  SPEAKER— I  must  ask  the  bon. 
gentleman  not  to  use  language  of  that  kind. 
Sharp  and  taxing  language  is  calculated  to 
lead  to  unpleasantness. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Such  language  has 
been  used' in  the  debate  before  now,  and 
I  do  not  see  any  difference  between  the 
use  of  the  Vord  quibbling  yesterday  and 
the  use  of  it  to-day.  If  It  be  objectionable 
It  is  a  ptty  attention  was  not  called  to  it 
before.  I  adhere  to  the  expression  '  slim 
arguments '  used  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry.  In  the  first  place,  be 
combats  one  of  the  reasons  raised  by  the 
hon.  member  from  Stadacona  by  saying  that 
he  did  not  speak  while  this  motion  to  adopt 
the  report  was  under  consideration  In  this 
House.     If  anybody  will  take  the  trouble 


of  going  through  the  debates,  he  will  find 
the  hon.  gentleman  spoke  once,  twice,  three 
times,  four,  fly^  six,  seven  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Oh,  that  Is  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-We  will  get  the  ex- 
act number— eight  On  the  eighth  occasion 
he  says,  '  If  It  is  the  desire  of  the  House 
to  take  up  the  matter  now  I  am  going  to 
move  an  amendment.'  That  was  the  time 
he  moved  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  is  due  to  our- 
selves that  this  House  should  be  protected. 
The  Speaker  dedded  that  the  hon.  member 
from  de  Salaberry  had  not  spoken  in  a 
sense  which  precluded  him  from  speaking 
again.  Why  then  does  the  hon.  gentleman 
discuss  it  again?  It  Is  certainly  out  of 
order  to  challenge  the  decision  of  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  knew  that 
any  decision  of  the  chair  was  rendered  to- 
night I  am  not  alluding  to  any  past  de- 
bate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-It  was  decided 
when  the  hou.  gentleman  raised  the  point 
of  order  the  other  day.  The  Speaker  de- 
cided that  the  hon.  member  from  de  Sala- 
berry was  within  his  right,  that  be  had  not 
spoken  In  any  way  to  preclude  his  making 
a  motion.  Now,  if  that  is  right  surely  this 
House  must  protect  itself  against  challeng- 
ing the  decision  of  the  chair,  and  taking 
up  so  much  time  in  going  over  a  point  that 
has  been  already  settled.  Surely  we  must 
protect  ourselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Certainly  that  Is 
what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

The  SPEAKER— The  bon.  gentleman  Is 
out  of  order,  bnt  he  has  the  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— A  point  was 
raised  by  the  hon.  member  from  Marshfleld. 
and  I  should  like  to  have  a  decision  by  the 
Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  has  given  his  answer  to 
the  point  of  order,  and  now  the  hon.  member 
from  Marshfield  wants  the  House  to  protect 
Itself  against  what  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Against  challeng- 
ing the  decision  of  the  Speaker.  I  asked 
for  a  ruling. 
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The  SPEAKER— A  ruling  has  been  asked 
for.  The  hon.  gentleman  fs  uudoubtedly  out 
of  order  In  undertaking  to  declare  that  a 
ruling  which  I  gave  two  days  ago  was  not 
correct.  That  is  practically  what  it  Is.  I 
ruled  that  the  bon.  member  from  de  Sala- 
berry  bad  the  right  to  make  the  motion 
which  he  did.  and  the  bon.  gentleman  is 
simply  reflecting  on  my  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  bow  most  respect- 
fully to  the  decision  of  the  chair,  but  I  re- 
gret to  find  that  both  the  hon.  member  from 
Marshfleld  and  the  Speaker  are  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  the  point  I  am  taking. 
I  am  not  calling  In  question  the  decision  of 
the  chair,  which  I  respected  the  night  before 
last  and  respect  to-night. 

The  SPEAKER— The  hon.  gentleman,  I 
understood,  rase  to  discuss  the  point  of  order 
raised  by  the  bon.  gentleman  for  Stadacona. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN—I  am  giving  Informa- 
tion, but  apparently  I  cannot 'give  under- 
standing. That  was  told  to  me  here  one 
evening,  and  I  am  glad  to  repeat  It  to  the 
House.  If  I  fail  to  make  the  hon.  mem- 
ber for  MarsUfleld  understand  the  point  I 
am  making,  it  will  only  devolve  on  me  to 
use  a  little  more  effort^  that  is  ali.  The  hon. 
member  from  Stadacona  has  made  to  my 
mind,  a  clear  point  of  order.  The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  de  Salaberry  has  a  perfect  right 
to  answer  that  point  of  order  and  has 
made  the  best  of  his  case.  I  consider  the 
best  of  bis  case  a  very  poor  statement  The 
reason  is  this  :  he  wants  to  convey  to  the 
House  that  be  did  not  speak  to  the  motion, 
when  I  find  in  the  debates — and  this  Is  not 
attempting  to  reflect  on  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker  

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  think  hon. 
gentlemen  will  all  see  that  this  Is  really  a 
series  of  running  comments  on  the  decision 
given  by  the  Speaker.  I  appeal  to  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  to  respect  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — I  regret  exceedingly 
that  the  attitude  of  the  hon.  member  from 
de  Salaberry  and  the  hon.  member  from 
Marshfleld  is  concurrent  with  the  attitude 
of  the  Speaker.  As  I  have  distinctly  stated, 
I  respectfnily  bow  to  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  and  do  not  want  to  challenge  bim 
in  every  respect,  bnt  when  I  find  an  hon. 
Hon.  Hr.  PERQUSOK. 


member  whose  attitude  is  challenged  by  a 
colleague  who  bas  given  bis  answer,  aitd 
an  answer  which  I  do  not  admit  to  t>e  pro- 
per, am  I  to  be  held  out  of  order  becanaetbc 
remarks  I  have  to  make  in  answer  to  tiii 
statement,  not  on  account  of  any  wish  od 
my  partt  reflect  on  previous  rulings.  Wbea 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  staud 
that  he  bad  not  spoken  to  the  motloD— u 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  debates  show  that  be 
spoke  nine  times.  All  the  authorities  qaoted 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona  b«r 
him  out  in  this,  that  once  a  senator  iiu 
spoken  one  word — and  it  has  happened  to 
me, — but  simply  having  risen,  and  wben 
called  to  order,  on  again  rising.  Is  not  at 
lowed  to  move  an  amendment.   The  boa 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  bas  spoken 
not  only  one  word  but  has  spoken  eigU 
times.    His  speeches  are  on  record  in  tlie 
debates,  and  when  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona  puts  these  facts  l>efore  this  tion- 
ourable   House   and   before   the  Speaker 
backed  by  the  authorities  which  be  ttai 
quoted  after  close  study  for  the  last  two 
weeks,  be  Is  asserting  the  rights  of  eacb 
Individual  senator,  and  it  is  not  proper  for 
any  hon.  senator  to  ask  the  Speaker  to 
protect  this  House  against  what  Is  their 
privilege  and  their  riglit.    That  is  tbe  first 
point.    Now,  In  regard  to  tbe  relevaucy  of 
the  motion,  all  hon.  members  bare  to  do 
is  to  read  the  report.   I  aliall  not  read  it 
It  appears  on  page  642  of  tbe  Mhiutea. 
They  will  find  the  report  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, the  consideration  of  which  I  morad 
In  this  honourable  House.   That  was  under 
consideration  for  an  hour  or  two,  and  flatUjr 
the  hon.  gentleman,  from  de  Salabmr 
moved  an  amendment,  which  I,  jointly  witb 
tiie  hon.   memb&r  frdm   Stadacona,  con- 
sidered to  be  completely  irrelevant,  to  the 
motion  I  made,  and  cannot  be  attacbei 
It  may  be— well,  I  cannot  use  tbe  word ;  1 
do  not  know  the  word  to  use,  but  1  would 
not  dare  use  tbe  word  which  has  been  used 
—sharp  practice,  but  1  do  not  know  wlif 
this  thing  Is  brought  up  in  this  way.  i 
never  use  a  word  r^ecting  on  tbe  cbanc- 
ter  of  bon.  senators. 

The  SPEAKER— If  the  hon.  gentlemaa 
will  conflne  himself  to  the  question  ot  or- 
dei^— 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN — I  am  confining  my- 
self to  the  debate  raised  on  the  fioor  of  tbia 
House.  I  am  now  on  the  questiou  of  tbe 
relevancy  of  the  motion  made  by  myself 
on  bebalf  of  the  committee,  that  tbelr  sev- 
enth report  be  considered,  and  I  hold,  with 
tiie  bon.  gentleman  from  Stadacoua,  that 
the  amendment  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry  Is  not  relevant.  That  can 
be  ascertained  by  put;,ting  the  two  together, 
the  amendment  as  written  and  drafted  by 
tbe  hon.  senator,  and  the  report  of  tbe 
committee.  Although  a  young  member  of 
this  House,  I  stand  up  for  the  rights  of 
committees.  The  bon.  member  from  Stada- 
cona  bas  qaoted  numerous  anthorltieB  wbere 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  a  committee, 
and  tbe  chairman  of  a  committee,  should 
not  be  Interfered  with  by  the  House  or  by 
the  Speaker.  He  has  quoted  numerous  au- 
thorities, the  best  that  English  parliament- 
ary history  can  give  us,  and  it,  is  there 
laid  down  that  the  decisions  of  the  chair- 
man of  a  committee,  especially  where  tbey 
are  endorsed  by  tbe  committee,  should  not 
be  Interfered  with  by  the  House  or  by  the 
Speaker.  That  Is  parliamentary  Ktstory. 
It  Is  parliamentary  procedure.  That  Is  the 
endorsatlon  of  centuries  of  parliamentary 
procedure,  but  for  some  hidden  purpose 
these  opinions,  these  decisions  of  tbe  chair- 
man, the  work  of  tbe  committee,  are  chal- 
lenged openly  before  the  Speaker  and  be- 
fore this  House,  without  any  fair  or  full 
knowledge  of  what  transpired  before  the 
committee.  I  hold  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Stadacona  discharged  a  duty  to  this 
Honse,  and  to  the  parliamentary  privileges 
of  the  Senate,  when  he  quoted  the  authority 
of  English  procedure  In  this  matter,  and 
proved  that  neither  tbls  House  nor  tbe  hon. 
Speaker  has  the  right  to  Interfere  with  the 
work  of  the  committee,  nor  tbe  decisions  of 
the  chairman,  except  on  grave  occasions. 
These  are  the  opinions  for  which  I  now 
stand,  and  as  I  stood  this  afternoon,  and 
for  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  leader  of  thd 
opposition  in  a  matter  that  would  seriously 
affect  the  privileges  of  parliament. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Order.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  tolerate  any  longer  the  lecture  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  bas  been  giving  tbe  hon. 
memt>er8  of  this  Honse.  as  to  tbeir  duty.  I 
think  they  knew  their  duty  before  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  born. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  propose  to 
accept  a  lecture  either.  I  am  standing 
here  backing  the  opinion  of  a  large  num- 
ber of  bon.  gentlemen,  and  X  do  not  want  to 
be  lectured. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  entirely  out  of  order. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— Better  let  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman proceed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  will  never  finish. 

The  SPEAKER— If  the  House  Is  ready 
for  my  decision,  I  am  ready  to  give  it.  The 
hon.  gentleman  has  given  three  reasons— 
I  had  better  be  careful— three  alleged  rea- 
sons why  this  motion  is  not  In  order,  as  I 
understand. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  did  iiot  say  alleged. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— First,  that  the  amend- 
ment is  not  relevant  I  think  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman is  probably— I  do  not  wish  to  use  too 
strong  a  term— confounding  the  motion  of 
which  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
has  given  notice,  that  he  would  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  tbe  cbabrman  of  the  Select 
Committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— No,  not  at  all. 

The  SPEAKER— The  first  ground  taken, 
is  that  tbe  ameudment  is  not  relevant  to  tbe 
motion.  The  motion  made  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Victoria,  was  that  tbe  seventh 
report  of  tbe  committee  to  Investigate  the 
position  in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve 
I'^und  Life  Association  of  New  York  be  con- 
curred in.  That  report  was  one  which  cover- 
ed, as  tbe  bon.  gentleman  told  us,  part  5  of 
tbe  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  no. 

The  SPEAKER— I  spoke  from  memory. 
I  paid  a  good  deal  of  attention  to  tbe 
speeches  which  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria  made— 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  a  special  report, 
for  that  point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-It  Included  the 

evidence. 

The  SPEAKER— The  report  reported  tbe 
evidence.  It  brought  tbe  evidence  before 
tbe  House.  This  evidence  was  before  the 
Senate,  and  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  de 
Salaberry  then  moved  in  amendment  '  that 
the  report  be  not  now  adopted,  but  that  all 
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the  words  after  the  word  'that'  be  struck 
out  and  that  the  following  be  substituted 

therefor.  The  document  exhibit  No.  6  men- 
tioued  and  referred  to  In  the  said  seventh 
report,  Is  not  admissible  as  evidence  of  any 
statement  therein  contained,  and  should  be 
expunged  from  the  evidence  reported  to  this 
House.  The  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  de  Salaberry  is  practically  that  this 
document  should  be  expunged  from  the  evi- 
dence. No  hon.  gentleman  in  this  House 
will  uiidertalie  to  say  thnt  when  a  report 
comes  before  the  Senate  containing  evi- 
dence, tlie  Senate  has  not  the  right  to 
expunge  from  that  reirart  anything  which 
It  pleases ;  so  that  the  amendment  is  per- 
fectly relevant.  The  report  brings  up  the 
evidence,  and  nslcs  the  House  to  accept  that 
evidence,  as  the  evidence  which  should  be 
before  It,  and  the  amendment  proposes  to 
strilce  out  a  certain  portion  of  the  evidence. 
I  do  not  think  an  amendment  could  well  be 
more  relevant  to  a  motion  than  that  is. 
So  that  on  the  ground  of  Irrelevancy  th« 
point  of  order  Is  not  well  taken.  Then  the 
hon.  gentleman  took  the  ground  that  there 
is  no  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  com- 
mittee. That  might  be  a  good  enough  ground 
to  take  if  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry had  moved  by  way  of  appeal  against 
the  decision  of  a  committee  or  the  chairman 
of  a  committee,  but  he  did  not.  He  has 
moved  a  substantive  motion  with  respect 
to  the  evidence  which  is  before  the  House, 
iind  which  he  has  a  perfect  right  to  move, 
and  there  is  no  necessity  to  consider  the 
other  appeal.  The  authorities  which  the 
hou.  gentleman  cited  were  very  good  au- 
thorities, but  they  do  not  happen  to  be  rele- 
vant to  this  question.  Then  as  to  the  fact 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry 
had  spoken,  he  may  have  spoken  twenty 
times,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact  he  moved  this 
resolution.  The  question  of  order  was  raised 
when  be  moved  the  resolution,  and  it  wns 
held,  rightly  or  wrongly,  that  he  bad  the 
right  to  move  the  amendment,  nud  that  was 
the  time  to  take  the  objection.  But  to  take 
the  objection  two  days  afterwards  that  the 
hon,  gentleman  had  spoken  twice,  and  con- 
sequently could  not  move  the  amendment, 
must  strike  hon.  gentlemen  as  being  per- 
fectly absurd  on  the  face  of  It,  particularly 
in  A  House  like  this,  where  we  are  not  very 
8t3*lct  about  rules.   Therefore,  my  decision 

The  SPEAKER. 


Is  that  the  points  of  order  of  the  hon.  gat- 
tleman  are  not  well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  bear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOM'VT^IjLE— Of  course  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  is  responailile 
for  this  long  debate,  precipitated  on  tie 
House  by  what  has  l>een  considered  an  nn- 
nsual  course,  although  the  hon.  Speaker 
has  ruled  in  his  favour,  and  I  am  natmallr 
bound  to  accept  it;  but  the  bon.  Speaker 
has  ruled  that  this  motion  Is  in  order,  be> 
cause  it  is  to  expunge  a  part  of  this  report, 
and  1  had  started  reading  this  report,  and 
the  cutting  out  of  a  portion  of  it  was  goiaj 
to  materially  Interfere  with  the  whole  con- 
text. If  it  Is  the  wish  of  the  House  I  shall 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to.  , 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  beg  to  ask  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  when  I  may  expect  to 
get  the  returns  I  moved  for,  for  which  the 
order  of  the  House  was  given,  relating  v> 
the  'Gauss'  and  the  'Neptune,'  to  Jose^ 
Paiuchaud  and  a  few  others.  I  want  to 
get  them  before  the  House  prorogues. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  have  done  all  I  cooW. 
I  tblnk  the  hon.  gentleman  is  entitled  to 
the  returns.  I  have  been  very  much  u- 
noyed  about  it,  and  I  need  not  state  tiie 

views  I  expressed  to  the  department  They 
have  promised  to  send  these  returns  over 
to  me,  but  I  have  not  received  them,  and 
I  cannot  do  anything  more. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— For  the  hiformatloD 
of  the  hon.  minister  I  may  state  that  last 
year  before  the  House  prorogued  the  return 
for  the  '  Neptune '  was  ready  in  the  Marino" 
•  Department  I  asked  for  it  early  this  ses- 
sion, and  I  know  it  is  ready. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  also  to  a  return  for  which 
I  moved,  In  connection  with  the  reports 
that  were  made  by  Col.  Prince  on  the  in- 
vestigation of  the  charges  made  in  ^efe^ 
ence  to  the  '  Gauss,*  and  I  should  like  If  pos- 
sible to  get  the  return  In  connection  with 
the  ice-breakers.,  I  also  called  the  attentton 
of  the  hon.  gentleman  the  other  day  to  the 
return  which  was  moved  for  by  the  boo. 
gentleman  tmrn  Stadaeona  wltii  refoence  W 
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the  appointment  of  honorary  colonels.  That 
of  course  was  a  year  or  two  ago. 

Hon.  ■  Mr.  SCOTT— That  return  was 
brought  down. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— 
When? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Last  session. 

Hon.  Sir  MAjOKSNZIB  BOWELL— 
Could  the  hon.  gentleman  tell  me  where 

it  could  be  found  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  I  have  a  memo, 
ou  my  desk  to  give  the  hon.  gentleman.  I 
will  produce  it  in  the  morning.  It  vent 
to  the  Printing  Committee,  and  they  order 
ed  it  to  be  printed,  amd  It  is  printed  la 
the  appendices.  I  had  It  looked  up  in  order 
to  give  the  hon.  gentleman  the  informa- 
tion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to  furnish 
the  following  Information  for  the  Senate 
when  the  question  of  the  purchase  of  the 
Eastern  Extension  Railway  is  under  con- 
Bideration.  A  Bill  has  been  intooduced 
in  the  Lower  House  for  the  purchase  of 
that  line,  ronnlng  from  Chatham  to  Fred- 
ericton,  also  the  taking  over  of  the  St  John 
bridge.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  could  have 
the  information  furnished,  with  the  informa- 
tion showing  the  original  cost  of  the  road, 
and  the  bounties  and  subsidies  which  the 
company  had  received,  and  the  cost  of 
operating  the  road  per  year  for  a  number  of 
years  past,  together  with  receipts,  In  order 
that  we  might  be  enabled  to  understand 
thoroughly  the  responsibilities  that  we  arc 
assuming  In  the  purchase  of  that  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  endeavour  to 
get  all  that  information. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZlJj!  BOWELL— If 
the  hon.  gentleman  would  also  ascertain 
what  Is  the  weight  of  the  rails  that  have 
been  used  In  the  construction  of  the  road, 
together  with  the  condition  of  the  road  at 
\he  present  moment,  becnuse  it  may  5e  In 
the  same  state  as  the  Drummond  County 
was  in,  which  cost  a  million  or  two  to  put 
in  repair.  I  think  the  Senate  would  like 
to  have  the  information  to  which  I  have 
called  attention,  to  enable  them  to  deal  In- 
telligently with  the'questlon  when  it  comes 
before  them.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  the 
propriety  of  it  now. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  endeavour  to  get 
it  In  regni-d  to  the  bridge,  hon.  gentlemen 
will  remember,  we  are  the  owners  of  the 
bridge.  We  had  a  mortgage  on  It,  and  the 
Interest  has  not  t>een  paid,  and  we  simply 
took  it  over.  The  rails  were  only  sixty 
pounds  to  the  yard,  I  think.  Perhaps  I  am 
mistaken.  I  know  they  were  not  higher 
than  that. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  eleven  a.m. 
to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Thursday,  August  ^,  1901t, 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Eleven 

a.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 
THE  COPYRIGHT  QUESTION. 
MOTION  ALLOWED  TO  STAND. 
The  notice  of  motion  being  called  : 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  David  :— 

That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to  His 
Excellencr  the  Qovernor  aeD«ral ;  praylas  that 
His  ExcellencT'  will  cause  t«  be  laid  before  th« 
Senate  copies  of  «ll  correapoadence,  petitions 
and  documents  In  tbe  hands  of  the  government, 
being  connected  with  the  copyright  question, 
and  tlie  law  on  the  subject ;  also,  tor  a  state- 
meat  of  the  number  of  toreiin  books  vUoh 
have  been  reprinted  la  Caaada  la  accordance 
with  our  laws  oa  cop:rright, 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  would  like  to  have 
this  motion  stand. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
understood  the  hon.  gentleman  had  the  re- 
port to  which  this  motion  refers  handed  to 
him  yesterday  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— Yes,  I  have  part  of  the 

return,  but  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  draw 
conclusions  from  those  documents.  A  good 
deal  of  time  will  be  required  for  coiisitlern- 
tion.  and  I  ask  that  the  motion  be  allowed 
to  stand  once  more  for  the  last  tlfne. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  have 
no  objection  to  the  motion  standing,  but  I  am 
calJlng  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
irregular  way  In  which  these  reports  are  laid 
on  the  table.  I  placed  a  notice  on  the  paper 
a  short  time  ago  for  a  return,  and  before  I 
could  make  the  motion  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
Stflte  said  he  had  the  document  ready  for  me. 
Not  giving  it  proper  reflection,  I  withdrew 
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my  motion,  and  that  removed  It  altogether 
from  the  records  of  the  House.  In  thl8  case 
the  hon.  ^ntleman  gave  notice  of  the  motion 
for  papers  on  a  very  important  subject.  I  am 
very  glad  he  dtd  so,  twcause  It  Is  a  subject 
which  has  agitated  this  country,  more  par- 
ticularly the  publishers,  for  a  number  of 
years.  Then  when  the  motion  is  called,  the 
hon.  gentleman  rises  in  bis  place  and  snja 
'  I  have  tliat  return.' 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  is  hardly  fair  to 
raise  this  question  in  the  absence  of  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State.  Perhaps  the  leader  of 
the  opposition  will  wait  until  he  comes  In. 

Hon.  Sir  BIAOKENZIB  BOWBLL— I  have 
said  already  all  that  I  intended  to  say,  but  I 
do  not  know  that  the  business  of  the  House 
has  to  be  stopped,  particularly  at  this  stage 
of  the  session,  because  tbe  ministers  of  the 
Crown  are  not  here.  It  Is  tbeir  duty  to  be 
here. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — There  are  times  when 
a  miuister  cannot  be  in  his  place. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIB  BOWELL— I  do 
not  care  

Hon.  Mr.  WILSOX— We  ought  to  cftre. 
We  ought  to  consider  the  rules  of  courtesy 
which  one  gentleman  should  show  to  an- 
other. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  propose  to  be  read  a  lecture  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  as  to  what  constitutes  gentleman- 
ly conduct.  I  appreciate  what  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman said.  I  felt  the  force  of  what  he  said 
before  I  rose — the  absence  of  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State— but  had  I  not  called  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  then,  I  would  have  had  no 
opportunity  to  do  so  again  unless  I  en- 
croached on  the  time  of  the  House.  I  liad 
no  ri^t  to  do  so.  I  know  my  duty  here, 
and  I  do  not  tbink  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  or  any  one  else  will  accuse  me  of  tak- 
ing advantage  of  his  absence,  or  treating 
him  in  what  the  hon.  gentleman  calls  an 
*  ungentlemanly  manner.' 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  do  not  think  the 
leader  of  the  opposition  should  Imaf^Ine  I 
was  reading  bim  a  lecture.  I  was  merely 
calling  attention  to  the  fact  that  tbe  leader 
of  the  House  was  not'in  bis  place  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEI/L—  I  said 
he  ought  to  be  here. 

HOQ.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  called  the  attention 
of  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  to  tbe 
fact  that  sometimes  people  cannot  always 
be  in  their  place.  The  Secretary  of  State 
is  now  in  his  place,  and  It  Is  an  easy  mntter 
for  the  leader  of  tbe  opposition  to  refer  to 
tue  matter  and  not  Imagine  that  I  was  try- 
ing to  read  bim  a  lecture.  He  is  about  li» 
last  man  to  whom  I  would  try  to  read  i 
lecture. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand. 

TtiE  LIEUTENANT  GOVEUNOIISHIP  OF 
PRINCE  EDWARD  ISLAND. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON  rose  to  : 

Call  tbe  attention  of  tlie  Senate  to  th»  daltf 
which  bu  occurred  in  filling  the  offlce  of  Um- 

tenaot  Governor  of  Prince  Edward  Island,  tad 
will  Inquire  ol  the  sovernment  when  an  appalot- 
ment  will  be  made  to  that  position  ? 

He  said :  The  vacancy,  I  think,  standi 
since  tbe  28rd  of  Hay.  It  Is  true,  tbe  late 
Lieutenant  Governor  continues  to  act  nam 
bis  successor  Is  appointed,  but  three  raoDtba 
have  expired,  and  It  is  time  that  we  shoald 
know  whether  Governor  Mclntyre  It  to 
have  a  second  term,  or  a  new  appolDtment 
is  to  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  there  bu 
been  any  improper  delay  In  this  matter. 
Tbe  history  of  the  apfMlntments  of  Lleo- 
tenant  Governors,  and  their  snccessors 
shows  that  neither  government  has  been 
prompt  to  remove  a  Lieutenant  Governor  at 
the  expiration  of  bis  term.  Sir  Leonard 
TUley  held  bis  position  after  a  second  term 
for  three  years.  John  Beverly  RobinsoQ 
held  bis  for  two  years.  Mr.  Howland  was 
appointed  on  the  24tb  February,  ISfiW.  and 
this  government  did  not  think  proper  to 
remove  him  or  appoint  a  successor  until 
May,  1899.  He  retained  the  office  over 
three  months  after  the  expiration  of  his 
term.  In  this  case  the  period  Is  not  yet 
three  months.  I  mention  these  cases  to 
show  tbe  practice  that  has  prevailed  In  tbe 
past.  I  need  not  go  beyond  the  Immediate 
predecessor  of  the  present  Lieutenant  Gov- 
ernor, who  held  this  position  one  montb 
beyond  the  term  and  nobody  objected.  Tbere 
has  been  a  pressure  of  parliamentary  busi- 
ness this  sessloot  and  ffverythlng  has  been 
running  at  high  speed.  The  subject  has 
,  not  been  brought  up  or  referred  to.    It  fau 
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not  been  forgotten,  Qnd  it  will  be  attended 
to  as  »on  as  parliament  rUetf. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  think 
my  taon.  friend  is  correct  in  saylug  that 
when  Bimllar  cases  occurred  in  the  past  no 
attention  was  paid  to  them.  If  my  memory 
serves  me,  In  the  case  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  refers,  the  Lieutenant  GoTemor- 
ship  of  Ontario,  the  oppoattion  made  a 
dead  set  to  bare  a  successor  appointed.  It 
was  claimed  that  the  Lieutenant  Governor's 
term  having  been  extended,  it  gave  the  gov- 
ernment improper  control  over  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  was  two  years: 
there  is  a  great  difference  between  two 
jears  and  three  montiis. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBROUSON— The  length  of  time 
does  not  at  all  settle  the  matter.  It  might 
be  possible  to  do  more  harm  In  three  months 
than  in  two  years. 

QUEBEC  AND  LEVIS  FERRY. 
INQUIRY. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  : 

1.  la  there  a  contract  between  the  govera* 
meat  and  the  persos  who  actuaUr  transfera 
bEKSse  from  the  Quebec  and  IAvIb  lerrr-boati 
to  the  trains  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  or 
from  the  trains  at  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
the  said  ferry-boats  ? 

2.  It  there  is  a  contract,  what  is  the  amount 
of  It,  Its  duration,  and  who  obtained  It  t 

3.  It  there  Is  no  contract,  who  at  iweaent 
makes  this  transfer,  and  on  what  conditions 
does  he  make  It  ? 

4.  In  the  latter  case,  why  have  tenders  not 
been  asked  for  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  replies  are  as  fol- 
lows :— 

1.  There  was  a  contract  entered  into  in 
January,  1899,  between  Her  Majesty  and 
Napoleon  Hall6  and  Narclsse  Marceau  for 
hauling  baggage  from  the  Quebec  and  L^vls 
ferry-boats  to  the  trains  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  and  vice  versa. 

2.  The  contract  price  for  hauling  the  bag- 
gage was  eight  cents  per  load.  The  con- 
tract was  to  terminate  upon  either  of  the 
parties  thereto  giving  one  month's  notice. 

3.  In  February,  1904,  Messrs,  Halle  & 
Marceau  gave  notice  that  they  could  not 
continue  to  do  the  work  at  the  rate  named 
in  the  contract,  and  at  the  end  of  a  month 
thereafter  the  contract  terminated.  Tenders 
were  then  invited,  but  no  offers  were  received. 
An  arrangement  was  then  made  with  Messrs. 
Ha116  &  Marcean  to  continue  to  do  the 


work  at  fourteen  cents  a  load,  which  was 
the  lowest  price  they  were  willing  to  per- 
form the  service  for. 
4.  Answered  by  number  3. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  : 

1.  Did  a  person  named  Rouleau,  ol  L6vls,  ono* 
have  ttie  contract  for  the  transfer  of  bacgace 
from  the  trains  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
the'  Cerry-boata  between  Quebec  and  Ij6t1i,  and 
vice  versa  ? 

3.  Did  the  government  afterwards  give  this 
contract  to  Messrs.  HaI14  &  Harceau  ? 

3.  Id  what  year,  and  for  what  reasons,  was 
this  contract  taken  away  from  Mr.  Rouleau  ? 

4.  Have  Messrs  HaUd  &  Harceau  relinquished 
their  contract  to  the  government  T. 

B.  Why  ? 

6.  Was  It  on  the  exptratloQ  or  before  the  ex- 
piration of  the  said  contract  ? 

7.  Who  succeeded  Messrs.  HalI6  A  Marceau, 
and  who  is  now  doing  the  work  for  the  execn- 
tion  of  which  they  bad  the  contract  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  reply  to  the  first 
question  is 

In  March,  1897,  a  contract  was  entered 
into  with  Messrs.  Roulean  &  Begin  for  the 
transfer  of  baggage  to  and  from  the  Qnet>ec 
and  L6vl8  ferry-boats  and  the  Interookinlal 

Railway. 

2.  Yes. 

3.  In  December,  1898.  Complaints  were 
received  by  the  mtalster  that  Mewrs.  Rou- 
leau &  B^ln  were  not  ^Ing  the  work 
satisfactorily;  therefore  a  form  of  surrender 
of  the  contract  was  sent  them  which  they 
signed.  Tenders  were  then  Invited  and 
the  contract  was  awarded  to  Messrs.  Ha1I6 
&  Marceau. 

4.  Yes. 

6.  Because  they  could  not  perform  the 
work  at  the  price  named  lu  tlie  contract 

6.  At  the  expiration  by  nonce. 

7.  No  one.  Messrs,  Halie  &  Marceau 
continued  to  do  the  work  at  an  Increased 
price. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  .Mr.  DOMVILLE  Inquired  : 

If  the  government  is  aware  that  the  House  of 
Lords  In  England  in  the  case  of  Foster  vs.  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New 
York  on  appeal  from  the  Court  of  Appeal  there 
has  given  Judgment  against  the  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  heard  of  it  as  I  came 
into  the  chamber  a  few  minutes  ago.  I  did 
not  hear  the  facts  and  I  do  not  know  any- 
thing of  the  merits  of  the  case. 
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FRENCH  VERSION  OF  MILITIA  RULES 
AND  REGULATIONS. 

XNQUXRT. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  : 

When  win  the  French  officers  of  the  French 
militia  of  Canada  be  put  In  possession  of  a 
French  translation  of  the  Rules  and  Regula- 
tions for  the  militia  and  of  the  last  volume  of 
Infantry  Exercises  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  must  confess  I  had 
not  seen  this  notice  before  coming  Into  the 
House,  and  I  have  had  no  opportunity  of 
making  Inquiry  about  it.  I  presume  tUe 
French  translation  should  be  made  as  rapid- 
ly as  possible,  contemporaneously  with  the 
English. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—I  do  not  want  sup- 
positions ;  I  want  a  reply  to  my  question — 
Is  it  to  be  done  or  not  to  be  done  ?  I  suppose 
the  same  answer  will  apply  to  all  questions 
I  have  on  the  order  paper,  that  the  minister 
has  bad  no  time  to  look  at  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  is  the  first  time  I 
hare  seen  them.  I  did  not  get  the  order 
paper  nntU  this  moment.  I  telephoned  to 
the  Bureau  to  find  out  if  it  was  published. 

The  motion  was  allowed  to  stand. 

MUTyAL  RESERVE  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Before 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  are  called  I  wish  tc 
take  advantage  of  the  decision  rendered  by 
the  Speaker  yesterday,  to  make  a  motioli 
without  notice.  I  now  propose  to  move  with 
regard  to  the  notice  of  motion  given  by  the 
hon.  member  from  de  Salaberry  yesterday. 
It  appears  in  the  Minutes,  and  is  therefore  a 
proper  subject  to  come  before  the  House  on 
the  ruling  of  the  Speaker. 

The  SPEAKER— I  ruled  that  a  question 

of  privilege  could  ibe  taken  up  without  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  a  question  of 
privilege. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  do  not 
agree  with  tbe  ruling  at  all,  but  I  take  ad- 
vantage of  it  to  submit  a  motion  without 
notice.  My  own  belief  is  that  notice  should 
be  given  ot  every  motion  In  this  House,  and 
notices  of  motion  should  not  be  discussed 
before  they  are  moved  by  those  who  have 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


given  notice  of  them.  My  intention  Is  to 
move  : 

That  this  House  Is  not  in  a  position  to  pn- 

uouQce  for  or  asalnst  the  integrity  of  tbe 

transactions  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fuod  lilt 
Association  of  New  York  in  Canada,  and  there- 
fore decline  to  accept  the  motion  rehitive  to 
such  traoBBctioQ  placed  on  tlie  Order  piptt 
by  the  honourable  gentleman  from  de  Salabenr- 

The  motion  which  appears  on  tbe  paper 
asks  this  House  to  give  a  decision  upon  tbe 
management  of  the  Mutual  Resetre,  and  as- 
sumes that  the  company  has  not  ben 
guilty  of  wrong-doing.  I  am  sure  the  Home 
is  not  ready  to  come  to  a  conclusion.  Thf 
evidence  baa  been  placed  before  us,  but  wbo 
has  analysed  It  to  be  able  to  form  a  con- 
clusion ?  We  have  our  own  ideas,  but  I  for 
one  could  not  possibly  say  that  this  company 
have  been  guilty  of  fraud  and  dishonesty  or 
that  they  have  been  entirely  innocent  Tbe 
notice  put  on  tbe  paper  by  the  hon.  member 
from  de  Salaberry  is  : 

That  he  will  move  the  following  as  being  tM 
proper  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  the  btI- 
dence  reported  to  this  House  by  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  Investigate  the  posi- 
tion In  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fond  LUo 
AsBOciatioQ  of  New  York,  namely  : 

Then  be  goes  on  to  recite  facts  brought 
out  in  tbe  investigation,  the  Intention  being 
to  whitewash  the  company.  I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  trifling  with  the  privileges  of 
tills  House,  and  with  his  own  acuteness  of 
intellect,  to  ask  the  Senate  to  prononnee  a 
verdict  when  they  cannot  possibly  do  so- 
The  best  thing  the  hon.  gentleman  can  do  is 
to  withdraw  this  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  the  hon.  gentle 
man  will  permit  me,  I  am  disposed  to  tender 
an  apology  for  having  assumed  that  he  wss 
expoctod  to  be  prepared  to  form  a  Juflgmenl 
on  the  investigation  made  by  the  committee, 
and  on  the  evidence  Before  this  House  ;  bol 
I  do  expect  that  there  are  gentlemen  in  thii 
honourable  House,  who  are  able  to  form 
their  own  Judgment  on  the  matter. 

The  SPEAKER— I  could  not  put  that 
motion,  because  It  is  quite  out  of  order. 

Hon.    Mr.  LANDRY— Would  the  hon. 

Speaker  state  tbe  rule  7 

The  SPEAKER— I  have  answered  enongh 
of  the  hon.  gentleman's  questions  already. 
It  is  not  fair  to  be  continually  asUng  those 
questions. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— l^e  rales  of  thts 
House  say  that  when  a  qnestion  Is  raised 
aud  the  Speaker  Is  a^ed  to  decide,  be  must 
decide  and  cite  tlie  rule.  I  ask  him  to  do 
that. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  a  very  simple  rule; 
notice  Is  required  of  every  motion  except 
certain  ones  whlcU,  yesterday,  were  refen*ed 
to  as  set  out  In  Bourluot ;  and  this  Is  not  a 
motion  which  Is  exempt  from  the  obligation 
of  notice,  that  Is  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Hear.  hear. 

The  SPEAKER— It  is  not  a  motion  which 
affects  the  privileges  of  the  House.  It  Is 
a  matter  with  respect  to  the  ordinary  busi- 
ness which  does  not  require  two  days' 
notice,  but  does  require  one  day's  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  DeBOUCHERVILIiE-TIie  Speaker 
hiig  no  right  to  give  a  decision  unless  he 
Is  aslced.  He  has  not  been  asked  to  give 
a  decision. 

The  SPEAKER— The  lion,  gentleman  Is 
probably  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-Hon.  gen- 
tlemen will  remember  that  the  hon.  meml>er 
from  Rothesay  was  quite  in  order  In  ad- 
dressing the  House  on  a  motion  the  other 
day,  and  a  motion  was  accepted  against 
bis  motion,  though  no  notice  of  It  had  been 
given.  It  could  not  be  a  question  of  pri- 
vilege, because  there  wns  Dothlug  offensive 
said  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay. 
It  was  a  plain  business  resolution,  according 
to  the  rules  of  this  Housb,  yet  the  Speaker 
rales  that  a  motion  could  be  made  against 
that  without  notice  being  given.  I  am 
now  ruled  out  of  order  for  following  the 
line  laid  down  In  that  decision.  Where  is 
the  common  sens?   I  cannot  see  it. 

Some  hon.  GENTLEMEN— Order,  order. 

The  SPEAKER— Orders  of  the  Day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  I  wish  to  direct  at- 
tention as  a  matter  of  privilege  to  some- 
thing which  occurred  this  morning.  We 
want  copies  of  the  Minutes  of  Proceedings 
and  cannot  get  them.  An  order  has  been 
given  not  to  distribute  copies  H)f  the  minutes 
to  members  of  this  House.  I  want  to  know 
who  gave  the  order  ? 
-  63 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quite  sure  that 
nobody  in  authority  gave  any  such  order. 
There  probably  were  none  there.  I  tried 
myself  to  get  a  copy,  and  even  telephoned 
to  the  Printing  Bureau  and  made  some 
pretty  sharp  observations  because  the 
minutes  were  not  up  In  the  morning. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKV— The  bon.  geutleman 
was  au  innocent  victim  because  at  the  time 
when  I  was  given  that  reply,  the  minutes 
had  been  delivered  here  and  had  been  dis- 
tributed in  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER— I  think  I  can  explain 
what  happened.  I  have  Just  been  Informed 
by  the  Clerk  that  he  instructed  the  post- 
master that  the  hou.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say needed  a  certain  number  of  copies  of 
the  mlnates,  and  he  was  not  to  give  away 
the  copies  of  the  minutes  until  the  bon. 
gentleman  had  got  what  he  required.  The 
usual  distribution  had  taken  place  amongst 
the  members  whei^  this  order  was  given 
to  the  postmaster. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- Do  I  understand 
that  a  preference  is  given  to  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Rothesay;  that  he  is  to  get  docu- 
ments that  are  not  accessible  to  other  mem- 
bers ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE~I  am  an  innocent 
victim  also.  I  mentioned  the  trouble  I  bad. 
the  other  day  to  get  copies.  I  sent  a  me»- 
seuger  down  to  the  Bureau  aud  asl^ed  to 
have  them  printed  at  my  own  expense,  but 
I  have  not  yet  bad  an  answer  from  the 
Bureau. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  am 
in  the  same  position  as  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State.  When  I  went  to  the  post  office-thls 
morning  to  get  the  minutes,  they  were  not 
to  be  found  lu  the  usual  place.  I  asked 
the  postmaster  if  he  had  received  them. 
He  said  '  yes and  banded  me  one.  I  want 
to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  I  have  not 
yet  received  a  copy  of  the  very  first  Bill  on 
the  order  paper ;  the  next  Is  not  printed 
at  all,  and  none  of  them  are  printed  In 
French. 

Hon.  Mf.  SOOTT— I  have  copies  of  the 
Bills  on  the  order  paper  hete.  Going  ti> 
the  post  ofHce  Is  not  a  safe  way.  The 
postmaster  sfaonld  call  attention  to  the 
fact  when  Bills  are  received. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Are  those  Bills 
printed  In  French  ? 
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Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  knew. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Well,  I  sball  object 

/  Hon.  -Mr.  SCOTT— The  Printiug  Bureau 
Is  uot  to  blame.  The  men  are  work- 
ing tbere  uigbt  and  day— all  the  staff 
that  can  be  put  on.  Last  night  I 
gave  orders  that  Minutes  of  Proceet^- 
ings  and  Bills  for  the  Senate  should 
have  pre^cedence  as  we  were  to  sit  this  morn- 
ing. They  promised  to  have  them  liere  al 
ten  o'clock  this  mornlnfr.  Apparently  they 
were  delivered,  but  were  not  distributed, 
because,  when  I  spoke  Just  now,  one  of  the 
pages  came  and  placed  on  my  table  copies 
of  alt  the  Bilts. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What  the 
hon.  gentleman  snys  may  be  quite  true,  but 
we  Jiave  not  received  copies.  1  find  only  a 
copy  of  Bill  132  on  my  file. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  for  the 
second  readint;  of  Bill  ir>2  '  An  Act  respect- 
ing an  arbitintiou  between  His  Majesty  and 
the  Grand  Trunk  Company  of  Canada.' 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXI)UY~Is  that  Bill  printed 
In  French  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  nm  not  nware  if  it  is. 

Hon.  Mr.  LA.NDUY— Well.  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER— If  objection  Is  taken, 

that  will  linvG  to  go  over.  The  shortest 
way  would  be  to  s:iy  that  all  the  Bills  on 
the  order  down  to  No.  6,  shall  -^tand,  be- 
cause they  are  not  printed  in  French. 

Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Some  ot 
them  are  not  printed  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  find  they  are  all 
printed.   It  has  uot  been  usual  to  insist  on 

impossibilities  at  this  stage  of  the  session. 
It  is  imjiossible  with  the  prej^sure  of  work 
on  tlie  translators  branch  and  on  the  Print- 
ing Bureau,  to  lieep  up  with  the  formal  rules 
of  the  Senate.  Of  course  if  hon.  members 
Insist  on  tliat,  this  House  may  as  well  rise 
as  remain  here,  because  it  is  not  possible, 
I  care  not  what  staff  you  have,  to  do  every- 
thing in  a  moment.  The  Proceedings  and 
the  Bills  are  more  promptly  printed  here 
than  in  any  part  of  the  world.  I  say  it 
advisedly,  because  I  have  had  occasion  to  in- 
quire into  It.  At  Washington  and  London 
they  are  generally  twenty-four  to  thirty- 
six    hours    behind    the    regular  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANPST 


Here  It  Is  perfectly  marvellous  the  r&pldit; 
with  which  the  proceeding  of  dK 
House  are  printed.  On  one  occasion 
the  debate  in  the  House  of  Commons,  last- 
ing until  five  o'clock  In  the  morning,  and 
embracing  100  pages  of  Hansard,  wu 
on  the  desks  of  members  at  eleven  o'clock 
that  same  day,  six  hours  after  the  Home 
rose.  That  is  a  feat  that  ts  not  perfomMd 
anywhere  but  In  Canada.  Hon.  gentlemd 
ought  to  be  reasonable  at  this  stage  of  tbe 
session.  Of  course  we  can  -avoid  the  diffi- 
culty by  postponing  prorogation.  I  do  not 
question  the  right  of  hon.  geotlemen  to 
take  all  the  exceptions  they  chose,  but  II 
has  not  been  usual  In  past  years,  at 
this  period  to  do  so,  except  In  matta 
of  primary  Importance.  The  Bill  nnder 
consideration  Is  not  a  matter  of  prim- 
ary importance.  It  is  ratifying  an 
arbitration  that  Is  to  be  carried  on  be- 
tween the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  Dominion,  a  very  old  subject 
rising  out  of  the  transfer  of  the  Rlvlirefln 
Loup  branch. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELb-Tbe 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  an 
quite  correct.  To  use  his  own  languaj^e.  it 
Is  impossible  to  have  the  volume  of  bustsess 
sent  to  the  Printing  Bureau  ready  for  dis- 
tribution In  so  short  a  period.  While  that  Is 
impossible.  It  Is  Just  as  impossible  for  any 
one  to  legislate  upon  those  Bills  without  ever 
having  seen  them.  There  is  only  one  solu- 
tion of  the  difficulty,  and  that  Is  tbe  one  I 
suggested  last  year,  to  accept  the  Bills  vitb- 
out  any  consideration,  which  I  for  one  do 
not  propose  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— At  this  period  ot 
the  session,  I  nm  quite  sure  tlint  on  botii 
sides  of  the  House  there  ought  to  l»  a  gen- 
eral feeling  to  forbear  from  sticking  on 
technicalities  and  preventing  work  being 
done.  For  my  part  I  am  willing  to  facilitate 
business  in  any  way  I  can.  I  quite  agree 
that  it  would  be  better  If  all  the  rules  of 
the  House  could  be  complied  with,  and  1 
believe  the  Secretary  of  State  has  made  tbe 
best  effort  he  could  to  have  everything  be- 
fore the  House  and  prepare  for  the  closing- 
1  will  say  frankly,  and  it  is  just  as  well  1 
should  be  frank,  unless  all  this  discussion 
regarding  the  New  York  Sfutual  Keserre 
i?und  iJfe  Association  is  absolutely  dropped. 
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it  Is  utterly  bopeless  to  expect  this 
House  win  rise  for  two  weeks.  I  know 
the  feeling,  aud  I  can  tell  the  lion, 
member  from  de  Salaberry,  If  he  Is 
going  on  with  his  resolution,  this 
House  Is  here  to  stay  for  two  weeks,  notlilng 
short  of  It.  I  would  recommend  those  who 
have  charge  of  these  questions  to  drop  the 
controversy.  The  Bill  has  gone  through  the 
House  ;  if  they  pass  it  in  the  Commons  let 
It  go,  but  If  we  are  to  get  out  of  this  House 
Inside  of  two  weeks,  we  had  better  drop  the 
whole  thing.  If  not,  the  man  who  Introduces 
new  matter  and  lays  the  foundation  for 
further  discussion,  as  the  hon.  member  from 
lie  Salaberry  has  done,  will  have  to  assume 
the  responsibility  of  keeping  this  House  In 
session  for  two  weeks  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDllY— Hear.  hear.  I  main- 
tain my  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  able  to  take 
care  of  my  own  responsibility  If  the  hon. 
member  will  do  the  same  thing  for  himself. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  have  received  a  copy 
of  Bill  lu2  in  French. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— 1  have  not  received 

It. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— Tiie  hon.  member  can 
have  my  copy  If  he  wishes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  It  has  not  been 
distributed. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGRAIN  (WIndsor)-YPs,  I 
hart  a  copy  of  it  hei-e. 

CLAIM  OF  L.  P.  TANTON. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  air.  SCOTT— The  hon.  member  from 
Marshfield  has  a  notice  on  the  Orders  : 

That  be  will  ioqulre  of  the  goveramenl  what 
settiement,  if  any,  has  been  effected  regarding 
tbe  claim  of  Louis  P.  TantoD,  of  Charlotte  town, 
P.E.I.,  for  loss  Eustained  by  him  owing  to  de- 
tention of  perishable  goods  while  In  transit 
over  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

While  tbe  House  has  no  business  before 
it  I  may  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that 
I  have  received  an  answer  to  this  Inquiry. 
It  is  as  follows— no  settlement  of  tlie  clnini 
has  been  effected— Mr.  Tanton  was  offered 
sometime  ago  $120,  without  prejudice,  In 
full  settlement,  which  he  declined. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  quite  sur- 
prised that  my  bon.  friend  should  have 
631  ■ 


given  that  reply  to-day.  I  have  quite  a 
corre^ondence  with  the  minister  on  tbe 
subject,  and  finally  it  was  understood  be- 
tween na  that  I  would  put  a  notice  on  the 
order  paper.  He  explained  to  me  that  he 
was  not  able  to  get  a  moment  of  time  to 
consider  the  case,  but  he  expected  to  reiich 
It  soon  and  would  give  It  his  attention. 
It^was  understood  that  I  should  put  a  notice 
on  the  order  paper,  and  it  was  to  stand,  In 
the  hope  that  he  would  reach  it  before  the 
end  of  the  action.  The  answer  now  Is  not 
in  keeping  with  our  understanding,  t  ask 
therefore  that  the  notice  stand  until  tbe  min- 
ister can  carry  out  his  assurance  to  me,  that 
he  will  deal  with  it  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  thought  I  was  com- 
plying with  the  hon.  gentleman's  wishes.  I 
was  not  in  the  plot. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  is  all  right. 

GRAND   TRUNK   RAILWAY  ARBITRA- 
TION BILL. 

SOCOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of : 

Bill  (152)  An  Act  respecting  an  Arbitration 
between  His  Majesty  and  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  Ccwnpany  of  Canada. 

He  said  :  This  is  a  purely  formal  Bill. 
It  is  ratifying  In  advance  any  award  that 
may  be  made  by  the  arbitrators  appointed 
or  to  be  appolnted—l  do  not  really  know 
whether  they  are  appointed  or  not. 

Hnn.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Did , 
the  hon.  gentleman  say  ratifying  in  advance? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  ratifying  whatever 
award  they  may  make.  That  is  the  usual 
way,  if  we  are  going  to  make  an  honest 
arbitration  of  It.  Although  we  validate 
it,  still  there  is  an  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  It  is  valid  only  to  that  extent.  If 
either  party  wishes  to  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Court,  they  can  do  so.  Perhaps  I  am  wrong 
in  putting  It  quite  as  strongly  as  that.  The 
clause  reads  :— 

4.  Notwitbstandlng  anything  in  the  said 
agreements,  tbe  said  arbitrators,  or  a  majority 
of  them,  may  render  tbelr  award  at  any  time 
within  three  months  after  the  final  bearing  of 
the  evidence  and  argument  ;  but  tbis  period 
may  be  extended,  either  before  or  after  its  ex- 
piration, by  any  Judge  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
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Canadfl.  on  the  sppllcatloa  of  «ltltflr  of  tho 
partiei. 

It  is  DOt  an  appeal.  It  Is  simply  enabllns 
the  Judge  of  tlie  court  to  extend  the  period 
for  making  tbe  award. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX-Thfs  arbitration 
Is  to  take  in  a  very  mucli  wider  area  tlian 
was  explained  to  us  by  my  bon.  friend 
when  tbe  Bill  was  read  tbe  first  time,  1 
uuderstood  my  hon.  friend  to  say  tbat  It 
proposed  to  deal  wltb  tbe  settlement  of 
questions  tbat  bad  arisen  in  reference  to 
tbe  purchase  of  the  RIvf&re  du  Loup  branch 
of  tbe  Intercolonial  Kaihvay  In  1878. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbat  was  tbe  main 
point.  There  was  a  subsidiary  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Whether  it  is  tbe 
main  point  or  not,  It  la  perhaps  almost 
impossible  for  my  bon.  friend  to  know, 
unless  be  knows  a  great  deal  more  than  we 
do,  for  I  notice  it  also  proposes  to  deal  with 
uiiotber  agreement  miide  in  1S91),  which 
is  the  l>rummond  County  transaction  and 
wlilcb  we  know  Is  a  very  important 
matter,  and  under  which  It  is  very  likely 
some  serious  questions  bare  arisen.  It 
also  deals  with  the  supplementary  traffic 
agreement  of  which  we  beard  so  much 
when  the  Di-ummoud  County  Railway  Bill 
was  finally  passed  by  this  Hoifse.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  ijefresb  tbelr  memories  as 
to  tbe  terms  of  that  agreement,  and  a  very 
serious  auienduient  which  was  made  in  this 
House  to  that  agreement,  aud  which  facili- 
tated tbe  acquiring  of  tbe  Drummond  County 
Railway.  I  am  told  on  excellent  authority 
that  tbe  Hon.  iVr.  BInIr  complained  bitterly 
as  to  the  manner  in  wbicb  tbe  Grand  Trunk 
carried  out  tbe  supplementary  agreement 
with  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  ;  tbat.  prac- 
tically, the  latter  road  got  little  business  of 
any  account  In  consequence  of  it ;  tbat 
the  Grand  Trunk  did  not  ^ve  them 
the  business  tbey  expected  to  get.  and 
he  complained  very  much  of  the  result 
to  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  from  tbe  traffic 
agreement.  I  suppose  these  complaints 
of  Mr.  Blair  are  some  of  the  matters  to  be 
referred  to  this  arbitration.  If  that  is 
80,  it  would  be  interesting  for  us  to  know 
how  the  commission  Is  to  be  constituted; 
who  are  to  he  members  of  it;  If  tbe  govern- 
ment have  advanced  that  far  In  the  matter, 
BO  that  we  may  know  whether  a  proper 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


tribunal   is   to   be   created.     I    tblnk  It 
is  important  we  should  know  all  thl*. 
Beyond  what  Mr.  Blair  stated  publicly  a 
year  or  so  ago,  with  regard  to  the  nianna 
In  which  tbe  Grand  Trunk  bad  carried  oat 
that  supplementary  traffic  agreement  in  re- 
gard to  delivering  freight  to  the  Intercolooiil 
Railway  at  Montreal— with  the  exception  tl 
that  complaint,  I  have  not  known  tbat  bmj 
questions  existed  between  the  govenuueni 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  wltb  regard 
to  any  of  these  transactions.  HoweTer. 
I  presume  what  formed  tbe  burden  of  Mr. 
j  Blair's  complaint  at  tbat  time  Is  nowgolas 
I  to  be  adjudicated  upon.    It  would  be  use- 
I  Yul  for  the  House,  and  important  for  w 
i  to  know,  before  we  pass  this  Bill,  sotne- 
I  what  about  the  tribunal,  bow  it  Is  to  be 
j  constituted,  and,  if  possible,  tbat  we  sbonid 
j  know  a  ■little  more  than  we  do  with  regard 
I  to  what  tbe  matters  In  dispute  really  arc 
!  and  especially  with  regard  to  tbat  traffic 
agreement 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  the  traffic 
agreement  Is  that  set  out  in  the  Act  of  1889. 
It  contains  a  great  many  chmses— I  &bik 
about  fifty  separate  clauses.     It  is  a  veiy 
long  Act,  and  a  great  deal  of  It  Is  tecbnicsl 
matter  connected  with  the  traffic  of  a  rail- 
way; but  I  should  not  like  to  describe  it 
1- should  not  feel  equal  to  it.  and  it  Is  quite 
natural  tbat  difficulties  would  arise.  It 
was  foreshadowed  at  the  time  by  those  who 
were  not  favourable  to  that  connection,  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Impulse  would 
naturally  be  to  send  as  much  traffic  as  pos- 
sible to  Portland.    The  subject-matter  of 
the  dispute  will  be  based  largely  on  the 
various  clauses  set  forth  In  the  agreement 
of  1899,  and  tbey  arise,  probably  natoralJy. 
from  tbe  foreshadowing  of  many  gentlemen 
who  took  an  interest  In  the  debate,  and  vbo 
pointed  out  with  a  great  deal  of  truth  aod 
Justice  that  tbe  Grand  Trunk  would  natwil- 
ly  favour  tbe  line  to  Portland  for  gwd* 
going  abroad.     I  presume  It  arises  out  ol 
that.     I  do  not  profess  to  know  what  tli< 
contents  are.     They  are  technical  mntten 
altogether  within  tbe  knowledge  of  tb* 
traffic  department  of  the  company,  aod 
whatever  tbey  are,  the  safer  and  better  vtj 
win  be  to  refer  them  to  arbitraOon.  W< 
must  assume  the  arbl^atora  will  be  ina 
of  probity  and  honour.     Tbej  have  !*• 
been  named,  and  I  do  not  know  whom  tW 
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haye  lu  Tiew.  I  do  not  know  that  tliey 
bare  been  named  withont  my  knowing  It, 
and  therefore  1  am  qoite  unable  to  fore- 
shadow who  may  be  appointed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
provisions  in  this  Bill  are  not  of  the 
character  that  my  bon.  friend  indicated 
when  be  flrat  made  the  motion,  his  ex- 
planation being  of  a  very  formal  character. 
What  the  hon.  gentleman  bas  said  Is  quite 
correct  that  when  the  Bill  was  passed  In 
1899  for  the  purchase  of  the  Drummond 
County  Railway,  many  objections  were 
taken  to  It,  among  them  that  it  was  not  auf 
flclently  expUelt  as  to  how  the  delivery  oi 
the  western  freight  destined  for  the  mari- 
time proTlnces  was  to  be  carried  out.  It 
was  then  pointed  out  that  the  Grand  Trunk 
having  a  line  of  its  own  from  Montreal  to 
Quebec,  and  also  a  line  from  Montreal  to 
Portland,  the  probabilities  were  that  unless 
the  clauses  were  drawn  so  clearly  that 
there  could  be  no  misunderstanding,  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  would  very 
naturally  divert  the  trade  to  Quebec  by 
their  own  road  or  to  Portland  by  tbeir  own 
road.  I  am  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon. 
gentleman  at  this  late  day  acknowledge 
the  correctness  of  the  position  we  took  at 
that  time,  and  had  It  not  been  for  the  po- 
sition we  took  at  that  time,  and  had  it  not 
been  for  the  very  important  amendments 
which  we  insisted  upon  at  that  time,  that 
traffic  would  have  been  in  a  very  much  worse 
position  than  it  Is  now.  So  much  for  the 
past.  Can  the  lion.  Secretary  of  State 
Inform  the  House— it  is  Information  which 
I  think  we  ought  to  have,  as  to  what  the 
character  of  the  difficulties,  is  that  have 
arisen  between  the  Grand  Trunk  and  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  in  the  transference 
of  western  freight  for  the  maritime  provinces 
at  Montreal  ?  Difficulties  must  have  arisen, 
or  there  would  be  no  necessity  for  this 
Bill.  I  think  we  are  entitled,  before  we 
proceed  with  the  Bill  and  pass  upon  It, 
to  have  that  Information—what  the  disputes 
are,  and  under  which  clause  of  the  Act  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  called  attention 
these  difficulties  have  arisen.  Those  are 
very  Important  points,  if  we  desire  to  deal 
Intelllgentiy  with  this  measure.  We  ought 
to  know  before  placing  a  law  upon  tbe 
statute-book,  authorizing  an  arbitration  upon 
certain  disputes  which  have  arisen,  what 


those  disputes  are.  Disputes  having  arisen, 
I  do  not  know  any  better  system  that  could 
be  adopted  than  that  which  Is  proposed 
in  this  Bill  to  settle  them.  Because  I  have 
no  doubt  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  has 
taken  advantage  of  every  defect  or  defects 
which  there  were  In  that  Act  in  oi^er  to^ 
retain  to  themselves  a  trade  and  traffic  tbat 
should  otherwise,  or  was  Intended  other- 
wise, under  that  Bill,  to  be  handed  over  to 
tbe  Intercolonial  Railway.  Results  have 
just  proved  what  we  predicted  they  would 
prove  ;  bad  It  not  been  for  the  persistent 
efforts  of  this  House  In  making  tbe  very 
Important  changes  which  we  did  make  com- 
pelling the  Grand  Trunk  to  make  certain 
concessions  which  we  thought  tbey  ought 
to  make  lu  tbe  interests  of  the  country,  we 
would  have  bad  a  great  deal  more  difficulty. 
Can  tbe  bon.  gentleman  make  us  this  pro- 
mise, tbat  In  case  this  goes  through  to-day, 
that  when  we  go  Into  committee,  which 
will  have  to  be  at  the  next  sitting  of  the 
House,  he  will  obtain  the  information  te 
which  I  have  called  attention — which  are 
the  causes  which  have  led  to  the  framing 
of  this  Bill,  and  the  difficulties  that  have 
arisen  In  tbe  carrying  out  of  the  old  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCO'iT— I  would  be  very  glad  if 
I  could  get  tbe  Information.  I  do  not  know 
tbat  I  can.  I  presume  Mr.  Schreiber  Is 
the  only  person  who  could  give  me  the  In- 
formation.   I  shall  telephone  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-I  should  Jike  to 
know  why  It  is  that  these  difflcultiea 
with  regard  to  the  traffic  should  not  be  refer- 
red to  the  Railway  Commission  ?  We  have 
a  full  equipped  Railway  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  settling  all  such  matters  as  that. 
Why  should  not  these  difficulties  with  regard 
to  traffic  be  referred  to  that  commission, 
instead  of  having  an  Independent  arbitra- 
tion established  ? 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tbe  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

GENERAL  INSPECTION   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

ORDER  OP  THE  DAT  POSTPONED. 

The  Order  of  tbe  Day  being  called  ; 

Second  rMding  (Bill  124)  An  Act  to  amend 
tbe  General  loapectlon  Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott). 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  object.  The  Bill 
bas  not  been  distributed. 
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HoQ.  Mr.  ELLIS — I  bare  a  copy  of  it. 
wJiich  I  sball  seuci  to  my  bon.  friend. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— It  has  not  been 
distributed,  and  I  object. 

The  SPEAKER— Whou  a  Bill  has  been 
distributed,  it  malies  no  difference  wbetber 
It  is  marked  on  tbe  order  paper  as  distri- 
buted or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  RERXIER— I  tbiuk  It  Is  not 

sufficient  that  one  member  lias  a  copy  of  It. 
It  must  be  distributed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  It  is  perfectly 

disgrneL'ful  the  way  Bills  are  distributed. 
The  Postmaster  gets  copies  of  tbe  Bills  and 
keep  them  in  tbe  post  office.  It  Is  disgrace- 
ful. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It  is 

thorouRhly  untlcrstood  that  the  order  jiiipev 
is  the  document  which  is  to  guide  us  in  lite 
trnnsactiou  of  business,  and  it  is  not  sutti- 
clent  that  the  Bills  should  be  distributed 
when  asked  for  after  tbe  Oi-der  of  the  Day 
is  called. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  that  iiroijosi- 
tlon  would  be  absolutely  uureasouiible  ;  we 
must  have  the  Orders  of  tbe  Day  printed  in 
advance.  You  cannot  leave  them  off.  AVe 
Jinve  often  had  Bills  put  on  tbe  order  paper 
■when  they  wore  not  distributed,  and  there- 
fore it  was  thought  better  tliey  should  not 
put  them  on.  Surely  my  hon.  friend  would 
not  canti'iui  wlicn  they  are  on  the  order 
paiier  and  are  really  in  tbe  bands  of  hon. 
gentleman  that  his  objcctton  should  prevail  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Cer- 
tainly I  do  object.  How  can  any  member 
know  the  contents  of  ii  Bill  the  moment  it 
Is  laid  on  the  table,  unless  be  Is  a  clair- 
voyant ? 

Hail.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  there  are  only  two 
or  three  linurs  between  one  meeting  and 
anotlier  this  difficulty  must  arise. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— What  Is  to  be  done  with 

itein  lour  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — We  are  on  Item  six. 
Item  fuur  Ktaiids. 

Tlie  SPEAKER— What  is  proposed  to  be 
done  about  item  four? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- 1  thought  the  Clerk 
had  read  down  to  item  six.   I  will  call  upon 
Hon.  Mp.  LANDRY. 


tbe  Clei^  at  tbe  table  to  say  wbat  Is  tbe 

last  number  be  read  ?  * 

The  CLERK  OE  THE  HOVSE— No.  6. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Call  item  No.  7. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— Tbe  hon.  gentlemaA 
does  not  object  to  No.  G.  does  be  ? 

INTERNAL    ECONOMY    AND  CONTIN- 
GENT ACCOUNTS  COMMITTEE. 

FIFTH  REPORT  RBAD. 

lion.  Mr.  WATSON  moved  concurrence  in 

the  fifth  report  of  the  Standing  Committee 
on  luteruul  Economy  and  Contingent  Ac- 
counts of  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  move  that  Uiis  report 
be  amended  by  adding  tbe  following :  ^ 

That  the  salary  or  Mr.  R.  W.  Stephen,  deputy 
clerk,  and  second  clerk  assistant  ba  ^ocreued 
four  hundred  dollars  per  year, 

I  will  not  talk  much  about  It  further  tlian 
to  .sny  that  this  officer  bns  been  here  a  good 
many  years  without  any  increase  of  salary. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  it  would  be 
bi'tier  if  it  wero  taken  by  smaller  stages. 
W  hat  is  the  salary  uow  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— $1^. 
The  gentleman  referred  to  is  one  of  the  old- 
est officials  in  tbe  House,  and  others  who 
have  had  less  responsibility  bad  been  niiaed 
to  the  maximum  of  the  class..  Whether 
should  receive  an  Increase  of  four  hundred 
nt  once  I  am  not  prepared  to  say.  i)Ut  I  do 
think  that  in  justice  to  tbe  clerk  referreil  ta 
Ik?  ought  to  have  been  considered.  I  am 
under  tJie  impression  that  it  was  not  bron^bt 
before  tbe  Contingent  Committee  or  probab- 
ly they  would  have  considered  it  favourably, 
if  the  House  thinks  that  four  hundred  dol- 
lars is  too  much,  some  recogniUon  of  bis 
services  ought  to  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  am  quite  iu  nccorfl 
with  the  views  the  hon.  gentlemen  exjiress- 
cd.  but  on  a  former  occasion  a  motion  was 
brought  forward  to  increase  a  clerk's  salary 
by  six  hundred  dollars.  Those  things  create 
jealousy  and  ill-feeJing.  Nobody  doubts  tlie 
Integrity  of  tbe  bon.  gentlemen  In  question 
but  I  think  it  is  in  the  interest  of  the- offi- 
cials that  no  sudden  Jumps  of  tlifit  kiiKl 
should  be  made.  We  might  increase  it  t)J 
two  hundred  dollars,  with  tbe  understanding 
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that  we  win  Increase  It  two  liundred  dollars 
next  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Hear, 
hear.  I  think  If  the  hon.  gentlemen  voold 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  there  would  be  no  diffictilty  In  pftsa- 
tag  It— that  the  salary  be  increased  two 
handred  dollars  this  year  and  two  hundred 
dollars  next  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  do  not  object  to 
the  House  taking  any  action  they  see  fit. 
as  they  are  all  well  informed  as  to  tbe  duties 
of  the  gentleman  named,  just  as  well  in- 
formed as  the  committee.  There  were 
several  applications  at  tbe  last  meeting  of 
the  committee  for  Increases  of  salaries,  and 
as  it  was  tbe  last  meeting,  and  particularly 
as  there  was  a  meeting  called  to  increase 
salaries  some  weeiia  ago,  it  was  decided  not 
to  take  any  applications  at  tbe  last  meeting. 
I  bare  no  objection  to  tbe  House  talking 
whatever  action  they  see  fit,  as  every  bou. 
gentleman  Is  well  aware  of  tbe  duties  per- 
foriued  by  the  clerk  at  the  table. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  we 
amend  the  motion  to  Increase  the  salary  by 
two  hundred  dollars  and  two  bundred  dollars 
next  year,  and  say  that  It  be  increased  an- 
nually until  it  reached  the  maximum  of  the 
class  at  ?'2,400,  wbicb  would  take  two  years, 
I  think  tbe  chairman  of  tbe  committee  would 
consent  to  that 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  do  not  object  to 
the  Increase  of  salary  to  Mr.  Stephen,  but 
It  seems  to  me  there  Is  another  gentleman 
who  ought  to  have  sonietbliig.  I  refer 
to  ilr.  Gibbs,  tbe  Accountant,  who  has  much 
work  to  do,  and  a  great  deal  of  responsi- 
bility, and  is  not  sufficiently  paid. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  do  not  wish  to  enter 
into  any  discussion  In  tbe  IIouso;  but  tli.it 
to  which  the  hon.  Secretary  of  Stnte  refers, 
when  the  salary  of  a  third  class  clerk  was 
largely  Increased,  was  an  Irregularity  and 
now  the  second  class  clerk;  tbe  gentlemnn 
who  holds  the  position  of  deputy  dork  in 
this  House,  is  practically  inferior  In  salary 
to  another  gentleman  of  tbe  same  class. 
It  does  not  seem  to  be  fair,  and  I  propose 
to  remedy  it.  I  more  that  before  the 
report  Is  adopted  tbe  following  clause  be 
added:— 

That  the  salarj  of  Ur.  R.  W.  Stephen,  deputy 
clerk  and  second  dark  assistant,  be  Increased 


two  hundred  dollars  for  the  present  year  anil 
that  it  be  Increased  ananally  until  It  reaches 
the  maximum  of  tbe  chief  clerk. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Be  in- 
creased an  equal  sum  annually  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON-It  should  say  In- 
creased annually  to  an  equal  amount,  tbe 
annual  Increase  might  not  he  two  hundred 
dollars. 

Tbe  SPEAKEU-I  read  the  resolution  as 
it  was  placed  In  my  hands.  *  Increased 
annually '  would  imply  that  It  was  to  be 
increased  at  the  same  rate.  It  might  read 
'  By  an  equal  yearly  Increase 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIER— I  beg  to  move  that 
tbe  salary  of  Mr.  Glbbs  be  Increased  an- 
nnally  two  hundred  dollars  from  the  first  of 
July  last. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  second 
that  motion  with  great  pleasure. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Would  it  not  be  better 
if  those  matters  were  left  to  tbe  committee. 
I  quite  understand  tbe  work  of  Mr.  Gibbs, 
and  I  will  undertake  to  recommend  next  ses- 
sion to  gire  liim  an  increase  of  salary.  We 
know  that  members  have  their  favourites, 
but  if  we  do  what  Is  right  we  would  like  to 
even  up  all  round.  If  we  even  up  in  one 
direction  we  should  even  up  in  another. 
If  my  hon.  friend  will  permit  the  matter  of 
stand  untlll  next  session  I  would  favour  it 
myself. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
would  hare  no  objection  to  date  it  from 
the  same  day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  no  objection  to 
do  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  not,  I  hope  my  hon. 
friend  will  be  here  to  express  uiy  views. 
We  found  the  same  difficulty  In  tbe  civil 
service,  and  we  were  obliged,  when  the 
recent  estimates  came  before  use,  to  cat 
down  tbe  recommendations  made  by  indi- 
vidual ministers  in  order  that  there  might 
be  some  universal  system  of  advancement. 
Where  individual  increases  are  made,  it 
creates  Jealousy  all  round  and  a  feeling 
of  partially.  We  all  hear  of  It.  Every 
fadvance  Is  taken  up  by  four  or  five  others 
who  say  *  You  are  not  dealing  fairly  by  me, 
and  we  have  no  end  of  trouble  about  it. 
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Hon.  Sir  MAOKEXZIB  BOWELL-There 
l8  pot  tk  4oubt  ot  the  correotness  of  what 
Uie  boa.  irentleman  has  said.  Tbose  who 
have  been  in  bis  position  know  well  what  tbe 
tuoubles  and  difficulties  are,  bat,  unfortini- 
ataelj,  we  have  this  precedent  in  one  case 
in  which  we  put  an  officer  In  a  position  to 
receive  his  annual  Incremeists  until  his 
salary  reaches  the  maximum  of  a  chief 
clerk.  No  one  objects  to  that;  but  there 
are  Just  as  strong  reasons  v/by  tbe  same 
principle  should  be  applied  to  the  officer 
to  whom  the  bon.  gentleman  from  St.  Boni- 
face has  called  attention.  I  tliiiik  one 
reason  why  that  gentleman's  salary  bus  not 
been  Increased  in  the  past  has  been  from 
his  excessive  diffidence.  The  chairman 
of  the  committee  will  concur  in  what  I 
am  about  saying,  that  be  is  not  a  man  who 
Is  continually  pushing  himself  forward, 
although  he  occupies  a  very  Important  posi- 
tion, and  I  think  we. might  stretch  a  point 
to  the  extent  of  accepting  tbe  motion  made 
by  my  hon.  friend.  But  it  would  have  to 
be  limited.  Tbe  way  the  motion  has  been 
worded,  his  salary  would  go  on  increasing 
two  hundred  a  year  to  all  eternity,  If  be 
lived  that  length  of  time.  I  hope  the  prin- 
ciple suggested  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  will  be  rigidly  carried  out.  and  then 
nobody  will  be  taken  by  surprise.  But 
let  us  go  a  step  further  in  this  c.-ise  .nnil 
treat  these  two  officers  as  they  should  be 
treated  with  the  limitation  that  the  incre- 
ment shall  stop  when  it  reaches  the  maxi- 
mum of  hU  class,  a  first  class  clerk. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  very  precedent 
that  is  laid  down  here  is  one  that  Is 
going  to  bother  us  In  the  committee.  One 
special  meeting  was  called  to  consider  sal- 
aries, and  the  whole  matter  was  discussed. 
Every  member  had  a  right  to  express  an 
opinion,  and  several  suggestions  were  made 
to  Increase  salaries.  The  whole  matter  was 
considered,  and  we  agreed  on  certain  things 
and  the  House  moves  an  amendment  to  In- 
crease the  salary.  If  the  House  sees  fit  to 
do  so.  we  cannot  help  It.  but  this  will  lead 
to  other  gentlemen  saying  'We  have  been 
in  tbe  employ  of  the  Senate  a  long  time  ; 
you  increased  one  man's  salary  two  hundred 
dollars  and  another  four  hundred  dollars, 
and  we  are  entitled  to  the  same.'  And  in- 
stead of  having  the  log  rolling  In  tbe  com- 
mittee, we  shall  have  it  in  the  House.  Mr. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Steuben  la  a  xery  efficient  officer,  wMi  r- 
sponsible  work,  and  as  to  wJiettaer  eigliten 
hundred  dollars  was  sufficient  remuneratlaD 
that  was  a  matter  for  tbe  Houae.  The  con- 
mlttee  considered  It  sufficient  but  if  the 
House  thinks  differently  very  well.  1  hive 
no  objection  to  Mr.  Stephen's  Increase.  He 
is  a -hard- working  officer.  I  am  iM>t  i»iQ{:» 
raise  any  objection  If  tbe  House  Incream 
Mr.  Gibtis'  salary.  We  are  simply  le&dli« 
to  trouble  next  session,  and  instead  of  hav- 
ing the  members  of  that  committee  asted 
by  different  officers  for  increase  of  salary 
those  requests  will  he  transferred  to  tbe 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  think  every  mem- 
ber in  tbe  House  can  form  as  good  an  oiiin- 
ion  as  any  member  in  the  committee  .  If  tlie 
chairman  has  any  si>ecial  reason  or  informa- 
tion that  would  throw  more  light  on  tbe 
subject  to  Influence  them  in  these  mattm, 
I  shoHid  be  very  happy  to  hear  it  These  two 
eases  are  exceptional  entirely.  5Ir.  Stephen 
has  been  treateil  badly.  I  won't  say  nnjustlr. 
but  lie  has  been  passed  over.  In  my  opinion 
lie  lias  not  been  treated  as  be  should  have 
been.  With  reference  to  Mr.  Gibbs.  as  tbe 
bon.  leader  of  the  opposition  has  said,  he  it 
too  proud  and  feels  his  position  so  keealj-. 
that  he  would  not  even  ask.  I  never  Icnew 
him  to  suggest  to  gentlemen  with  whom  i« 
was  brought  In  close  relationship  or  to  hlni 
at  one  cent  increase  In  bis  salary-  These 
are  exceptional  cases.  Justice  should  be 
done  to  them.  It  Is  not  a  question  of  fa- 
vour ;  it  is  only  giving  what  has  been  given 
before. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Probably  the  strong- 
est recommendation  made  to  me  as  chair 
man  of  that  committee  for  an  incrense  »f 
salary,  was  in  reference  to  the  Law  Clert 
Perhaps  some  one  will  rise  now  and  move 
that  tbe  salary  of  the  Law  Clerk  be  in- 
creased ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— He  is  not  an  ex- 
ception. That  is  a  different  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX — I  entirely  agree 
with  the  statement  that  has  been  made  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Internal  Economy  Coui- 
mlttee.  If  you  are  going  to  have  a  commit- 
tee at  nil,  and  we  are  going  to  refer  ail  tbe 
questions  that  properly  come  before  than  to 
that  committee,  then  some  little  respect 
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should  be  paid  to  the  report  which  they  pre- 
sent. I  do  not  wish  to  deprive  any  member 
of  his  right  where  any  grievous  wrong  ha^ 
been  done  to  cali  attention  to  it,  bnt  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  full  consideration  was 
given  to  these  applications  when  they  came 
before  the  committee,  and  from  my  short 
experience  I  find  that  we  hare  applications 
every  year.  It  seems  to  be  a  standing  rule  to 
make  application  for  increases.  There  may  be 
ca.'ses  where  some  of  the  officials  are  not 
paid  as  well  as  they  ought  to  be,  but  I  can 
assure  the  House  that  as  far  as  I  know, 
the  committee  are  desirous  of  giving  full  und 
careful  consideration  to  all  such  applica- 
tions. This  year  It  was  considered  tliat  it 
would  be  better  to  allow  matters  to  stand 
as  they  are,  and  if  anything  at  all  Is  done 
in  the  way  of  increasing  salaries  it  slionid 
be  taken  up  earlier  next  year  and  careful 
consideration  given  to  the  whole  question. 
In  view  of  the  promise  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  that  In  the  interim  the  government 
Itself  will  give  careful  consideration  to  those 
questions  and  be  prepared  to  niako  certnin 
recommendations  to  the  committee,  if  we 
should  live  to  meet  again,  in,  that  way  gen- 
eral satisfaction  will  probably  result.  If 
we  are  going  to  adopt  the  course  suggested 
what  will  happen  ?  Every  year  when  we 
hove  a  meeting  of  the  Internal  Economy 
Committee,  each  gentleman  who  has  not  re- 
ceived an  increase  will  npproncJi  some  mem- 
ber and  say  '  I  wish  you  would  move  for  an 
increa.se  of  salary.'  If  we  established  thirt 
practice.  I  do  not  know  where  it  will  end. 
In  tUe  face  of  the  pledge  the  hon.  Secretory 
of  State  has  given,  tlie  House  should  be  sa- 
tisfied. If  it  Is  done  in  that  way.  no  offence 
will  be  given  to  any  one  and  Justice  will  be 
done  to  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEKNIER— There  is  some  force 
In  what  the  hon.  gentleman  hos  said,  and 
also  In  whot  has  been  stated  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State,  that  such  recommenda- 
tions should  come  from  the  committee 
rather  than  from  an  individual  member ; 
bat  It  will  be  noticed  that  already  an  ex- 
ception has  been  made  to  that  rule  in  the  in- 
crease of  the  salary  to  Mr.  Stephen,  to 
which  we  did  not  object  Mr.  Gibbs  Is  in 
the  same  position,  and  be  should  get  his  In- 
crease. As  to  the  work  of  the  committee.  I 
might  say  to  the  hon.  gentleman  that  at 
the  beginning  of  the  session,  when  the  qnes- 


tlon  of  raising  salaries  came  before  the  com- 
mittee it  was  understood  that  the  question 
would  be  token  up  after  some  time,  and 
there  was  a  kind  of  understanding  that  the 
adjustment  of  the  salaries  would  be  made  ; 
but  It  turns  out  that  the  committee  has 
taken  the  matter  Into  consideration  and 
there  is  no"  increase  at  all.  That  Is  the 
reason  why  we  think  that  some  clerks  who 
are  In  an  exceptional  position  should  have 
their  salaries  Increased  by  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS— I  think  the  proposition 
is  that  two  hundred  dollars  Is  to  be  added  to 
the  salary  of  Jlr.  Gibbs.  and  to  stop  at  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  BERNIBR— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  strikes  me  that 
with  the  positive  assurance  of  the  leader  of 
this  House  as  to  what  he  will  do  at  the 
ensuing  session,  and  the  difficulty  in  which 
these  resolutions  will  pliice  ns.  Mr.  Gibbs 
should  be  satistied.  nnd  no  doubt  the  i>ro- 
mise  will  be  carried  out.  If  we  adopt  the 
method  suggested,  as  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  says,  there  will  be  no  end  of 
trouble  :  applications  will  be  forthcoming 
continuously  and  what  is  our  committee  for  ? 
Is  It  to  look  into  those  matters  and  come  to 
n  decision  ?  I  suppose  likely  that  Is  the 
object. 

I  wonld  even  go  further,  that  if  this  mat- 
ter be  left  over  till  another  session,  and  the 
committee  admit  that  they  might  make  a 
recommendation  that  the  increase  in  Mr. 
Gibbs'  salary  should  be  retroactive,  and  that 
he  should  be  given  the  ¥200,  we  should  not 
be  called  upon  to  vote- on  a  matter  of  this 
kind  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  is  much  easier 
discussing  matters  of  salaries  in  committee 
where  every  man  feels  free  to  express  him- 
self.    I  quite  under.stand  that  there  Is  a 
delicacy  about  discussing  those  snbiries  and 
placing  views  on  the  Debates  In  the  cham- 
i  ber.    These  matters  were  cnrefnlly  con- 
'  sidered  ;  a  speelol  committee  meeting  was 
,  called  for  the  purpose  of  considering  them, 
!  and  the  report  come  In  with  nothing  done, 
practically,  so  far  ns  Increases  were  con- 
I  cerned.  Last  year  some  increases  were  made. 
I  and  some  the  year  before.    If  we  adopt  the 
I  plan  of  proposing  in  the  House  increases  of 
I  salaries,  we  are  going  to  have  trouble, 
j    Hon.  Mr.  DANDXTHAND — Before  the  mo- 
'  tion  is  put.  I  should  like  to  state  my  per- 
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sonal  feellnffs  ou  tbe  question  that  Ims 
croi>tH>tl  U|).  I  HID  not  a  member  of  tlint 
comiuittee.  t  tliiiik  this  n  vicious  way  of 
proceeding  In  iuiposin^;  ujioii  the  House  tlie 
decision  of  svkJi  Questions.  \Vq  liiive  :ip-  i 
poluti'il  11  coainiittce.  We  have  !i  sense  of  '. 
respouslbility.  Although  we  arc  not  deal-  | 
ing  with  our  own  money,  wy  slioiild  Ko  into  i 
tliose  ai»i>licatIons  and  deal  witli  tliem  as 
any  employer  of  labour  would  deal  witU  bis 
own  staff.  If  any  member  can.  when  n  re- 
port like  this  Is  miule,  rise  In  his  seat  and 
move  that  the  salary  of  so-and-so  be  in- 
creased, where  shall  we  be?  It  will  be  a  grab 
game  pure  and  simple.  It  seem  to  me  we 
siioulii  pr(if(.'('d  with  more  method.  I  never 
loolu-il  personally  Into  those  questons.  but  I 
feel  that  there  sLould  be  some  lixed  rule 
abont  increases  of  salaries  ;  that  this  com- 
uiiltec  should  lay  down  rules  so  that  when 
an  employee  is  given  a  position  be  will 
know  the  increases  to  which  Ue  is  entitled 
and  Ihe  outside  limit.  The  coniniittye  has 
not  done  tliat  to  tliis  hour.  It  is  tlicii- 
hounden  duly  to  start  early  and  lix  the 
salary  at  which  an  employee  comes  In  and 
tbe  amount  of  increase  which  he  can  expect, 
so  that  when  this  rule  is  there  it  will  aiiply 
to  till-  lu'esi-iit  sInfE  as  well  as  to  the  stafi'  of 
the  future,  uiui  employees  will  lun>w  wliat 
tiicy  can  exijcct.  It  will  be  a  kind  of  lixed 
contract.  Tliey  will  know  what  is  the  j-'oal 
that  they  can  reach.  If  we  have  any  sense 
of  rcspuiisibility,  we  should  proccd  that 
way.  We  have  already  been  accused  by  the 
House  of  Coainions  of  beins  most  lax  In  our 
way  of  proceeding  on  this  (luestlon.  I  have 
not  examined  into  tlie  coiiipliiint.  1  do  not 
know  how  otu-  salaries  comrarc  with  Hil- 
salaries  of  the  otHcials  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, iMit  surely  any  legislative  body  of  the 
imiiortance  of  the  Senate  of  Canada  should 
direct  its  committee  to  lay  down  flxed  rules 
by  wliich  we  shall  be  invariably  governed  In 
■  the  future. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAI.D  (B.C.)— I  think 
the  hon.  gentleman  is  riglit.  everything  be- 
ing eiiual,  that  this  matter  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  committee  ;  but  this  gentleman 
has  done  his  duty  well  ;  he  has  been  passed 
over  for  the  past  five  years,  and  why  sbould 
he  nut  bo  placed  in  tlio  same  position  as 
other  ulhcials,  whose  salaries  have  been 
raised  ?  I  hope  the  House  will  see  the  jus- 
tice of  voting  tills  increase. 
Hon.   Mr.  DANDURAND. 


Tbe  House  divided  on  the  ameudment 
which  was  lost  on  the  following  division : 

Contents.  IS. 
Xon-contents,  15. 

Hon.  Mr.  CASGItAIN  (Windsor)— I  forgot 
when  I  voted  that  I  was  paired  witb  tbe 
hon.  meml)er  for  DeLanaudigre. 

Hon.  Sir.  ELLIS — I  am  paired. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  am  pairej  if 
this  is  a  government  question. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  IJOWELL— It  all 
depends  on  tbe  character  of  tbe  pairs.  If  it 
were  governmeut  pairs  and  this  is  con- 
sidered a  government  matter,  tbe  hon.  geu- 
tieman's  name  should  be  struck  off.  If  mem- 
bers are  left  to  rote  as  they  please  ou  qaea- 
tious  which  are  not  governmeut  questions, 
they  have  a  right  to  vote.  The  members 
must  be  the  best  judges  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  ELLIS — I  have  a  general  pair 
with  the  Hon.  Mr.  Balrd. 

Hon.  Mr.  McCUtECiOR— A  week  or  two 
ago,  I  paired  with  the  Hon.  Mr.  McKny  of 
Truro.  Since  that  I  have  been  home,  and 
have  not  seen  bim,  and  he  Is  away  now. 

The  yrEAKEU— Does  the  bou.  leader  of 
tbe  government  regard  this  as  a  goverument 
question  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SC01T— No.  except  tbe  govern- 
ment are  responsible  for  the  providing  of  the 
nnniey.  I  fancy  this  Senate  is  indepeudent 
as  far  as  Its  officials  are  concerned.  Tbey 
can  do  as  they  please. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  liOWELL-I 
think  that  is  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  ask  to  have  tbe 
names  read. 

Tbe  Clerk  then  read  the  names  as  follows : 
Contents  : 
The  Honourable  Messieurs 

Bernier,  Landry, 

Bowell  .Macdonald  (P.E.I.t. 

(Sir  Mackenzie),         Mardonald  (Victoria). 
Coffey,  McLaren, 
Dobson,  McMillan, 
Domvllle,  Sullivan.— 12. 

Ferguson, 

Non-Contents  : 
The  Honourable  Messieurs 
B(>lque,  '  McHugh, 

Black,  McMulIen, 
Church, 


Dandurand, 


Scott. 
Tessler, 
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Fiset, 

Godbout. 

Kerr  (Toronto), 

Legris, 


WaUon. 
Wilson, 
Young. — ^15. 


The  report  as  amended  was  adopted. 

DELAYED  RETURXS. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKKNZIE  BOWKLL— TliG 
lion.  Secretory  of  State  iufornied  nio  yester- 
day that  a  certain  return  to  which  I  had 
called  Attention  had  been  printed  In  the 
Journals  or  Sessional  Papers  No.  !>9.  I  And 
by  looking  at  the  Journals  for  that  that 
was  one  of  the  returns  ordered  not  to  be 
prhitetl— pasf  -T7  of  the  Joiirniils. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOIT— You  can  set  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WEI.  I.— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXAI.D  (B.C.)— I  shall 
give  a  notice  of  motion,  hut  will  not  rend  It 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— It  must  he  read. 

Hon.  .Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

The  Sl'EAKER— It  is  the  practice  to  read 

it 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-It  reads 
as  follows  : 

ThaE  this  House  la  not  in  a  position  to  pro- 
iiouiirt?  for  or  against  the  integrity  of  tlie 
transat'lioaa  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Asaociatlon  of  New  York  In  Canada,  and  there- 
fore doi-line  to  ac^'ppt  the  motion  relative  to 
surb  transaction  plarod  on  the  Order  paper  by 
the  honourable  gt'nileman  from  de  Salab^rry. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bill  (.")}  .\n  Act  resiiectinj,'  the  IMilifia  and 
Defi-'nce  of  Canada.— (Hon.  :Mr.  Sootf.j 

I'lUNTIXG  01'  HILLS  IN  ENGLISH  AN1» 
FRENCH. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEUR  (Toronto) — I  desire  to 
call  attention  to  a  matter  wjilch  I  think  Is 
worthy  of  the  attention  of  the  ITonse,  par- 
ticulai  ly  at  this  stnue;  A  |ioint  of  order  was 
raised  by  an  lion.  inenilnM-  this  niorniii,sr. 
that  certain  Bills  could  not  be  proceeded 
with  because  they  were  not  printetl  In  the 
French  lanKuaee.  That  tempted  me  to  sec 
what  the  authority  was  on  which  that  oh- 
jection  was  taken,  and  I  have  looked  into 
the  liritlsh  Xortli  America  Act,  which  Is  tlie 
nutliority  on  the  subject,  niul  it  does  not 
apply  to  the  case  of  printing;  of  Bills  at  all. 
In  order  that  there  may  be  no  niisaiipro- 
henslon  about  it,  I  call  attention  to  the  18Hrd 


clause  of  the  British  North  America  Act 
which  is  the  foundation  for  the  proposition 
that  the  Bills  should  be  printed  in  French. 
It  Is  as  follows: —  • 

Either  the  English  or  French  languags  may 
be  used  by  any  person  in  the  d^biie  it  th* 
Houses  of  Parltaraeat  of  Canada  and  of  th» 
House  of  the  legislature  of  Quob^c ;  and  both 
those  languages  shall  be  ined  in  the  tespectlT« 
records  and  Journals  of  tlioae  houses  ;  and 
either  of  those  languages  may  he  used  by  any 
person  or  in  any  pleading  or  process  in  or 
issuing  from  any  court  of  Canada  established 
under  this  Act,  and  In  or  from'  all  or  any  ot 
the  courts  of  Quebec. 

The  Acts  of  the  parliament  of  Canada  aid  et 
the  legislature  ot  Quebec  shall  be  printed  aoA 
published  in  both  languages. 

I  do  not  find  any  authority  in  the  BrltlsAi 
North  America  A<'t  for  !wiying  that  Bills 
should  be  prlnte<l  in  both  languages.  I  And 
no  rule  of  tJie  Senate  to  that  effect.  Bourl- 
not,  at  page  313.  says  : 

■    All  Bills  shall  bo  prlnteil  in  two  languages. 

Therefore,  it  .«eeni3  to  me  the  matter  st.itida 
in  this  way  :  that  while  it  Is  the  invariable 
practice  to  print  them,  when  It  comes  dowa 
to  dealing  with  the  procciliire  in  the  House, 
I  submit  there  is  not  a  rule  here  which  en- 
ables any  lion,  member  to  obsti'uct  the  House 
or  delay  the  proceedings  because  a  Bill  is 
not  printed  in  both  languages.  It  is  a  very 
good  custom,  and  It  Is  a  good  thing  to  adopt 
such  a  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  question 
of  order. 

Hon.  Jlr.  KERR  (Toronto)~The  bon.  gen- 
tleman can  speak  as  often  as  be  likes,  and 

take  all  the  technical  objections  lie  wishes, 
iind  the  hon.  gentleman  hcsiilo  bini  reproves 
every  other  hon.  gentleman  but  liini-^elt".  I 
want  to  say  that  the  proposition  whieli  1 
make  Is  that  while  I  do  not  wish  to  infringe 
on  a  practice  which  has  prevailed,  when  an 
hoti.  member  rises  to  obsttuct  the  whole 
business  of  the  House  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— 1  rise  to  a  question 
of  order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  ItOWELL^It  is 
not  proper  to  accuse  any  hon.  member  of 
obstructing. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto*— I  do  not  wish 
to  use  the  word  *  obstruct  *  In  an  offensive 

sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  do  not  use  It. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Bat  when  an 
bon.  member  Interposes  to  prevent  proceed- 
ings going  on,  he  can  only  do  so  under  a 
rule  of  the  House,  and,  wbile  custom  may 
prevail,  It  can  always  be  dispensed  "n-ltb. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  bon.  gen- 
tleman again  interrupts.  I  want  to  point 
out  tbat  there  is  that  dlstloctlon  between 
a  rule  and  custom ;  and,  ther^ore,  ivhile  It 
Is  desirable  to  have  these  Bills  In  both  lan- 
guages, yet,  ^ben  an  bon.  member  seeks 
to  delay  the  proceedings  of  tbe  House  on 
that  account,  simply  on  a  question  of  cus- 
tom, tbe  House  can  deal  with  tbe  matter  as 
It  pleases,  and  it  is  not  open  to  a  technical 
Objection.  I  thought  perhaps  I  was  doing 
a  service  to  the  House  by  calling  attention 
to  the  only  ground  tbat  I  could  see  for  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  regret  very  much  In- 
deed tbat  a  discussion  should  arise  on  a 
question  of  this  kind.  Since  tlie  union  of 
the  two  provinces,  in  1841,  an  invariable  rule 
has  prevailed  that  we  certainly  could  not 
d^nrt  from.  I  was  a  member  of  the  old 
-parliament  of  Canada.  This  rule  was  strict- 
ly observed  there.  Subsequently,  in  ISO", 
It  did  not  seem  necessary  to  put  tlio  rule  in 
any  of  our  boolis,  Ijecause  it  was.  by  com- 
mon consent,  recognized  and  couid  not  be 
departed  from,  and  I  would  be  quite  un- 
willing that  it  should  be  departed  from  at 
tills  stage. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE  BOWELI^My 

hon.  frieud  did  not  read  far  enough.  Page 

310  of  the  last  edition  of  Bourlnot,  section 

5,  reads  as  follows  : 

The  use  of  the  French  language  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  legislature  has,  from  the  ear- 
liest (lays  of  parliamentary  history  of  Canada, 
received  the  sanction  of  ciistom  and  law.  At  the 
first  session  of  the  legislative  assembly  of 
Lower  Canada,  it  was  resolved  that  no  motion 
should  be  debated  or  put  to  the  House,  unless 
Is  was  first  read  in  English  and  French.  As  the 
Speaker  of  that  day,  Ur.  Panet,  was  not  well 
conversant  with  English,  it  was  subsequently 
resolved  th'&t  in  all  cases  when  tbe  Spealier 
canoot  speak  both  English  and  French,  he 
should  read  it  In  either  of  the  two  languages 
most  familiar  to  him,  while  the  reading  in  the 
other  language  should  be  by  the  clerk  or  his 
deputy  at  the  table. 

Tbat  was  the  practice  followed  in  tbe 
House  of  Commons,  that  when  the  Speaker 
was  not  conversant  with  the  French,  lan- 
guage It  was  read  by  the  clerk  at  tbe  table. 
Bourlnot  proceeds : 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


Every  member  has  a  right  to  iDtrodan  s  Bill 
Id  his  own  language. 

There  Is  no  question  what  the  praetice 
has  been  since  confederation  ;  It  has  always 
been  recognized  as  I  understood  the  bon. 
Secretary  of  State  to  say,  and  1  think  it  it 
singularly  unfortunate  to  raise  such  ques- 
tions in  this  chamber,  composed  as  we  are 
of  two  uatloualittes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Page  308  of  BoBTlnot 

reads  as  follows  : 

The  proceedings  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parlii- 
meut  are  regulated  by  statute,  by  rules  and  or- 
ders adopted  by  themselves,  and  by  those  OBacet 
which  have  grovnt  up  In  the  course  of  time,  aad 
consequently  become  a  part  of  their  own  prac- 
tice, or  are  derived  from  the  commoo  law  ol 
parliament  by  wfilch  •  •  •  they  have  con- 
sented to  the  guided  In  all  matters  of  doubt. 

Tbe  SPEAKER— As  I  understand  iL  the 
hou.  gentleman  from  Toronto  did  not  raise 
tbe  question  of  order— he  simply  called  at- 
tention to  the  matter. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  3  p.m.  this 
afternoon. 

SECOND  SITTING. 

MUTUAL  RESERVE  TUXD  LIFE  .ASSO- 
CIATION. 

MOTION. 

Tbe  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 
By  Hon.  Mr.  Beique  : 

That  he  will  move  the  following  as  being  tliB 
proper  conclusions  to  be  drawn  from  the  erl- 
dence  reported  to  this  House  by  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  investigate  the  posi- 
tion in  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  ol  New  York,  namely  : 

1.  The  company  was  licensed  in  Canada  troB 
1S85  to  1S99  to  carry  on  business  on  the  useu- 
mcnt  plan,  and  from  1899  to  this  date  on  tlu 
level  premium  plan. 

2.  That  part  of  the  business  of  the  compsiv 
w-bich  Is  under  the  level  premium  plan,  Ii  tullT 
protected  by  the  deposit  made  with  the  gorern* 
ment,  as  required  by  the  Insurance  Act. 

3.  From  18S5  to  the  31st  December,  1903,  the 
total  income  of  the  company  In  Canada,  froa 
its  business  on  the  assessment  plan,  amounted 
to  $5,032,518,  out  of  which  $3,060,029  were  piW 
In  death  claims  and  $999,865  In  expenses  In 
Canada,  and  $218,938  deposited  with  the  goTern- 
ment,  leaving  a  balance  of  $753,688  to  cover  ex- 
penses of  collection  of  the  premiums  snd  the 
contribution  of  the  Canadian  business  to  the 
general  and  head  office  expenses  and  to  tbi 
general  mortality  fund. 

4.  The  company's  troubles  are  mainly  due  ta 
the  fact  that  its  rates  or  assessments  were  toe 
low,  especially  until  1895.  Even  with  the  >d- 
vance  which  was  made  in  1895,  varying  from 
twenty-Dve  to  one  hundred  per  cent,  tbe  ratu 
remained  at  least  twenty-five  per  cent  less  tbu 
the  level  premium  system  would  bare  called 
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for :  ftDd,  taking  the  whole  period  oC  ntnetsen 
years  during  wblcli  the  compaoy  carried  os 
business  in  Canada,  the  average  rates  or  assess- 
meots  paid  by  lis  policy-liolderB  were  only  from 
about  fifty  to  slxty-slx  and  two-thirds  per  cent 
of  what,  the  latter  would  have  paid  if  they  bad 
been  under  the  level  premium  plan. 

6.  The  amount  paid  to  or  advanced  by  the 
company  to  agents,  as  commission,  seem  to 
have  been  at  times  abaormaliy  high,  which  was 
not  satisfactorily  explained.  Nevertbslesa, 
taking  as  a  whole  the  period  extending  from 
1S85  to  December  Slat,  1903,  the  gross  average 
expenses  amounted  to  only  $5.96  per  |1,000  of 
Insurance,  per  year,  which  compares  favourably 
with  other  companies. 

6.  The  total  amount  of  death  claims  against 
the  company  In  Canada,  from  1895  to  1903,  both 
inclusive,  amounted  to  |2,278,20T,  on  which  the 
company  paid  $2,151,592,  or  94-442  per  cent. 

7.  The  superintendent  of  the  Insurance  De- 
partment of  the  state  of  New  Yoric  caused  an 
examination  to  be  made  of  the  company's 
affairs,  both  in  1897  and  in  1893  ;  on  the  occa- 
sion of  the  latter  examination,  most  of  the 
charges  mentioned  In  the  evidence  reported  and 
now  on  the  table  of  this  House  were  investi- 
gated and  found  groundless,  as  will  appear  from 
ihe  reports  of  Itie  chief  examiner,  of  the  assist- 
ant actuary  and  of  the  superintendent  of  said 
Insurance  Department. 

8.  Another  examination  of  the  affairs  of  the 
company  up  to  the  31st  December,  1901,  was 
made  by  order  of  said  Insurance  Department  of 
the  state  of  New  Yoric,  on  the  occasion  of  the 
relncorporati<m  of  the  company,  which  vaa 
found  to  be  solvent. 

9.  Apart  from  the  fact  that  the  committee  has 
not  had  the  advantajre  of  examining  into  the 
books  and  papers  -of  the  company,  as  was  done 
on  the  occasion  of  the  New  York  Inquiries,  the 
evidence  taken  before  and  reported  by  tbe  Se- 
lect Committee  would  not  Justify  any  conclu- 
sions contrary  to  those  of  the  chief  examiner, 
of  the  assistant  actuary  and  of  the  superinten- 
dent of  the  Insurance  Department  ot  tbe  state 
of  New  York. 

Hon.  Sir.  IIEKJLK  sntd.  in  rii^iiiK  to  bike 
up  this  motion  :  I  desfre  to  say  tliat  I  renlfze 
to  wlint  nn  extent  bon.  j^entlempn  »re  tTinl 
ot  this  qr.estioii. 

Hon.  (;KNTLKM1-:N— Heiir.  lit':ir. 

Hon.  .Mr.  ItEIQl.'I^— If  I  were  to  consult 
only  my  own  wishes,  I  •\voiiId  not  li;i  vi' 
atdted  the  House  to  give  nny  more  time  to 
this  question,  but,  rightly  or  wrongly.  1  be- 
lieve we  have  a  duty  to  discbarge  lii  this 
mntter.  nnd  tbat  we  will  fall  In  tbe 
disoliarge  of  that  duty  If  we  do  not  place 
OD  tbe  mlDUtea  of  this  House  tbe 
conclusions  which  should  be  drawn  from 
the  Inquiry  tbat  bas  been  made.  Hon. 
gentlemen  will  bear  in  mind  that  In- 
surance in  tills  country,  ns  In  every  other 
country,  is  a  question  of  the  greatest  im- 
portouce.  I  Lave  ouly  to  refer  to  tlie  last 
report  of  tbe  Superintendent  of  Insurance, 


where  it  will  be  found  that  the  amount  oC 
life  insurance  now  in  force  in  Canada  ex- 
ceeds $548,000,000,  and  that  the  amount  ot 
premiums  levied  annnalJy  exceeds $1U,000,00Q, 
Hon.  gentlemen  will  «ee  tbat  any  question 
coqalng  tbefore  this  House  affecting  Insur- 
ance, or  wblcb  may  have  a  tendency  to  dla- 
eredlt  tbe  management  of  Insurance  com- 
panies, Is  a  question  of  considerable  lmi>ort- 
auce.  When  charges  were  made  by  a  mem- 
Uei-  of  this  House  ngainst  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve Fund  Life  Association,  It  became  the 
duty  of  tbls  House  to  Inquire  Into 
those  charges,  because,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
there  were  thousands  of  persons  In- 
terested in  that  company  who  were 
under  tbe  Impression  that  they  had  been 
victimized,  that  their  money  bud  been 
f^fiuaudered,  tbat  they  hud  not  been  properly 
treated,  uud  It  was  in  the  interest  of  those 
policy-holders,  aa  w^ell  ns  in  the  public  in- 
terest tbat  the  truth  be  ascertiiiiied.  We 
have  only  to  consult  Insurance  mnuagers 
to  ascertain  that  anything  which  reflects 
upon  tbe  management  or  reputation  of  any 
one  Insurance  company  is  damaging  to  all 
Insurance  companies  lu  tbe  country.  If  the 
charges  have  been  established,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Senate  to  say  so.  If,  on  tbe 
otlier  hand,  the  charges  have  been  dis- 
proved. It  is  incumbent  upon  us  to  de- 
clare our  oi)Inion  to  that  effect,  niul  iirevent 
tlte  damage  which  otherwise  would  result 
from  tbls  Investigation,  and  the  rei>eated 
attacks  which  have  been  made  upon  the 
company.  There  is  another  consideration 
in  support  of  the  motion  I  am  going  to 
make.  It  lies  In  the  fact  that  these  accu- 
sations have  been  preferred  by  an 
bon.  member  of  this  House,  who  happened 
to  be  In  litigation  with  that  company, 
and  the  fact  that  tbat  hon.  gentleman  has 
deemed  It  advisable  to  sit  In  Judg- 
ment throughout  tbe  investigation.  It  la 
for  him  to  say  whether  bis  couTse  was  pro- 
per or  not.  I  have  no  reflection  to  make 
upon  him,  but  I  say  tbat  the  public  is  eu- 
titled  to  linow,  being  aware  of  that  fact, 
what  the  c^Inlon  of  this  House  is,  as  to 
whether  these  charges  have  been  substan- 
tiated or  not.  When  I  consented  to  net  on 
the  committee,  I  did  it  against  my  will,  but 
one  of  the  reasons  why  I  consented  to  act, 
was  because  of  the  facts  to  which  1  have 
Inst  called  the  attention  of  this  honourable 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1006 


SEXATE 


House.  I  did  It  as  a  matter  of  duty,  nnd 
neither  on  this  occasion  nor  any  other  occa- 
8lou  shall  I  be  found  to  shirk  fulfllUng  my 
duty  to  its  fullest  extent.  I  have  followed 
regularly  the  meetings  of  the  committee.  I 
have  tried  to  follow  these  proceedings  with- 
out allowing  my  miiid  to  be  biased  on  one 
side  or  the  other.  1  have  no  reason  to  be 
biased  ;  I  have  not  a  cent  of  interest  in  the 
company.  I  did  not  even  know  of  the  exist 
ence  of  the  company  before  the  charges  were 
made  in  this  honourable  House,  but  I  found 
from  the  outset  that  members  who  had 
been  policy-holders  In  the  company — and  I 
uiiglit  be  allowed  to  refer  to  my  hou.  friend 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mllle  lies— were 
of  opinion  that  there  was  u  great  deal  of 
truth  in  the  charges  that  were  made.  Their 
minds  were  biased  ii^aliist  the  conipuny 
und  hardly  open  to  the  answers  which  could 
be  offered  in  defence.  Tliese  facts  rend^'red 
it  the  more  necessary  for  tliose  who  wen' 
perfectly  free,  who  have  had  no  relations 
whatever  with  the  company,  to  be  careful 
and  be  the  proper  guardians  of  the  interests 
or  the  policy-holders  and  of  the  public,  he- 
cnuse.  I  repent,  it  Is  not  only  the  inlere^^t 
of  the  jioiiey-holtlers  that  is  involved  in  tliis 
(pie.stion,  biit  it  is  tlic  interest  of  ali  iiisnr- 
nuce  eoininiiiles  in  this  Dominion.  Il;iving 
followed,  as  i  did.  the  proceeilinjis  of  the 
Senate  with  a  determination  of  arriving  at 
what  1  thoutfhi  were  the  proper  conclusions 
resiiltini;  rrnm  the  evidence.  I  thoUKht  it  was 
my  duty  to  place  tlinse  conclusions  before 
this  iinnouralilellniist'  ami  invite  every  mem- 
ber of  this  llouseto  e.\amiiie  such  conclusions 
calmly  witii  the  refci'en<-es  to  tlie  evidence 
which  I  shall  be  prepared  to  give,  and  not 
only  to  invite  senators,  but  to  invite  the  pub- 
lic and  the  managers  of  Insurance  companies 
with  the  evidence  in  their  hands,  to  see 
Whether  my  conclusions  are  proper  c»r  not. 
That  is  what  I  expect  will  be  done,  and  it 
is  with  a  sense  of  my  resiK)nsil>ility  that  1 
iiMw  rise  to  submit  these  conclusions. 

The  first  conclusion  Is  contained  In  the 
first  paragraph,  which  is  as  follows  : 

1.  Tlii>  compaDy  was  licensed  In  Canada  from 
1885  to  (0  carry  on  business  on  the  assess* 
mt'iu  plan,  and  from  1S99  to  ttila  date  OQ  the 
level  premiuin  plan. 

This  conclusion  is  lndis]>ii table  ;  It  can 
be  ascertained  by  the  licenses  AvJiich  were 
Issued  by  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance. 
From  18D9  to  this  day  the  company  has  not 
Hod.  Mr.  BBIQUE. 


been  doing  any  business  on  the  assessment 
plan. 

The  second  conclusion  Is  : 

2.  That  part  of  the  business  of  ttle  compu; 
which  is  under  the  level  premium  plan,  Is  fnllr 
protected  by  the  deposit  made  with  the  goran- 
meat,  as  reQulred  by  the  Insurance  Act. 

This  conclusion  also  Is  Indlqintable,  be- 
cause It  Is  the  result  of  the  Insnrance  Ast, 
and  one  has  only  to  refer  to  the  InsnraiMe 
Act  to  ascertain  that  It  Is  the  duty  of  tbe 
Superintendent  of  Insurance  to  see  tliat  at 
all  times  there  is  a  deposit  in  the  hands  of 
tlie  government  sufficient  to  enable  the  goT- 
ernment  to  fully  reinsure  all  the  risks  hi  a 
given  company  carrying  on  business  ou  tbe 
level  premium  plan,  if  that  company  was 
to  come  to  grief. 
I    Tbe  third  paragraph  Is  : 

I  3.  From  18S5  to  the  31st  December,  1903,  tbt 
\  total  income  of  the  company  In  Canada,  from 

its  bu-flness  on  the  assessment  plan,  amountad 
;  10  $5,0:i:,518,  out  or  which  J3,OG0,029  were  paid 

ia  death  claims  and  $9d9,865  in  expenses  In 
I  Canada,  ana  |21S,m-deposlted  witli  the  soven- 
I  ment.  leaving  a  balance  of  |7S3,6S6  to  cover  ex* 
'  ppnses  of  collection  of  the  premiums  and  the 
!  (.'ontribution  of  tbe  Canadian  business  to  the 

t:oiicral  aai  head  office  expenses  and  to  lh9 
j  Keiiera!  mortality  fund. 

!     As  to  this  paragraph,  I  desire  to  give  in 
a  very  summary  way  the  references  to 
I  which  I  call  the  attention  of  every  hon. 
'  member.      The    figures    will    be  found 
in  part  8,  pages  120  to  2-4.   At  my  request 
the   company   was   called   upon   to  far- 
'  nish  a  statement  from  year  to  ye;ir  show- 
I  iiig  the  total  amount  of  income  in  Canada 
I  and  in  tlie  United  States  separately,  show- 
^  ing  also  the  total  amount  paid  In  Canada  od 
death  claims  each    year,    and   the  total 
I  amount  paid  in  the  United  States,  also  eacti 
I  year :  likewise  showing  from  year  to  year 
for  the  nineteen  years  they  have  carried  on 
business  in  Canada,  tbe  amount  of  expensH 
in  Canada  and  4he  amount  of  expenses  Id 
I  tiie  IJnited  States  ;  also  the  amount  of  «• 
I  penses  at  the  head  office  and  the  salarieE  of 
!  ofllccrs  and  employees  separately  for  each 
year,  and  the  figures  which  are  mentlomd 
in  paragraph  3  are  to  be  found  at  tbe  pagei 
to  which  I  have  just  refeiTed.  in  exhibit 
Xo.  12  ;  but  the  figures  will  al.so  l>e  fonnd 
on  pnge.s  .19  and  following  of  part  3  of  the 
evidence. 

I  now  come  to  the  fourth  paragraph : 

4.  The  company's  troubles  are  mainly  doe  to 
tbe  fact  that  its  rates  or  assessments  were  too 
low,  especially  until  18»6.    Even  with  the  ad- 
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Tance  which  was  made  In  1895,  varying  from 
tweotr-flve  to  one  hundred  per  cent,  the  rates 
remained  at  least  twenty-flTe  per  cent  less  than 
the  level  premium  system  would  have  called 
for  ;  and,  taking  the  whole  period  of  nineteen 
years  during  which  the  company  carried  on 
business  in  Canada,  the  average  rates  or  assess- 
ments  paid  by  Us  policy-holders  were  only  from 
about  fifty  to  slxty-stx  and  two-thirds  per  cent 
of  what  the  latter  would  have  paid  if  they  had 
been  under  the  level  premium  plan. 

I  claim  that  these  figures  cannot  be  dis- 
puted for  a  moment.  That  this  company 
was  organized  under  a  false  system,  is  ac- 
knowledged by  everybody  except  Mr.  Pater- 
«on.  who  was  heard  as  a  witness.  I  bad 
the  adrantaite  of  being  present  at  the  meet- 
ing of  the  Committee  on  Banking  and  Com- 
merce, where  I  beard  the  representatives 
of,  I  believe,  all  the  Canadian  companies, 
some  eleven  or  twelve  in  number,  and  they 
were  all  agreed  on  that  fact,  and  they  were 
all  Hgreed  that  It  was  iinjterative  for  the 
Senate  to  try  to  come  to  the  rescue  of  the 
policy-holders  and  remedy,  as  far  as  could 
be  done  by  legislation,  that  wrong  state  of 
things.  The  fact  Is  supported  also  by  Mr. 
Stevenson,  who  was  called  as  a  witness 
against  the  company,  by  Mr.  Wells,  also  a 
witness  against  the  coiin>any,  by  Mr.  El- 
dridge  and  Mr.  Bradshaw,  and  the  figures 
havo  been  given  by  them.  They  will  he 
found  In  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Stevenson, 
part  2,  page  31 ;  Mr.  Eldrldge,  part  3, 
pages  06-67.  I  have  not  the  reference  to 
Mr.  Wells"  evidence  at  the  moment,  but 
will  give  It  later  on.  Sir.  Eldrldge,  part  8, 
page  19.  As  far  as  Mr.  Palersoa  is  con 
cerued.  I  refer  to  his  evidence  in  part  5, 
page  10,  where  I  find  this,  si>eaking  of  the 
advance  In  rates  in  ISOo  : 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  MeSweeney  : 

Q.  How  much  was  the  advance  ? — A.  The  ad- 
vance was.  In  some  ages,  about  one  hundred  per 
cent.  At  the  higher  ages.  It  would  be  about  a 
hundred  per  cent,  and  at  the  lower  ages,  rang- 
ing from  twenty-Qve  to  fifty  per  cent. 

By  the  Hon.  Mr.  B^ique  : 

Q.  Did  It  reach  a  higher  premium  than  they 
would  be  charged  under  the  level  premium  sys- 
tem ?— A.  It  did  not. 

Q.  About  how  much  below  did  it  remain  In  a 
rough  way  ? — A.  I  should  think  it  would  be  at 
least  twenty-five  per  cent  leas,  in  most  cases. 

Therefore  I  have  adopted.  In  this  fourth 
paragraph,  the  very  figures  given  by  the 
witness  Pateraon.  Then,  as  far  as  the 
figures  from  fifty  to  ^xty-slx  and  two-thirds 
per  cent  are  concerned,  they  are  taken  from 


I  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Eldrldge,  part  3,  page 
.  88.   Now  let  us  take  paragraph  6  : 

r 

>  5.  The  amount  paid  to,  or  advanced  by  the 
■  company  to  agents,  as  commission,  seems  to 

>  have  been  at  times  abnormally  high,  which  was 
not  satisfactorily  explained.  N«Tertheld8S, 
taking  aa  a  whole  the  period  extending  from 

'  188a  to  December  Slst,  1903,  the  gross  average 
expenses  amounted  to  only  )5.96  per  |1,000  of 
insurance,  per  year,  which  compares  favourably 

I  with  other  companies, 

I    In  this  paragraph  there  are  two  different 
I  statements.     Let  me  deal   with   the  first 
statement,  that  tlie  amount  jiaid  to  or  ad- 
j  vanced  by  the  company  to  agents  as  com- 
:  mission,  seems  to  have  been  at  times  ab- 
i  normally  high,  which  was  not  satisfactorily 
j  explained.   I  ttalok  It  Is  my  duty  In  connac- 
I  tlon  with  this  paragraph,  to  call  attention 
I  to  exhibit  42,  which  was  filed  by  the  wit- 
ness  Patersou,  and  which  is  the  most  ser- 
I  Ions  piece  of  evidence  to  he  found  In  tlie 
I  record.    This  exhibit  shows  the  amount 
I  advanced    or    paid    to    agents    as  com- 
<  mission,  and  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
I  think  it  Is  very  high,  and  I  feel  justified  In 
I  saying  that  It  appears  from  the  evidence  and 
I  from  the  reports  of  the  Snpermteudent  of 
I  Insurance  in  the  state  of  Xew  York  that 
I  the  company  have  suffered  a  considerable 
I  loss  through  .such  advances.    When  I  say 
I  considerable  loss,   it  may   be  five   or  six 
I  hundred  thousand  dollars,  which  is  a  con- 
siderable sum.     The  company,  through  its 
second  vice-president,  Mr.  Eldrldge,  was  call- 
ed upon  to  answer  that  exhibit  42,  "but  to  my 
mind  his  answer  is  not  satisfactory.  It 
will  be  found  in  part  8,  page  34  of  the 
evidence; 

Q.  A  statement  has  been  filed  by  Mr,  Pater- 
son  giving  the  proportion  of  commissions  to 
insurance  in  force  ;  have  you  any  remarks  to 
malce  cODceraing  that  exhibit  42  ? — A.  Exhibit 
42  purports  to  show  the  new  business  written 
and  the  commissions  paid  agents  to  each  thou- 
sand of  new  business  from  181)0  to  1902,  both  in- 
clusive. The  criticism  I  wish  to  make  oH  that 
fs.  that  In  computing  new  business  tor  the  years 
18!>0  and  1891,  being  included  new  business  paid 
for,  new  business  not  taken,  and  revived  busi- 
ness. For  the  years  1892  to  1898,  both  Inclusive, 
lie  incluilpj  in  now  business,  new  business  paid 
for  and  business  not  taken.  In  1899  he  included 
new  business  paid  for,  new  business  not  taken, 
chanpre  and  increasp  :  In  V.>W  am!  IWl  he  in- 
rhiiieil  new  business  paid  for,  new  business  not 
taken,  change  and  increase,  and  revived  busi- 
ness ;  and  in  1902  and  1903  be  simply  iDcluded 
new  business  paid  for,  so  that  the  basis  of  com- 
parison Is  not  the  same  throughout.  He  has 
taken  from  the  sworn  reports  and  sometimes  he 
has  taken  some  figures,  and  sometimes  left  out 
those  figures  for  other  years. 
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At  the  most  tfala  criticism  attacks 
only  very  partially  exhibit  42,  and  to  my 

mind  It  Is  not  a  sufficient  answer  to  meet 
the  charge  that  an  abnormal  amount  has 
been  paid  by  the  company  to  its  agents, 
especially  when  we  have  It  in  the  report 
of  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance  of  the 
state  of  -  New  York  that  the  company  lost 
or  is  exposed  to  lose  a  few  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  through  these  advances.  As 
far  as  the  other  statement  contained  in 
paragraph  5  is  concerned,  I  claim  that  it  Is 
also  based  entirely  on  the  evidence  and  on 
the  statements  which  have  been  iiled.  I 
desire  first  of  all  to  call  attention  to  a  para- 
graph In  a  document  which  was  filed  and 
pot  ou  record,  and  distributed  amongst  the 
hou.  members  of  this  House.  It  is  entitled, 
'  General  statement '  of  the  company.  On 
page  29  I  find  the  following  : 

No  compaales  bave  established  a  better  repu- 
tation for  good  management  and  solidity  thao 
the  Canadian  life  iDsurance  companies.  During 
the  years  that  the  Mutual  Reserve  has  been 
doing  business  in  Canada,  excluding  the  year 
1903,  for  which  the  full  figures  were  not  avail- 
able at  the  time  that  this  computation  was 
made,  the  Canadian  companies  that  were  doing 
business  at  the  time  that  the  Mutual  Reserve 
entered,  or  that  were  organized  a  very  short 
time  afterwards,  thus  excluding  the  recently 
organized  companies,  whose  expenditures  would 
be  proportionately  greater,  have  carried  for  an 
average  term  of  one  year  13,099,311,000  of  Insur- 
ance. They  have  collected  as  premiums  on  this 
$105,586,228,  or  an  average  of  $34.07  per  thou- 
sand. They  have  increased  their  assets  in  ad- 
dition to  the  amount  of  Interest  they  have  re- 
ceived, from  the  premiums  $28,056,337,  or  19.06 
tor  each  $1,000  of  Insurance.  They  have  paid  to 
policy-holders  $49,253,435,  or  $15.S9  per  $1,000, 
making  the  payments  to  policy-holders  and  the 
premiums  devoted  to  increase  of  assets  total 
$24.94  per  $1,000,  showing  that  for  each  $1,000  of 
insurance  carried  for  one  year,  the  amount 
used  for  expenses  has  been  $9.13. 

During  the  same  period,  the  Mutual  Reserve 
has  carried  OQ  the  assessment  plan  Canadian 
insurance  tor  an  average  of  one  year  to  the 
amount  of  $305,125,375.  It  has  collected  thereon 
premiums  to  the  amount  of  $4,937,223,  being  for 
each  $1,000  of  insurance  carried  $16.18.  It  has 
paid  to  Its  policy-holders  In  Canada  $3,061,530, 
or  $10.03  per  each  $1,000.  Over  and  above  In- 
terest receipts  It  has  added  to  its  assets  $0.54 
per  $1,000  carried,  making  the  total  devoted  to 
the  payments  to  policy-holders  and  increase  of 
assets,  other  than  Interest,  $10.57,  leaving  $5.61 
pel  $1,000  of  insurance  carried  as  the  expense 
of  doing  the  business. 

The  comparison  which  Is  made  there  be- 
tween this  company  and  a-11  Canadian  com- 
lunies  shows  that  the  expense  in  the  case 
of  this  company  was  $5.61  against  $9.13, 
being  the  average  of  the  Canadian  compa- 
nies. 

Hon.  Ur.  BBIQUB. 


Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Were  any  stats- 
ments  presented  to  substantiate  those 
figures? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  was  just  comlnj 
to  that.  If  the  hon.  gentleman  will  allow 
me,  I  think  be  will  find  that  I  shall  answer 
the  objections  iu  advance.  ■  I  myself  con- 
fronted Mr.  Paterson  with  a  portion  of  Ok 
document  which  X  have  Jast  read,  and  invited 
him  to  criticise  it.  It  was  part  of  the  fniH- 
tions  of  the  counsel  of  the  committee,  sod 
of  this  witness,  and  Mr.  Wells,  the  otber 
witness  who  assisted  him,  to  criticise  tbti 
very  document.  They  criticised  it  in  seve- 
rul  other  respects.  I  called  his  atteution  ta 
that  part  of  the  document,  and  invited  him 
to  make  his  criticism.  His  answer  was  that 
he  had  seen  that,  but  that  he  had  not  veri- 
fled  the  figures. 

Hon.    Mr.  LANDRt— Where    Is  tbat 

answer?  Is  it  in  the  evidence  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  am  unable  to  give 
the  evidence  at  this  moment.  I  have  it 
in  my  notes,  and  I  will  undertake  to  give 
it  to  the  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)-XMt  ses- 
sion ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— During  this  sitting. 
I  was  going  to  say  that  I  believe  we  are 
entitled  to  infer  from  this  answer  that  he 
did  not  offer  any  criticism,  because  uo  criti- 
cism could  be  made.  But  I  find  more  than 
that;  I  find  that  those  figures  have  been  In 
print  for  years  past  before  the  Superhi- 
tendent  of  Insurance  of  the  state  of  New 
York,  and  therefore  that  all  parties  con- 
cerned have  had  ample  time  to  critidK 
them.  But  we  have  more.  Mr.  EWridge 
was  called  upon  to  produce  the  figures,  and 
he  did  so  under  oath.  Surely,  unless  those 
figures  are  contradicted  w«  are  bound  to 
accept  them.  They  are  to  be  found  in  part 
eight  of  the  evidence,  pages  10,  11  and  tt> 
In  the  statements  produced  wUl  be  fonad 
not  only  the  average  amount  of  expensei; 
.^."i.iK!  on  the  whole  business  of  the  eonapanj, 
but  also  the  share  of  expenses  that  tbe 
Onnadinn  policy-holders  had  to  bear,  fro* 
ISS.-)  to  1895,  95.45,  and  from  1896  to  ISO) 
inclusivcv  95.60,  which  jnade  tt  oonsideratriy 
belov  tbe  aveeage  of  tiie  expeaoe  wtaidi  tii* 
company  generally  had  to  bear,  taking  the 
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whole  business  together,  to  wit  fSJX.  Mow 
I  take  paragraph  six: 

S.  The  total  amount  of  death  claims  against 
the  companr  Id  Canada,  trom  1895  to  1903,  both 
Inelusive,  amounted  to  12,278,207,  on  which  the 
company  paid  $2,161,692,  or  91-442  per  cent'. 

These  figures  are  to  be  foand  in  part  5, 
pages  136  to  139.  We  have  them  year  by 
year.  We  have  a  corroboration  of  these 
figures  in  the  report  of  the  Superlntendeut 
of  Insurance  of  the  state  of  New  York, 
where  we  find  it  stated  in  a  general  way, 
that  the  company  had  paid  all  legitimate 
claims. 

The  paragraph  is  very  short.  It  is  at  the 
end  of  the  repdtt  of  188S,  from  which  I 

read  the  following  : 

The  result  of  the  examination  shows  that  the 
asBOciation  is  solvent  and  pays  in  full  every 
death  claim  that  is  a  proper  charge  upon  the 
mortuary  funds  contributed  by  the  members, 
and  that  Id  every  case  of  settlement  of  com- 
promise the  character  of  the  claim  has  been 
such  as  to  make  it  the  duty  of  the  management 
to  protect  the  members  against  an  unjust  de- 
mand. 

I  could  pause  here  and  ask  whether  this 
does  not  cover  all  the  conclusions  which 
should  be  properly  taken  on  the  Inquiry 
in  question.  The  committee  was  entrust- 
ed with  finding  the  positltm  of  the  company 
in  Canada,  and  I  think  that  this  was  pro- 
perly ascertained  by  finding  the  amount  of 
money  collected  from  Canadian  policy-hold- 
ers, the  amount  paid  to  Canadian  policy- 
holders, the  amount  paid  In  expenses  In 
Canada,  the  balance  which  remained,  the 
deposit  In  the  hands  of  the  government  as 
belonging  to  the  assessment  plan,  as  well 
as  the  deposit  belonging  to  the  level  prem- 
ium plan.  I  think  that  we  have  In  that  the 
full  answer  to  the  misiflon  which  was  given 
to  the  committee,  and  for  my  part,  I  doubt 
the  propriety  of  the  committee  inquiring 
into  the  business  of  the  company  outside 
of  Canada.  It  being  a  question  between 
nations,  I  doubt  the  propriety  of  this  hon- 
ourable ^oQse  Inquiring,  as  this  com- 
mittee has  done,  and  revising,  or  sicung  in 
Judgment;  so  to  speak,  on  the  repeat- 
ed Inquiries  which  have  been  made  by  the 
proper  authorities  in  the  state  of  New 
York,  as  well  as  in  other  states  of  the 
Union,  especially  as  we  have  in  our 
own  statute-book  a  provlaloai  which  enables 
the  Superintendent  of  Insurance  of  the  Do- 
minion of  Canada  to  go  at  all  times  to  the 
64 


head  office  of  the  company^and  cause  any 
inquiry  he  chooses  to  be  made  from  the 
loooks  and  papers  of  the  company  ;  I  say 
that  I  doubt  the  propriety  of  calling  upon 
tliat  company  or  any  other  company  to  come 
here  and  attend  the  sittings  of  the  com- 
mittee for  six  or  seven  weeks  at  a  very 
large  expense,  for  the  purpose  of  finding 
ont  what  ?  Finding  as  to  whether  the  in- 
vestigations which  were  made  by  the  In- 
surance Department  of  the  state  of  New 
York  were  Investigations  which  had  been 
made  in  good  faith,  and  whether  the  re- 
ports were  correct  or  not 


Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN- 
frlend  allow  me  to  ask  one 
point  Did  Mr.  Eldridge 
evidence  that  every  dollar 
the  comapny,  whether  In 
United  States,  was  liable 
the  policy-holders  in  every 


-Will  my  hon. 
question  on  that 
not  state  in  his 
of  the  assets  of 
Canada  or  the 
and  belonged  to 
country  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— Mr.  Eldridge  stated 

that,  but  we  do  not  require  Mr.  Eiurldge  to 
answer  that  question.  We  know  that  when 
any  company  does  business,  whether  in 
England,-  in  the  States  or  in  Canada,  that 
It  is  liable  for  all  Its  debts.  It  Is  rather  a 
strange  question  to  put.  It  does  not  follow 
that  the  Department  of  Insurance  of  the 
state  of  New  York  Is  not  entitled 
to  have  its  reports  taken  as  being  prima 
facie  correct,  and  it  does  not  follow 
that  if  these  reports,  or  If  the  results  of 
the  Investigations  which  have  been  made 
down  there  are  to  be  questioned ;  that  they 
are  to  be  questioned  through  a  committee 
of  the  Senate,  instead  of  through  the  Super- 
intendent of  Insurance  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada,  who  Is  the  proper  oflicer  to  make 
the  inquiry  in  a  proper  manner,  with  the 
books  and  papers,  and  which  would  have 
avoided  the  abuse  to  which  we  have  been 
witnesses  during  the  six  or  seven  weeks 
that  this  Inquiry  has  lasted.  Now, 
hon.  gentlemen,  I  call  your  attention  to 
this  point  To-day  It  Is  a  United 
States  Insurance  company  which  Is  being 
investigated  ;  to-morrow  it  might  be  a  Can- 
adian Insurance  company  which  would  be 
treated  In  the  same  way  in  the  United 
States,  and  I  say  that  we  have  been  creating 
a  bad  precedent  In  allowing  a  committee  of 
the  Senate  to  thus  go  Into  this  matter  In 
the  way  it  was  done,  questioning  the  ri- 
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ports  made  in  the  regular  way,  of  the  de 
partment  of  the  state  of  New  York.  And 
I  repeat  that  the  proper  course,  especially 
between  natioos,  would  have  been  to  have 
instnicted  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance 
to  cause  the  proper  examination  to  be  made 
of  the  booka  of  the  company  at  the  head 
office.  But  the  committee  has  made  in* 
quiry,  the  committee  has  reported  the  evi- 
dence, and  I  think  that  It  Is  Incumbent  on 
us  now  to  go  further  and  take  what  we 
consider  proper  conclusions  on  the  evidence. 
To  my  mind,  the  evidence  has  the  effect  of 
corroborating  entirely  the  bona  fide  charac- 
ter of  the  reports  which  have  been  made 
as  well  by  the  Superintendent  of  Insurance 
of  New  York,  as  well  as  by  the  chief  ex- 
aminer, and  when  I  say  that,  I  do  not  want 
eny  hon.  gentleman  to  Infer  that  tbe  com- 
pany have  been  whitewashed  by  these  re- 
ports. On  the  contrary,  when  reference 
Is  made  to  those  reports,  it  will  be  found 
that  the  company's  management  has  been 
criticised,  and  severely  criticised,  In  sev- 
eral Instances,  and  1  may  say  that  I  put 
the  question  to  Mr.  Wells,  and  I  will  be  able 
to  give  the  references  if  desired,  I  Invited 
lilm  to  say  as  to  whether  he  had  any  cri- 
ticism to  make  of  the  report  of  the  Super- 
intendent of  Insurance  and  of  that  of  the 
chief  examiner,  and  his  answer  was  that 
they  were  fair  reports.  (See  part  4,  page 
143.)  We  have  it  In  evidence  that  the  com- 
pany themselves  were  dissatisfied  with  the 
reports,  and  attempted  to  answer  the  criti- 
cisms which  were  made  against  their  man- 
agement. But  what  I  submit  is  that  the  in- 
vestigations were  made  repeatedly ;  one  in- 
vestigation was  made  in  18D5,  another  in 
J897,  and  another  in  1898,  and  another  In 
1901.  On  one  occasion,  we  have  it  in  evi- 
dence, that  it  was  an  Investigation  made 
by  the  chief  examiner,  which  lasted  some 
three  montba,  with  no  less  than  twelve  as- 
sistants, and  that  they  examined  all  the 
Ixwks  and  papers  of  the  company.  I  saj 
that  In  the  face  of  an  examination  of  that 
kind,  especially  when  we  have  not  had  an 
opportunity  of  examining  into  the  boots 
and  papers  of  the  company,  that  unless  we 
have  very  strong  evidence,  which  we  have 
not  at  all,  we  are  bound  to  accept  the  re- 
ports. And  I  say  that  the  accuracy  of 
those  reports  has  not  lieen  attacked  in  any 
shape  or  form  ;  that  there  was  no  evidence 
Hon.  Ur.  BBIQUB. 


brought  against  any  portion  of  those  im- 
ports. I  therefwe  ta&e  up  the  seventh  pu- 

graph,  which  reads  as  follows  : 

7.  The  superintendent  of  the  losuranee  De- 
partment of  the  state  of  New  York  caoitfl  u 
Qxaminatlon  to  be  made  of  the  compuy'i 
affairs,  both  in  1897  and  In  1898  ;  on  tlie  oeei' 
BlOQ  of  the  latter  examination,  most  of  tb« 
cliargeff  mentioned  In  tbe  evidence  reported 
and  nov  on  the  table  of  the  House  were  Ibtcs- 
tigated  and  found  sroundlees,  ax  will  appeu 
from  the  reports  of  the  chief  examiner,  the 
aAsistHDt  actuary  aod  of  the  superintendent  of 
said  Insurance  departmeot. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIjORAN— May  I  ask  the  hon. 
gentleman  a  question  ?  Does  he  all^ 
that  that  statement  Is  based  on  the  evi- 
dence adduced  before  the  Committee,  or  is 
it  simply  a  fabrication  of  his  own  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  the  hon.  gentleman 
wants  an  answer  from  me,  he  will  have  to 
make  use  of  parliamentary  language. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—'  Fabricate '  Is  not  a 
parliamentary  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  BGIQUE— I  decline  to  ansver 
any  hon.  gentleman  who  uses  any  saeli 
words  as  the  hon.  gentleman  has  used. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— I  will  use  the  wordi 
the  hon.  gentleman  desires  If  I  can  get  tbe 

Information. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  word  '  fabricate ' 
mvolves  a  He. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  it  is  not  based  on 
the  evidence,  he.  must  make  or  fabricate 
the  statements.  It  means  one  and  the  same 
thing.  Anybody  who  knows  the  dlctionaiy 
win  know  that 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQU&— You  have  the  evi- 
dence, and  my  statement  will  not  he  chal- 
lenged, that  the  charges  were  made  by  these 
witnesses  Wells  and  Paterson  under  oatt 
In  1899,  that  they  were  made  both  to  the 
superintendent  of  the  Insurance  department 
of  the  state  of  New  York  and  to  the  At- 
torney General,  on  two  different  occasions- 
We  have  the  evidence  that  after  those 
charges  had  been  made  an  examination  yns 
made  of  the  books  and  papers  of  the  em- 
pany  in  1899,  and  that  everything  was  fotmd 
correct,  and  we  have  the  evidence  of  the 
chief  examiner  of  the  state  of  New  Tort 
his  affidavit  which  was  put  In  evidence, 
taken  by  the  referee  In  the  case  agtlMt 
PateFBon.  to  the  effect,  as  mentioned  la 
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paragraph  7.  and  whlcb  I  shall  read  at 

OQce : 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  bon.  gentleman 
bad  better  do  so  because  the  evidence  will 
not  bear  out  that  statement 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB.   I  am  reading  from 

the  deposition  of  the  Chief  Bhcamlner  of  the 
state  of  New  York,  sworn  to  on  the  second 
day  of  April.  1900,  In  a  suit  In  the  New 
Xork  Supreme  Coort,  city  and  county  of 
New  York.   It  Is  as  follows  : 

UUTUAL   RESERVE   WSD   LIFE  ASSOCIA- 
TION 
asainst 

J.  THOMSON  PATER80N. 

Proeeedlags  before  Stephen  H.  Keating,  Esq., 
a  referee  duly  appointed  by  order  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawrence  to  take  d^ovitlon  of  Isaac  Van- 
dcrpoel,  held  the  2nd  day  of  April,  1900,  at  one 
tbirtr  p.m.,  at  the  office  of  the  referee,  No,  82 
Nassau  street.  New  York  city. 

The  referee  takes  the  oath  and  files  the  same. 

Isaac  Vanderpoel,  Esq.,  being  first  duly  sworn 
by  the  referee,  testifies  as  follows  : 

Examined  by  Mr.  Elkus  : 

I  am  the  chief  examiner  of  the  '  Inanrance 
Department  of  the  state  of  New  York  and  have 
my  ofllce  at  No  II  Broadway,  In  the  city  of 
Xew  York,  which  le  the  ofllce  of  the  Inaurance 
Department  of  the  state  of  New  York  In  the 
city  of  New  York.  I  am  attending  here  be- 
canse  I  have  been  served  with  the  order  of  Mr. 
Jimtlce  Lawrence,  dated  March  Slat,  1900,  re- 
quiring me  so  to  do.  I  have  been  conaected 
with  the  said  Insurance  Department  for  the 
past  thirty  years. 

In  the  year  1899  I  received  Instructions  from 
the  Insurance  Department  to  examine  the  Mu- 
tual Reserve  Fuad  Life  Association.  I  began 
such  examination  about  May  16th,  1699,  and 
continued  the  same  until  about  August  16th, 
1899.  This  examination  was  conducted  by  me 
arsisted  by  about  twelve  assistants.  I  exam- 
ined or  caused  to  be  examined  all  the  books, 
papers  and  records  of  the  association,  Includ- 
ing the  minute  books  of  the  board  of  directors, 
and  also  generally  examined  various  contracts. 
After  such  examination  I  made  a  written  report 
to  ihe  Superintendent  of  Insurance.  I  was 
familiar  at  that  time,  with  the  charges  hied  by 
James  D.  Wells  and  John  H.  Stevenson  with 
the  Insurance  Department  against  the  Mutual 
Reserve  Fund  Life  Association,  and  Its  officers. 
In  such  examination  I  Investigated  the  said 
charges  against  the  said  association  and  Its 
management,  so  filed,  In  so  far  as  the  books  and 
records  of  the  association  were  concerned,  and 
in  so  doing  found  nothing  which  Impaired  the 
integrity  or  honesty  either  of  Frederick  A. 
Bumham,  the  president  of  the  association,  or 
of  any  one  else  associated  with  him  In  the 
management  of  the  association  at  the  time  of 
such  examination. 

I  found  In  my  examination  that  the  acts  of 
the  officers  of  the  said  association  were  always 
within  their  powers  and  prerogatives  as  de- 
fined by  the  association's  by-laws  or  constitu- 
tion, or  as  said  acts  may  have  been  authorised 
by  the  directors  of  the  association  as  evidence 
by  the  minutes  of  their  proceedings. 
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At  the  time  of  such  examination  I  was  re- 
quested by  Mr.  Frederick  A.  Burnham,  the 
president  of  the  said  assooiatlon.  to  malce  my 
examination  of  the  said  charges  and  of  the  tald 
asaoclation  thorough  and  complete,  and  to  the 
best  of  my  ability  I  made  a  thorough  and  com- 
plete examination  thereof.  I  was  afforded 
every  facility  by  the  association  and  Its  offlcera 
to  make  snch  examination. 

(Slgaed)   ISAAC  VANDERPOEL. 

Subscribed  and  sworn  to  before  me 
this  2nd  day  of  April,  1900. 

(Sgd.)   STEPHEN  H.  KEATING, 
Referee. 

Hon.  Mr.  OLOBAN— Tke  Investlgatloii  was 

made,  as  far  as  the  books  were  concerned, 
and  the  men  who  made  the  change  were 
never  brought  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  hon.  gentleman 
Is  evidently  unwilling  to  apply  the  same  rule 
to  all  cases.  In  one  matter  he  was  satisfied 
to  receive  as  evidence  an  article,  a  libel  pro- 
duced by  a  witness  under  oath,  who  never 
attempted  to  prove  that  he  knew  that  any 
one  item  in  that  libel  was  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  GLOBAN— Hare  1  a  right  to 
challenge  a  statement  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— And  he  accepted  that 
as  evidence  of  charges,  and  In  this  case  he 
is  not  satisfied  with  the  examination  made 
by  the  proper  officer  with  twelve  assistants, 
with  an  examination  which  is  stated  to  have 
been  made  when  the  written  charges  were 
in  his  hands,  when  be  swears  that  the  ex- 
amination which  was  made  was  thorough 
and  complete  and  when  he  says  that  he 
inquired  Into  all  the  books  of  the  com- 
pany  

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN~If  I  have  no  right  to 
usk  a  question  I  rise  to  a  point  of  order. 

The  SPBAKEB— No  right  to  interrupt. 

Hon.  Mr.  CIX>BAN— I  rise  to  a  point  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr:  DOMVILLE— The  point  Is  not 
well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Wait  a  minute.  Haa, 
the  bon.  gentleman  a  right  to  put  In  my 
month  a  statement  that  I  never  made  ? 

The  SPBAEBB^Tbe  hon.  gentleman  who 
has  the  floor  has  not  put  any  statement  In 
the  hon.  gentleman's  month. 

Hon.  Sir.  CJLOBAN— Then  It  is  my  right 
to  place  before  the  House  my  statement 
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The  SPEAKER— The  hOD.  gentleman 
Bhould  not  interrnpt 

Hon.  Mr.  CL0IIAN~I  was  raising  that 
point  of  order. 

The  SPBAKBR-That  was  not  a  point  of 
order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— Then  I  respectfully 
take  my  seat.' 

Hon.  Mr.  HE>IQUB—The  taon.  gentleman 
sayv  the  examination  of  the  books  and  papers 
is  not  satisfactory.  Let  us  take  the  principal 
charge  on  which  so  much  time  has  been 
spent;  and  to  which  the  hon.  gentleman 
seemed  to  have  attached  much  importance. 
What  was  the  charge  against  Moss?  It  was 
In  that  case,  as  in  all  other  charges,  that  the 
company  had  paid  large  amounts  without 
any  warrants,  that  they  had  misapplied  the 
fonda  of  tlie  company.  How  are  charges  of 
that  kind  to  t>e  Investigated  if  not  by  an 
examination  Oif  the  bocriis,  tf  not  by  ascer- 
taining from  the  cash-book  what  has  been 
the  income  of  tihe  company,  and  by  finding 
out  how  the  cash  has  been  applied  from  day 
to  day,  from  month  to  month  and  year  to 
year,  and  whether  proper  Tonchera  existed 
justifying  all  payments  which  have  been 
made  ;  and  if  the  hon.  gentleman  will  refer 
to  the  special  report  made  by  the  chief  ex- 
aminer, it  will  be  found  that  he  specially 
mentioned  that  he  has  verified  all  the  vouch- 
ers anlfl  examined  all  the  books.  Now, 
he  might  be  suspected  of  having  been  biased, 
or  of  having  been  disposed  to  cover  up  certain 
Items,  but  when  we  have  the  fact  that  he 
was  assisted  by  twelve  different  persons,  it 
would  be  very  extraordinary.  If  the  money  of 
that  company  had  been  sQuandered,  as  had 
been  aunested,  that  not  one  of  these  twelve 
persons  who  would  be  found  to  give 
the  lie  to  this  chief  examiner.  I  woula 
ask  in  what  manner  the  hon.  gentleman 
would  indicate  that  the  investigation  should 
have  been  held,  If  not  from  the  .books  and 
the  papers  of  the  company  ?  I  will  not  take 
up  the  time  reading  long  extracts  from  the 
reports,  but  will  confine  myself  to  very  few. 
Taking  ithe  one  dated  16th  May,  1808,  from 
the  chief  exanolner,  I  find  the  following  :— 

As  per  your  appolDtmest  No.  1,104,  I  beg  to 
report  that  I  have  completed  the  ezaminatloD 
ot  the  Mutual  Reserve  Puad  Lite  AsBOclatioa 
of  New  York.  The  «tamlaatlon  gives  the  con- 
dltloD  of  the  asBoclatlOD  on  December  Slst 
last.  This  date  was  taken  tor  the  reason  that 
there  could  be  no  material  change  In  the  auo- 

HOD.  Ur.  CLORAN. 


ciatloQ'8  total  figures  as  between  the  close  of 
the  year  1897  and  the  3rd  of  March  last,  at 
which  date  the  examination  was  commenced. 
I  have  deemed  It  UDcecessary  to  repeat  here 
the  various  Hems  going  to  make  up  the  asso- 
ciation's annual  statement  to  December  Slsc, 
1897.,  as  those  figures  are  now  on  file,  in  all  the 
states  In  which  the  association  does  business, 
and  have  been  or  will  be  published  by  these 
states  In  their  annual  report.  The  examination 
shows  that  the  company's  last  annual  state- 
ment waa  substantially  correct.  The  Tari»- 
tlons  in  certain  of  the  figures,  as  betwera 
those  contained  in  the  report  and  those  showa 
by  the  examination  are  so  trivial  as  not  u» 
warrant  a  reference  to  these  differences  in  thii 
r^ort.  The  assets  and  liabilities  are  set  forth 
Jn  Exhibit  '  F.'  The  association  havlog  beea 
examined  by  this  department  in  1S85,  and  again 
In  1896.  it  Is  unnecessary  tor  me  to  go  over  any 
ground  covered  in  the  reports  made  upon  the 
examination  in  question. 

The  report  further  says  : 

As  the  examiners  of  this  department  in  con- 
nection with  their  previous  examination  ofihli 
association  have  found  It  necessary  to  criti- 
cise certain  of  its  methods,  as  to  the  keepiag 
of  some  of  its  books  of  account.  I  believe  ft  li 
now  due  the  association  to  say  that  in  my 
opinion,  the  method  now  in  vogue  In  the  re- 
cording of  its  transactions  from  day  to  day. 
may  be  said  to  be  concise,  explicit  and  thor- 
oughly Intelligent  system  of  bookkeeping.  The 
condition  of  the  books  materially  expedited  tlie 
work  of  checking  book  entries  with  original 
vouchers,  and  lessened  the  time  which  would 
otherwise  have  been  necessary  to  make  the 
examination  as  thorough  as  I  believe  It  has 
been. 

I  shall  read  again  from  the  report  of  the 
chief  examiner,  and  it  will  be  found  that 
he  did  not  show  any  disposition  to  cover 
up  the  transactions  of  this  company,  that 
the  report  was  very  critical.  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  following  two  pages,  to  which  I 
attach  Importance,  and  to  which  I  hare 
given  due  consideration.  It  Is  as  follows  : 

From  the  commencement  ot  the  bnaUiess  by 
the  association  in  1881  down  to  the  exeeutlOB 

the  contract  of  January  7th.  1897,  or  for  some 
sixteen  years,  the  total  amount  ot  agents'  bal- 
ance created  was  I&29.459.93.  For  the  eigihtsea 
months  during  which  the  contract  I  speak  at 
ran,  the  agents'  debit  balances  aDtonnted  te 
f244,9S4.07.  The  value  of  these  balances  cwing 
the  association  is  extremely  uncertain.  Ot  a 
total  of  f774,4U.  of  these  items  accruing  since 
its  organization.  It  had  marked  off  to  the  end 
of  1897,  $419,236.24,  or  over  fifty  per  cent  ot  the 
total. 

A  reference  to  '  Account  No.  4  '  indicates  that 
the  contract  of  January  7th,  1897,  contemplated 
the  payment  of  the  general  manager  of  a  ceai- 
misBion  to  him  on  new  business  in  addition  to 
the  commissions  provided  for  In  the  contract  to 
be  paid  by  him  to  sub-agents  and  the  ajcooat 
shows  this  commission  to  have  been  so  rllowed 
him  to  the  extent  of  f93.810.78  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  at  the  same  time  his  siifr- 
agents  were  becoming  indebted  to  tbe 
association  for  moneys  belonging  to  ft 
and  which   they  nitimately  failed  to  raalt 
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These  unpaid  balances  of  1897  form  the 
larger  portion  ot  the  |244,9U.07  of  agents' 
debit  balance  to  which  attention  hai  bean  call- 
ed. The  value  of  these  accounts  could  not  be 
reliable  ascertained  at  the  date  of  the  last  ez- 
amfnatioD,  tber  having  been  then  so  reontlr 
oieated,  but  an  examination  ot  Lhvai  a*,  'hia 
late  day  must  lead  to  the  conclualon  alr<>adr 
given  la  presenting  this  matter  to  you,  viz., 
that  they  are  of  nominal  value  only. 

This,  to  my  mind,  strongly  corroboratea 
the  (*arge  which  was  made  before  the  com- 
mittee, that  losses,  and  pretty  heavy  loases, 
had  been  made  by  the  company  through  ad- 
vancing money  to  agents.  It  was  strenuonsly 
contended  that  the  money  had  be«i  mis- 
applied in  paying  Hoas  commissions  to  which 
he  was  not  entitled.  I  say  this  ts  disproved. 
I  say  we  have  clearly  In  evidence  that  Moss 
has  not  been  paid  a  cent  to  which  he  wa^ 
not  entitled.  The  losses  Incurred  were 
through  advances  to  agents,  but  not  to 
Moss.  We  have  a  statement,  which  has 
been  verified  by  Mr.  Eidridge,  and  which  has 
been  verified  under  oath  by  the  chief  ac- 
countant of  the  company. 

Hon.  Mr.  MdMUO^EN— Would  the  hon. 
gentleman  answer  with  regard  to  the  fifteen 
hundred  pounds  which  was  drawn  when 
Moss  was  in  England  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  will  answer  any 
question  of  the  horn  gentleman,  but  I  can- 
not allow  myself  to  be  drawn  away  from 
my  argument.  I  will  be  able  to  show  that 
there  is  nothing  at  all  in  that,  that  It  Is  a 
mere  fancy  of  his  imagination.  I  invite, 
and  I  say  it  here  upon  my  responsibllty, 
any  serious  man  to  examine  the  evidence, 
and  say  If  my  statement  Is  not  correct.  I 
repeat,  it  is  a  fancy  in  the  mind  of  the 
boD.  gentleman,  as  I  shall  be  able  to  prove 
to  the  satisfaction  of  every  member  of  this 
House,  when  he  thinks  that  mon^  has 
been  misapplied  In  paying  f7,200  odd  to  this 
mnn  Moss  In  England. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— What  a  miser- 
aMe  dot  of  nlnconqMMps  we  mast  have  been 

that  we  did  not  understand  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  Is  the  only  member 
of  the  committee  who  understands  it,  ap- 
parently. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  accounts  cover- 
ing Moss's  whole  transactions  with  the  com- 
pany are  to  be  found  In  part  six,  pages  8 
and  following.   It  will  be  found,  by  refer- 


ence to  those  accounts,  that  Moss  was 
charged  wdtb  an  amount  of  $246,846  for  ad- 
vances made  to  him  for  agents.  Therefore, 
he  has  been  charged  with  the  full  amount  of 
the  money  which  he  subsequently  paid  to 
agents.  He  was  charged  with  cash  paid 
to  agents  during  1897  on  1897  business,  $207,- 
376  ;  cash  paid  him  during  1898  on  1897 
business,  $64,671 ;  cash  paid  him  during 
1897  on  account  of  commissions  on  1897 
business,  $74,151 ;  cash  paid  him  Janmiry  15, 
1898,  on  account  of  commissions  on  1897 
business,  $2,392,  and  several  other  Items 
which  need  not  be  enumerated,  but  which, 
added  up,  form  a  total  sum  of  $628,141.35. 
Then  the  credits  are  gross  premiums  on 
1897  business  $475,225  ;  gross  premiums  on 
1897  business  received  and  credited  in  1893 
$203,085,  forming  a  total  of  $078,311.  Tha 
amount  of  renewal  commissions  on  five 
yeara  plan  whlcb  he  was  entitled  to  daring 
five  years,  amounting  to  $64,804,  and  there 
Is  another  item  which  brings  this  amount  up 
to  $66,142.  Therefore,  we  have  the  total 
cash  expended  by  the  company  through 
payments  made  to  Moss  or  payments  made 
to  all  the  agents  through  Moss,  and  against 
that  we  have  tbe  total  premium  on  whlcb 
he  was  entitled  to,  about  85  per  cent  It 
would  be  85  per  cent  if  that  rate  of  com- 
mission had  covered  all  contracts,  but  It  is 
In  evidence  that  there  was  a  small  part  of 
the  business  on  which  It  was  less  ;  however 
In  round  figures  he  would  have  been  enti- 
tled to  85  per  cent.  Instead  of  that  It  it 
shown  that  he  received  a  fraction  over  83  per 
cent  It  follows  from  tills,  and  It  Is  the  most 
conclusive  evidence  taken  from  the  books  of 
the  company,  which  are  proved  to  be  kept  re- 
gularly, that  as  far  as  Moss  Is  concerned  be 
hns  not  received  a  cent  to  which  he  was  not 
entitled.  The  amount  to  which  the  hon. 
member  from  Wellington  has  called  my  at- 
tention is  charged  in  that  account,  and  this 
amount  I  may  dispose  of  Immediately.  The 
history  of  It  Is  very  simple.  Moss  went  to 
England  by  special  request,  and  by  special 
request  of  whom?  Of  this  man  Wells,  who 
Is  now  setting  out  this  transaction  as  being 
an  irregular  transaction  on  the  part  of  tbe 
company.  We  have  the  letters  of  Wells  on 
record.  Those  letters  I  hope  my  hon.  friend 
has  read.  Tbey  are  written  to  the  president 
pressing  upon  htm  to  send  Moss  to  England 
for  a  special  purpose,  to  take  hold  of  lAie 
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organization  in  England  for  a  time,  to  set  the 
company  on  Its  feet  and  help  its  proper  organ- 
ization. When  he  was  there  he  got  into 
trouble.  Apparently  he  was  arrested  for 
debt,  and  bad  either  to  remain  in  England 
or  pay.  The  company  bad  to  be  deprived 
of  his  serrices,  or  they  had  to  advance  him 
$7,200.  This  the  company  did,  and  it  was 
good  policy;  it  was  proper  management,  and 
the  amount  appears  in  the  account  as  hav- 
ing been  advanced  to  Moss.  We  have  It  in 
evidence  also  that  It  was  part  of  tlie  bar- 
gain, that  he  was  to  be  entitled  to  a  com- 
mission on  the  business  that  was  done  by 
reason  of  bis  visit  to  England,  and  that  tbe 
commission  to  which  -he  was  entitled  fully 
covered  the  advance  made  to  blm.  But,  hon. 
gentlemen.  Is  it  serious,  when  a  company  la 
dealing  with  millions  as  this  company  was 
at  that  time,  to  talie  an  Item  of  this  kind, 
and  question  the  advisability  of  spending 
$7,000,  for  the  purpose  of  sending  that  man 
to  England  or  allowing  blm  to  return  to 
continue  the  management  of  all  agencies  in 
the  United  States  7  There  is  no  evidence 
that  there  was  any  error  of  management, 
but  it  would  have  been  in  the  natural  course 
of  things  if  the  witnesses  who  have  been 
heard  bad  been  able.to  prove  errors  of  judg- 
ment and  losses  for  a  much  larger  amount 
than  that  I  now  come  to  the  eighth  para- 
graph ; 

8.  Another  examination  of  the  aflalrs  of  the 
company  up  to  the  31st  December,  1901,  vas 
made  by  order  of  said  Insurance  Department  of 
the  state  of  New  York,  on  the  occasion  nt  the 
reincorporation  of  the  company,  wh!jh  waa 
found  to  be  solvent. 

1  need  not  read  the  evidence  in  that  re- 
spect. It  is  uncontradicted.  We  bave  had 
the  report  of  the  chief  examiner,  and  th3 
report  of  the  dflpartment  They  are  on  re- 
cord, and  It  was  only  as  the  result  of  his 
finding  that  the  company  was  allowed  to  be 
reincorporated  on  the  regular  system  in  the 
state  of  New  York  In  1902.  Then  the  last 
paragraph  is  as  follows 

9.  Apart  from  the  fact  that  the  cnmmlttee  baa 
not  bad  the  advantase  of  examining  Irto  tbe 
books  and  papers  of  the  company,  as  was  done 
on  tbe  occasion  of  the  New  York  <n:t;ttries,  the 
evidence  taken  before  and  reported  by  tbe  Se- 
lect Committee  would  not  Justify  any  conclu- 
sions contrary  to  those  of  thii  chief  examiner, 
of  tbe  assistant  actuary  and  oi  tbe  8Ut)^riDtend- 
ent  of  the  Inauraoce  Department  of  tbe  state 
of  New  York. 

I  claim  that  this  paragraph  is  also  a  pro- 
per conclusion  to  take,  as  being  entirely 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB. 


supported  by  evidence,  and  as  being  also, 
for  the  reasons  which  I  have  mentioned,  the 
proper  position  to  take  towards  the  De 
partment  of  Insurance  of  the  state  of  Mew 
York.  I  could  take  up  the  cbarges  whicb 
have  been  placed  on  the  order  paper,  and 
sliow  the  falsity  of  them,  bnt  1  feel,  at  tbia 
time  especially.  It  would  be  wasting  the 
time  especially,  it  would  be  wafttlng  ttie  time 
of  this  Honourable  House,  and  I  stiall  for  tbe 
present  confine  myself  to  drawing  attendoD 
to  one  of  them  only.  It  has  been  stated  as  evi- 
dence of  extravagance  In  the  management, 
that  Mr.  Eldrldge  had  made  a  report  to  tbe 
effect  that  $500,000  could  be  saved  hi 
eposes,  and  that  (tftor  he  so  reported  » 
saving  was  made.  His  report  has  been 
put  in  evidence,  and  we  have  it  stated  lo 
print,  that  not  a  cent  has  been  saved,  a^ 
though  in  his  own  judgment  $500,000  covid 
be  saved.  I  refer  hon.  gentlemen  to  part 
eight  page  22,  to  see  the  value  of  assertions 
of  that  kind.  The  recommendation  as  made 
by  Mr.  Eldridge  Is  to  be  found  at  page  9J  of 
part  4. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Will  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman tell  us  where  that  is  referred  to  in 
tbe  report  made  by  the  majori^  of  the 

committee  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-^It  is  referred  to  in 
No.  6. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— That  Is  not  before  tbe 
House  yet,  the  report  of  the  majority. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  reading  from  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Yes,  I  am  reading 

from  the  evidence  and  the  recommendatiim 

made  by  Mr.  Eldrldge  is  to  be  found  hi 

part  4,  page  97.   Then  on  page  90  I  find  the 

folowing  evidence 

Q.  Was  there  any  material  reductum  <n  the 
expenses  of  management  a.'ter  that !— A.  la 
some  Items  there  was— :iot  out  of  that,  I  do  not 
think  they  were,  but  take  :l»e  yewly  report.  It 
shows  a  reduction  in  some  Ifms,  Take  oiCceps" 
salaries,  I  think  the  annual  report  sba«-E  a  re- 
duction, in  that.  In  commlssljos  tc  aftnts 
there  was  a  large  -eduction.  That  showed  tbe 
largest  reduction,  because  tbe  amount  of  busi- 
ness was  very  much  reduced.  TtLerefgre  the 
principal  reduction  in  eipenaes  came  trcm  that 
source. 

Now,  if  hon.  gentlemen  will  ref»  to  the 
document  filed  and  printed  In  part  8  at  page 
22,  it  will  be  seen  tbat  taking  the  expemet 

in  1898  they  were  $1,591,343,  and  in  18B» 
tbey  were  reduced  to  $1,185,729,  a  redoc- 
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tlOD  of  $405,614.  There  was  a  saving  of 
OT«r   $400,000,  we   have   bere  tho 

assertion  In  print  that  although  Mr. 
Bldridge  claims  that .  a  reduction  covld 
be  made^  no  reduction  whatever  had 
been  made.  I  could  take  tbe  charges  one 
after  another,  and  If  necessary  shall  do  so, 
and  show  that  they  are  abont  eiqnally  nn- 
founded.  These  are  the  only  remarks  which 
I  felt  It  incumbent  on  me  to  olfer  in  snp- 
port  of  tbe  conclasions  which  I  have  placed 
before  tbe  Homw.  I  fee)  I  have  dlschai^ed 
my  duty,  and  that  I  wonld  npt  have  dis- 
charged It  if  I  bad  failed  to  do  what  I  have 
done.  It  would  be  most  unfair  to  Tet  a  mass 
of  evidence  of  that  kind  go  before  tbe  pub- 
lic, and  let  everybody  form  his  judgment 
on  one  Individual  assertion  or  on  one  portion 
of  the  evidence.  It  would  be  unfair  to  the 
company,  and  when  I  speak  of  tbe  com- 
pany I  mean  tbe  poticy-holders  who  have 
twenty  odd  mllliona  of  Insurance  in  Oanada— 
not  policies  actually  in  force,  bnt  poli- 
cies which  will  be  revived  if  tbe  Bill 
which  passed  this  House  l}ecomes  law. 
1  say  it  would  be  most  damaging  to  those 
policy-holders,  and  liable  to  Induce'  theiS  to 
sacrifice  their  best  interest,  and  It  would  be 
most  damaging  to  all  the  insurance  com- 
panies doing  business  In  Canada.  It  Is  our 
da^,  when  we  have  taken  the  responsibility 
of  appointing  a  committee,  and  allowing  that 
committee  to  make  a  protracted  Inquiry, 
instead  of  throwing  this  mass  of  evidence 
before  tbe  public  without  comment,  to  de- 
clare what  are  tbe  proper  conclusions  to  take 
from  the  evidence,  subject  to  tbe  pub- 
lic or  the  parties  Interested,  to  say  whether 
our  conclusions  are  In  accordance  wttl)  tbe 
facts  or  not.  I  therefore  move,  seconded 
by  the  hon.  senator  from  Marsbfleld,  the 
motion  which  appears  on  tbe  Sfinutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  rise  to  a  fwlnt  oil 

order.  I  find  In  Bonrlnot,  page  548,  speaking 

of  the  reports  of  committees,  says  : 

It  muat,  however,  always  be  remembered  that 
tlie  report  submitted  to  the  Tlouse  is  that  of 
the  majority  of  the  committee.  No  BignatnrM 
should  be  affixed  to  a  report  for  the  putpose  of 
showing  any  divlalon  of  oplnloD  <n  the  com- 
mittee, nor  caa  it  be  accompanied  by  any  coun- 
ter statement  or  protest  fiom  tlie  D:)coritr  as 
such  a  report  1b  as  unknown  to  Canadian  as  to 
English  practice. 

I  claim  that  this  motion,  made  to-day 
by  the  hon.  member  for  de  Salaberry  is  a 
disguised  minority  report.    He  takes  up  tbd 


evidence  and  draws  conclusions  It 
which  he  asks  this  House  to  support,  show" 
Ing  that  those  conclusions  come  from  the 
evidence  taken  by  tbe  committee.  That  Is 
equivalent  to  a  minority  report.  If  the 
bon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  come  here 
and  ask  this  House  to  adopt  a  minority 
report,  he  cannot  do  so  indirectly.  Oonse- 
qnently  his  motion  is  not  in  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— 'Did  not  the  bon.  mem- 
ber  give  notice  of  the  motion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Tbe  hon.  gentleman 
surely  is  not  serious  In  denying  the  right 
of  any  member  to  invite  the  House 
to  pass  Judgment  upon  the  evidence  ? 
The  authority  to  which  be  has  referred  Is 
not  in  point  at  all.  I  do  not  give  this  notice 
of  motion  as  a  member  of  the  committee.  It 
iB  not  a  committee  report.  It  Is  as  a  member 
of  this  House,  after  having  examined  the 
evidence  which  is  before  the  House,  that  I 
invite  the  Senate  to  pass  Judgment  upon  it. 
Suppose  a  majority  report  had  been  made — 
suppose  that  a  report  embodying  conclusions 
had  been  made — let  us  take  tbe  one  that 
was  attempted  to  be  made  by  the 
committee — would  it  not  have  been 
open  to  any  hon.  member  of  this  House  to 
move  an  amendment  that  other  conclusions 
be  arrived  at  ?  Is  it  not  equally  elementary 
that  It  is  open  to  any  of  us  to  move,  In  the 
absence  of  conclusions  offered  by  Gie  com- 
mittee  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  not  the  same 
thing  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Is  It  not  a  fact  that 
tbe  motion  which  my  hon.  friend  has  made 
was  not  suggested  In  committee  ?. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  Just  the 
point  I  have  been  raising.  He  has  no  r^bt 
to  do  indirectly  what  he  Is  forbidden  to  do 
directly. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  was  not  a  member 
of  that  committee,  but  am  I  correct  in  stat- 
ing that  the  hon.  gentleman  never  moved 
what  he  bas  moved  in  the  House  as  a  min- 
ority report.  If  so,  I  fail  to  see  tbe  con- 
nection which  my  bon.  friend  Is  trying  to 
establish. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— Is  It  or  Is  It  not  a  re- 
port of  the  evidence  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  TOUNG — The  evidence  has  been 
reported  to  tbis  House  and  Is  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  House.  Any  hon.  gentleman  has 
a  right  to  bring  up,  based  upon  that  evi- 
dence, any  motion  upon  giving  notice,  under 
the  rules  of  the  House,  that  he  desires. 
Therefore  there  is  no  connection  with  any 
minority  report  of  the  committee.  I  cannot 
see  any  analogy  at  all,  because  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  de  Salaberry  gave  the  usual 
notice,  the  evidence  being  before  us.  He  has 
drawn  certain  deducMons  from  the  evidence, 
and  submitted  them  as  a  motion,  and  sup- 
ported them  by  able  argument  for  the  House 
to  accept  or  reject,  and  I  think  other  hon. 
gentlemen  have  taken  the  view  that  they 
have  the  right  to  do  the  very  same  thing.  On 
the  order  paper  can  be  found  a  document 
which  did  appear  at  an  alleged  meeting  of 
the  committee,  so  that  while  the  House 
may  accept  or  reject  the  hon.  gentleman's 
view,  yet  the  hon.  gentleman  has  a  perfect 
right,  or  any  other  gentleman  upon  giving 
notice,  has  a  right  to  bring  up  the  matter. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  well  what  I  said,  that  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  no  right  to  make  a  special  re- 
port, and  to  ask  the  Judgment  of  the  House 
on  ttala  special  report.  He  has  no  more 
right  to  do  indirectly  what  he  Is  forbidden 
to  do  directly,  and  that  Is  an  attempt  to  do 
in  one  way  that  which  he  had  not  the  right 
to  do  in  another  way. 

The  SPEAKER— The  evidence  Is  before 
the  House,  and  any  member  of  the  Senate 
can  move  a  resolution,  couched  in  parlia- 
mentary language,  with  respect  to  the  effect 
of  that  evidence,  and  no  hon.  gentleman  can 
point  to  any  rule  which  says  that  an  hon. 
gentleman  who  happens  to  have  been  a  mem- 
ber of  that  committee,  does  not  possess  the 
game  rights  as  if  he  had  not  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee. 

Hon.  Mr.  IjANDRY— The  consideration  of 
the  evidence  is  not  before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-I  have  heard  the 
learned  dissertation  of  my  hon.  friend  from 
de  Salaberry.  I  followed  it  carefully,  wind- 
ing through  the  maze,  if  I  may  use  that 
word— I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  parlia- 
mentary—through the  contortions  of  debate 
and  argument— If  that  Is  not  parliamentary 
I  withdraw  it,  but  as  a  layman  it  strikes 
me  as  a  contortion,  and  it  made  me  wonder 
Hon.  Mr.  WII^ON. 


where  we  were  at,  where  we  started,  and 
where  we  propose  to  end.  I  quote  now, 
from  the  debates  at  page  85.  when  I  rose  to 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  select  com- 
mittee of  five  to  investigate  the  position  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association 
of  New  York  in  Canada,  with  power  to  send 
for  papers,  persons,  telegrams  and  records, 
and  to  employ  clerical  services  and  with 
leave  to  report  from  Time  to  time.  That 
was  my  motion.  I  might  call  the  attentioD 
of  boD.  gentlemen  to  the  fact  that  when 
I  moved  for  this  committee,  I  asked  for 
three  from  this  side  of  the  House,  and  tb^ 
were  almost  strangers  to  me  here,  as  ^^ 
gards  any  idea  as  to  what  steps  they  would 
take  or  bow  they  were  impressed.  I  cao- 
vassed  none  of  them.  I  asked  for  two  from 
the  other  side  ;  my  long  parliamentary  ex- 
perience having  taught  me  that  the  minority 
of  the  House  should  have  a  representation, 
and  I  was  informed  that  two  would  act  on 
the  committee  and  their  names  were  given. 
That  made  five,  three  supporting  the  gov- 
ernment, and  two  on  the  other  side,  giving 
the  government  a  majority  of  one.  If  ton. 
gentlemen  will  turn  up  the  debate,  they  will 
find  that  I  was  wllllug  to  accept  any  hon. 
gentleman.  There  was  no  choice  on  mj 
part,  no  desire  to  canvass  any  hon.  gentle- 
men as  to  whether  they  would  support  me 
and  make  a  personal  question  either  for  or 
against  the  conipauy,  to  support  my  charges 
or  their  defence.  I  placed  myself  Id  the 
hands  of  this  honourable  Iwdy— not  myself 
but  the  policy-holders  in  Canada-hi  the 
hands  of  the  Senate,  to  ascertain  if  they 
were  entitled  to  redress.  If  they  were  not 
then  no  harm  was  done.  Later  on,  some 
very  disparaging  remarks  were  made  cm- 
cernlng  those  five  gentlemen,  and  they  wwe 
characterized  in  language  I  will  not  quote 
now.  because  It  Is  on  the  debates.  Seven 
more  members  were  added.  Did  I  object  ? 
No,  I  had  confidence  In  them,  and  accepted 
them,  but  as  those  seven  were  added  to  the 
committee,  some  hon.  gentlemen  st^ested 
that  another  seven  be  appointed  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  remove  the  impression  before 
the  country,  and  before  the  world,  that  that 
was  a  small  committee,  and  with  Dlnetoen 
hon.  members  of  this  House  on  that  com- 
mittee, the  members  would  have  some  minds 
of  their  own,  and  would  be  able  to  'orm 
a  conclusiou  of  their  own  on  the  merits  of 
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the  case.  Was  that  an  unfair  positiOD 
to  take  ?  Last  year  I  sa]d  that  I  would  en- 
deavour to  get  on  with  this  matter,  but  it 
was  so  late  I  had  to  withdraw  It ;  I  had 
given  notice  of  a  Bill,  unfortunately,  this 
year.  Whether  It  was  a  correct  thing  to  do 
or  not,  I  shall  not  enter  into  the  merits  of 
that  question,  but  a  Bill  was  placed  ahead 
of  us,  and  passed  this  House,  and  we  could 
not  get  tt  into  committee,  and  on  a  tie  vote 
In  this  House,  where  the  Speal^er  voted  as 
one,  we  had  a  division  of  21  to  21,  showing 
that  irrespective  of  the  committee, 
irrespective  of  those  gentlemen  that 
were  characterized  in  such  severe 
terms,  this  honourable  body  of  inde- 
pendent men  from  the  Atlantic  to  the 
Pacific,  friendly  and  unfriendly  in  politics, 
they  were  there  and  In  their  independent 
position,  not  being  under  any  obligation  to 
theh-  party,  one  side  or  the  other,  but  view- 
ing this  matter  as  judges  in  the  chamber, 
they  divided,  21  against  21,  in  favour  of  and 
against  the  report  Does  this  show  that  it 
was  entirely  one-sided,  as  my  hon.  friend 
.  from  de  Salaberry  has  tried  to  point  out 
from  time  to  time  ?  Does  this  show  that 
this  House  was  prejudiced  ?  Has  any  one 
advanced  the  proposition  here  that  I  ever 
canvassed  any  member  of  this  House  to 
vote  with  me  ?  If  I  did.  let  him  rise  now 
and  say  that  I  instructed  him  how  to  vote. 
I  held  no  caucus  In  the  lobbies,  or  In  the 
upstairs  rooms.  I  did  not  go  out  and 
talk  at  the  bar  on  one  side  or  the 
other  as  the  case  progressed,  congratu- 
lating one  side,  or  taking  exception 
to  the  other  side.  I  stand  with  clean  hands 
in  this  House  on  this  occasion.  When  we 
were  before  the  committee  I  took  no  band 
in  the  investigation  at  all,  because  there 
were  stories  drifting  around  the  corridors — 
they  were  all  brought  to  us  ;  they  were  all 
retailed.  There  are  so  many  people  in  the 
world  who  like  to  tell  what  they  know. 
Sometimes  it  Is  true,  and  sometimes  it  is 
not  I  did  not  telephone  all  over- for  mem- 
bers to  come  and  vote.  '  I  did  not  wire 
that  it  was  necessary  to  have  everybody 
here.  I  sat  on  the  committee  as  an  Impar- 
tial Judge,  I  never  Interfered,  except  on 
one  or  two  occasions.  I  thought  I  saw,  and 
I  am  speaking  now  with  great  precaution — 
I  thought  I  saw  an  Intention,  or  it  con- 
veyed the  Impression  that  there  was  an  In- 


tention, not  to  let  us  go  on  with  the  evidence 
which  should  have  been  adduced,  to  lay 
it  before  this  honourable  House.  I  think 
hon.  gentlemen  who  served  with  me  on  that 
committee  will  substantiate  what  I  say. 
The  committee  had  a  great  many  difficul- 
ties to  work  against.  Our  connsel  was  n 
KC,  a  man  of  the  highest  ability,  who  has 
been  to  England,  who  has  appeared  before 
the  Supreme  Court,  and  there  is  not  a 
lawyer  in  Canada  who  wouid  pooh-pooh  him. 
There  are  very  few  lawyers  who  will  run 
down  one  another.  They  will  stand  by  the 
profession  generally.  They  will  support  one 
another  because  they  never  know  when  they 
may  be  together.  To-day  they  may  be  fight- 
ing one  another,  and  six  months  hence  they 
may  be  together,  dividing  the  costs,  what 
they  can  get  out  of  It  Therefore  we  will 
withdraw  insinuations,  and  we  will  show 
statements  made  here,  or  impressions  con- 
veyed, nnd  those  Impressions  must  be  all 
conveyed  with  some  Idea  or  purpose,  either 
to  prejudice  or  to  gain  a  sympathy.  Sym- 
pathy is  needed  in  this  House.  Who  need 
any  sympathy  here  ?  All  the  sympathy 
that  Is  required  Is  for  the  poor  unfortunate 
people  outside  veho  have  been  defrauded. 
Perhaps  my  hon.  friend  from  de  Salaberry 
has  taken  his  parliamentary  right  in  pro- 
posing this  motion,  but  It  was  after  the 
other  motion  had  heen  crowded  out  when 
the  committee  reported  there  were  73,  and 
where  are  the  rest  of  them  ?  They  must  evi- 
dently have  been  satisfied,  ^hey  must  have 
felt  the  business  was  going  on  in  the  proper 
way,  nnd  everything  was  done  In  accordance 
with  the  investigation,  no  undue  Influence 
brought  to  bear  upon  any  of  them.  There- 
fore they  felt  that  the  committee  was  doing 
Its  duty  and  they  supported  the  committee 
by  not  protesting.  Hon.  members  may  say 
what  they  like,  but  as  I  said  before,  there 
was  no  Intention  of  dissolving  that  commit- 
tee, because  they  contended  they  must 
bring  In  the  report  and  there  was  the  ques- 
tion of  witness  fees  to  deal  with.  They 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  snylng  what 
should  be  paid  or  not  paid.  I  think  the  ste- 
nographer's notes  will  show  that  the  motion 
was  that  the  committee  rise  and  report— not 
that  they  report  the  evidence.  There  Is 
not  an  hon.  gentleman  In  the  House  who  will 
not  substantiate  what  I  say  now,  that  that 
was  never  moved,  and  I  think  It  will  be 
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found  that  It  does  not  appear  on  the  Bteno- 
grapber's  notes  In  that  form,  however  It  did 
appear  in  the  report,  but  it  makes  very  little 
difference.  The  whole  thing  for  the  country 

and  the  whole  thing  for  this  House  Is,  what 
that  committee  went  there  for.  Did  It  go 
charged  with  a  duty  ;  did  It  go  charged  not 
to  condemn  this  company  but  to  investigate, 
and  if  this  company  could  clear  the  way  and 
show  they  were  right,  was  there  an  hon. 
gentleman  on  that  committee  who  would 
have  falsified  bts  position  by  reporting  some- 
thing that  was  not  true  ?  LooIe  at  the  re- 
port. How  marvellously  guarded,  nothing 
but  an  Index  to  the  evidence  so  that  hon. 
gentlemen  here,  instead  of  having  to  read 
through  the  voluminous  report  of  eight  vol- 
umes, can  turn  quickly  to  the  evidence  that 
has  been  taken,  and  when  that  report  was 
accepted  here,  this  hon.  House  could  have 
■taken  In  two  or  three  days,  from  that  Index, 
all  the  important  evidence  required  to  form 
a  proper  and  right  conclusion.  "Was  that 
so  ?  No,  It  was  not  so.  That  report  was 
crowded  out.  Day  by  day  we  had  motions 
to  do  something,  and  they  have  never  been 
moved  yet,  and  we  are  in  the  dying  hours 
of  this  session.  Was  that  taking  this  House 
Into  their  confidence  ?  Was  that  carrying 
out  before  the  country  an  independent  line 
of  conduct  ?  What  will  the  country  say  of 
this  debate  ?  I  suppose  my  hon.  friend 
takes  consolation  in  the  fact  that  the  coun- 
try never  knows  what  the  Senate  is  doing 
and  never  bothers  with  their  proceedings. 
That  is  a  consolation,  that  with  all  these 
pleadings  and  speeches,  they  amount  to 
nothing,  because  nobody  in  the  country  will 
read  them,  and  nobody  has  access  to  them  ; 
but  they  can  be  used  for  diabolical  purposes 
outside.  My  hon.  friend  who  claims  a  high 
position,  or  whose  friends  claim  for  him  in 
Quebec,  a  high  position  as  a  professional 
man,  has  made  his  speech,  and  can  that  re- 
port of  the  debate  not  be  used  for  diabolical 
purposes,  as  an  argument  to  catch  more 
victims  in  that  spider-web.  Then  we  come 
to  where  we  started  in  this  House,  that  this 
House  and  the  country  have  to  be  the  Judges 
as  to  whether  I  was  correct  or  not.  I  nm 
not  afraid  of  the  country.  I  am  not  afraid 
even  If  the  vote  were  against  us  here.  X  am 
not  afraid  of  being — I  was  going  to  use  the 
word  stifled,,  but  It  is  not  a  proper  word  to 
use ;  but  if  from  some  unforeseen  drcum-^ 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB. 


Stances  that  one  cAi^  not  foresee  we  are—my 
hon.  friend  suggests  the  word  *  strangulat- 
ed * — if  it  is  not  parliamentary  I  withdrtv 
it — controlled  is  a  better  word,  then  whtt 

will  the  public  say  outside,  so  many  boa. 
gentlemen  In  this  House  having  fought  their 
case  ?  Assuming  hon.  gentlemen  vote 
against  them — and  it*  Is  a  most  peculiar 
thing,  and  we  have  heard  that  birds  of  a 
feather  flock  togethw — a  most  peculiar  tblog 
that  every  lawyer  in  this  House,  except  tbe 
chairman  of  the  committee,  is  arraigned 
against  the  poJicy-holders,  and,  whether  they 
intended  or  not,  their  speeches  and  argu- 
ments here  have  been  in  defence  of  the  com- 
pany. Who  asked  them  to  defend  the  com- 
pany ?  Who  asked  anybody  to  come  to  tliai 
conclusion  ?  The  bon.  House  was  asked  to 
investigate  the  chaises  which  I  made  I 
charge  that  the  retoms  of  the  ccnnpany  luve 
not  been  In  occordance  with  the  facts.  This 
is  a  grave  charge,  which  I  have  put  on  re- 
cord, and  I  know  the  responsibility  which  I 
take  in  making  it.  I  shall  presently  proTe 
the  suppression  of  papers  before  this  House. 
The  speech  that  was  suppressed  I  shall 
prove — ^tbat  is  as  I  made  it  I  knew  1 
placed  myself  In  a  position  to  be  attacked 
by  the  whole  press  of  Canada,  but  I  bare 
such  unbounded  confidence  in  the  members 
of  the  House,  that  I  felt  I  could  depend 
upon  them  to  Investigate  the  matter,  and  it 
I  could  make  out  my  case,  that  they  woald 
do  Justice  not  only  to  myself  but  to  the 
widows  and  orphans.  I  am  afraid  my  de- 
pendence upon  them  is  weakened,  because 
I  never  could  have  supposed  that  we  would 
meet  the  opposition  we  had  to  contend  with. 
We  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  question 
whether  this  is  a  Canadian  or  foreign  com- 
pany. It  is  doing  business  in  Canada,  and 
tue  law  affords  it  protection  and  it  should 
also  protect  those  who  are  in  tbe  bands  of 
the  company.  In  England,  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil has  decided  that  the  company  ipust  pay 
back  to  the  assured,  principal  and  interest  at 
four  per  cent,  and  also  pay  all  charges  in 
the  lower  court  and  In  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
I  did  not  fabricate  that,  and  while  speaking 
of  the  word  *  fabrication '  which  I  used  a 
while  ago,  I  do  not  want  to  use  an  Imiffoper 
word.  I  refer  to  Worcester's  dictionary  :— 
Fabricate — fabricator,  fabricatus,  faber,  a 
workman,  tbe  act  of  fabricating  construc- 
tion, the  fabrication  of  a  new  government 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-That  is  for  next  fall. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILIiE— Then  Worcester 
Bays  '  Fabricator,  one  who  fabricates,  the 
almighty  fabricator  of  the  universe.'  Surely 
my  bon.  friend  should  not  have  taken  offence 
at  that.  Fabricator  of  the  Senate  wouia  not 
be  an  unworthy  word  to  nse.  X  cannot  see 
wby  there  should  be  any  feeling  In  reference 
to  the  use  of  that  word.  In  the  case  of  Angers 
against  the  Mutual  Reserve  which  came 
before  the  Supreme  Coart  here,  all  resting 
on  this  case,  the  decision  was  reserved  as  I 
have  heard,  not  knowing  from  their  lord- 
ships of  the  Supreme  Court,  with  whom 
I  would  never  attempt  to  discuss  any  points 
of  this  case,  or  ask  them  whether  they  were 
waiting  to  see  the  decision  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  because  if  the  House  of  Lords  decid- 
ed this  case  of  Foster  vs.  the  Mutual  Re- 
serve, which  is  analogous  to  this  case,  then 
the  court  must  follow  the  decision  in  the 
Foster  case,  In  the  Privy  Council,  because 
under  the  legal  reasoning  they  could  not  go 
to  England  on  an  appeal  when  the  Privy 
Council  had  already  decided  it.  When  the 
House  of  Lords  had  rendered  their  decision 
and  It  was  final  then  there  would  be  no 
appeal  from  here  to  England,  and  the  case 
must  rest  on  their  decision.  I  quoted  from 
the  case,  and  I  need  not  go  into  It  again. 
I  endeavoured  to  place  on  the  order  paper 
yesterday  a  notice  that  I  desire  to  ask  the 
government  whether  they  were  aware  that 
the  decision  of  the  Privy  Council  was 
against  the  company.  That  was  the  last 
appeal  of  the  company.  The  decision  in 
England  was  that  there  was  no  use  going 
into  the  question  of  fraud  or  anything  of 
that  kind,  as  it  bad  not  been  specially  alleged, 
bat  that  the  whole  case  had  been  one  of  the 
most  terrible  fraud  from  top  to  bottom, 
and  they  ordered  the  company  to  pay  back 
all  the  money  that  this  man  Foster  had 
paid,  with  four  per  cent  Interest  and  costs 
to  date.  My  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of 
State— and  I  accept  his  word— says  that  he 
has  only  heard  In  the  lobbies  ttiat  Judgment 
has  been  rendered.  I  have  taken  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  this  case,  but  I  have  not 
had  sixteen  lawyers  behind  me.  I  had 
one  that  was  a  match  for  them  all.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  called  the  company's  policy 
tricky  and  Intentionally  ambiguous,  and 
orders  premiums  returned.  That  is  a  tele- 
gram which  I  received. 


Hon.  Mr.  TE3SIER— Where  did  the  hon. 
gentleman  get  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB--I  got  it  half  an 
hour  ago. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— What  la 
it  called  by  Lord  Salishu^  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB-Tbe  Lord  Chan- 
cellor describes  it  as  the  telegram  Indicates, 

and  that  would  destroy  all  the  arguments  of 
my  hon.  friend,  if  we  might  characterize  it 
as  special  pleading.  In  that  spirit  of  fair- 
play  which  my  hon.  friend  states  he  is 
lined  with  all  through,  cut  here  and  cut 
there,  and  take  things  pieces  to  pieces,  I 
say  that  the  thread  of  his  ailment  Is  de- 
stroyed by  the  Lord  Chancellor's  designation 
of  this  company  In  England.  And  is  it  a 
fair  position  to  place  this  House  in  ?  I 
knew  this  three  or  four  days  ago,  and  I  had 
to  trace  It  up  bit  by  bit.  Therefore,  I  thinte 
that  to  this  House  It  has  been  a  surprise. 
Hon.  gentlemen  here  have  not  had  a  chance 
of  knowing  all  this.  But  my  hon.  friend 
takes  the  responsibility  of  that,  as  I  take 
the  responsibility  of  the  charges  I  made. 
The  question  has  been  disposed  of  in  Eng- 
land, and  the  decision  there  will  have  a 
very  great  bearing  all  over  this  country,  be- 
canse  the  decision  of  the  Privy  Conudl 
must  be  followed  here.  Then  where  wilt 
that  company  be  ?  It  must  be  insolvent- 
Why  ?  Because  every  policy-holder  will 
demand  his  money  back;  If  It  can  be  re- 
covered In  England  It  can  be  recovered  here. 
From  whom  will  those  unfortunate  creatures 
recover  ?  They  cannot  get  It  from  the  man- 
agers. They  have  gone  through  the  funds 
and  have  left  nothing.  It  has  been  proved 
In  evidence  that  several  of  those  gentlemen 
have  gone  through  other  companies,  all  of 
which  have  gone  to  pieces  in  the  same  way 
this  seema  to  be  going.  Who  Is  going  to 
be  responsible  to  the  country  ?  Will  the 
hon.  member  from  de  Salaberry  or  the  gov- 
ernment be  responsible  for  all'  the  opposi- 
tion we  have  had.  If  the  company  goes 
Into  llqnidatlon,  who  will  the  liquidators 
he  ?  They  will  be  the  policy-holders.  For 
three  years  I  have  been  writing  about  this 
matter,  and  It  has  become  a  matter  of  com- 
mon report.  It  was  published  In  the  papers, 
because  my  hon.  friend  refers  to  a  suit  In 
New  York  where  they  arrested  Mr.  Wells. 
Mr.  Paterson  and  Mr.  Stevenson.   But  my 
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hon.  friend  says  that  was  improper  evidence, 
and  asked  to  have  It  ruled  out.  He  did 
not  want  the  people  to  know  what  came  out 
in  that  committee.  He  wanted  them  to 
see  only  the  sliver  side  of  the  shield.  With 
all  his  Ingennlty,  however,  be  has  not  gone 
as  far  as  be  expected  to  go  of  as  far  as  It 
was  hoped  by  somebody  he  would  go.  To 
show  how  widespread  this  matter  has  be- 
come, I  may  mention  the  fact  that  I  have 
received  to-day  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  in 
Botterdam,  Holland,  which  is  as  follows  : — 

Rotterdam,  July  24,  1904. 
To  the  Right  Hon.  Sir  Domville, 

Member  of  the  Senate  of  Torooto. 
Dear  Sir, — For  some  days  'he  post  brought  me 
a  copy  of '  the  debates  tn  the  Canadian  Senate 
about  the  Mutual  Reserve  fund.  I  thank  you 
very  much  and  I  cannot  lot  to  uonsratulate  yon 
with  your  victory.  You  have  ■ft-on  the  battle 
and  In  honourable  manner.  .Uterwards  widows 
and  orphans  will  bless  you  and  pray  tor  a  long 
and  bappy  life. 

I  should  4ike  to  read  ivhat  the  company  has 
furnished.  If  one  of  the  members  of  the  Sen- 
ate will  yield  his  copy  and  give  it  to  me,  I  shall 
be  glad  to  study  it.  I  think  audi  alteram  par- 
tem, but  I  think  too  not  mucb  good  about  that 
bad  managed  company. 

Recommending  myself  for  your  report,  I 
thank  you  once  more  for  your  goodness  In 
respect  to  me. 

*    I  am,  dear  sir. 

Yours  truly, 

J.  ADAHS,  Jr. 

Kortckade  97 
Rotterdam,  Holland. 

That  letter  Is  a  reward  for  anything  I 
hnve  done.  That  Is  an  Independant  ex- 
pression of  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McDONALD— Was  he  a  policy- 
holder ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Probably  he  was. 
I  do  not  know  anything  about  him,  but  It 
shows  that  the  world  is  watching  this  In- 
vestigation, and  will  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  gratuitous  and  honourable  ad- 
vocacy of  the  company  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry,  one  of  the  three 
who  objected  to  everything  that  might  hurt 
the  company,  and  all  the  other  members  of 
the  pommlttee  who  were  unanimous  In  mak- 
ing the  report.  I  am  told  that  the  hon. 
member  from  de  Salaberry  said  the  com- 
pany was  suing  me.  I  will  ask  him  if  he 
made  that  statement  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — T  said  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  in  litigation  with  the  company. 
I  did  not  say  that  the  company  sued  bim. 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— That  Is  a  Terr 
polished  answer. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  the  hon.  gentl^ 
man  will  allow  me.  what  was  told  me  i 
few  days  ago  was  to  tlils  effect,  that  the  hon. 
gentleman  had  Instituted  an  action  a^nit 
the  compnuy  for  $10,000,  and  that  a  day  or 
two  afterwards  he  made^hls  charges  a^lnst 
the  company  in  the  Senate,  that  he  bad  bad 
other  suits  with  the  company — ^that  he  haJ 
been  agent  for  the  company  in  the  provinw 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  had  been  dlscba^ 
by  the  company,  and  that  the  counsel  of 
the  committee  was  his  solicitor  In  thor 
suits. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hon.  friend 
went  a  little  further  than  I  asked  him.  I 
can  tell  him  more  than  that.  I  was  wlQi 
the  directors  In  New  York  with  Judge  Jones. 

of  St  Louis,  and  other  prominent  men. 
Were  they  discharged  ?  No,  they  were  not 
Here  Is  the  evidence  ;  they  could  not  bold 
them,  but  my  hon.  friend  says  some  one  told 
him  I  was  discharged.  I  suppose  he  vu 
told  that  by  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  agenU 
that  are,  all  through  the  lobbies.  If  anj- 
body  else  told  him  then  it  was  a  slander. 
Why  should  my  bon.  friend  wish  to  listen 
to  slanders  ?  If  he  got  It  from  the  com- 
pany then  he  is  justified  in  using  it  tw 
what  it  is  worth. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  hon.  membfl- 
had  better  correct  the  statement  if  It  !s 
not  ^e,  because  It  Is  common  talk  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— It  hai 
nothing  to  do  with  the  case. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUB— I  am  willing,  for 
my  part,  to  accept  the  hon.  gentleman's 
(Statement  if  he  says  it  is  not  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hon.  friend 
snys  it  has  been  common  talk.  I  have  uot 
been  among  the  common  talk.  Will  mf 
hon.  friend  say  who  told  bIm  Y 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — He  will  not  say 
who  told  him. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Does  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman deny  that  he  bad  suits  with  the  com- 
pany ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONA'LD  (B.C.)— Do  not 
say  yes  or  no. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  statement  was 
that  Mr.  Coster,  the  counsel  for  tbe  com- 
mittee, was  the  hon.  gentleman's  solicitor 
in  these  suits,  and  especially  the  one  that 
js  now  pending. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Is  my  hon.  friend 
placing  me  on  trial  now?  Becanse,  tf  so,  I 
shall  have  to  get  some  lawyer  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  defend  me.  He  has 
asked  a  question  which  I  shall  answer.  I 
did  sue  them.  I  sued  them  for  my  premiums, 
to  make  them  pay  me  back  what  they  got 
out  of  me,  and  what  they  should  not  bare 
got  out  of  me.  It  was  a  breach  of  contract. 
My  case  Is  now  pending  and  will  be  tried  in 
September.  My  counsel  in  the  case  la  Mr. 
Coster,  and  I  am  pleased  to  lean  on  him,  and 
would  rather  lean  on  him  than  on  some  bou. 
members  that  I  have  heard  In  the  course  of 
my  life,  and  who  think  they  know  more 
than  Mr.  Coster  does.  The  company  has 
not  brought  suit  against  me,  and  that  Is  the 
whole  amount  of  tbe  litigation  that  exists 
to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  MCMULLEN— Tbe  bou.  gentle- 
man is  no  worse  than  Mr.  Foster  In  Eng- 
land. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIL'LE— And  no  worse 
than  tbe  Hon.  Mr.  Angers  in  Canada.  If 
they  hare  done  wrong,  I  have  done  wrong. 
If  I  am  wrong  Uie  suit  going  on  In  Kentucky 
and  New  York  and  other  parts  of  the  United 
States  are  wrong,  and  nobody  can  be  right 
but  tbe  managers  of  this  company  and  tbe 
hon.  member  for  de  Salaberry  who  Is  here 
trying,  if  possible,  to  make  as  good  a  case — 
I  will  hardly  say  that,  to  steer  a  way  out 
for  them.  I  propose  to  give  notice  of  motion 
here  directly,  and  some  other  notices  of 
motion  also.  I  stated  while  cbanC^ns  them 
with  all  these  things  that  I  wonid  show 
what  their  duties  were  under  tbe  Insurance 
Act  I  refer  to  page  17  of  the  Insurance 
Act,  the  36th  clause  which  governs  their  po- 
sition in  Canada.  I  have  shown  that  they 
could  not  use  tbe  money  as  they  have  used 
it,  because  section  5  says  : 

No  portion  of  any  moaey  received  from  as- 
BesBmeats  tor  death  claims  shall  be  used  for 
anjr  expense  whatever,  and  every  notice  of  any 
assessment  shall  truly  Bpeeify  tbe  cause  and 

purpose  thereof. 

I  was  trying  to  point  out  that  this  was  a 
copartnership  or  a  mutual  society  and  that 
tbey  could  not  raise  money  for  one  purpose 


and  spend  it  for  another,  that  if  they  did  so 
they  were  liable  under  the  laws  of  Canada 
to  whatever  penalty  might  be  incurred  there- 
for. That  I  thought  was  sound,  because  it 
was  the  law  of  tbe  land.  It  could  not  be 
controverted  by  any  opinion  as  to  what  we 
pass  here  or  elsewhere,  or  what  effect  the 
Bill  which  passed  this  House  might  have. 
We  might  differ.  One  hon.  gentleman  might 
say  that  It  bad  one  effect,  and  I  might  think 
it  had  anoth^.  Neither  might  be  right,  or 
one  might  be,  but  I  piu  my  faith  to  the  In- 
surance Act,  chapter  124  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  Canada  as  amended  by  51  Vic- 
toria, chapter  28,  and  other  amending  Acts. 
Tbat  was  good  authority ;  that  was  unpur- 
chased authority.  There  was  nothing  to  in- 
fluence me  one  way  or  tbe  other  but  tbe 
facts.  I  showed  also  that  death  claims  shall 
be  a  first  charge  on  all  moneys  realized  by 
assessments,  and  no  deductions  shaU  be 
made  from  such  death  claims  on  any  ac- 
count wbatever.  My  hon.  friend  admits  that 
tbe  managers  of  this  company  did  make  de- 
ductions. I  did  not  follow  his  figures,  but 
they  scalped  6  per  cent  off  tbe  policy-holders 
in  Canada. 

What  [wssible  right  had  they  to  take 
one  iota  oft  these  policy-holders  ?  The  gov- 
erning committee  were  not  In  a  position  to 
do  it.  They  had  their  doctor  and  their  dh%c- 
tors,  and  when  their  doctor  and  agent  ac- 
cepted a  risk  and  the  company  carried  the 
policy  fire  or  ten  years,  what  right  bad  they 
to  say  we  find  in  your  statement  so  and  so, 
and  we  will  only  pay  you  so  much.  They 
have  taken  off  5  per  cent  on  the  whole 
amount  of  the  death  claims  paid  In  Canada. 
It  is  not  only  tbe  percentage  taken  off 
those  policies  but  they  scaled  them  down. 
Let  us  suppose  In  the  policies  that  they  set- 
tled tbey  paid  SO  or  60  per  cent  of  tbe  claim; 
spread  tbat  over  tbe  whole  of  the  policies 
paid,  and  It'  shows  a  small  percentage,  and 
It  could  be  argued  that  on  all  the  business 
they  did  with  the  people  of  Canada  they 
deducted  only  a  very  small  percentage.  But 
they  did  not  take  it  off  the  whole  of  them. 
We  had  before  us  tbe  case  of  a  poor  man, 
here  In  Ottawa,  that  X  wanted  to  put  on 
the  stand,  but  I  did  not  succeeil.  I  can  get 
people  all  over  the  country  whose  claims 
were  scalped  40  or  50  per  cent.  But  we 
are  told  tbat  these  people  could  go  to  tbe  law 
courts.   What  can  poor  people  do  fighting 
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such  an  organization  ?    Look  at  the  ex- 
pense Involved  Id  this  great  flgbt  that  has 
Just  ended  before  the  Privy  Council  In  Eng- 
land ?   What  poor  widow  of  an  artisan  or 
labourer  could  face  the  expense  of  such  a 
contest  1    The  most  honest  and  generous 
lawyer  lu  the  country  must  charge  for  his 
services,  and  poor  claimants  could  not  pay. 
I  know  of  a  case  where  a  widow  who  was 
insured  for  ?1,000  was  offered  only  $500. 
When  she  consulted  a  lawyer 'she  was  told 
If  she  had  not  money  enough  to  flght  it,  she 
had  better  accept  the  offer.   Wherever  they 
had  a  chance  to  scale  down  the  claims  of 
people  who  were  helpless  to  help  themselves, 
they  compelled  them  to  take  Just  what  they 
chose  to  give.   I  was  In  Montreal  only  two 
or  three  weeks  ago,  and  an  hon.  member 
of  this  Hoase  was  present  with  me.  and  we 
met  a  man  with  a  policy  thai  was  due.  There 
was  no  contention,  no  complaint  of  fraud 
or  anything  of  the  kind,  but  he  could  not 
get  paid.   They  kept  promising  to  pay  him, 
biit  never  settled.    If  the  evidence  before 
the  Senate  is  correct,  then  the  company 
are  all  the  time  two  million  dollars  behind. 
Even  If  they  were  a  million  behind  they 
assessed  ander  the  principle  of  assessment, 
to  meet  death  claims.   If  every  month  $500,- 
000  death  claims  took  place,  then  they  have 
a  right  to  assess  the  whole  of  us  for  $500.- 
000  to  pay  those  claims.    But  if  we  believe 
that  they  ever  paid  oat  that  $500,000  to 
wipe  off  the  claims  against  them,  they  would 
not  be  behind.   But  they  do  not  pay  these 
people  and  still  they  are  in  arrears.  No 
policy-holder  has  a  chance  of  knowing  the 
position  of  the  company.  My  hon.  friend  laid 
considerable  stress  on  the  evidence,  and 
dwelt  on  the  character  of  Mr.  Paterson. 
Supposing   Mr.   John   Thomson  Paterson 
were  to  make  strictures  on  one  of  my  collea- 
gues here,  I  would  not  accept  them  from 
him.   But  some  of  my  colleaguen  are  striv- 
ing to  show  that  Mr.  John  Thomson  Pat- 
erson is  not  an  actuary,  notwithstanding 
his  evidence  given  under  oath,  and  uncon- 
tradicted.  Let  me  read  what  is  said  of  Mr. 
Paterson  by  those  who  know  him  : 

Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson  is  one  of  the  ablest 
actuaries  in  the  country,  and  his  writings  on 
Insurance  matters  are  considerd  as  authority. — 
*  Weatern  EconomiBt,'  Dee  Moines,  la. 

Mr.  J,  Thomson  Paterson  Is  a  gentleman  of 
large  experience  and  has  an  Intimate  knowl- 
edge of  the  theory  of  life  insurance.—'  The  Un- 
derwriter,' Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


Mr.  Paterson  Is  a  well-known  statiitlclaa  tn 
Insurance  as  well  «a  an  able  writer.— "nt 

National  Underwriters,'  Baltimore.  Ud. 

We  have  a  high  respect  for  Mr.  Paterson's 
masterly  grasp  of  insurance  and  actuarial  ques- 
tlous.— '  The  Insurance  Observer,'  New  ToA. 

Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson  Is  an  accepted  sn- 
thorltjr  on  life  Insurance.  He  Is  the  author  of 
several  interesting  books  on  that  subject,  which 
have  found  admiring  readers  in  nearly  every 
civilized  nation  on  the  globe.—'  The  Ledger,' 
Dubuque,  la. 

The  author.  Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson,  has 
made  life  insurance  a  study,  and  la  master  of 
the  flubject,  if  any  one  can  be.— Montreal 
'  Herald,'  Montreal,  Que. 

Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson,  a  recognized  an- 
thorlty  on  life  insurance,  is  one  of  New  York's 
men  of  figures,  being  a  bom  mathematician.— 
'  The  Evening  Telegram.'  New  York. 

The  author,  Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson,  Is  well 
up  in  lite  Insurance  topics  and  has  contributed 
not  a  little  to  its  literature  and  done  It  well.— 
Toronto  '  Bulletin/  Toronto,  Oat. 

Mr.  Paterson  is  conceded  well  versed  on  Jife 
Insurance.—*  Dally  States,'  New  Orleans,  La. 

Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson  Is  a  recognised  au- 
thority on  life  insurance.  He  is  the  author  of 
several  valuable  books  on  the  subject  which 
have  been  read  extensively  not  only  by  insur- 
ance men,  but  by  the  public  generally.— Albany 
(N.Y.)  '  Evening  Journal.' 

Mr.  J.  Thomson  Paterson,  widely  known  ta 
Insurance  circles  as  the  compiler  of  several 
valuable  works  on  life  Insurance,  has  bad  an 
extensive  experience  in  actuarial  and  field 
work.—'  Thrift,'  New  York. 

Mr.  Paterson  has  a  clear  and  vigorous  ttyls 
and  a  very  effective  way  of  presenting  facts 
and  figures.- •  Insurance  Advocate,'  New  York. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  quote  any  more  to 
show  that  the  committee  was  not  dealing 
with  a  man  of  straw  or  a  man  who  had  no 
knowledge  of  Insurance,  but  with  a  man 
who  Is  well  known  and  acknowledged  by 
everybody  as  a  most  astute  and  able  man. 
The  committee  are  chained  with  bringing 
a  man  here  who  did  not  know  his  busi- 
ness.    What  Is  the  position  of  that  com- 
mittee In  this  country  ?    Why,  the  farther 
we  travel  from  these  buildings  the  more 
convinced  the  people  are  that  we  have  been 
trying  to  do  our  duty,  notwitbstandhug  all 
the  difficulties  thrown  in  onr  way,  as  I  have 
tried  to  illustrate  to  yon.     I  have  read  a 
letter  received  ttom  Botterdam  to-day.  I 
have  also  a  letter  from  a  woman  in  To- 
ronto, which  I  shall  not  read,  and  I  have 
letters  from  other  places,  all  showing  that 
we  are  dealing  with  this  question  In  a  legi- 
timate way,  and  In  the  public  interest  It 
ill  becomes  anybody  in  this  House  or  else- 
where to  throw  slurs  at  the  nineteen  lion, 
gentlemen  on  that  committee.    I  took  down 
the  word  used  by  an  hon.  member  in  speak- 
ing of  them;  he  said  they  were  d^ded. 
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That  was  the  word  used  agaiiut  this  com- 
mittee. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  does  not  know  the  fnll  meaning 
of  that  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hare  a  thoroogb 
understanding  of  the  word.  That  la  the 
(pinion  outside,  and  the  opinion  of  a  good 
many  Inside. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  find  the  follow- 
ing definition' of  degraded : 

Deprived  of  dignity  or  rank,  debased  or  low. 
A  degenerate  and  degraded  state.— Milton. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  good  anthorlty. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— A  good  authority 
for  those  who  like  him.  I  never  cared  for 
'  Paradise  Lost  *  or  *  Paradise  Regained.' 
However,  if  my  lion,  friend  Is  satisfied  with 
it,  I  liave  no  objection,  bnt  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  remark  applied  to  the 
Wiiuie  nineteen  members  of  the  committee 
or  only  to  the  chairman  ?  Some  say  It  was 
Intended  to  apply  to  the  chairman. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  cbalr. 

After  RecesB. 

Hon.  Mr.  CXA)RAN— Before  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman resumes  bis  speech,  I  want  to  give 
notice  of  an  amendment 

The  SPEAKER— The  bon.  gentleman  from 
Rothesay  has  the  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— If  the  House  eon- 
sent,  I  am  willllng  to  let  the  bon.  g^tleman 
give  notice  of  his  amendment  before  I  re- 
sume the  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— The  bon.  gentleman 

would  forfeit  his  right  to  speak  again. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  had  prefaced 
what  I  was  about  to  say  with  a  few  re- 
marks. I  only  touched  on  the  matter  slight- 
ly, but  I  am  In  hopes  before  I  am  done 
with  this  subject  that  I  shall  be  able  perhaps 
to  convince  some  bon.  gentlemen  who  have 
not  given  this  subject  full  consideration  that 
there  is  more  in  this  question  than  appears 
on  the  surface.  We  are  dealing  now  with 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  member  from  de 
Salaberry,  offering  what  he  represents  as 
the  proper  conclusions  on  the  evidence 
taken  In  the  Investigation.      His  motion 


covers  nine  sections,  and  In  those  nine  sec- 
tions It  would  appear  that  .the  rattler  Is 
in  the  ninth,  which  reads  as  follows  :— 

9.  Apart  from  the  tact  tliat  the  committee 
has  not  had  the  advantage  ol  examining  Into 
the  books  and  papers  of  the  company,  as  wai 
done  OD  the  occasion  of  the  New  York  Inquiries, 
the  evidence  taken  before  and  reported  by  the 
Select  Committee  would  not  Justify  any  conclu- 
Bions  contrary  to  those  ol  the  chief  examiner, 
of  the  asBlstaat  actuary  and  of  the  superio- 
tondeat  of  the  Insurance  department  of  the 
state  of  N«w  Tork. 

Taking  that  as  a  basis,  the  hon.  gentleman 
evidently  is  of  opinion  that  his  motion  takes 
the  place  of  a  minority  report.  He  might 
fairly  claim  that  as  the  committee  was 
bi-ought  to  an  end  against  the  wish  of  the 
majority,  the  committee  being  powerless  to 
prevent  It,  therefore  he  could  make  this  mi- 
nority report  now,  but  at  the  same  time 
getting  at  the  report  of  the  committee  as 
sent  In  to  this  honourable  House  and  which 
is  now  on  the  table.  I  have  a  notice  on  the 
paper  here  which  calls  for  all  the  papers 
to  be  produced  and  to  be  read  by  the  Clerk 
of  the  House.  That  will  take  some  little 
time,  but  it  is  the  only  constitutional  "way 
we  bad  to  get  them  before  the  House  if 
there  is  auy  doubt  that  they  were  before 
the  House.  I  have  none  In  my  own  mind 
that  the  House  was  properly  seized  of  them. 
Now  what  is  the  object  of  this  motion  ? 
Why  has  the  bon.  member  from  de  Salaberry 
clothed  himself  with  the  power  of  alone 
reporting  ?  Why  should  he  arrogate  to  him- 
self the  power  of  instructing  this  House  or 
instructing  the  committee,  or  assuming  the 
championship,  if  I  may  use  the  word,  of 
the  rights  of  anybody  ?  Whose  rights  is 
he  protecting  ?  Not  the  committee's,  because 
the  committee  has  been  unceremoniously 
turned  down.  Of  course,  it  is  beyond  our 
power  to  prevent  It  The  ruling  was  against 
us.  Mr.  Speaker  has  the  power  to  rule 
against  ua.  There  will  he  uuotber  Speaker 
here  next  session,  I  presume,  and  he  will 
rule  for  or  against  us,  and  we  must  abide  by 
his  decision.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that 
the  power  of  ruling  Is  the  pHme  In  the  Sen- 
ate as  in  the  House  of  Commoua,  because 
1  understand  the  Speaker  here  holds  a  dual 
position.  While  custodian  of  the  rights  of 
the  House,  as  Speaker,  he  has  also  the 
right  to  come  down  on  the  floor  and  take 
part  in  a  debate,  and  consequently,  has 
acted  strictly  within  his  rights ;  but  wby 
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the  lion,  member  from  de  Salaberrj  sbouid 
bave  brought  iu  this  mtnority  report,  I 
cannot  say.  Would  It  not  have  been  better 
to  bave  conferred  wltli  the  other  seven  gen- 
tlemen of  the  committee,  and  tried  to  come 
to  an  agreement  ?  It  was  not  like  trying 
a  case  In  a  court  of  law.  It  was  open  to 
the  widest  investigation,  and  we  could  have 
come  to  some  conclusion  unanimously.  But 
no,  I  have  had  the  greatest  difficulty  to  get 
tbe  evidence  before  the  Honse — have  bad 
to  use  every  possible  constitntional  method 
of  getting  It  submitted.  The  seventh  report 
of  the  committee  was  presented  long  ago, 
aud  it  has  not  yet  been  received.  It  has 
been  staved  off  from  time  to  time,  because 
it  is  proposed  to  eliminate  from  it  certain 
evidence  which  was  unfavourable  to  the 
Mutual  Reserve  Association.  Woald  it  not 
bave  be&i  better  to  let  it  come  in  In  tbe 
ordinary  way,  to  have  said  tbis  investigation 
has  been  made,  and  here  are  the  results.  The 
bon.  gentleman  might  have  said  I  do  not 
agree  with  my  colleagues,  but  why  does 
he  try  to  eliminate  important  evidence  ? 
He  h^s  signally  failed,  because  It  Is  on  the 
Jonrnals  of  the  House,  aud  cannot  be  very 
well  got  rid  of.  No  doubt  he  has  been  act- 
ing  strictly  within  his  rights,  but  when 
be  was  appointed  to  the  committee  to  act 
In  a  judicial  capacity— we  have  heard  a 
good  deal  about  acting  in  a  judicial  capacity, 
and  what  one  should  do  and  should  not  do— 
he  should  have  allowed  tbe  House  to  have 
possession  of  everything  brougbt  before  the 
committee,  without  trying  to  exclude  it,  and 
prevent  It  coming  before  the  country.  This 
discUsslou  has  been  kept  going  day  by  day 
at  the  public  expense  ;  time  has  been  wasted 
and  all  for  what  ?  Simply  to  prevent  that 
report  being  brought  in,  and  having  succeed- 
ed, by  parliameptary  tactics,  in  keeping  it 
back,  my  bon.  friend  brings  in  a  motion, 
whldi,  if  adopted,  would  wind  up  tbe  matter 
as  he  says,  and  bis  conclusion  Is  that  'the 
committee  has  not  bad  tbe  advantage  of  ex- 
amining Into  tbe  books  and  papers  of  the 
company  as  was  done  on  tbe  occasion  of  the 
New  York  inquiries.' 

Now,  let  us  take  the  evidence  that  is  al- 
ready before  the  House,  sworn  testimony 
that  has  never  been  disputed,  that  Mr.  Burn- 
bam  said  he  required  from  the  directors  a 
hundred  thousand  dollars  to  obtain  that  re- 
port from  the  Inspector,  and  that  tbey  got 
Hoc.  Mr.  DOHVIXJL.B. 


together,  and  finally  be  reported  that  he  bad 
obtained  tbe  report  for  $^,000.  and  be  call* 
ed  his  friends  to  his  assistance,  and  aid, 
'  Here  is  utter  ruin;  the  inspector  says  he 
will  not  give  us  tlie  certificate  to  go  on,  and 
we  cannot  go  on  with  the  business:  "we 
must  throw  up  our  hands  unless  we  can  get 
this  report.*  Have  we  not  in  the  evidence 
that  Mr.  Wells  himself  loaned  him  $5,750  T 
Is  it  not  in  the  evidence  that  the  othen 
loaued  him  money  to  pay  for  that  report, 
and  that  they  had  to  sue  him  afterwards  to 
get  the  money  back  ?  And  did  tbey  not 
■bow  by  documents  produced  before  the  com- 
mittee, that  they  worked  that  out  of  the 
company  In  some  indirect  way  ?  Now, 
what  is  the  ^alue  of  the  report,  on  wliicb 
the  bon.  gentieman  x%Iles  ?  My  hon.  frtend 
said  the  other  day  that  that  evidence  should 
not  be  admitted,  tbat  it  was  not  legal.  Any 
lawyer  who  knows  elementary  law  wonW 
understand  that  that  report  would  not  be 
taken  in  any  court.  A  man  who  declined 
to  give  a  certificate  to  the  company,  andwbo 
had  to  be  paid  to  make  a  sipecial  report 
can  hardly  be  depended  on.  What  valne 
Is  there  in  sucb  a  report  to  justify  my 
hon.  friend  In  the  oondusUm  be  pats  fivvaM 
in  paragraph  9  ?  What  did  Mr.  Payne,  wbo 
made  the  report,  say  ?  He  said  that  the 
company  were  wrong  in  every,  respect.  He 
was  tbe  man  sent  down,  as  I  remember  by 
the  evidence,  to  look  into  the  alfalrs  of  the 
company,  and  he  reported  dead  against  them, 
and  yet  my  hon.  friend  pins  bis  judgment 
on  tbe  report,  when  tbe  evidence  shows  that 
It  W88  purchased.  Why  should  It  be  por- 
ehased  ?  Why  all  this  dreadful  struggle 
here  like  the  struggles  of  a  drowning  man  ! 
Why  the  struggle  with  the  Inspector  and  tbe 
examiner,  and  the  high  price  paid  for  a 
favourable  report  If  the  company  was  pro- 
perly managed  ?  Yet  my  hon.  friend  Is 
wining  to  take  that  report  as  good  evidence 
why  the  company  should  be  whitewashed. 
The  bon.  gentleman  says  in  paragrapii  9 : 
'  The  committee  has  not  had  the  advan- 
tage of  examining  into  the  books  andpapen 
of  the  con^amy.*  Now,  that  implies  that 
somebody  did  have  tbat  advantage.  A  re- 
port was  prasented  to  the  committee,  show- 
ins  that  Mr.  Payne  did  not  go  into  ttie 
charges  made  by  the  policy-holders,  but 
merely  examined  the  books  placed  befbre 
blm.  If  this  association  bad  been  in  eainert 
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and  felt  thnt  they  could  answer  those 
cliarges  and  clear  themselves,  would  they  not 
have  brought  the  books  here  ?  They  were 
asked  to  produce  papers,  and  did  they  pro- 
duce anytblng  ?  Mr.  Bumham,  the  presi- 
dent, went  to  England.  He  would  not  come 
here.  Perhaps  be  was  right  In  not  coming 
here. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— He  was  safer. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— He  would  have  ji 
pleasanter  experience  In  going  to  England. 
The  reasoning  of  the  bou.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry  Is  tortuous — that  because  tbey 
bought  this  report  and  paid  for  it,  and  bad 
litigation  amongst  themselves  to  get  the 
money  back,  and  3Ir.  Payne  said  he  had 
never  gone  iuto  the  charges,  but  only  ex- 
amined the  books  placed  before  him,  that 
therefore  we  are  to  say  that  this  is  perfect- 
ly sJitisCactory  to  tlie  policy-holders  In  Can- 
ada, and  we  should  whitewash  the  com- 
pany. I  do  not  know  the  law  of  Quebec 
or  the  parliamentai-y  practice  in  that  pro- 
vince, but  I  stiould  think,  outside  of  the 
coutume  de  Paris,  if  it  is  there,  it  would 
not  pass  in  any  other  part  of  the  world. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  from  my  want  of 
knowledge,  whether  it  Is  in  the  province 
of  Quebec^  or  not,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  special 
pleading  on  behalf  of  the  compauy.  When 
I  say  special  pleading,  I  say  It  because  these 
paragraphs  In  the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man are  so  extravagput  In  the  face  of  the 
evidence  now  on  the  tnble.  He  takes  up 
paragraph  No.  1,  and  says  it  is  undisputed  : 

1.  The  company  was  licensed  in  Canada  from 
1885  to  1899  to  carry  on  business  on  the  assess- 
ment plan,  and  from  1899  to  this  date  on  the 
level  premium  plan. 

Xo  doubt  of  that.  It  cannot  be  disputed. 
Then  No.  2, 

2.  That  part  of  the  business  of  the  company 
which  Is  under  the  level  premium  plan,  is  fully 
protected  by  the  deposit  made  with  the  govern- 
meut,  as  required  by  the  Insurance  Act. 

Now  this  House  Is  asked  to  declare  to 
the  policy-holders  and  to  the  country  that 
they  are  fully  protected  by  the  deposit  made 
with  the  government.  That  is  tortuous 
again,  because  it  refers  to  '  the  level  prem- 
ium plan.'  We  are  not  talking  about  the 
level  premium  plan.  We  do  not  care  any- 
thing about  It  Tbey  altered  the  name  of 
the  company,  and  changed  their  mode  of 
doing  business  ;  that  is,  they  dropped  the 
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assessment  plan,  and  took  up  the  iHvel  prem- 
ium plan,  and  when  they  came  to  the  Cana- 
dian policy-holders  and  asked  them  to  move 
from  one  to  the  other,  they  got  very  few 
to  do  It. 

Hon.   Mr.  WILSON-They  got  only  23 

per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  DUMVlLI.b;— They  not  25  per 
cent  of  the  policy-holders  to  leave  the 
assessment  system  and  go  into  the  level 
premiiim  system.  Why  did  not  tlie  hon. 
gentleman  discuss  that  in  paragi'upb  2  ? 
Cautlou  came  In,  extreme  caution.  He  does 
not  say  anything  about  them  at  all.  lie 
says  that  the  part  of  the  business  under  the 
level  premium  plan  Is  fully  protecteJ.  That' 
has  nothing  to  do  with  the  contract  they 
made  with  the  Canadian  policy-holders  un- 
der the  assessment  system.  My  hon.  friend, 
intentionally  or  unintentionally,  has  drawn 
a  herring  across  the  trail.  He  says  tbey 
are  fully  protected.  How  does  he  know 
that  7  We  did  not  have  that  before  us. 
If  the  company  should  cense  to  do  business 
tomorrow  their  policy-holders  might  be 
fully  protected  or  not.  That  depends  on 
whether  they  are  able  to  be  reinsured  or 
Hi,',  and  that  depends,  of  course,  on  many 
contingencies.  If  the  hon.  gentleman,  when 
he  drafted  bis  resolutions,  omitted  mention- 
ing the  assessment  policy-holders  through 
an  overHight,  we  ought  to  give  him  the  bene- 
fit of  the  doubt,  but  I  do  not  believe  that, 
under  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  policy-holders  are  protected. 
I  bnve  been  looking  into  this  matter,  and 
Inive  discussed  It  with  men  who  ought  to 
know  their  business,  and  I  cannot  see  what 
is  to  prevent  this  assessment  company  ceas- 
ing to  do  business  in  Canada  and  taking  all 
their  deposit  out  of  the  hands  of  the  gov- 
erinnent.  save  and  except  $40,000.  Of  course 
that  is  a  matter  of  opinion,  and  it  Is  not 
worth  my  while  dwelling  upon  it.  I  can 
only  regret  extremely  that  when  that  Bill 
WHS  allowed  to  go  through  it  did  not  con- 
tain the  clause  that  I  suggested,  that  the 
money  deposited  with  the  government  could 
not  be  withdrawn.  If  it  is  contended  that 
It  cannot  be  withdrawn,  what  barm  could 
there  be  in  saying  so  In  the  Bill,  so  that 
those  who  run  may  read  7  It  would  have 
settled  doubts  in  everybody's  mind,  and  the 
government  would  not  have  been  in  a  false 
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posltlou  nbout  that  money  In  holding  It. 
Any  day  there  might  be  a  petition  of  right, 
niid  then  we  would  have  nnother  crop  of 
Inwj-era  aroiiiid  fighting  that  out,  nud  win 
or  lose  somebody  has  to  suffer.  Then  we 
come  to  the  third  piiragrajih. 

3.  Prom  1885  to  the  3l9t  December.  1903,  the 
total  income  of  the  company  In  Canada,  from 
Its  business  on  the  assessment  plan,  amounted 
to  (5.032.518.  out  of  which  $3.0G0,029  were  paid 
In  death  claims  and  $91*9,865  tn  expenses  in 
Canada,  and  {218,938  deposited  with  the  gov- 
ernment,  leaving  a  balance  of  $753,686  to  cover 
expenses  of  collection  of  the  premiums  and  the 
contribution  of  the  Canadian  business  to  the 
general  and  head  ofBce  expenses  and  to  the 
general  mortality  fund. 

We  are  supposed  to  get  here  the  income 
that  they  received.  .   Any  scliooUmy  would 
lEnow  that  there  Is  nothing  in  that  statement 
to  show  Trhat  they  received.    Here  Is  what 
we  complained  of  ;  it  is  put  in  a  w^ay  that 
looks  very  nice,  and  we  are  told  that  out  of 
the  file  mitlons  they  collected  in  Canada, 
two  millions  should  not  liave  gone  away. 
My  hon.  friend  has  argued  that  tli^-y  eliarged 
too    little    for    insurance  ;  that  had  they 
charged  more  they  would  have  been  in  a  i 
better  position,  but  they  must  have  charged 
us  quite  enough  In  Canada  If  they  were  able  I 
to  take  two  millions,  that  Is  to  say  some  60  ] 
per  cent.  liarring  the  deptisit  in  t'anada,  to 
run  the  business.    I  liavo  Iio:n*i.l  it  avi^'UiHl 
that  *>0  per  cent  is  not  too  much,  but  it  was'  | 
so  arriiiiged  that  the  officials  wt-re  abie  to  ' 
tal;('  salaries  ranging  fr<)!!i  Sir,,(M>0  to  ?lS-">,- 
000  a  year  out  of  it.    Had  that  money  re- 
mained in  the  company's  treasury,  the  busl-  . 
ness  would  not  hare  been  In  the  position  it  \ 
occupies  to-day.   There  is  nothing  there  1x> 
show  that  they  did  not  collect  enough.  They 
did  not  collect  enough  to  enable  them  to  take 
more  than  they  did  take.    The  whole  case  i 
is  given  away  by  my  bon.  friend.    If  we  , 
take  tiie  information  laid  before  us  in  re- 
gard to  the  Bankers'  Association  of  Des  i 
Moines,  we  siy  that  that  company  was  ahl"  ' 
to  go  rifilit  along  and  pay  everything,  and  , 
yet  have  a  rest  of  something  over  four  mil- 
lions ou  hand,  and  were  not  compelled  to 
comjjromise  claims  In  every  direction  and 
make  heavy  asscssmont^:  on  the  policy-bold- 
er3.    By  properly  administering  the  affairs 
of  the  company  they  were  able  to  make  a 
success  of  the  business.   They  started  two 
years  before  the  Mutual  Reserve  and  are  in  ' 
existence  to-day,  and  in  a  first-class  posi- 
tion, doing  a  business  of  $300,000,000  while  I 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


the  poor  unfortonate  Motnai  Reserve  po^- 
holders  find  the  business  of  ttadr  asH^* 
tlou  running  down,  tlie  e^wnses  InCreadnSi 
and  that  tbey  have  to  compromise  thdr 

claims.  Sow  the  management  have  come 
to  parllameut  for  a  charter  which  will  en- 
able them  to  handicap  the  polIcy-hoWen 
either  by  loading  down  their  policies  accord- 
ing to  such  tables  as  tbey  may  hare,  or 
adding  premiums  so  excessive  that  nobody 
will  exercise  the  option.  It  Is  claimed  that 
they  will  get  their  podlcles  for  two  dc^an 
per  thousand  less  than  the  level  premliuD 
j)lan.  What  sane  man  would  take  a  policj 
In  this  company  if  be  Is  able  to  get  one  in 
a  company  of  repute  and  standing  in  Can- 
ada or  some  other  country  ?  The  wlioie 
point  is  to  endeavour— and  I '  Ixelieve  the 
right  exists— to  withdraw  all  the  money  they 
cau  get  in  Canada.  They  want  to  compel 
policy-holders  to  move  from  one  d&ss  Into 
another.  The  policy-holders  have  uo  sboir. 
If  It  was  a  Joint  stock  company  in  Canadi 
that  was  amenable  to  parliament  you  coold 
get  at  them,  but  as  the  evidence  before  the 
committee  shows,  this  association  Is  mau- 
aged  by,  I  was  going  to  Siiy  vampires,  but  I 
will  not— they  have  got  the  company  by  the 
throat  and  you  cannot  dispossess  them. 
But  we  are  asked,  why  do  not  the  policy- 
holders vote  them  out  ?  Why,  we  cannot 
in  this  House,  get  a  majority,  whether  oor 
case  is  good  or  bad,  to  enable  as  to  bring  la 
a  report,  though  a  minority  report  Is  brought 
in  now  in  the  shape  of  a  notice,  from  the 
source  that  prevented  the  majority  of  the 
committee  submitting  a  report  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  Tuls  motion  is 
very  well  drawn  for  the  company— I  most 
apologize  for  using  that  term— I  should  say 
ft  is  very  well  drawn  In  the  intere.it  of  Mr. 
Burnham  and  Mr,  Eldrldge. 

I  have  uotliing  to  s:iy  about  the  other 
officers  of  the  company,  I  never  had  anj"- 
thlng  against  them.  I  presume  tliey  are 
doing  the  best  they  can  under  the  clrcam- 
stances,  and  un-lw  the  iHcIatlou  of  ther 
masters.  Why  shouhl  not  niy  hon.  friend 
from  de  Salaberry,  putting  aside  what  his 
views  are,  have  lent  his  aid  and  help  to  the 
|ii>]icy-Iiol(Iers.  and  try  and  put  them  in  a 
position  that  tbey  could  control  tlie  com- 
pany ?  If  these  gentlemen  whom  1  have 
just  named,  had  been  retired  years  ago  the 
company  might  have  Ijeen  In  a  good  posi- 
tion to-day,  and  they  might  have  been  doing 
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as  well  as  the  Bankers'  Life  of  Des  Molues, 
Iowa,  If  tbey  liad  been  prudeutly  managed. 
But  no,  witb  every  determined  effort  to  get 
them  ont,  tbere  they  stand,  and  like  the  old 
man  of  the  sea  In  '  Sinbad  the  Sailor/  yon 
cannot  get  them  off.    They  have  succeeded 
in  getting  into  this  committee.    They  have  ' 
not  got  very  far,  but  tbey  will  come  out 
Injured  and  bruised.    Why  should  they  be  I 
able  to  walk  around  these  lobbies,  and  have 
a  chance  to  Influence  hon.  members  ?  I 
cannot  for  the  life  of  me  see  why  they 
should  hare  any  endorsatfon  or  backing  fn  . 
any  shape.   I  think  if  the  scales  bad  been 
evenly  balanced,  my  hon.  friend  from  de  i 
Salaberry  and  others  should  have  turned 
the  scales  in  favour  of  the  policy-holders,  ' 
those  that  were  afflicted  and  those  that  were  . 
injured  rather  than  the  scales  on  the  other  j 
side  in  favour  of  Mr.  Buruham  and  Mr.  | 
Eldridge.   That  Is  what  I  would  have  con- 
sidered even-handed  justice.    If  we  have  I 
erred  at  all  we  should  have  erred  on  the  j 
side  of  those  wiio  have  beeu  injured,  and 
should  not  have  erred  for  those  who  were  | 
under  conti-ol  so  to  speak,  or  accused  of  . 
certain  misdemeanours.    We  should  have  j 
leaned  to  the  side  of  mercy  for  those  who  j 
bave  been  so  scandalously  ti*eatcd.    My  i 
hon.  fi'lend  had  a  perfect  rijrht  to  do  as  he 
thought  fit,  and  be  had  Id  justify  his  course. 
I  will  justify  what  I  have  done  with  my 
own  couscieuce.    Other  lion,  members  must 
Justify  the  course  tliey  pur.'iue  with  their 
own  conscience.   Paragraph  4  reads  as  fol- 
lows :— 

4.  The  company's  troubles  are  malulr  due  to 

the  fact  that  its  rates  or  assessments  were  too 
low,  espDCially  until  1S95.  Kven  with  the  ad- 
vance which  was  made  in  lSfi5,  varying  from 
25  to  100  per  cent,  the  rates  remained  at  least 
35  per  cent  leas  than  the  level  premium  system 
would  have  called  for  ;  and,  takint^  tho  whole 
period  of  nineteen  years  during  which  the  com- 
pany carried  on  business  in  Canada,  the  average 
rates  or  assessmenta  paid  by  its  policy-holders 
were  only  from  about  50  to  66S  per  cent  of 
what  the  latter  would  have  paid  it  they  had 
been  under  the  level  premium  plan. 

I  will  show  by  table  liero.  when  I  come 
to  read  this  evidence,  that  not  only  did 
they  get  enough,  but  if  tlicy  Iiatl  prudently 
managed  the  business,  they  would  have  bad 
more  than  enough  to  carry  it  on  successfully 
and  not  be  in  the  position  tbey  are  to-day  ; 
still  there  is  always  one  bright  spot  in  the 
sky,  and  they  will  go  home  and  will  be  able 
to  say  '  We  have  succeeded  In  preventing 
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ths  company  from  being  put  into  liquidation.* 
That  is  what  should  have  been  done.  The 
company  should  have  been  put  into  liquida- 
tion and  the  deposit  here  divided  among  the 
policy-holders.  I  for  one  would  have  al- 
lowed uiy  share  of  It  to  go,  and  others  would 
have  done  the  same,  because  they  do  not 
value  their  Interests  in  the  compauy  as 
worth  anything.  They  would  have  said  : 
'  That  money  is  there,  let  it  go  in  some  way 
to  reinsure  those  who  cannot  be  reinsured 
for  whatever  tbey  can  get  under  the  fori:ed 
circumstances  of  being  uninsurable,  as  can 
be  done  In  some  companies.'  We  would 
have  been  willing  to  permit  that  to  be  done, 
because  we  can  get  nothing  out  of  the  rend- 
justmeut  scheme.  I  stated  the  other  night, 
and  I  state  again,  tliat  all  they  can  get  per 
thousayd,  eitlier  added  to  their  policy  or 
as  one  premium,  is  twenty  dollars.  What 
Is  twenty  dollars  ?  Mark  you,  tbey  do  uot 
get  the  twenty  dollars  now,  but  It  is  to  be 
added  to  their  policy,  that  is  to  say,  if  a  man 
has  a  policy  of  a^thousand  dollars,  It  stands 
as  one  thousand  and  twenty  dollars,  less 
what  they  are  going  to  lose,  and  take  it 
under  the  Act.  If  you  remember  the  '  Sea 
Dreams.'  by  Tennyson,  when  the  Injured 
man  was  seeking  to  get  relief,  an  Individual 
came  along  and  said  to  him  '  My  dear  friend, 
when  the  great  books  of  Daniel  are  opened 
at  chapters  seven  and  ten,  you  will  find 
you  are  well '  and  he  passed  along  sinillng, 
but  the  poor  man  was  ruined.  * 

There  is  twenty  dollars  taken  off,  and 
wo  add  one  hundred  on.  Taking  twenty 
off  and  nddUig  a  hundred  means  eighty 
dollars.  That  was  an  ingenious  Bill.  That 
Hill  paralyzed  the  Banking  and  Commerce 
Coniinittoe,  who  throw  it  up  and  aHowe-.' 
the  company  to  lirins  in  three  expert  In- 
surancc  gentlenien  to  look  into  it,  two  of 
theui  from  Canada,  and  they  said  plainly 
to  you,  this  disgraceful  company  said,  *  If 
you  alter  the  Insurance  Act,  so  as  to  Inter- 
fi'ro  at  all  with  us,  as  we  are  coupled  with 
it.  it  will  do  injury  to  Canada,*  They  al- 
lowed Mr.  Eldrldge  to  frame  a  Bill.  They 
eared  nothing  about  the  Bill.  The  Canadian 
actuary  and  the  Canadian  companies  care 
not  111  ni;  so  long  as  you  shield  them,  and 
they  can  point  to  the  Bill  we  have  passed 
and  say,  '  That  was  an  Act  for  the  relief  of 
the  Mutual  Reserve  Company,  not  for  us, 
and  whatever  you  do  with  them,  we  do  not 
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care  one  Iota,  as  long  as  you  do  not  hive 
tliera  witli  us.'  That  wns  the  result  of  tho 
Bill.  Wo  could  not  get  .  a  chance  at  tile 
Bill.  We  could  not  get  It  in  Committee  of 
the  House.  The  Bill  was  altered  and  tlio 
name  changed.  I  asked  to  have  that  Bill 
reprinted.  Had  It  been  reprinted,  and  had 
1  soen  it  as  it  appears  to-diiy,  I  never  would 
have  consented  to  It  going  through  the 
llmise.  It  went  throuRh  in  a  week.  I  have 
frrent  hopes  that  the  Commons  of  Canada 
wili  amend  It  by  pnttlnff  in  such  a  safo- 
KUiird  as  will  enable  us  to  say  what  we 
tnoan  and  what  we  feci.  I  do  not  think 
paragraph  4  of  this  amendment  Is  a  fair  ar- 
gument. Supposing  tbe  gentleman  who 
wroh'  1110  from  IIoIIhikI  Wiis  to  get  IioUl 
of  this  nineiiiinieiit.  he  would  say,  'The 
troubles  of  t!io  oom|»iui.v  are  due,  to  tlie 
fact  that  the  rates  are  too  low,  and  that 
taking  the  whole  perio<l,  the  insureil  have 
paid  less  than  they  should  have  paid.'  That 
is  tlie  conclusion  we  are  asked  to  arrive  at, 
after  an  investigjitioii  iiuflle  of  the  nccusii- 
tioiis  IIS  to  tlu'lr  honesty  and  iute^rity, 
'I'lu-rc  is  not  one  word  iiliout  tli;it  in  this 
amcndinoiit.  It  Is  simply  saying;  tliat  if 
tliey  had  chargf^l  hig'ier  rates  they  would 
hare  had  more  money,  tliey  would  have 
largpr  incomes,  and  have  paid  more  salaries 
thiin  tliey  did.  What  Is  the  trial  golnir  to 
cost  V  We  see  in  oiio  year  the  company 
paid  ?7ri.(XK)  in  legnl  expenses.  Wlint  will 
tlieir  legal  expenses  In  tliis  tMse  be  ?  I, 
should  like  to  place  a  notit'e  on  tlie  piiper. 
Imiuiring  what  they  paid  and  whom  they 
paid.  The  committee  tried  to  ascertain 
what  salaries  the  officials  of  the  company 
were  paid,  but  It  was  held  we  were  not 
Justified  in  a.sking  It  It  was  said  tlint  it 
was  an  improper  question  for  us  to  ask,  and 
we  could  not  find  out  whnt  tiiey  were  iiiiy 
ing,  and  not  being  able  to  find  out  what 
they  paid  and  who  received  It,  we  were  told 
it  was  an  impartial  Investigation,  and  that 
we  were  going  too  far.  It  was  degrading. 
It  was  not  a  law  court  It  was  everytblng 
under  the  sun.  We  could  not  get  what 
we  wanted,  and  the  association  were  en- 
abled to  withhold  from  us  what  they  had  n 
right  to  give  us  Under  the  mandate  of  the 
Senate.  They  were  sworn  to  tell  the  truth, 
the  whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  truth. 
Tliey  say,  '  We  won't  answer.'  What  was 
the  use  of  taking  the  Holy  Writ  In  their 
Hon.   Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


Iiiind  and  swearing  they  would  tell  tbe 
whole  truth,  and  nothing  but  the  tmtli, 
when  they  did  not  do  so  ?  Why  were  they 
not  compelled  to  do  it  ?  Some  of  tliaa 
said  it  was  a  court  of  prosecution.  In  a 
court  of  justice  before  twelve  Jurymen  and 
a  judge — and  I  believe  our  judges  stand 
very  well  before  the  couutry--wh:it  wonia 
have  been  said  ?  The  court  would  have 
said,  'Answer  those  questions,  sir.'  If  th* 
witness  said,  '  I  won't  answer  them,'  then 
he  took  the  consequences.  I  s&y  It  Is  i 
farce  to  put  a  man  on  the  witness  stand, 
and  allow  him  to  refuse  to  answer.  It  Is 
better  to  keep  bim  off  the  stand.  Then  the 
<-oin|ijMiy  had  an  opiiortunity  of  produciuj; 
jinpers,  ;iiid  disitroviug  anything  that  could 
lie  disproved.  Will  my  hon.  friend  show 
me  anything  that  was  disproved  by  those 
jiapers  V  Not  one  thing.  There  Is  the  tes* 
tinioiiy  on  oath  against  them,  and  not  a 
rliini:  disproved,  and  yet  we  are  asked  to 
iKiss  a  resolution  like  this.  What  for?  If 
it  w,is  ])assed  by  tliis  Senate  it  would  be 
niisK'iulinf;  to  the  pulilic,  and  it  would 
he  most  unfair  to  the  lion,  gentlemen  in  this 
House  who  have  not  paid  as  much  atten- 
tion to  this  long,  dreary  invostijrntlon, 
though  It  was  spear  against  Bi>ear  and 
thrust  and  iiarry,  lay  low  for  cavalry,  and 
so  on.  Then  It  was  iieautlful  oi.  the  de- 
fence in  every  stage.  Among  the  nineteen 
members  of  this  coiumitlee,  there  were 
two  or  three  who  were  very  assiduous  In 
their  duties:  they  were  always  there,  and 

'  tliey  felt  that  the  management  was  badly 
conducted,  but  the  association  was  in  oar 

I  hands  looking  to  us  to  defend  them,  and  put 
tliem  right.  Paragraph  No.  T)  reads  as  fol- 
lows :— 

5.  The  amount  paid  to  or  advanced  by  th* 
company  to  agents,  as  commission,  seem  to  faan 
bieii  at  times  abnormally  high,  wblch  was  not 
sniisfaetorilj-  explained.  Nevertheless,  taklnc 
-an  a  whole  the  period  extending  from  1S8S  to 
December  3l3t,  1903,  the  gross  average  expensei 
araounlGd  to  only  $5.96  per  $1,000  of  losuranw, 
per  year,  which  compares  favourably  with  other 
companies. 

That  is  very  Ingenious.  1  am  going  to  read 
it  presently  to  show  that  it  amounted  In 
some  years  to  $'£1  a  thousand.  When  the 
business  went  dowu,  the  expenses  went  np 

I  in  Inverse  ratio,  and  yet  that  does  not 
appear  there.  How  much  better  It  would 
have  been  to  have  placed  the  matter  in  Its 

1  proper  shape,  and  to  have  said  in  these  re- 
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ports  :  *  Well,  we  have  left  nndoue  those 
tliiugs  wlilcli  we  ought  to  have  done,  and 
we  have  done  those  things  which  we  ought 
not  to  have  done,  and  tliere  Is  no  health  In 
us,'  and  asked  for  absolution.  Then  par- 
liament might  have  said  :  '  We  are  fighting 
for  the  poor  policy-holders.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDL  RAND— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIIjLE— I  rather  like  my 
lion,  friend  from  de  Lorlmler,  and  I  won't 
mind  his  interruptions.  I  observe  his  abili- 
ty creeping  out  of  him.  He  saw  where  it 
was  going  to  lead,  and  I  congratulivte  luy 
hOD.  frleud  on  his  cleverness  in  steering  clear 
of  the  rocks,  for  In  the  future  when  this  con- 
cern assumes  another  phase,  between  now 
and  next  session,  the-  hon.  gentleman  from 
de  Lorlmler  will  say  '  1  at  first  thought 
there  was  something  In  this.  I  thought  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  was  not  well 
posted,  and  perhaps  he  -had  hardly  rf-alii'.L'il 
what  he  was  doing  ;  but  now  after  I  have 
gone  a  little  further,  I  see  that  I  must  ease 
off,  and  get  out  of  it.  for  my  own  credit's 
sake  and  be  done  with  It,'  because  by  and 
by  when  things  turn  out,  as  they  evidently 
must,  he  will  say,  '  Gentlemen  you  went  too 
far.'  It  is  like  tlie  fellow  who  had  two 
wives,  and  before  he  died  be  asked  to  be 
buried  between  them.  lie  was  asked  why 
he  made  this  request,  and  he  said  '  X  love<l 
tbeui  both,  bury  me  between  them,  but  as  I 
loved  Biddy  the  best,  give  me  ii  little  cant 
towards  Iliddy.'  And  by  and  l)y  tlie  hon. 
gentleman  will  say  that  Itiddy  was  his  j:irl — 
that  tills  was  wrong  and  lie  saw  It.  I  con- 
gratulate him.  He  is  an  able  lawyer,  and 
must  know  the  danger  and  dlfticnlty  of  tin' 
situation,  and  he  would  not  allow  himself  to 
be  Involved  in  this  matter  to  a  very  groat 
extent.  I  tliink  paragraph  5  is  very  mislead- 
ing. Then  paragraiili  4  says  that  the  assess- 
ments made  by  the  (.'omiiaiiy  were  too  low. 
If  the  hon,  gentleman  wore  to  take  tlie 
House  and  the  public  into  liis  confidence  lie 
would  tell  them  that  for  certain  years  it 
was  $5.9C  a  thousand,  bnt  in  other  years  It 
was  $'-i2  a  thotis.Trul,  ami  he  would  explain 
to  the  public  tliat  the  company  had  been 
compelled  to  do  so-and-so.  Paragraphs  4 
and  5  should  be  made  one  clause,  and  tbi-y 
sbould  be  e-tplanatory  of  each  other.  They 
are  misleading  at  present.  No.  C  Is  a  re- 
hash of  No.  3  and  reads  as  follows  : 


6.  The  total  amount  of  deatb  claims  against 
the  company  in  Canada  from  1895  to  1903,  both 
Inclusive,  amounted  to  S2,278,207,  on  which  the 
company  paid  $2,161,592.  or  94-U2  per  cent. 

That  looks  like  a  reasonable  statement  to 
make,  that  they  only  docked  the  policy- 
holders five  per  cent,  but  whom  did  they 
dock  ?  They  docked  so  many.  It  was  uot 
over  the  whole  country  that  they  took  five 
per  cent  but  where  they  could  bully  a  man 
or  hound  hira  down,  or  where  he  was  not  In 
a  position  to  do  anything,  perhaps  the  widow 
with  the  wolf  at  the  door,  glad  to  take  any- 
thing  wiilch  would  help.  They  scalped  them 
to  the  extent  of  forty  and  (ifty  jier  cent,  and 
although  my  hon.  friend  says  we  have  no 
right  to  discuss  the  question  ns  regards  the 
United  states,  I  soy  we  have  every  right  to 
discuss  their  position  there.  They  were  part 
and  parcel  of  the  company ;  the  ruling  is 
that  the  eouipaiiy  here  Is  the  company  there, 
and  the  company  there  is  tlie  company  here, 
and  we  have  every  riglit  to  know  what  they 
are  doing  in  the  United  States.  It  is  a  very 
feeble  argument  to  sny  that  we  are  only  en- 
titled to  examine  them  in  Canada.  Tbe  re- 
solution reads  '  To  examine  Into  the  position 
m  Canada  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  I^ife 
Association.'  How  fould  you  eliminate  one 
from  the  other  ?  How  could  you  divide  Can- 
ada from  the  United  States  ?  My  hon.  friend 
has  said  tliat  they  were  all  one  company. 
If  they  were  one  company,  then  by  parallel 
reasoning  we  were  Justiaed,as  partners  here, 
to  know  what  our  partners  there  were  doing. 
Why  should  we  go  to  New  York  ?  They  are 
licensed  undtT  the  Insurance  Act  here,  and 
make  statements,  and  can  be  oxaminetl  here 
tliriHifili  their  asent.  Tlicy  innst  li;ive  a  re- 
l>resiMitativc  in  Canada  who  will  ;:ive  a  cer- 
lillcnte  every  year  as  to  llie  business,  and  if 
lie  does  that,  and  they  send  from  the  I'nited 
States  the  report  as  it  Is  presented  to  the 
various  states.  It  should  be  produced  here 
and  laid  on  the  table.  I  moved  for  it,  and 
the  House  is  now  seized  of  that  report,  as 
presented  at  Albany.  We  have  a  right  to 
examine  that  report,  and  compare  It  with 
our  own  rejiort.  to  see  how  far  they  agree 
or  disagree.  We  have  a  right  to  go  into 
tbo  whole  matter. 

I'ollowing  that  up  wo  have  a  right  to  see 
what  rejiorts  tliey  made  to  tlie  various  other 
states,  and  see  how  they  agree.  I  am  now 
only  giving  a  glossary,  because  I  am  going 
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to  read  all  tbis  evidence  before  I  conclude. 
I  am  simply  malting  some  Introductory  re- 

raarlis,  and  I  can  bring  evidence  to  sub- 
stantiate tlie  argument  I  am  nwUiing  on 
general  principles,  on  tlie  motion  of  my 
hoD.  friend  from  de  Salaberry.  I  do  not 
think  bis  position  Is  tenable  at  all,  because 
we  cannot  go  to  New  Yorli  to  loolc  into  tbeir 
books,  and  if  we  license  them  here  and  they 
hare  the  protection  of  Cnnjida,  wo  have  a 
right  to  see  what  they  are  doing.  My  hon. 
friend  mi;;ht  argue— and  I  tliinlj  be  would 
argue  with  reason — tiiat  tliis  House  should 
not  have  been  forced  to  take  up  this  matter 
to  obtain  this  Information  ;  that  It  should 
have  been  taken  up  by  the  department 
whose  business  it  Is  to  inspect  or  superin- 
tend and  examiny  into  these  matters.  Why 
should  thfi  eyes  of  these  men  have  l)een 
blind.  If  they  were  blinded  ?  How  is  It  they 
coukl  not  toll  that  there  were  judgments 
against  this  company  anywhere  ?  How 
was  It  they  did  uot  Jinow  of  the  decision 
of  Mr.  Justice  Lord  IComley  In  England  ? 
How  is  It  I  have  to  Inform  the  House  that 
the  decision  in  England  was  nguUist  the 
company  V  My  lion,  friend  would  perhaps 
be  riglit  In  saying  tiiat  tliey  knew  it.  Weil, 
If  they  knew  of  tlieso  things,  why  have  they 
been  allowed  to  go  on  ?  I  am  not  blaming 
anybody.  I  uni  nut  making  any  charges. 
Z  am  pointing  to  the  cold,  hard  facts  that 
exist,  that  this  atusoclatiou  has  been  allowed 
to  do  wrong,  and  has  novcr  been  compelled 
to  pay  what  tltey  sliould  liave  paid.  Tiiey 
were  more  liiel;y  lii're  llt;in  tiiey  were  in 
Albany.  TIm'v  did  not  iiave  to  pay  Jjltij.OOU 
for  a  ecrtilicalo  to  do  busiiu'ss.  Tliey  could 
not  get  it  thfie  until  tiiey  iiaiil  for  it.  but 
they  got  it  here  without  paying  for  It- 
All  those  facts  exist,  a  matter  of  public  his- 
tory lu  the  public  n'ewspapers,  suits  against 
them  everywiierc  almost,  and  the  evidence 
before  tlie  eoiiils  every  wliero.  The  sworn 
tesliiiiuiiy  from  tliu  tiles  of  tlie  court  in 
New  York  was  produced  here,  anl  yet  none 
of  us  here'  know  anythlnr;'  about  It.  Had 
I  been  a  lawyer  In  the  province  of  Quebec, 
I  should  have  hud  the  tllos  and  journals  of 
the  courts  lu  New  York.  I  hunted  up  the 
Eiigli.'iti  ciiseM  liere.  I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
but  with  the  help  of  a  friend,  1  went  to  the 
library  and  loctkefl  at  tliese  cases.  We  are 
charitable  and  well-intentioned  lu  this  mat- 
ter, and  it  is  well  that  we  should  not  do 
Hon.   Mr.  UOMVILLE. 


I 

anything  to  Injure  the  managers  of  tint 
company.  I  say  with  premeditation  that 
the  whole  of  this  business  is  not  fn  the  In- 
terest of  the  policy-holders.     1   say  it  is 

!  In   the  interests  of   the  managers.  How 

.  could  we  be  so  blind.  Tbey  were  uot  biiikl 
down  In  Albany  about  the  report  I  inigbt 
refer  to  the  story  of  the  man  iu  one'Of  tbe 

!  lower  provinces.  Nova  Scotia.  I  think,  vbo 
smuggled  gin  into  the  province.    It  was 

I  In  the  old  days  of  the  demijohns  of  gin. 

!  The  customs  officer  used  to  lie  down  on 

I  the  sofa  and  lie  would  put  a  doubloon— a 
twenty  dollar  gold  piece  or>  each  of  his  eyes 

!  —and  the  officer  saw  nothing. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  CASGUAIN  OViudsor)-TLat 
:  was  New  Brunsw^ick? 

I  Uou.  Mr.  DOJIVILLE  -Well,  tbey  are  all 
.  together.    They  are  blue-uoses. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— 1  tliink  the  lion,  geii- 
tieman  is  mistaken.  We  have  tbe  Scott  Act 
in  Nova  Scotia.  It  must  have  been  iu  New 
Brunswick. 

I 

Hon.   Mr.    DOilVILLE— It    makes  V017 
little  dilTeieiiL'e.     I  think  the  story  ciime 
,  from  Yarmouth,  if  we  go  to  the  bottom  of 
it ;  but  it  points  to  a  groat  deal.   It  shows 
that  tbe  customs  otflcer  could  uot  see  the 
.  demijohns  of  gin  going  ashore,  ami  whto 
they  liad  all  been  landed  he  rose  and  wiped 
his  eyes,  and  went  out  perfectly  satisfied  that 
I  there  was  nothing  wrong.    So  the  eoiuimny 
have  floated  along  here  step  by  step,  till 
they  have  got,  1  think,  to  the  end  of  their 
,  tether,  in  regard  to  their  way  of  doiug 
'  business.   They  .have  asked  the  eudorsatlon 
of  this  houourabie  body,  and  we  are  divided, 
21  to  21,  and  the  Bill  consequently  goes 
i  through  that  tlie;  are  endorsed  here  before 
'  everybody,  notwithstanding  the  sworn  evt- 
:  deuce   tiiat   was   adduced,   uncontro verted, 
,  that  they  bribed  the  superiuteudent  at  Ai- 
!  bany  to  give  tbem  a  report.  Mr.  Payne  gave 
:  them  a  i*cport  to  assist  them.    They  were 
[  in  a  terrible  shape,  and  tbe  superintendent 
!  at  Albany  held  them  up  for  a  hundred  thou- 
'  sand  dollars,  according  to  the  sworn  testi- 
nioney,  and  they  paid  him  JC.'i.OOO.  We  have 
the  sworn  testimony  in  regard  to  that,  bnt 
without  waiting  until  that  evidence  was  hi 
the  possession  of  the  House,  the  Bill  was 
put  through  to  reliabllltate  tbe  company. 

Now,  we  have  before  ua  a  resolution  which 
says  that  there  Is  nothing  wrong  aboat  that 
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— It  Is  tantamount  to  saying  tbat,  and  the 

company  leave  court  witb  clean  skfrts.  Is 

that  a  report  wbicb  tbls  Hoase  sbould  be 

allowed  to  accept  ?  My  bon.  friends  bere 

perhaps  have  not  waded  through  tbe  mass 

of  testimony  taken  before  tbe  committee, 

but  they  are  asked  to  sanction  tbis  I'esolu- 

tion  without  bavfng  strictly  analysed  tlie 

evidence.     Two  or  three  days  ago  it  was 

sought  to  cut  out  of  those  reports  certain 

evidence— tbat  No.  7  should  not  be  received, 

and  so  on,  and  I  do  not  know  whether  it  Is 

on  the  .Tonrnals  to-dny  or  not.  Paragraph 

No.  7  reads  as  follows  : — 

■7.  The  Superintendent  of  the  Insurance  De- 
partment of  tbe  state  of  New  York  caused  an 
examiaatlon  to  be  made  of  the  companir's 
afrairs,  both  in  1897  and  in  ISM  ;  ou  tbe  occa- 
sion of  the  latter  examination,  most  of  tbe 
cbarges  mentioned  in  the  evidoncc  reported 
and  now  ou  the  table  of  this  House  were  In- 
vstlgated  and  found  groundless,  as  will  appear 
from  the  reports  of  the  chief  examiner,  of  the 
assistant  actuary  and  of  the  superintendent 
of  said  insurance  departmeDt. 

Well,  he  did  cause  an  examination,  and 
he  held  them  up  ami  compelled  them  to 
pay  $05,000  before  they  could  get  a  eerttfl- 
cate.  Tbis  is  all  I  have  to  say  concern- 
ing tbis  resululion,  because  I  shall  have 
another  opportunity  of  presenting  to  tliis 
House,  section  by  section,  and  elauKe  by 
clause,  all  that  I  um  referritis  to  now,  and 
the  House  and  tbe  public  will  have  an  op- 
portunity of  judging  from  the  debates  of 
this  House,  which  I  suppose  they  can  ob- 
tain, whether  the  Senate  was  Jnatlfletl  in 
passing  such  a  reriort.  My  bon.  friend  from 
de  Salaberry.  talking  about  the  cbarges,  said: 
*  There  is  no  doubt  the  policy-hoklcrs  were 
victimized  and  their  money  was  squandered.' 
He  said  that  by  his  exanuiiatlon  before , 
the  committee  the  truth  bad  been  reach- 
ed about  a  certain  thing.  He  admits  the 
policy-holders  had  been  victimized  and 
money  squandered.  If  I  have  correctly  re- 
ported what  niy  bon.  friend  has  said,  liow 
can  be  reconcile  paragraph  Xo.  4,  wliere  he 
says  the  company's  troubles  are  due  to 
the  fact  that  they  had  not  been  assessed 
enough  ?  On  tbe  one  band  he  says  they 
have  been  victimized  and  the  money  squan- 
dered, hut  in  bis  resolution,  which  he  asks  i 
us  to  adopt,  he  says  the  troubles  are  due  | 
to  the  fact  that  the  rates  of  assessment  were 
too  low.  1  do  not  understand  liow  my  hon. 
friend  came  to  make  tbat  statement  here.' 


Truth  will  out  sometimes,  and  I  -presume  he 
made  It  as  he  felt  In  his  heart.  He  felt 
;  tbat  they  bad  been  victimized,  tbat  tbe 
'  money  bad  been  squandered,  and  the  truth 
bad  been  ascertained,  as  he  stated.  He 
farther  stated  that  it  would  reflect  on  ail 
Canadian  companies.  How  can  It  reflect 
on  all  Canadinn  <_-ompanies  ?  Tliere  are 
good  companies  In  Ontario,  in  Quebec  and 
in  the  Xortb-west,  and  bow  will  It  reflect 
on  them  V  After  this  case  is  closed,  they 
can  obtain  copies  of  these  proceedings. 
They  can  reprint  them  easily  enough,  and 
they  can  go  through  Ontario  and  through 
tbe  west  and  say,  'There  Is  the  state  of 
that  company;  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
It,  Hero  is  the  whole  story  told  before 
the  coiumltlce.  Here  is  everything  in  con- 
nection with  it.  and  it  is  not  going  to  affect 
Canadian  companies.'  If  my  bon.  friend 
could  induce  me  to  believe  tliat  this  BUI 
would  reflect  on  Canadian  companies,  I 
would  he  the  last  man  to  carry  on  any  inves- 
tijration  that  might  injure  the  Innocent.  That 
is  a  very  far-fetched  argument,  to  my  mind. 
My  hon.  friend  from  doSa  laberry  sa  Id  he 
talked  about  the  personnel  of  the  Senate. 
He  talked  about  tbe  exaggerated  attack 
made.  What  exaggeration  ?  Take  the  de- 
bates and  bon.  gentlemen  will  see  there  is 
not  u  single  exa:;gcratlon  ou  my  part.  There 
is  not  a  single  tiling  In  what  I  put  on  the 
debates  here  that  is  not  Intensified  by  the 
evidence.  I  was  very  careful  in  selecting 
what  I  did,  that  it  should  not  be  charged 
aftt-rwards  that  I  had  in  any  way  exagger- 
ated or  gone  beyond  the  limits  of  prudence. 
My  ban.  friend  talks  about  minds  being 
biased.  Whose  mind  was  blaswl  V  I^et 
us  take  the  committee.  We  start  out  with, 
'  Who  struck  mily  Patterson.'  Before  we 
go  further,  what  was  wrong  with  the  com- 
n;ltlee  ?  They  found  fault  because  I  moved 
it.  They  objected  to  me  being  chairman, 
though  I  did  not  want  to  be  chairman,  and 
they  appointed  somebody  else.  They  added 
Ktiveii  members  to  the  committee,  and  I  did 
not  object. 

Let  us  take  tbe  members  of  the  commit- 
tee. Take  Ilo]i.  Senator  Cox,  of  Toronto. 
Was  he  biased  V  Hon.  Mr.  Wood  (>Sack- 
vlUei,  waK  be  biasetl  at  all  ?  You  might  go 
through  tbe  whole  list,  and  whom  would 
you  say  was  biased  ?  Whom  did  they 
want   to  strike  at  ?    I  was  biased,  but  as 
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far  as  I  could  see,  all  the  others  were 
biased  to  do  tbelr  duties.  Some  of  ihem 
could  not  agree  with  me,  but  I  would  not 
eay  were  biased  on  the  other  side.  I  would 
be  more  cliiiritflble  and  say  they  were  mis- 
taken. Mem-bers  of  the  committee  sit  in 
Judgment.  What  Judgment  ?  I  see  no  judg- 
ment lu  It.  It  was  to  report  evidence,  not 
to  find  a  Judgment  there.  These  may  be 
'legal  technicalities  In  the  province  of  Que- 
bec—I  do  not  know,  iMssfbly  tliey  are,  but 
it  puts  me  very  much  In  mind  of  when  I  wag 
running  an  election  and  two  women  were 
quarrelling,  and  the  daughter  of  one  woman 
came  running  up  and^snld,  '  mother,  mother 
come  quick  and  call  her  an  ugly  name  before 
she  calls  you  one.'  This  line  of  attack  Is 
worse  than  the  skirmish  of  the  Japs.  We 
have  lines  of  skirmish  everywhere.  I  am 
not  going  to  go  to  any  trouble  to  explain 
about  my  own  suit  against  the  company.  1 
have  not  been  favoured,  and  I  propose  to 
pass  that  matter  by.  '  MImIs  bias«l.  inter- 
ests guarded.'  What  Interests  are  guarded, 
and  If  interests  are  guarded,  who  started  to 
guard  tlie  interests  ?  Did  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry  start  to  guard  the 
Interests  of  the  company  ?  I  stnrted  last 
year  to  guard  the  Interests  of  the  policy- 
holders. It  was  late  in  the  session,  and  I 
could  not  go  any  further  and  bad  to  wlth- 
dniw.  I  save  notice  the  moment  I  got  here, 
that  I  WHS  going  to  do  it  this  session.  But 
there  M'ore  gentlemen  over-zealous  In  their 
dosh-e  to  guard  soniPbody.  And  whom  have 
they  guardwl  tn-dsiy  when  tiiey  will  not  let 
the  public  set  Ibe  report  of  the  committee  ? 
They  cannot  be  guarding  the  policy-holders. 
I  do  not  attach  very  much  Importance  to 
these  remarks,  but  only  took  them  down  to 
show  that  in  c;if*f  my  Iinn.  friend  should 
bring  up  any  furthei-  argument,  I  might 
have  tlieni  here.  My  bon.  friend  from  de 
Salaberry  also  said,  'pays  all  debts  In  full 
that  are  a  proper  charge.'  Ig  that  not  fine  ? 
What  word  shall  I  use  to  describe  It— I  will 
■not  say  qulbblhig— but  It  is  a  fine  argument, 
arguing  In  a  very  fine  way — '  all  debts  paid 
in  full  that  are  a  proper  charge.'  IIow  did 
my  bon.  friend  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
they  were  all  paid  ?  The  committee  gives 
evidence  to  show  they  were  not  all  paid, 
and  where  did  my  lion,  friend  get  the  evi- 
dence to  show  that  all  proper  charges  were 
paid  ?  I  have  not  had  the  advantages  he 
has  had,  of  being  able  to  get  bold  of  these 
Hon.   Mr.  UOMVILLE. 


cases  on  which  he  bases  his  argument  to- 
night   How  he  could  allow  bis  mind  to  m- 
'  son  in  tliat  way  I  cannot  tell.  I  cannot  ret- 
I  son  from  these  papers,  and  I  do  not  UiliA 
[  any  bon.  gentleman  in  that  committee  who 
,  paid  attention  can  reason  that  way  from 
I  those  papers.    There  is  notliing  to  show 
'  that  they  paid  all  Just  claims,  but  on  the 
I  conti'ary,  the  evidence  showed  that  they 
\  scaled  them  wherever  they  got  tbe  chance. 
^  There  are  cases  in  this  dty  wbere  thej 
'  scalped  them,  and  yet  my  hon.  friend  in  bli 
:  desire  to  act  fairly  as  between  all  parties, 
takes  the  ground  that  the  company  paid  all 
I  proper  charges.  I  say  that  that  is  an  unfair 
:  way  to  put  it,  because  if  1  was  reading  that 
!  coming  from  this  honourable  body,  where 
they  are  supposed  to  do  no  wrong— and  I 
'  hope  there  is  nothing  to  influence  anybody— 
'  they  would  soy,  '  herewith  before  us,  the 
I  company  have  done  right  and  acted  faliiy. 
j  and  paragraph  4  shows  tbe  trouble  to  be, 
I  that  they  have  come  to  grief  by  not  charg- 
[  ing  enough,  whereas  the  evidence  which  will 
I  be  read  to  this  House  by  and  by,  shows  that 
j  they  were  throwing  the  money  away  bj 
hundreds  of  thousands.   Reckless  extrava- 
I  gance,  as  my  hon.  friend  from  de  Salaberr; 
says.  The  pollcy-holdCTS  were  victimized, 
I  and  the  money  squandered. 
'     Now,  tliere  has  been  a  general  attnck  all 
':  round,  and  the  counsel  was  attacked.  He 
is  able  to  take  care  of  himself,    it  is  said 
I  Ihiit  he  has  charged  too  much,  and  has  been 
too  long  over  this  Inquiry.    He  could  not 
do  any  better.    They  Interfered  with  him 
,  on  the  committee.  The  counsel  should  have 
I  licen  allowed  to  go  right  along  and  Inves- 
I  tigate,  and  not  Iiave  members  breaking  la 
!  upon   him   time  after  time,   asking  que^- 
j  tlons  which  allowed  Mr.  Eldrldge  to  make 
]  spi'eches.    The  evidence,  In  fact,  is  made 
I  up  of  his  speeches.    When  you  ask  hits 
I  if  that  is  a  door,  lie  would  say  no.  It  is  a 
'  iiump-handle.    That  Is  about  the  size  of 
[  It.  imd  they  sny  yes,  you  are  quite  right. 
;  \ou',  the  expenses  of  legal  gentlemen  in 
tliis  country — fifty  dollars  a  diiy  I  am  told 
— is  a  small  amount.  I  am  told  tbe  company 
had  been  paying  quite  a  large  amount  as 
fee<  and  retainers.     Fifty  dollars  would 
be  nothing  in  comparison  with  what  they 
.■ire  paying.     Xot  being  very  well  versed 
i  in  the  matter  of  these  charges,  I  had  bojiea 
I  that  I  would  have  got  an  answer  to  my 
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qoestlon,  wliat  had  been  paid  in  the  Beb- 
rlng  Sen  Investigation,  then  I  would  have 
hiid  an  opportunity  of  reasoning  between 
tweedledum  and  tweedledee,  wblcli  was 
worth  $500  a  day,  nnd  which  was  worth 
$50  a  day,  and  without  advocating  any  great 
nblllty  as  to  one  or  the  other,  I  should  have 
formed  n  conclusion  as  to  what  was  the 
right  sum  to  charge.  Then  Mr.  Wells  has 
been  attacked.  We  have  the  highest  en- 
comium passed  upon  him.  He  was  attaciied 
and  Mr.  Paterson  was  attacked.  He  was 
an  actuary — did  not  know  anything.  I  rend 
to-ulght  endorsatious  of  Mr.  Paterson  and 
Mr.  Wells,  from  the  lending  papers,  not 
only  In  the  States  but  in  Canada.  W^ho 
giire  the  power  for  this  unfair  criticism  of 
those  gentlemen  connected  with  the  In- 
vestigation ?  The  committee,  witnesses, 
counsel,  experts,  every  one  of  them,  have 
Iwen,  so  to  apeak,  humilliited,  or  tiiey  might 
have  been  humiliated,  by  the  adverse  re- 
marks and  criticisms  that  have  been  made 
about  them.  But  I  do  think  that  it  benvs 
the  lesson  that  people  in  o  hard  place  go 
to  f:reiit  distances  to  get  out  of  a  bud  hole, 
and  sophistry,  If  you  cull  It  so,  or  argument 
sometimes,  will  weigh  against  the  better 
judgment  of  the  people.  Therefore,  we 
should  not  be  too  severe  lu  our  criticism 
of  our  friends  and  neighbours,  but  rather 
be  t'hnrltable,  and  say  that  we  are  afraid 
tliat  although  we  may  have  very  great 
jil>iilty — and  I  am  putting  It  now  In  a  very 
stroiii;  piirliamentary  way — that  they  have 
not  In'fii  cute  enough,  presuming  and  believ- 
ing that  they  were  acting  for  the  best  In- 
terests of  the  policy-holders,  they  having 
nnwlttingly  allowed  themselves  to  be  led 
nstr.iy,  some  of  them  by  the  sophistry  of 
Mr.  Eldridge,  of  New  York. 

I  think  tliat  is  a  viT.v  ^entU'iiiaiUy  anil 
kind  way  tu  put  it.  that  a  iimii  niii:lit  tn'Iicvc 
and  think  that  he  in  doing  lils  duty  by  all. 
but  there  may  be  a  ma.'«cot.  I'eople  get  mas- 
cotted  sometmes-;  they  oannot  tell  why. 
Mesmerism  ami  nmRcotism  ajii'Par,  and  there 
is  no  way  of  explaining  it.  I  think  that  is 
very  charitable.  I  have  .'siniiiiy  answered  niy 
hon.  friend,  and  I  have  not  gone  into  the  facts 
and  fljrnrcs  which  1  will  go  into  hy  and  by. 
but  I  have  tried  to  sliow  the  House  "why 
they  should  not  adopt  the  re-solutiou.  It  Is 
misleading  to  my  mind,  to  the  House  and 
country.    It  is  not  l)a.-ied  on  the  evidence  a-^ 


1  see  the  evidence,  and  therefore  my  hon. 
friend  should  eitlier  withdraw  that  resolu- 
tion or  that  notice  of  motion  or  be  should 
add  to  the  notice  of  motion  all  these  reports, 
and  also  the  report  of  the  chairman  of  the 
committee,  and  then  it  would  be  somewhat 
of  an  apology  to  the  committee  for  all  the 
humiliation  that  has  been  caused  them,  for 
all  the  work  they  have  bad  +o  do,  appealed  to 
from  all  over  the  country  to  do  their  duty, 
trying  to  do  It,  not  offensive  to  anybody, 
humiliation  thrown  on  them  inside  and  out- 
side Of  the  House  and  everywhere.  It  Is 
something  one  should  not  expect  In  this  high 
court  of  parliament,  known  as  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDrRAND—I  desire  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  in  answer  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  geutlenmn  from  Rothesay, 
which  has  covered  conshlernbie  ground  and 
re  covered  it  a  considerable  number  of  times. 
The  hon.  gentleman  Is  surprised  that  some- 
'  one  has  dared  to  rise  in  this  chamber  to 
'■  express  an  opinion  upon  the  work  caiTied  on 
\  hy  that  committee  of  investigation.    In  fact 
I  from  the  inception  of  this  wlioie  discussion 
I  which  has  been  raised  hy  the  hon.  gentle- 
j  man  from  Itothesay,  It  looked  as  if  no  one 
I  had  a  right  to  discuss  his  statements  or  cou- 
j  tradict  him  in  any  way.  The  Mutual  Re 
!  serve  Fund  Life  Association  of  New  York 
seemed  to  be  his  exclusive  preserve.   We  had 
I  no  riulit  to  encroach  upon  that  held,  -which 
I  was  his  own. 

Xow,  at  the  outset  some  hon.  gentlemen— 
;  and  I  was  one  of  them— discussed  with  the 
j  hOD,  gentleman  from  Bothesay  the  propriety 
of  sending  this  question  of  the  work  done 
in  Canada  by  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  of  New  York  to  a  special  com- 
mittee.    1  for  one  tiiought  that  the  Com- 
!  mittee  on  Banking  and  Commerce,  having  In 
j  charge  the  remedial  Bill  proposed  by  the 
I  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  could  be 
charged  with  the  duty  of  calllug  for  persons 
I  and  papers  and  investigating  the  standing  of 
'  that  company  in  Canada  to  a  sufficient  ex- 
tent to  enable  them  to  prepare  a  Bill  which 
would  be  founded  upon  the  facts  tlmt  would 
l)e  established  before  them.     We  all  know 
how  the  hon.  gentleman  succeeded,  in  a 
very  thin  House,  one  evening,  in  getting 
the  appointment  of  his  committee.     A  cer- 
tain number  of  us  thought  no  good  would 
come  out  of  that  Investigation.  A  still  larger 
number  of  us  think  so  to-night.     I  am  not 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1034 


SENATE 


speaking  only  of  the  hon.  gentlemen  \rho 
are  present  now,  but  of  the  members  of 

tbe  Senate  at  large  who  think  no  good  has 
resulted  from  this  investigation.  We  could 
get  all  the  information  we  need  for  tbe  dis- 
cussion, and  in  fact  we  did  get  sufficieut 
information  to  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
policy-holders,  who  felt  tbnt  under  the  as- 
Bpssment  jtliin  they  were  carrying  too  heavy 
a  lond.  Till'  hou.  gi'utleman  thought  there 
was  no  me  talking  this  session*  of  a  reme- 
dial Bill,  tliat  be  should  be  allowed  to  de- 
nounce and  pursue  with  his  wrath  that 
insurance  company  and  Investigate  its  man- 
agement to  the  bottom.  We  thought,  on 
the  other  hand,  and  amongst  those  who 
think  so  are  policy-holders  quite  able  to 
speak  for  themselves,  within  the  walls  of 
this  very  chamber,  that  there  was  some- 
thing else  to  be  done  than  looking  nt  the 
way  money  had  been  expended  In  tliat  com- 
pany fifteen  or  twenty  years  ago  in  paying 
large  salaries.  We  conid  see  no  special 
good  timt  could  arise  from  a  prolonged  and 
costly  Investigation  sought  for  by  the  hon. 
member  from  Rothesay,  and  we  sucoeeded 
in  devising  a  means  of  coming  to  the  rescue, 
as  far  ns  wsis  in  our  power,  of  the  j>olicy- 
boldcrs,  and  succeeded  in  getting  tbe  Bill 
introduced  by  tbe  bon.  member  from  To- 
ronto, accepted  by  a  large  majority  of  this 
House.  When  I  say  a  large  majority.  I 
slionlcl  practically  say  by  the  unanimous  vote 
of  this  clmmber.  In  fact,  there  was  no  vote 
wlii-n  wi-  went  into  (roriiniittee  on  the  BUI. 
Smiu'  useful  work  was  done  l)y  the  Senate  of 
CiUiadn,  but  I  do  not  lay  it  to  the  credit  nor 
at  the  door  of  the  bon.  gentleman*  from 
Rothesay  or  his  committee-  They  Iiad 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  It.  They 
oplK)Sivl  any  work  belni;  d(tno.  They  chal- 
lenged a  vote.  They  would  not  have  this 
work,  which  had  come  from  the  Bunking 
and  Commerce  Committee,  .proceed  further 
before  tbe  seleot  committee  bad  sat  in  judg- 
ment over  the  conduct  of  the  officers  of  that 
association.  They  nearly  succeeded,  through 
I  do  not  know  what  exceptional  arguments, 
in  getting  quite  a  number  of  members  of 
this  body  to  vote  In  favour  of  adjourning 
tbe  consideration  of  tbe  relief  Bill,  but, 
when  that  obstacle  Wiis  out  of  the  way. 
what  did  we  see?  Nearly  nil  those  gen- 
tlemen falling  into  line,  examining  that  Bill, 
declaring  It  satisfactory,  and  passing  it 
Hon.   Mr.  DANDURAND. 


without  objection,  and  we  bave  even  heud 
some  of  those  hon.  gentlemen  who  waged 

war  from  the  beginning  against  that  Bill, 

•  boasting  that  It  was  practically  their  own 
nlfsnring.  that  tliey  bail  jmt  their  superior 
intellectual  attainments  to  perfecting  a  BtQ 
which  would  be  of  some  use  to  the  policy- 

I  holders.  The  bon.  gentleman  from  Botbe- 
say  has  spoken  of  the  humiliation  to  wlileh 
tbe  committee  be  succeeded  In  getting  tp- 
pointed  was  subjected.  I  do  not  think  any 
member  of  tbe  Senate  had  any  Idea  of  htiit^ 
linting  anyone  but  this  gives  me  an  opportu- 
nity to  answer  tbe  remarks  made  by  the  bon. 

'  gentleman  from  Wolseley  (Hon.  Mr.  Perleyi, 
who  spoke  yesterday  or  the  day  before. 

I  He  thought  the  committee  bad  been  slat- 
ed, and  that  a  majority  of  this  Hoiue 
should  have  given  them  a  chance  to  mtltft 
a  final  report  on  the  evidence.      If  they 

,  met  with  any  humiliation  it  was  humilia- 
tion very  well  deserved,  and  sought  for  by 
the  committee  itself.  How  did  the  com- 
mittee come  to  grief  ?  It  came  to  grirf 
through  disobeying  the  letter  and  the  spirit 

\  of  an  order  of  this  chamber.  This  Hoii» 
had  voted,  by  a  largp  majority,  in  favonr 
of  requiring  this  committee  to  examine  two 
witnesses.  The  wording  of  tbe  motion  pre- 
sented by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  BeamB- 
ville  (Hon.  Mr.  Gibson)  was  that  the  wit- 
nesses should  be  suljpoenaed.  They  were 
subpcenaed  by  the  hon.  ex-cbairman  of  that 
committee. 

I     Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— 1  am  still  cbalnuan. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman took  the  letter  of  that  order,  thoogh 
it  nunnt  that  those  two  witnesses  should 
be  examined,  and  against  tbe  opinion  of  tbe 
counsel  of  tbe  committee  himself,  who  lud 
re-examined  Mr.  Wells  on  the  question  re- 

'  lating  to  the  exipenditure  of  money  In  get 
ting  legislation  here  In  18^  with  a  view  to 

I  opening  the  door  to  the  examination  of  those 
two  witnesses,  t^ie  majority  of  that  Impar- 
tial committee  decided  that  when  they  ha(f 
subpcenaed  those  witnesses  and  brougbi 
them  here,  they  had  faithfully  executed  the 
order  of  tbe  Senate  of  Canada,  and  refused 
to  examine  tbero. 

Hon.  Mr.  CiA)RAX— It  Is  not  true. 

Hon.  5Ir.  DAXDrRAXD— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman took  the  letter  of  that  order  which 
had  been  explained  as  meaning  that  those 
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two  witnesses  should  be  examined,  and 
simply  subpoenaed  and  brought  them  here. 
I  entered  that  committee  room  once  or  twice 
to  speak  to  a  senator  who  happened  to  be 
In  the  room.  I  did  not  follow  the  sittings 
of  the  committee,  but  If  the  behaviour  of 
that  committee  is  to  be  judged  by  a  speci- 
men of  their  impartiality  that  I  witnessed, 
1  am  not  surprised,  uor  do  I  regret  th:it  they 
felt  humiliated  by  the  Senate's  action. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— We  do  not  feel  humi- 
liated. That  is  where  the  bon.  gentleman 
is  mistaken. 

Hon.  Mr.  JJANDU RAND— The  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Rothesay  has  declared  upon  bis 
responsibility,  and  with  that  moderation 
which  characterizes  him,  that  the  inspector 
of  insurance,  the  superintendent  of  insur- 
ance of  New  York  state  had  been  bribed  to 
the  extent  of  $05,000  to  make  a  favourable 
reEwrt  to  the  country.  It  appears  that  ail 
this  hangs  iiurely  and  simply  upon  a  declara- 
tion of  the  witness  Wells. 

Hou.  Mr.  CLORAN— Uncontradicted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDrRANI)— Mt-.  Wells  de- 
clares that  he  had  been  asked  by  president 
Burnliani  for  a  few  thousand  dollars  he- 
cause  he  had  to  pay  a  certain  amount  in 
that  direction,  and  added,  that  although 
be  loaned  the  money,  did  not  believe  for 
tbe  moment  that  such  a  transaction  had 
taken  place.  This  I  understand  is  the  evi- 
dence on  which  the  tale  hnni^s.  But  here 
coilH's  Affain  the  orcasiuii  to  <iut'sf ion  tli" 
wisdoin  of  that  cnminittcp,  when  such  an  ini- 
portHUt  statement  was  miule  by  the  witness 
Wells  ;  they  refused  to  examine  two  wit- 
nesses who  had  been  subpoenaed  on  the  very 
question  of  tlie  vavaeity  of  the  witness 
Wells,  and  the  bon.  member  from  Stadacona 
in  his  precipitation  and  astuteness  moved 
that  the  committee  rise  and  report  tiie 
evidence.  This  was  closing  the  door  to  the 
examination  of  tliosp  two  witnesses,  and  to 
any  dual  report  of  tbe  committee. 

.   Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Not  at  all. 

Hou.  Mr.  .DANDUR.^XD— Why  that  pre- 
cipitation on  the  part  of  the  chairman  of 
the  committee  and  his  majority  ?  To  pre- 
vent the  possibility  of  the  Senate  giving 
tbem  positive  orders  to  examine  tbe  witness- 
es who  had  been  brought  here  from  New 
York  at  the  exi)ense  of  the  Dominion  trea- 


sury. These  hon.  gentlemen  hurriedly  closed 
their  proceedings  in  order  to  prevent  their 
witness  Wells  being  discredited.  The  judg- 
ment of  one  member  of  the  committee  at 
least  was  formed  in  advance.  He  accused 
me  of  having  an  open  mUid ;  he  had  him- 
self, before  the  election  of  the  chairman, 
a  closed  mind.  He  was  one  of  those  who 
decided  that  Mr.  Wells,  who  made  that 
affirmirtion.  should  be  protect^^d  fvoni  any 
imputation  of  having  said  things  that  could 
be  contmdicted  by  other  witnesses.  It  would 
have  been  very  important  for  this  Senate  to 
know  what  value  to  attach  to  the  statements 
of  Mr.  Wells.  In  what  position  does  he 
stand  to-day  ?  Ho  stands  under  the  imiiuta- 
tion  of  perjury,  because  a  majority  of  the 
conunittee  refused  to  examine  witnesses 
who  had  been  lirought  here  to  contradict 
tlio  statements. 

Hon.  Mr.  CI-.01t.\X— The  hon.  gentleman 
has  a  great  deal  of  neive  to  make  such  a 
statement  before  this  honourable  House 
in  view  of  the  evidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDLU AN1>— I  care  very  lit- 
tle for  the  opinion  of  the  ex-chairman  of 
that  committee.  Now,  what  has  come  from 
tlii»  committee  V  What  has  been  the  result 
of  all  their  work  ?  What  did  they  want  7 
What  was  the  prosecution  after  V  I  have 
bet-n  asking  the  hon.  ^'entleman  from 
Rothesay  the  lasi  three  months  what  he 
was  after,  what  remedy  he  had  in  bis  mind 
for  the  relief  of  those  i>oor  widows  and 
orphans  ?  For  the  first  time  to-night  we 
have  heard  the  remedy.  He  opposed  the  pass- 
ing of  a  renxMlial  Hill,  and  to-night  "v\-e, 
have,  in  tlie  dying  days  of  tbe  session,  bis 
niagnilicent  plan  of  relief  for  the  wii'jws 
and  orphans.  It  is  to  put  tlie  company  in 
liquidation  and  divide  the  few  tliousand 
dollars  on  deposit  In  the  treasury  nmongst 
the  policy-holders.  That  <vould  represent  a 
very  poor  compensation  for  the  moneys  paid 
by  (he  thoii-sands  of  policy-liolders  In  this 
country  Into  the  coffers  of  that  company. 
Tlie  hon.  gentleuian  proposes  the  llriuidation 
of  that  comitany.  I  had  occasion  to  protest 
against  the  language  used  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Rothesay  in  moving  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  committee  when  by  insinua- 
tions and  innuendoes  be  besmirched  the  char- 
acter 'of  some  of  his  colleagues  in  the 
Senate.   He  always  spoke,  and  he  even  did 
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to-nlglit  ngnln.  of  all  the  lawyers  In  this 
chamber  being  arrayed  against  him,  as 
though  he  represented  all  the  policy-holders, 
and  was  their  only  representative  iu  tliis 
chamber  and  had  n  sole  right  to  speak  in 
their  nituie.  The  bon.  gentleman  remarked 
that  I  had  ceased  to  concern  myself  about 
this  question  of  the  Mutual  Reserve.  One 
reason  why  I  did  so  was  that  I  preferred 
to  avoid  tlie  asporsioiis  and  a«safi!ts  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  upon  all 
those  wlio  did  not  see  eye  to  eye  with  him 
on  this  question  ;  and  yet  to-niylit  when  I 
hear  the  hon.  gentleman  ask  what  mandate 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  has 
to  speak  on  this  question  or  to  give  bis  opi- 
nion upon  the  evidence,  I  ask  myself 
if  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Kotbesay  repre- 
sents all  the  policy-Imldoi-s.  and  has  tlie  ex- 
clusive mandate  to  sipeak  for  tbem  ?  To 
my  surprise,  I  find  that  the  hon.  gentleman 
Is  the  only  one  in  this  chamber  who  has 
no  right  to  raise  this  question  of  the  Mu- 
tual Itesen-e  management.  I  find  that  two 
days  before  be  did  so,  he  had  a  writ  issued 
against  the  association  for  $10,000,  and  was 
in  conflict  with  them  on  a  question  of 
money.  And  yet  he  asks  by  what  right  did 
that  company  come  to  the  lobby  of  this 
chamber.  They  could  not  come  Into  this 
chamber  to  meet  their  accuser,  for  the  hon. 
gentleman  was  their  only  accuser  in  the 
Senate.  If  the  bon.  gentleman  bad  been  con- 
tent to  si'ttie  his  difticulties  with  tlie  Mutual 
Reserve  in  the  courts  of  Canada,  perhaps 
once  tlicy  li;id  been  adjudicated  njion  by  tlie 
courts,  we  wouhl  not  h:ive  expended  so  much 
money  and  would  not  have  had  the  Irregula- 
rities which  have  arisen  In  connection  with 
the  investifration  of  the  question  which  had 
been  Investigated  already  In  the  state  of 
Xew  Yorl\.  I  have  heard  on  all  siiie.>?  most 
profouiui  refri'ets  expressi-d  by  my  cnl!ea;riies 
in  this  chamber  and  by  outsiders  at  the  loss 
of  diguity  and  decorum  In  this  chamber 
during  the  present  session.  I  attribute  it  to 
the  fact  of  the  passion  which  has  entered 
into  this  question  l)ecause  personal  interests 
are  concenHHl.  Tliere  was  persoiml  intercKt 
betwi'Oii  tlie  hon.  tientlenian  and  that  com- 
pany, lliul  tlie  investifration  been  coiilined 
to  ahsoluti'ly  disinterested  and  Independent 
men.  we  would  not  have  witnessed  the  unbe- 
coming seenes  which  we  have  seen  in  this 
chamber. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— The  hon. 
gentleman  is  setting  a  good  example  nov. 

Hon,  Mr.  DANDURAND — Perhaps  I 
speak  with  some  heat.  I  was  not  born  very 
near  the  Xortb  Pole.  I  em  perhaps  the  son  of 

a  Southern  climate,  but  I  try  to  keep  within 
the  limit  of  proptiety  and  speak  my  mind 
with  absolute  Independence  and  disinterest- 
edness. The  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say has  said  that  he  would  take  auotba 
occasion  to  read  all  the  evidence  that  lias 
been  adduced  here,  at  another  stage  of  the 
proceedings.  Had  he  said  he  would  take 
occasion  to  comment  on  the  evidence,  no- 
body could  object,  but  he  declares  his  Inten- 
tion to  read  the  evidence  again.  He  has 
given  notice  of  a  motion  In  which  he  has 
|iut  liis  own  views,  but  they  are  as  well 
the  ideas  of  ii  majority  of  bis  com- 
mittee. I  have  no  doubt  he  will  then 
have  occasion  to  explain  and  discuss  that 
evidence,  but  It  seems  to  me,  with  the  mo- 
tion we  have  before  this  House,  and  the 
bon.  gentleman's  notice  of  motion,  there  will 
be  enough  discussion,  and  that  is  the  rea- 
son why  I  will  move  the  previous  questioii. 
I  now  close  my  remarks  by  moving  that  the 
question  be  now  put. 

The  SPEAKER— It  Is  moved  by  the  Hon. 
Mr.  Dandurand,  seconded  by  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Flset,  that  the  question  be  now  pnt.  There 
can  be  no  discussion  on  that. 

lion.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  shuts  out  any 
other  amendment,  but  does  not  prevent  dis- 
cussion, 

Hon.  Mr.  BOIjDUC— Any  one  can  dis- 
cuss that  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— And  any  length  of 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  ^OLDUC— There  is  no  cloture. 

Tlie  SPEAKER— I  have  always  under 
stood  that  there  could  be  no  debate  on  a 

])revlons  question  ;  but  I  do  not  And  any- 
thing In  Bourinot  to  that  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Speaker  wIU 

find  a  reference  to  It  at  page  449. 

The  SPEAKER— Bourinot  savs  : 

The  rule  just  quoted  (lhat  Is  the  rule  ot  tte 
House  of  Commons)  permits  neither  amend- 
ni(  nl  nor  debate  in  case  the  House  decide  is 
(he  affirmative,  for  the  Speaker  will  Immediately 
put  the  question.  But  if  the  previous  questloa 
bo  resolved  in  the  negative,  then  the  Speaker 


Digitized  by 


Google 


ACGTJST  4.  1904 


cftDDOt  put  any  queBtlon  on  the  main  motion 
wblch  Is  consequentlr  superseded. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Is  It  in 
order  to  intervene  with  a  motion  of  ttils  kind 
in  a  discussion? 

The  SPEAKER— That  is  what  it  is  for. 
I  have  always  been  under  the  impression 
that  there  could  be  no  discussion  on  the 
previous  question.  There  is  nothing  in 
Bourinot  to  show  that  there  can  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— The  previous  ques- 
tion has  been  put  more  than  once  In  the 
House  of  Commons.  It  was  put  on  the 
Kiel  question  and  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way question,  and  did  not  prevent  discus- 
sion until  the  question  was  put  from  the 
chair. 

The  SPEAKER— I  have  not  given  any 
positive  ruling. 

Hon,  Mr.  LAXDRY — It  precludes  any 
amendment.  Wlion  tlie  votes  are  taken, 
if  it  is  declared  in  the  afilrmative.  then  it 
precludes  amendments,  but  if  decided  In 
the  negative,  amendments  may  be  8uh.stl- 
tuted 

Hoii.  Mr.  DAVII)— Cusliini;  on  law  and 
Ijnictice  of  legislative  assemblies,  which  I 
bad  Occasion  to  retul  some  time  ago.  Ihys 
down  the  principle  that  the  previous  ques- 
tion puts  an  end  to  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  rule  liei-c  Is  per- 
fectly plain.  The  rule  tbnt  lias  gukled  par- 
liament admits  neither  amcntliiient  nor  de- 
bate in  case  the  Uou.se  deckles  in  the  affirm- 
ative. 

Hon.  yiv.  I.AXDRY— \\'li*'n  the  House  Iia.s 
decided  it,  but  we  are  goiii^  on  to  discuss 
the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOKAN— AVhen  the  previous 
•  lut'stion  was  moved  in  the  Iticl  debate,  the 
debate  lasted  probably  two  weeks  ;  if  I  am 
not  mistaken  it  lasted  three  weeks,  when  Sir 
Hector  Langevin  moved  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN'-I  can  hardly  be- 
lieve an  attempt  would  be  made  to  shut 
off  debate  at  this  stage.  I  hope  an  oppor- 
tunity will  be  given  to  everybody  to  address 
tbis  House  on  this  exceedingly  important 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  rise  to  in- 
quire what  question  is  before  the  House  ? 


Hon.  Mr,  McMULLDN—Xo  more  Iraiwrt- 
ant  questlbn  has  come  before  the  Senate 
I  in  years,  and  I  contend  that  It  is  the  duty 
I  of  the  House  to  give  it  every  consideration, 
and  I  am  determined  to  have  an  opportunity 
;  of  expressing  my  views  to  this  House  on 
,  this  subject.  I  tblnk  I  am  entitled  to  that 
'  opportunity. 

j  Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  have  raised 
I  a  point  of  order, 

!    Hon.  Mr.  I.ANDUY— I  call  the  Speaker's 

,  attention  to  May,  page  268  : 

The  object  of  the  previous  question  Is  to 
withhold  from  the  decision  of  the  House  a 
I  motion  that  has  been  proposed  from  the  chair 
I  by  a  motion  which  compels  the  House  to  de- 
I  cide.  In  the  first  Instance  whether  the  original 
I  motion  shall  or  shall  not  be  submitted  to  the 
•  vote  of  the  House.  ' 

Tiiat  is  the  object  of  the  previous  ques- 
■  tlou.    The  motion  must  be  iiut  without  auy 
j  amendment  whatsoever.   It  cannot  be  coupl- 
ed with  an  amendment.    In  the  Lords  the 
'  Speaker  puts  the  que.stion  '  wlielhi-r  the  ori- 
ginal question  l»e  now  put';   in  the  House 
I  of  Commons  the  motion  is  '  shall  the  quea- 
I  tlou  be  now  put,'  and  if  it  be  resolved  In  the 
\  aflirniative,  the  Speaker  is  prevented  from 
putting  the  main  motion  tirst  to  the  House 
as  this  refuses  to  allow  It  to  be  put,  but 
i  that  does  nut  prevent  a  discussion  going 
'  on  on  a  motion  that  the  question  be  put, 
I  and  on  the  main  motion  except  that  it  pre- 
vents any  further  amendment.    I  refer  the 
i  hon.  Speaker  to  the  cases  in  the  House  of 
j  Commons  In  I  myself  moved  tlie  mo- 

I  tlon  on  the  Itiei  question,  condemning  the 
I  government  for  having  permitted  the  law 
:  to  take  its  course.  Sir  Hector  Langeviu 
'  rose  Immediately  after  I  bad  spoken,  and 
moved  the  previous  question  and  the  debate 
went  on  for  two  or  three  days. 

^     Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Two  or  three  weeks. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— For  many  days.  And 
,  afterwards  the  question   was  put  by  the 
j  chair  that  the  question  be  put,  and  the 
i  House  gave  Its  opinion  and  the  question 
!  was  put  without  niuendment.    We  are  dis- 
cussing the  point  here  that  when  the  ques- 
tion is  put  no  discussion  Is  allowed  after 
1  that.    I  say  the  debate  Is  allowed  to  con- 
tinue. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— In  .the  cases  re- 
ferred to. by  the  hon.  gentleman  the  de- 
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bate  was  allowed  to  proceed,  but  it  was 
limited  to  the  question,  *  Shall  tbe  questiou 
be  now  put  7 ' 

Hon.  Mr.  LAKDRY — No  ;  It  was  on  the 
whole  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  that  Ik 
tbe  rule.  It  precludes  amendments  but  does 
not  «but  out  discussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— More  than  that  that 

question  may  be  superseded. 

Hon.  Mr.  TESSIER— There  Is  no  closini; 
a  debate. 

The  SPEAKER— In  the  United  States  a 
motion  of  this  kind  prevents  any  further 
discussion,  but  it  does  not  seem  clear  to 
me  from  Bourlnot  whether  that  is  tlie 
effect  In  Canada  or  not.  I  am  not  giving 
a  decision  now.  This  is  a  very  important 
question,  .in<l  1  have  not  looked  it  up.  1  am 
Kiving  tbe  House  tlie  lufornuitioii  I  Uuve  be- 
fore me.  In  tbe  note  on  page  440  of  IJonri- 
not  it  is  stated  : 

The  form  is  now  fixed  as  it  prevails  Id 
Canada,  though  the  effeci  Is  difl'ereut,  heine 
used  to  suppress  immediately  all  further  dls> 
ciit;slon  of  the  main  question  and  to  come  to  a 
vote  upou  it  immediately. 

That  seems  to  indicate  that  the  practice' 
In  Canada  Is  tbe  same  as  lu  tbe  United 
States. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— At 

tbe  top  of  the  same  piiye.  440.  the  nih?  of 
thy  C'oiiunons  is  stated,  and  it  says  the  orig- 
inal questioii  Is  to  be  put  forthwith  with- 
out ametidmeut  or  debate,  that  is,  if  a  mo- 
tion ue  passed  in  the  affirmative.  The  words 
of  tbe  rule  of  tbe  Commons  are  : 

The  previous  question,  until  it  is  decided, 
Btiail  preclude  all  amendments  of  the  maJa 
quostiou,  and  shall  be  ■in  the  foilowlng  words, 
that  this  question  be  now  put. 

You  will  find  it  does  not  cut  off  debate. 

It  the  previous  questiou  be  resolved  In  the 
affirmative,  the  original  question  is  to  be  put 
forthwith,  without  any  amendment  or  debate. 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— Read  on. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBI/L— It 
continues : 

The  rule  Just  quoted  permits  neither  amend- 
ment nor  debate  In  case  the  House  decide  In 
the  affirmative,  for  the  Speaker  will  immediate- 
ly put  the  auestlOD. 

Hon.  Hr.  FEUQUSON. 


Then  there  Is  the  note  which  bag  be«k 
read  by  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Marsb- 

fieid  : 

But  if  the  previous  question  be  resolTed  is 
the  negative,  tlien  the  Speaker  cannot  pat  taj 
question  on  the  main  motion  which  \s  anb- 
sequeutly  superseded,  though  it  may  be  rarirad 

on  a  future  day,  as  the  negation  of  the  pre- 
vious question  merely  binds  the  Speaker  not  to 
put  the  main  question  at  that  time. 

I  have  always  understood  tbat  wliea  t 
member  moved  tbe  previous  question  tliat 

he  voted  against  it 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbat  Is  the  practice 
in  England,  but  ours  Is  reversed  bera  Too 
vote  *  nay '  if  you  vote  the  previous  qnes- 
tlon. 

Hon   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
iion.  Secretary  of  State  says  tbe  rule  Is 
reversed  here.    This  Is  the  authority  npon 
which  we  have  acted.   In  my  long  experi- 
ence— I  do  not  know  whether  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman remembers  a  case  or  not — I  have 
!  no  recolle<-tiou  at  present  of  tliis  motion  ever 
1  Imvintr  been  iiuule  but  twice  in  the  House, 
mill  tl»>  result  wiis  just  what  I  have  indi- 
'  fated,  tliat  tlie  main  motion  Is  not  put  it 
'  tbe  motion  for  tbe  previous  qui-stlon  is  neR«- 
,  tivod,  then  it  Is  not  put  in  aecnnlancp  irith 
I  that  rule. 

'  Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  call  attention 
.  to  May,  pai^  26S  : 

In  the  Lords  the  Speaker  puts  the  queitloii 
i  whether  the  original  motion  ba  now  put,  Ac 

;     Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  following  the 

practice  of  the  Lords. 

]     Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— When  we  make  a 
motion  that  tbe  Honse  do  now  adjourn,  we 
I  discuss  that  motion  as  long  as  we  like,  but 
I  when  the  motion  Is  put  by  the  Speaker  aaA 
j  It  Is  carried,    then   the   House  adjourns. 
When  the  motion  Is  made  that  the  question 
I  be  put,  the  only  object  is  to  prevent  any 
!  amendment.    We  may  discuss  the  motion 
as  long  as  we  like,  but  when  it  is  pat  hS 
'  the  chair.  If  It  Is  resolved  lu  the  alBrmatlre 
I  we  can  move  no  amendment  whatever.  No 
I  debate  Is  allowed  between  that  moment 
I  ami  tbe  moment  the  question  is  put  In 
IHsa  1  moved  the  main  motion  myself  ia  tie 
Riel  matter.   Sir  Hector  Langevin  answered 
me.  and  wound  up  his  speech  by  moving 
the  previous  question,  and  the  debate  went 
on  for  several  days. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
was  to  cut  off  amendmentB. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yes.  It  cuts  off  every 
amendment  until  the  question  la  decided. 
If  the  question  Is  decided  In  the  negative, 
then  tlie  amendments  are  allowed,  but  not 
If  it  be  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

The  SPEAKER— I  am  prepared,  to  henr 
any  authorities  on  that  point  before  I  decide. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I 
should  like  to  call  iitteiitloii  to  aiiotlier  case 
which  I  remember  now.  It  was  in  1878. 
I  thiuk  it  was  the  present  Judj^e  Ouiniet 
who  moved  the  previous  qiiesttou  tor  the 
express  purpose  of  cutting  off  amendiuHnts. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXURY— That  w;is  in  1S79. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Prol)abl.v  it  would  bo 
better  for  the  hon.  gentleman  from  deLanau- 
di6re  to  witlidraw  his  motion.  The  Senate 
should  not  be  put  hi  the  position  of  suii- 
pressing  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  EEIQUE— I  have  been  consult- 
ing three  or  four  books  of  decisions  of  Sponk- 
ers.  nnd  I  fail  to  Und  anything  on  the  point. 
They  merely  apeak  of  the  previous  qut^tion 
preventing  any  amcndmonts.  I  was  read- 
ing Bourtnot  and  on  first  glance  was  under 
the  Impression  it  had  only  tlint  effoct.  but 
on  reading  it  more  carefully,  It  is  difficult  to 
find  any  light  one  way  or  tlie  other  on  the 
subject.  I  understand  tlie  hoJi.  leader  of 
the  opposition  and  the  hon.  member  from 
Marshfield  have  referred  to  the  debates  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  the  Riel  question. 
If  the  debate  was  allowed  to  be  continued  ! 
there  after  the  previous  question  was  put,  i 
It  might  be  taken  as  a  precedent.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  McMtlLLEN— I  was  a  member 
of  the  House  at  the  time,  and  I  distinctly 
remember  the  facts  as  stated  by  my  hon. 
friend  here,  and  the  reason  why  the  pre- 
vious question  was  put.  There  was  a  general 
suspicion  that  Mr.  Blake  inieudod  to  move 
an  amendment,  and  the  previous  question 
was  moved  to  shut  him  out,  and  it  did. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  flud  ' 
In  Brand  a  confirmation  of  what  I  have  ; 
stated  as  to  the  effect  of  putting  the  pre- 
vious question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  hon.  Speaker 
bas  any  doubt  about  It,  we  might  get  over 


the  difficulty  by  adjonrnlng  the  debate  and 
be  can  study  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  the  better  way, 
adjourning  the  debate  and  go  on  with  the 
business. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-1 
understand  the  point  of  order  is  the  one 
ralsetl  by  the  hon.  gent<leman  from  Toronto? 

The  SPEAKElt— I  think  the  hon.  gentle- 
man is  in  error.  I  did  not  hear  what  the 
lion,  gentleman  fi'om  Toronto  said,  but  I 
know  that,  after  ho  spoke,  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  AVelllngton  said  something  in  re- 
ply, and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria 
moved  that  the  words  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
iiian  from  Toronlo  bo  taken  down.  It  is  too 
late  to  do  tliat  after  some  one  else  has 
si)okon.  so  tiiiit  that  question  does  not  come 
up.  With  resiJect  to  this  matter  I  had  just 
put  the  previous  question,  the  motion  that 
the  question  be  now  put ;  and,  if  the  debate 
is  adjourned,  it  wiH  leave  the  matter  in  that 
position,  and  when  wo  meet  again  I  shall 
give  uiy  dccLsion  on  Hint  point. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLKN — I  move  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Hon.  Sir  M.\OKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Speaker  to  the  fact  that  when  the  motion  for 
the  previous  question  is  mado,  no  amend- 
ment can  bo  moved. 

IIou.  Mr.  SCOTT— \^■e  can  adjourn  the 
debate. 

The  SPEAKER— The  opinion  that  the  de- 
Itate  cannot  be  adjourned  is  quite  inconsist- 
ent with  the  position  taken  by  the  hon.  geii- 
lleinan  when  lie  said  that  the  nnitter  has 
been  discussed  for  weeks.  The  debate  can 
be  adjourned, 

Hon.  Mr.  BEiyuI-; — It  seems  to  me  to  be 
illogical. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  is  a 
question  of  order,  not  as  to  what  the  effect 
of  this  motion  would  bo. 

Hon.  Mr.  ItEIQUE— I  want  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  if  a  motion  to  adjourn 
tlie  debate  is  put  and  carried,  it  settles  the 
question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Xo. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— I  say  it-has  the  effect 
of  deciding  tliat  tlie  debate  can  be  continued, 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Sure. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEigUE— And,  therefore.  It 
would  be  deciding  the  question  that  is  now 
troubling  the  mlnils  of  hon.  gentlemen. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDHY— No.  What  I  propose 
is  this  :  in  the  meantime  the  Spenkei*  might 
study  the  question  and  he  can  decide  at  the 
next  sitting  of  the  House  If  the  bon.  mem- 
ber has  a  riglit  to  proceed  with  the  debate,  or 
if  the  Questiou  must  be  put  imiuedintely. 

Hon.  Sir  MACa-iiXZIK  BOWELL— Has 
tlmt  question  been  raised  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  MeMULI.KN — I  have  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  and  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  just  resumed 
his  sent,  I  can  say  

Tlie  SI'K-.ivKU— I  do  not  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  can  make  a  speech. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — Certainly  a  question 
arises  liere.  Tiiey  are  asking  to  have  the 
dei);ito  adjourned,  so  that  it  may  be  taken  up 
to-morrow.  Tlint  is  tiie  object  of  the  ad- 
journment of  the  det)ate.  It  is  not  what 
many  members  of  this  Iloi^se  expect.  If 
the  hon,  gentleman  who  moved  the  previous 
question  desires  to  withdraw  tbat  motion, 
and  then  give  a  motion  for  tlie  iidjoni-niut'iit 
of  the  debute,  It  will  be  in  order,  otlierwise, 
we  are  not  in  positiou  to  know  what  the 
decision  may  or  may  not  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— I  beg  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman's pardon.  The  main  motion  Is  the 
motion  proposed  by  my  hon.  friend  from 
de  Salabervy.  Since  my  hon.  friend  from 
Rothesay  finished  his  speech,  my  hon.  friend 
from  de^Lorlmler  moved,  after  mailing  his 
own  speeech,  tbat  the  question  be  now  put. 
The  motion  of  my  hon.  friend  was  pn^osed 
to  the  House  by  the  chair,  but  the  question 
is  not  put  yet.  It  is  only  put  when  the 
discussion  is  over.  In  the  meantime  a 
debate  took  place  on  the  propriety  of  shut- 
ting off  the  discussion  Immediately  or  allow- 
ing It  to  go  on.  The  hon.  Speaker  Is  not 
prepared  now  to  glre  his  decision.  My 
hOD.  friend  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate.     Well,  tbat  was  done  In  1885. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN.    Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Every  day  when  the 
motion  was  dlscnssed  a  member  rose  and 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


moved  the  adjournment  of  tiie  debate,  and 
the  next  day  the  qnestion  was  put  by  tbe 

chair  in  this  way  ;  the  main  motion  is  this, 
and  the  amendment  or  the  other  motion, 

i  the  previous  question.  Is  pat  So  that 
if  the  hon.  Speaker  decides  to-morrow  that 
no  debate  can  take  place,  no  debate  tDI 
take  place;  but  If  he  decides  debate  wlU 

j  take  plage,  my  boa.  friend  will  proceed  nidi 
the  debate,  and  If  the  discussion  la  not 
concluded  to-morrow,  another  bon.  genflfr 
man  will  move  the  adjournment. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  am  inclined  to  t&ink 
my  bon.  friend  is  mistaken.     I  was  In  the 

House  on  tbat  occasion.     On  that  occasion 
the  Speaker  decided  then  and  there.  It 
'■  was  not  leaving  it  an  open  question  for  the 
Speaker  to  decide  later  on,  and  there  ii 
'  where  the  diflerence  Is.     We  are  now  k 
a  position  tbat  If  Uie  Speaker  says  to- 
I  morrow  that  he  (s  looking  up  the  antbori- 
'  ties  or  has  arrived  at  a  conclusion  tbat  do 
speech  or  debate  can  take  place,  we  are 
excluded.      If  be  would  give  us  his  de- 
l  cision  now  that  we  would  not  be  permitted 
I  to  make  any  remarks  It  would  be  a  differ- 
'  ent  thing;  on  the  occasion  refen-ed  to  the 
Speaker  declared  tbat  debate  was  permls- 
I  slble,  and  it  went  on  from  day  to  day. 
Therefore,  It  would  be  a  pr<H>er  motion  tbat 
my  hon.  friend  from  Wellington  staoold  more 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  but  pend- 
ing the  decision  of  the  Speaker  I  do  not  see 
how  we  can  arrive  at  a  conclusion  in  any 
shape  or  form  unless  my  hon.  friend  will, 
with  the  sanction  of  the  seconder,  withdraw 
his  motion  and  bring  It  up  to-morrow,  wbea 
the  Speaker  will  be  In  n  position  to  ex- 
press an  opinion.     Does  he  desire  to  place 
the  Speaker  In  a  position  that  he  will  leave 
this  matter  an  open  question  for  twenty-fonr 
hours,  so  as  to  get  an  opinion  and  lea** 
the  House  In  that  position  ?     i  say  it  li 
unfair  to  the  House  and  unfair   to  tbe 
Speaker,  and  to  all  those  who  desire  to 
address  tbe  House  on  this  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDIJBAND-Tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleman has  occupied  a  seat  in  parliament  tot 
some  time,  and  he  mast  know  tbat  adjonra- 
ments  are  moved  to  allow  tbe  Speaker  to 
decide. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN-— Tbe  bon.  senator 
from  de  Lorlmler  wants  to  estabUsb  a  prece- 
dent in  this  Hoase  wbicb  should  not  be  tol«T- 
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ated*  gagging  the  voice  of  the  people  and 
their  repreaentatlTes  here,  on  a  question 
wUcli  Is  not  of  governmental  or  mlnlaterial 
Importance,  or  of  national  Importance. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— That  is  not  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— That  Is  his  jaotion, 
and  I  am  entitled  to  speak  on  it,  and  1  on 
behalf  of  many  senators  here  to-night,  pro- 
test against  the  action  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
mao  from  de  Lortmler. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS— Question,  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  Is  the  question, 
and  here  on  behalf  of  the  party  to  which  I 
belong,  I  repudiate  the  principle  be  wants 
to  Introduce  Into  our  parliamentary  pro- 
cedure. We  are  not  here,  the  Liberal  party, 
as  a  party  of  gaggers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  In  order,  If  you 
please,  and  I  want  to  put  on  record  this  fact, 
that  I  am  not  a  party  to  a  previons  ques- 
tion to  gag  the  voice  of  the  people.  I  want 
to  put  on  record  as  a  man  right  here,  that  I 
repudiate  It  In  the  name  of  the  party  to 
which  I  h^ong,  and  I  repudiate  It  as  a  young 
senator. 

The  SPEAKER— Will  the  hon.  genUe- 
man— 

Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— The  hon.  Speaker  Is 
not  called  upon  to  Interrupt  me. 

The  SPEAKER^The  hon.  gentleman  Is 

out  of  order,  and  Is  not  discussing  the  ques- 
tion of  order.  I  am  surprised  at  the  hon. 
gentleman  having  no  regard  for  the  decen- 
clea  of  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  young  senator  is 
continually  getting  up  and  dictating  to  older 
members. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— I  do  not  want  It  to  be 
said  thirty  years  from  now  that  I  am  de* 

grading— 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman  hag 
foand  his  level,  And  he  1b  dictating  to  mem- 
bers who  have  been  here  before  he  was 
twm. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  do  not  know  why— 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Order,  order,  sit  down. 
The  hon.  gentleman  has  no  right  to  be  stand- 
ing there  when  the  Speaker  la  on  his  feet 
66 


The  SPEAKER— The  bon.  gentleman  has 
no  right  to  stand  wh«i  I  am  BpeaUag  to  a. 

question  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman: 
does  not  know  enough  for  that 

The  SPEAKER— The  Question  is.  whether 
the  motion  of  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  Wel- 
lington to  adjourn  tbe  debate,  la  In  order. 

Bourlnot  at  page  51  says : 

It  is  also  perfectly  la  order  to  move  the  ad- 
journment oC  the  debate  on  k  previous  aueiUon. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— It  Is  done  every  day. 

Hen.  Mr.  FERGUSON— On  page  270  of 
May,  the  procedure  is  laid  down  as  follows  : 

The  motion  for  the  previous  queBtloa  Aaj  be 
superseiled  by  a  motion  for  adjouroment,  and 
debate  thereon  may  be  adjourned. 

It  la  a  question  whether  It  will  not  super- 
sede. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  question  is  whe- 
ther the  debate  can  be  adjourned  on  the 
previous  question,  and  the  authorities  clear- 
ly bear  that  out. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — I  beg  to  give  no- 
tice that  I  win  ask  the  government  If  they 
are  aware  that  the  House  of  Lords  In  their 
decision  in  the  case  of  appeal,  Foster  vs. 
The  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Associa- 
tion, tbe  Lord  Chancellor  designated  th£ 
company's  policy  as  'tricky,'  and  'Inten- 
tionally ambiguous.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  draw  atten- 
tion to  this  notice  of  motion,  and  I  Uilnk 
it  Is  one  which  should  not  go  on  the  order 
paper,  because  It  is  an  abuse  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  this  House  in  assailing  a  com- 
pany acting  under  the  laws  of  Canada  upon 
a  telegram  to  the  hon.  gentleman  which 
the  House  knows  nothing  about 

SATURDAY  SITTING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  beg  to  give  notUe 
that  I  will  move : 

TbaC  when  the  House  adjourns  to-morrow 
evening,  it  do  stand  adjourned  until  Saturday, 
and  that  there  be  two  distinct  sittings  of  the 
Senate  on  that  day,  the  first  from  eleven 
o'clock  to  one  o'clock,  and  the  second  from 
three  o'clock  on,  aad  that  tbe  government 
measures  bave  precedence  at  such  sittings. 
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DOMINION   ELECTIONS   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (148)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Dominion  Elections  Act  of  1900. 

The  Bill  was  r^ad  a  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—  I  moTe  that  the  Bill  be 
.  read  a  second  time  to-morrow.  This  Bill  re- 
stricts the  number  of  constituencies  in  which 
permission  is  given  to  a  returning  officer 
to  name  the  nomination  day.  As  hon.  gen- 
tlemen will  probably  remember,  the  elec- 
tions In  Canada  took  place  all  on  one  day, 
except  certain  constituencies  in  the  pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  There  were  two  in  the 
province  of  Ontario,  but  they  were  abolisu- 
ed,  but  In  the  province  of  British  Columbia 
three  still  remain.  That  is  the  whole  spirit 
and  language  of  the  Act.  It  is  limiting  the 
number.  It  takes  the  two  Algomas  and 
Nipisslng  out  of  the  exceptions,  and  they 
nre  now  to  be  held  on  the  same  day,  so 
that  in  the  province  of  Ontario  all  the  elec- 
tions would  take  place  on  the  one  day.  and 
In  Quebec  all  the  elections  will  take  place 
on  one  day  except  Gasp4  and  Chlcoutlmi. 
In  British  Columbia  the  elections  will  take 
place  on  one  day  except  Oomox-Atlin, 
Kootenay  and  Yale-Cariboo. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-Does  it  limit  the 
number  of  these  constituencies  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes.  Previously  alJ 
the  elections  took  place  on  one  day.  Then 
there  was  a  provlsiou  in  the  Act  excepting 
certain  constituencies  In  the  province  of 
Quebec  lUasp^  and  ChicouUml).  and  in  the 
province  of  Ontario  (Algoma  and  NIpisslug). 
Under  this  Bill  Algoma  and  Nlpisslng  elec- 
tions have  to  be  held  on  the  same  day  as 
the  others.  The  Bill  was  introduced  In 
the  House  of  Commons  with  the  old  excep- 
tions, but  on  representation  of  the  mem- 
bers, it  was  decided  that  there  was  no  reason 
for  holding  them  on  a  dUIerent  day.  The 
Algomas  and  Nipissiug  are  easijy  reached 
by  a  railway  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-That  is  limiting  the 

ercepHons. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 

it  leave  the  power  in  the  hands  of  the  re- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


turning  ofBcer  to  decide  at  what  period  tbe 
elections  shall  be  held? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  those  particnlir 
ones,  but  he  Is  bound  to  do  it  at  the  earileit 
possible  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Is  not 
the  time  fixed  In  the  writ  for  holding  tbe 
elections  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—Not  in  the  exceptiou 
I  have  named. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  return  Is  fixed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— But  not  the  day  ftic 
nomination  or  polling  day. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  ImpreisIOD  li 
that  ttie  election  has  been  required  to  be 
held  on  the  same  day,  but  the  retiiniliic 

officer  made  laws  for  himself  and  deferred 
It,  and  I  hope  there  is  some  clear  provi- 
sion in  the  Act  that  will  not  allow  retmn- 
Ing  officers  to  do  that 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  is  absohitetF 
peremptory.  He  mast  hold  it  on  tbe  dtr 
named  by  the  GoTemor  General  in  tbe  writ 
of  election,  except  In  the  five  constituencla 
I  have  referred  to. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BOUNTIES  ON  STEEL  AND  IRON  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 
FIRST  READma. 

A  message  was  received  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (165)  An  Act  b> 
amend  Chap.  68  of  the  Statutes  of  19(S 
respecting  tbe  bounties  on  steel  and  Iron. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  that  the  BUI 
be  read  the  second  time,  to-morrow.  This 
Bill  consists  of  only  a  couple  of  lines,  and  it 
is  widening  the  provisions  of  the  Act  to 
which  it  refers,  simply  by  the  addition  of 
three  words  '  or  when  used.'  The  Act  <^ 
1868  Is  an  Act  to  amend  chapter  8  of  tbe 
statutes  of  1S09.  respecting  bounties  on  steel 
and  iron.  Instead  of  saying  '  for  use  '  alone 
it  says  '  Tor  use  or  when  used.  '  I  do  not 
know  wbetlier  that  has  been  done  to  get 
over  the  Auditor  General  or  what  is  tbf 
reason,  but  It  is  Just  using  the  three  words 
after  the  word  *  used.'  In  that  paragraph, 
and  after  the  word  'consumption'  In  vto- 
ther  paragraph. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY.  ■ 

HoQ.Ur.  LANDRY— I  would  call  attention 
to  tbe  fact  that  wben  we  have  two  sittings 
eacb  day,  we  should  have  two  Orders  of  the 
itaj  printed,  because  there  are  notices  of 
motion  and  different  proceedings  going  on, 
and  we  will  lose  sight  of  the  order  of 
baslness  If  we  have  not  two  Orders  of  the 
Day.  I  think  in  the  last  years  we  had  a 
second  order. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-We 
bare  no  orders  for  the  afternoon  sittlngt 
md  It  Is  just  as  distinct  a  sitting  as  If  It 
bwk  place  to-morrow  morning,  but  the 
Hoiue  was  not  opened  in  tSM  usual  manner. 
We  commenced  this  afternoon  as  if  it  were 
an  adjournment  of  the  morning  sewion  until 
this  afternoon,  and  in  fact  the  motion  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman,  if  I  understand  tbe 
etCect  of  it,  Is  to  have  two  separate  and  dis- 
tinct sittings  on  the  one  day  and  it  is  Just 
the  same  as  if  we  had  two  sittings,  one  on 
the  Monday  «nd  one  on  the  Tuesday,  and  we 
ought  to  have  the  order  paper  before  us.  I 
am  infonned  by  tiie  clerk  that  he  gave  po- 
sltive  instructions  to  have  it  ready,  and  the 
printer  paid  no  attention  to  It  If  the  print- 
ing office  is  90  busy  that  they  cannot  print 
a  short  document  like  that,  I  suggest  that 
some  one  be  given  authority  to  go  to  some 
other  printing  office  and  have  It  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  should  like  to  sug- 
gest, for  the  convenience  of  the  House  at  this 
late  stage  of  the  session,  tbat  it  might  be 
well  that  each  sitting  should  'be  a  separate 
sitting.  We  provide  now  for  two  sittings, 
one  at  eleven  and  one  at  three.  I  think  It 
Is  Just  as  wdl  that  each  sitting  of  the  House 
should  be  a  separate  sitting  for  the  purpose 
of  passing  the  Bills. 

Hon.  eir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Oh  no, 
thank  yon.  It  would  be  easier  to  pass  a 
motion  declaring  all  these  Bills  carried. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— It  would  not  be 
taken  advantage  of  unless  it  was  necessary 
In  order  to  pass  some  Bills.   If  we  want  to 

get  away  in  a  few  days  

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We  do 
not  want  to  get  away. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  always  found 
the  House  courteous  enough  to  allow  two 
stages  be  taken  at  oue  sitting. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
have  never  had  more  than  two  sittings  on 

one  day. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  11  a.m.  to- 
morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa^  Friday,  Augtut  S,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  chair  at  Eleven 
o'clock  a.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

THE  PBBVIOnS  QUKSTION. 

SPBAK&R-a  DECISION. 

The  SPEAKER— The '  House  was  good 
etaough  last  evening  to  allow  me  a  little 
time  to  consider  my  decision  in  connection 
with  tbe  previous  qnestion  which  came  np 

yesterday.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  there  Is  nothing  in  our  practice  which 
prevents  a  discussion  on  the  previous  ques- 
tion itself.  On  carefully  reading  Bourl- 
not,  pages  448,  449,  450,  and  the  6th  edition 
of  May,  which  is  more  apiplicable  to  our 
circumstances,  because  it  was  published 
before  the  new  rules  for  stopping  debate 
bad  been  introduced  in  England,  I  find  at 
page  264,  aud  also  in  a  very  clear  and 
satisfactory  way  In  a  work  to  which 
my  atientlon  was  called  by  my  hon. 
friend  from  Mille  lies,  Bourluot'e  Procedure 
at  Public  Meetings,  jiages  13  and  following, 
that  the  practice  in  England,  and  In  Can- 
ada, Is  that  the  previous  question  Itself 
can  be  discussed.  Of  course,  when  the 
previous  question  has  once  been  put,  there 
Is  no  discussion  on  the  main  motion.  I  have 
looked  at  the  cases  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Stadacona  last  evening, 
cases  in  our  own  parliament.  I  find  that 
on  the  11th  March,  1879,  Mr.  Mousseau 
moved,  and  Mr.  McCarthy  seconded,  a  motion 
with  respect  to  the  removal  of  Lieutenant 
Governor  Letelller,  and  then,  Immediately  on 
the  moving  of  that  motion,-  Mr.  Oulmet 
moved  the  previous  question.  That  motion 
was  made  on  the  11th  March  and  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Letellier  question  went  on 
uutli  after  midnight  on  the  13th.  The 
same  practice  was  followed  in  1886  is  con- 
nection with  the  Rlel  matter.  A  motion  was 
made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stada- 
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CODO,  who  was  then  a  member  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  seconded  by  Mr.  Labrosse, 
and  immediately  afterwards  the  previous 
question  was  moved  by  Sir  Hector  Lange- 
vin,  seconded  by  Sir  Adolphe  Caron.  That 
was  on  the  11th  March,  and  the  rote  was 
not  taken  until  the  24th  March.  I  hare 
already  mentioned  what  my  decision  Is.  I 
think  it  only  fair  to  say  that  I  hare  found 
two  precedents  in  the  House  of  Lords.  There 
is  no  rule  given,  but  I  notice  that  the  pre- 
vious question  was  put  Immediately  after  it 
was  moved,  which  does  not,  however,  prove 
anything,  I  presume  the  Lords  had  got 
through  with  the  business  of  the  day. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
might  add  If  the  bon.  gentleman  had  gone 
back  to  1864,  he*  would  have  found  that 
Sir  John  Macdonald  moved,  seconded  by 
Sir  Georse  Etieane  Gartler,  the  previous 
question  when  the  Confederation  Act  was 
considered,  and  parliament  was  sitting  In  the 
city  of  Quebec.  A  discussion  then  follow- 
ed, and  a  debate  followed  which  filled  a 
volume  of  600  or  800  pages.  The  previous 
question  was  mov^,  simply  to  cut  off 
amendments. 

THE  ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
would  suggest  to  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  if  the  hon.  members  interested  in 

those  motions  do  not  object,  that  In  order 
to  facilitate  the  actual  and  bona  fide  busi- 
ness of  this  House  at  this  stage  of  the 
session,  he  should  move  that  we  pass  to  the 
Orders  of  the  Day.  It  will  enable  us  to 
deal  with  all  the  business  and  the  actual 
business  of  the  session,  and  after  that  Is 
disposed  of  we  can  gO  back  to  the  notices 
of  motion.  We  have  a  good  deal  of  very 
Important  business  before  the  House  and 
I  am  anxious  that  that  should  be  got  rid  of. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  I  am  only  echoing  the  sentiments  of 
every  member  of  the  House  at  this  period  of 
the  session.  If  we  go  now  Into  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  'Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life 
Association  and  the  various  amendments 
which  have  been  put  upon  the  notice  paper, 
particularly  the  one  which  has  been  given 
to-day  by  the  hon.  senator  from  Victoria 
The  SPEAKER. 


(Hon.  Mr.  Cloran)  we  shall  not  get  tbrougli 
for  a  month  yet. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  suggestion 
only  applies  to  the  Bills,  not  to  the  adjonmeil 
debate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It  ap- 
plies to  the  Orders  of  the  Day. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  the  Orders  of  tlie 
Day  there  are  two  classes  of  business,  oEe 
comprising  the  Bills,  the  first  nine  items, 
and  the  other  an  adjourned  debate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  very  glad  to  ac- 
cept the  suggestion  and  I  assume  that  it 
will  be  approved  of  by  the  House.  I  movt 
that  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  taken  up  first 
to  the  end  of  the  session,  limited  to  Bills  on 
the  order  paper. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  object  to  tlut 
most  decidedly.  There  are  two  gentlemw 
here  with  motions  that  have  been  standins 
a  good  many  days.  I  liave  not  taken  up  tl» 
time  of  the  House  for  an  hour  altogetber 
this  session,  and  I  object,  After  vtMsg 
several  days,  to  be  put  back  again  and  dail- 
ed  an  opportunity  of  ventilating  the  mattw- 
The  time  taken  up  in  the  discussion  of  the 
matter  will  be  very  brief.  Who  brought  on 
the  delay  ?  We  who  have  motions  stan^ 
on  the  order  paper  had  nothing  to  do  wltli 
it.  yet  the  revenge  is  to  be  taken  on  as  for 
the  time  wasted  in  discussing  other  matters. 
I  do  not  think  the  sense  of  -the  House  will 
justify  this  change  In  the  order  of  bustaess. 
It  is  an  outrage  on  the  rights  of  members. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— With  that  protest  1 
hop(!  my  hon.  friend  will  be  satisfied.  The 

proposition  be  submits  for  our  approval  I 
cordially  endorse,  but  at  this  stage  of  the 
session  it  Is  absolutely  Impossible  for  the 
government  to  undertake  to  consider  i^ 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— It  will  not  take  s 
quarter  of  an  hour. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  can  assure  the  htra- 
gentleman  that  he  can  have  a  quarter  of  flo 
hour  sometime  before  the  House  rises,  w 
place  his  views  before  the  Senate..  It 
have  second  place  after  the  Bills  are  con- 
sidered. My  hon.  friend  is  always  reason- 
able, and  has  made  a  very  fair  proposition, 
and  therefore,  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
House  we  may  all  agree  that  after  the  Bllt» 
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are  considered,  when  a  hiatus  occurs  before 
ttie  terrible  incubus  we  hare  suffered  from 
so  long  is  taken  op  again  bis  motion  will  be 
<M>D^dered. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GRAND  TRUNK   RAILWAY  ARBITRA- 
TION BILL. 

THIRD  READING, 

xiie  House  resolved  Itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  BlU  (162)  An  Act  res- 
pecting an  Arbitration  between  His  Majesty 
and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company  of 
Canada. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  leader  of  the  op- 
position wanted  some  particulars  as  to  the 
points  tiiat  are  to  arise  In  this  arbitration. 
Generally,  as  he  knows  they  nre  on  the  ac- 
quisition of  the  Riviere  du  Loup  branch  by 
the  government  of  Canada  and  minor  mat- 
ters that  arise  In  connection  with  the  por- 
tion of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  used  by 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.  Perhaps  the  better 
way  to  get  a  succinct  view  of  It  is  for  me  to 
read  the  precis  that  was  before  the  court : 

The  following  claims  are  adranced  by  the 
Crown  under  the  contract  of  1879  ;— 

1.  The  first  relates  to  the  short  piece  of 
line  between  Hadiow  and  Point  L6vis 
station.  The  Grand  Trunk  has  Insisted 
upon  its  right  to  coUect  ¥2.50  on  every  car 
hi  Intercolonial  trains  containing  freight, 
ex  Qnebec  Central  Railway,  and  deliverable 
on  this  section.  'This  has  been  paid  at 
times  by  the  Intercolonial,  at  other  times 
by  the  consignees  of  the  said  cars,  and  a 
considerable  sum  remains  outstanding.  The 
Crown  denies  all  liability  for  such  charges 
and  claims  a  refund  from  the  Grand  Trunk 
of  all  such  sums  collected,  whether  from 
the  Crown  or  from  the  con^gnees,  and  a  dis- 
charge from  all  claims  which  the  Grand 
Trunk  could  have  against  It  under  this 
head. 

2.  Under  the  agreement  it  was  provided 
that  as  regards  the  cartage  done  in  and 
about  the  stations,  wharfs  and  premises 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Company  at  Folnte 
1Ay\b  'a  fair  share  of  the  actual  cost' 
should  be  paid  for  the  Intercolonial  in  the 
proportion  which  Its  tonnage  bore  to  the 
total  tonnage  so  handled.  The  Crown 
claims  that  tn  place  of  charging  such  pro- 


portion upon  the  actual  amount  paid  out  by 
thte  Grand  Trunk  a  fixed  charge  was  for 
many  years  made  which  was  unfair  and 
excessive  and  in  violation  of  the  agreement 
and  which  charge  was  paid  in  error.  A 
refund  of  the  excessive  amount  so  paid  by 
the  Intercolonial  to  the  Grand  Trunk  is 
now  claimed, 

3.  On  the  ITth  October,  1884,  a  pontoon 
belonging  to  the  Grand  Trunk  Company 
at  Quebec  sank,  upon  which  tliere  was  a  con- 
siderable quantity  of  Intercolonial  freiglit. 
The  value  of  the  freight  was  paid  by  the 
Intercolonial  to  the  owners.  The  Crown 
contends  that  this  accident  occurred  through 
the  fault  and  neglect  of  the  Grand  Trunk 
Company  and  a  claim  for  the  amount  so 
paid  to  the  owners  of  the  freight  Is  now 
made. 

4.  Under  this  contract  the  division  of 
through  rates  was  to  be  on  the  principle 
of  mileage  '  except  where  such  division 
would  act  unfairly  by  reason  of  one  Hue 
of  railway  having  a  largely  preponderating 
mileage,'  In  which  case  an  equitable  agree- 
ment was  to  be  arrived  at  or  the  questiqp 
referred  to  arbitration.  The  Crown  refers 
this  question  to  arbitration  and  claims  a  re- 
fund for  the  excessive  proportion  of  through 
rates  paid  to  the  Grand  Trunk  or  retained 
by  it  prior  to  1898. 

UNDER    THE    CONTRACT    OP    1898  AND 
8UPPL.BMENTAI,  AGREEMENT. 

1.  The  Crown  claims  damages  in  respect 
of  several  breaches  of  these  agreements  by 
the  Grand  Trunk. 

(a)  For  the  diversion  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
of  traffic  destined  for  the  maritime  provinces 
via  Lennoxville  and  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway,  which  under  the  agreement  should 
have  been  routed  via  Montreal  and  the  In- 
tercolonial. 

(b)  For  the  diversion  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
of  traffic  destined  for  the  maritime  pro- 
vinces and  Newfoundland  which  has  been 
sent  via  United  States  ports  Instead  of  via 
Montreal  and  the  Intercolonial. 

(c)  For  the  diversion  of  traffic  destined 
for  the  maritime  provinces  and  Newfound- 
land by  the  Grand  Trunk  via  water  route 
from  Montreal  instead  of  via  the  Interco- 
lonial; and  the  Crown  claims  a  declaration 
ordering  the  vrltbdrawal  by  the  Grand 
Trunk  of  tariffs  providing  for  the  applica- 
tion of  European  export  rates  in  this  con- 
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nectlon  and  ordering  the  Grand  Trunk  to 
deliTer  aJI  such  traffic  as  It  may  accept  for 
transportation  to  the  Intercolonial  at  Mon- 
treal. 

2.  The  Crown  claims  damages  In  respect 
to  certain  arrangements  as  to  switching 
on  terminal  properties  covered  by  the  agree- 
ment, entered  Into  by  th«  Grand  Trunk 
with  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  and  a 
declaration  enjoining  the  Grand  Trunk 
against  switching  or  permitting  to  be 
switched,  cars  or  freight  to  or  from  sidings 
or  tracks  on  the  Island  of  Montreal,  Includ- 
ed In  the  main  agreement,  for  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway  or  other  railways,  or  routes, 
when  such,  freight  Is  destined  to  or  from 
points  reached  by  or  via  the  Intercolonial; 

S.  The  Crown  claims  that  in  several  res- 
pects the  Grand  Trunk  Company  has  not 
afforded  to  the  Intercolonial  the  accommoda- 
tion In  the  Bonaventure  station  at  Montreal 
required  by  the  contracts  and  claims  dam- 
ages therefor. 

4.  The  Crown  has  paid  under  protest  half 
the  costs  of  a  subway  and  station  at  St 
Hyacinthe.  it  claims  a  refund  of  the  sum  so 
paid  and  a  declaration  that  these  charges 
and  all  similar  charges  are,  under  the 
contracts,  to  be  borne  by  the  Grand  Trunk 
Company  alone. 

5.  Under  the  agreements  In  question  dif- 
ferences of  opiniop  have  arisen  as  to  the 
adjustment  of  accounts  in  respect  to  various 
matters  such  as  sidings,  new  btilldlngB,  joint 
section  expenses,  etc..  the  whole  as  disclosed 
in  correspondence.  The  Crown  claims  a 
rectlflcatloD  of  accounts  and  a  refund  of  a 
large  outstanding  balance. 

6.  A  difference  of  opinion  exists  under 
these  agreements  as  to  the  responsibility 
for  accidents  occurring  upon  the  Montreal 
and  Ghandl6re  Joint  sections,  and  the  arbi- 
trators will  be  asked  to  determine  the  res- 
pective Te^onsQ)lllty  of  the  contracting 
parties  in  this  connection  and  especially  li> 
respect  to  such  accidents  as  have  already 
occurred. 

The  foregoing  claims  are  stated  without 
prejudice  and  subject  to  such  additions  or 
modifications  on  the  part  of  the  Grown  as 
may  hereafter  be  found  necessary. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
Tery  glad  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has 
given  us  that  information,  because  it  places 
the  House  in  a  position  to  deal  Intelligently 
with  those  clauses.  No  one  can  find  fault 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


with,  or  object  to  the  course  which  has  been 
pursued.  It  Is  a  very  favourite  expres^n 
with  some  people  to  say  '  I  told  you  so.'  It 
may  be  a  gratification  to  the  oppt^sltion  wlio 
took  very  strong  grounds  on  this  qoestioB 
when  the  arrangement  was  being  entatd 
Into  by  the  government  for  the  use  of  tbat 
portion  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  line, 
and  also  Its  entrance  into  the  city  of  Mont- 
real. I  very  much  fear  that  no  matter  what 
the  decision  of  the  arbitrators  may  be,  or 
the  decision  of  any  court  difficulties  wHI 
continue  to  arise  in  the  future  upon  tiiatvoy 
questton.  I  presume  tbat  tbe  course  tikai 
by  tbe  government  is  based  upon  tbe  ftct 
that  the  traffic  which  was  diverted  from  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  to  Portland  or  some 
other  United  States  port  was  fre^t 
routed  via  the  maritime  provinces.  If 
my  recollection  serves  me,  the  condition  was 
tbat  all  freight  which  was  ordered  to  be  sent 
over  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to  tbe  mari- 
time provinces,  must  under  the  provision! 
of  tbat  agreement  be  sent  that  way.  I  take 
It  for  granted  that  tbe  government  have 
evidence  sufficient  to  establish  the  fact  tbat 
notwithstanding  the  freight  being  routed  In 
that  direction  they  have  diverted  It  In  an- 
other  direction.  I  fear  tliat  will  conthme 
for  all  time  to  come,  until  some  other  ar- 
rangements are  made,  and  I  do  not  know 
what  other  arrangements  can  be  made 
effectively,  the  bargain  entered  Into  by  the 
government  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  having  been  for  90  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  document 
which  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
has  just  read  to  the  House  throws  ligbt 
upon  tbe  declaration  of  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Blair,  made  In  the  committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons  more  than  a  year  ago,  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  bad  not  lived  opto 
Its  obligations  with  tbe  government  and  that 
he  was  unable,  speaking  then  as  Minister  of 
Railways,  to  get  business  handed  over  by 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  to  the  Intercolo- 
nial Railway— that  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way bad  not  got  the  business  guaranteed  to 
It  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  under  the 
agreement  of  1S98.  I  did  not  know  what 
the  grounds  of  complaint  were,  nor  the  par- 
ticulars, until  my  hon.  friend  read  his  state- 
ment to  tbe  House  and  I  now  find  tbat  it 
strikes  at  the  very  pith  of  that  agreement 
I  am  referring  now  to  the  supplemental 
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traffic  agreement  of  1898.  which  was  ratified 
by,  the  BUI  of  1809.  taking  over  the  Drum- 
mond  County  Railway  and  by  which  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  got  access  to  the  port 
of  Montreal.  I  may  say  further,  that  this 
trouble  which  It  appears  has  been  going  on 
for  years,  Is  a  very  raluable  comment  upon 
another  agreement  we  have  made,  a  very 
mnch  larger  agreement  with  the  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific  Railway.  The  conclusion  Is, 
that  If  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  has  not 
lived  up  to  its  obligations,  where  It  eatered 
into  a  solemn  agreement  In  189S  directly 
with  the  goTernment  how  are  we  to  exp^t 
to  get  this  traffic  for  Canadian  ports  when 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  has  made  no 
direct  contract  whatever  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— At  this  stage  we  will 
not  discuss  that 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  cannot  help 
tliinking  about  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  conditions  are  en- 
tirely different.  The  temptation  of  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  once  it  got  traffic  at 
Chicago,  and  had  it  on  its  cars,  was  to  send 
It  to  Portland  rather  than  transfer  it  at 
Montreal.  Mr.  Blair  was  the  chief  factor 
in  making  the  agreonent,  and  he  thought  he 
was  binding  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  suffi- 
ciently to  force  them  to  carry  out  faithfully 
and  honourably  the  propositions  then  adopt- 
ed. There  is  *  no  use  crying  over  spilt  milk.* 

Hon.  Sir  MACEBNZU!  BOWXUX— Does 
tue  hon.  gentleman  think  the  temptation  to 

violate  the  agreement  made  when  the  Drum- 
mond  County  Railway  was  purchased  Is  any 
greater  than  It  will  be  when  the  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  has  constructed  its  road 
from  Port  Arthur  to  connect  with  the  gov- 
ernment line  that  is  to  be  built  from  Win- 
nipeg eastward  ?  Or  what  is  a  still  strong- 
er point  when  It  passes  over  that  portlou 
of  the  government  railway  and  reaches  the 
side  line,  I  may  call  it,  which  would  enable 
them  to  bring  all  the  traffic  over  that  line 
down  to  North  Bay,  and  thence  by  their  own 
line  to  Toronto,  Montreal  and  so  on  to  Port- 
land ?  We  all  know  what  inducements  they 
have  to  do  that.  The  Ontario  government 
are  building  the  road  from  Xorth  Bay  north- 
westerly, to  connect  with  the  main  line  to 
be  built  by  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  Com- 
pany. Then  the  road  Is  to  be  built  by  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Itself  with  a  subsidy 


of  $2,500  per  mile  and  6,000  acres  of  land 
from  Port  Arthur,  or  the  harbour  just  below 
It,  in  order  to  tap  the  same  line.  Then  the 
inducement  is  for  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
to  carry  freight  over  their  line  through  thfe 
whole  of  Ontario  and  Quebec  until  you  reacb 
Richmond,  and  thence  on  to  their  terminus 
at  Portland.  I  think  you  will  find,  if  you 
live  long  enough  to  see  those  roads  in  opera- 
tion, the  same  difficulties  will  arise  to  a 
much  greater  extent  than  those  that  exist 
at  present 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman forgets  that  bef<n«  the  Grand  Trunk 
Railway  reached  that  branch  line  from  Port 
Arthur  to  somewhere  on  the  government 
line,  the  Interchange  of  traffic  would  liave 
taken  place  at  Winnipeg.  The  government 
road  has  the  key  up  to  Winnipeg  and  it  is 
at  that  point  the  government  will  be  able 
to  check  and  control  the  freight  coming 
from  the  west 

.Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— For  my  part  I  fail  to 
see  the  force  of  the  criticism  that  is  offered. 
It  is  of  dally  occurrence  between  railways 
to  make  traffic  agreements,  and  the  only 
question  Is  whether  the  agreement  is  proper- 
ly made.  The  moment  there  Is  government 
ownership  of  a  railway— and  hon,  gentlemen 
opposite  have  adopted  'that  policy — they 
liave,  of  necessity,  to  make  traffic  arrange- 
ments with  liie  other  railways,  and  then  It 
remains  for  the  government  to  enforce  the 
bargain  It  has  entered  Into. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Just 

as  they  are  doing  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— As  in  this  case,  if  the 
agreement  is  not  lived  up  to  by  the  other 
party,  then  to  have  It  enforced  by  arbiti-a- 
tion  or  otherwise. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— As  the  bon.  Sec- 
retary of  State  has  stated  just  now,  we  can- 
not go  Into  a  general  discussion  on  this  sub- 
ject, but  we  cannot  help  thinking  a  good 
deal  about  It.  We  will  discuss  ibis  Bill 
which  Is  before  us  all  the  same. 

The  CHAIRMAN— I  would  suggest  that 
the  discussion  be  confined  to  the  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  arbitration  is 
to  deal  with  difficulties  that  have  arisen 
between  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  Com- 
pany and  the  government  with  regard  to 
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tlie  carrying  out  of  tbis  supplemental  traffic 
agreement— that  is  a  part  of  it.  Now,  hon. 
gentlemen  will  remember  very  well  that 
some  years  ago  we  made  strenuous  efforts 
OD  tbis  side  of  the  House  to  procure  a 
statement  showing  the  expenditures  and 
«arnlnga  of  tbe  acquired  road  between  Que- 
bec and  Montreal  under  what  is  known  as 
the  Drummond  County  contract.  We  waited 
for  .it  and  pressed  our  motions  for  returns 
and  were  formally  and  finally  told  by  tbe 
government  that  separate  accounts  were 
not  kept,  and  It  was  impossible  to  bring 
It  down.  We  know  that  that  statement 
was  not  correct—it  could  not  be  correct. 
No  road  wonld  be  in  such  a  muddle  that 
It  could  not  produce  a  statement  of  that 
'kind,  and  that  refusal  was  made  to  the 
House  simply  because  there  wag  a  state  of 
things  occurring  which  they  did  not  want 
to  have  disclosed.  The  traffic,  that  the 
country  was  assured  tbe  Intercolonial  was  to 
get  under  that  traffic  agreement,  they  were 
not  getting,  and  the  other  side  of  the  ac- 
count was  being  piled  op  to  the  last  dollar 
while  tbe  country  was  not  getting  the  busi- 
ness and  traffic  promised.  Tbe  general 
result  of  the  accounts  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  from  that  time  forward  proves  that 
our  conclusion  was  right,  because  it  al»w> 
the  earnings  have  not  been  proportionately 
increased.  If  we  wanted  any  further 
proof  of  it,  we  have  it  in  the  indictment 
contained  in  the  Bill  before  us  against  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company.  It  ac- 
counts for  all  of  It.  I  must  say,  in  view  of 
the  dealing  of  the  government,  against  the 
Grand  Trunk  Railway  Company,  I  despair 
of  seeing  any  satisfactory  conclusion  result- 
ing from  this  arbitration.  It  Is  a  case  of  the 
railway  owning  the  government  of  tbis 
country,  and  I  know  thoroughly' well  that 
tbis  Indictment  that  my  hon.  friend  has 
read  has  been  the  work  of  Mr.  BInir.  tbe 
late  Minister  of  Railways.  It  was  he  wlio 
took  tbis  matter  up.  It  was  In  that  state 
when  be  spoke  In  tbe  bitter  language  he 
used  a  little  over  a  year  ago  in  regard  to 
the  lack  of  faith  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Rail- 
way Company  In  carrying  out  the  agree- 
ments of  1898  and  1889.  In  view  of  the 
fact,  which  la  patent  to  everybody,  that 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  dommates  this 
government  to-day  and  controls  them,  I  have 
no  faith  whatever  In  any  favourable  result 
arising  out  of  this  arbitration. 
Hod.  Ur.  FBROUSOX. 


Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— My  hon.  friend 
complains  that  the  accounts  of  the  loterco- 
lonlal  Railway,  particularly  that  portion 
of  it  from  Point  L^vls  to  Montreal,  are  not 
kept  right 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-I  am  sure  It  Is 
kept  separate. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-Under  Mr.  Has- 
gart,  who  was  Minister  ot  Railways  for 
many  years,  there  was  a  consolidation  of 
all  the  branches  and  accounts  of  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway.  For  years,  when  I  sat 
in  tbe  other  House,  I  kept  hammering  awaj^ 
at  the  government  to  get  separate  accounts 
of  the  cost  of  running  the  Oxford  and  >'e« 
Glasgow^  and  Pictou  and  other  brandies 
of  the  Intercolonial  Railway.  We  never 
could  get  them,  and  the  reason  Mr.  Ha^rt 
gave  was  that  they  could  not  be  given,  tbit 
under  the  Act  that  had  been  passed  for 
tbe  consolidation  of  tbe  system,  in  tbe  book- 
keeping they  were  all  thrown  into  one  ac- 
count, and  there  was  no  separate  accooDt 
kept  of  tbe  earnings  of  any  of  tbe  bran- 
ches, and  from  that  time  down  that  system 
has  continued. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGU  SOX— Surely  my  hon. 
friend  is  not  serious  in  what  he  says?  Tbe 
consolidation  of  the"  accounts  does  not  pre- 
vent the  books  showing  the  earnings  of  the 
different  portions  of  the  line.  Surely  tbe 
fact  that  they  are  consolidated  in  the  book- 
keeping, would  not  prevent  separate  ac- 
counts of  the  earnings  and  expenses  of  eacb 
particular  part  of  that  road,  not  InformatiOD 
being  given  to  parliament  as  was  promised 
by  Sir  Oliver  Mowat  in  1897. 

The  CHAIRMAN— I  hope  hon.  gentlemen 
will  confine  themselves  to  the  discussion 
of  this  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.:HcML'LLEiN— We  pressed  just  as 
strongly  as  we  possibly  could  press  on  the 
old  government  the  very  points  the  hon. 
gentleman  is  making  now— that  there  were 
separate  accounts,  but  we  were  continuous- 
ly answered  in  the  language  be  uses  now, 
that  the  accounts  were  kept  together  and 
not  separat^y. 

The  clause  was  adt^ted. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON,  from  tbe  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  nmenibnent 

The  Bill  was  then  read,  the  third  time 
and  passed. 
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FISHERIES   ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  tbe  second  read- 
Ing  of  BUI  (74)  Ad  Act  to  amend  tbe 

Fisheries  Act  He  said:  Tlje  special  object 
of  this  Bill  is  to  authorize  tbe  issue  of  licen- 
ses and  exercise  a  Jurisdiction  over  a  new 
Industry  in  Canada — that  %an  industry  tbe 
srorernment  has  heretofore  not  taken  cog- 
nizance of,  tbe  taking  of  whales.  Tbe  re- 
gulations are  taken  entirely  from  tbe  pro- 
visions existing  on  the  statute-book  of  New- 
foundland, as  they  have  bad  the  industry 
established  there  for  some  years  and  it  has 
been  somewhat  successful.  /The  licenses  are 
Issued  for  a  term  of  years,  and  the  cUarges 
ere  for  the  first  year,  ^HOO.  second  year, 
f 1,000,  and  the  third  year,  ¥1.200,  and  tbe 
same  for  subsequent  years.  It  prescribes  the 
character  of  bait  to  be  used  and  the  mode  of 
bringing  whales  ashore  and  also  that  the 
stations  for  which  the  licenses  are  Issued 
shall  be  fifty  miles  apart. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Do  I  understand 
my  bon.  friend  to  say  that  similar  rules  and 
regulations  are  In  operation  in  Newfound- 
land ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  are  copied  from 
their  rules. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— How  long  since 
they  have  had  this  Act  In  operation  In  New- 
foundland ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cannot  say. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- It  has  been  In 

force  for  a  number  of  years  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hoh.  Mr.  FERGUSON— No  difficulties  or 
complications  have  arisen  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  that  I  have  heard. 

Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Could 
tue  hon.  gentleman  tell  us  where  the  law 
has  been  made  operative  so  far  as  it  effects 
the  Newfoundland  flsherle.s  ?  Han  It  been 
on  tbe  Labrador  coast  ar  that  portion  of  it 
which  belongs  to  Newfoundland  or  have 
these  rules  been  applied  by  tbe  Newfound- 
land government  to  the  wbale  fishing  in 
Hudson  bay  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  the  whale  fisheries 
on  their  own  coast  of  Newfoundland. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^There 
la  no  whale  fishing  of -any  consequence  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  stations  would  be 
in  iSewfoundiand,  but  parties  may  go  far 
beyond  Newfoundland  waters  to  waters 
that  are  open  to  all  nations. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
know  In  the  past  that  Newfoundland  as- 
sumed the  right,  whether  it  has  continued 
to  do  so  or  not  I  do  not  Itnow,  of  collecting 
custom  duties  at  points  on  the  shores  of 
the  Labrador  coast  some  years  ago, 
and  the  attention  of  the  late  govem- 
ment  was  called  to  it  before  they  went 
out,  and  had  an  Interview  with  Sit 
Robert  Bond  in  Halifax  when  the  question 
was  fully  discussed.  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  say  whether-  tbe  rights  of  Canada  or  the 
demands  which  were  made  at  that  time  for 
tbe  refunding  of  the  duties  which  we  con- 
tended had  been  Improperly  collected  at 
some  ports  towards  the  Hudson  hay  ftnd 
on  the  Labrador  coast,  were  ever  pursued 
any  further. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  still  In  the  same 

condition. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Noth- 
ing has  ever  been  done  since  ? 

.  Hon.  Mr,-  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 
time  tbe  government  did  something. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— From  time  to  time  It 
has  been  discussed  that  we  should  come  to 
some  conclusion.  The  Newfoundland  gov- 
ernment are  claiming  more  than  they  are 
entitled  to.  They  have  been  exercising  pro- 
prietary rights  and  granting  timl»er  limits 
at  a  great  distance  from  the  shore.  It  will 
have  to  be  settled  soon  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is  the 
government  protesting  against  and  taking 
action  to  prevent  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Can- 
ada has  very  little  to  thank  Newfoundland 
officials  and  tbe  government  for.  Their 
whole  object  has  been  for  years  past  to  di- 
vert all  the  trade  possible  to  tbe  United 
States  rather  than  to  Canada.  I  do  not  hes- 
itate to  say  that  from  my  past  Intercourse 
with  the  premier  of  that  colony,  and  the 
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course  he  has  pursued,  his  whole  policy  haa 
been  that  which  I  have  Indicated.  I  hare 
never  seen  anything  emanating  from  that 
gentleman  or  from  the  government  be  con- 
trols that  was  as  faronrable  to  Canada  as 
to  the  TTnlted  States,  and  ttie  sooner  Canada 
asserts  the  rights  which  she  possesses 
against  that  colony  the  better  it  will  be  for 
us,  and  It  will  teach  them  a  lesson  that  they 
should  not  continue  a  policy  of  collecting 
customs  duties  in  ports  that  legitimately 
belong  to  Canada  with  Impnni^. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think,  from 
recent  events,  that  Premier  Bond  will  be  a 
suppliant  at  Washington  very  maeh  longer. 
He  bas  received  several  nnlw  from  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States.  The  fisher- 
men of  Massachusetts  have  opposed  his 
application.  I  do  not  think  It  is  dignified 
to  further  cultivate  friendship  at  Wash- 
ington as  the  premier  of  Newfoundland  has 
done  in  the  past,  and  I  am  Inclined  to 
think  that  they  will  assume  an  entirely 
different  attitude  in  the  fntnre. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  ex- 
pressed  the  hope  that  they  may  act  upon  the 
suggestion  of  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to.  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  Into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

On  subclause  <a)  of  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  a  word  or  two  in  connection  with  this 
matter.  I  think  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  should  hesitate  before  issuing 
these  licenses  in  any  numbers.  I  do  not 
know  just  when  the  legislation  was  adopted 
which  they  now  have  In  Newfoundland.  1 
happened  to  read  within  the  last  few  days 
a  letter  from  an  official  of  the  Newfound- 
land legislature  which  appeared  in  a  Hail- 
fax  newspaper  ;  and  the  writer  points  out 
that  during  the  last  few  years  the  supply 
of  bait  fish  on  the  Newfoundland  coast  has 
fallen  off  a  great  deal  to  the  serious  injury 
of  the  Newfoundland  fishermen.  One 
would  wonder  perhaps  what  the  slaughter 
of  whales  had  to  do  with  that  The  writer 
points  out  that  owing  to  the  operations  of 
those  factories,  the  number  of  whales  has 
very  much  decreased.  He  does  not  pretend 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEZjIj. 


to  give  his  own  opinion;  but  he  says  the  New- 
foundland fishermen  are  firmly  convinced 
that  the  killing  of  the  whales  is  raQHmsitde 
for  the  non-appearance  of  the  bait  fish  ob 
the  coast,  and  the  reason  Is  that  while  tbe 
whales  are  numerous  they  feed  on  tiiese 
fish,  and  the  little  fish  in  order  to  escape 
tbe  whales  go  into  the  shallow  water  cloae 
to  tue  shore.  Wlyn  the  whales  do  not  come 
around  in  numbers  the  bait  fishes  go  out  from 
tbe  shore,  and  the  consequence  is  that  tbe 
bait  fishery,  which  Is  an  important  Industry, 
has  been  seriously  injured  during  the  last 
few  years.  I  am  not  opposing  the  BUI  at 
ajl,  but  I  think  it  is  a  matter  that  deserves 
consideration,  and  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries,  who  has  the  matter  In  his 
discretion,  should  t>e  careful  about  grantlii; 
these  licenses.  With  respect  to  the  New- 
foundland rights  on  the  Labrador  coast,  there 
is  no  doubt  that  Newfoundland  has  exert^ 
ed  rights  all  the  way  from  tiape  Charies 
at  the  Strait  of  Belle  Isle  to  Cape  Chldley  at 
the  mouth  of  Hudson  Strait ;  but  I  never 
thought  they  would  undertake  to  go  through 
Hudson  straits  into  Ungava  bay. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL-I  said» 
up  in  that  direction. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONAU)  (B.G.)— Is  there 
a  license  given  for  whaling  7 

jion.  Mr.  POWER— This  Act  provides  for 
that  T4iere  was  no  restriction  before,  ex- 
cept that  fishermen  were  not  to  kill  them  in 
a  certain  way. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— I  shall  caU  attentioa 
to  the  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MA<:KENZIB  BOW  We 
all  know  that  in  the  bays  the  small  fisb 
frequent  the  shallow  water  near  tbe  shore 
and, you  always  see  them  there  in  swarms. 
They  go  there  to  get  food,  because  tbe  water 
Is  a  little  warmer  near  the  shore  than  out- 
side and  consequently  a  greater  sappiy  ot 
animalcule. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  depth  ot 
water  where  tbe  bait  fishes  are  foond  is 
quite  sufficient  to  carry  whales  as  well  as 

small  flsb. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 
On  sub-clause  4, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/-Con]d 
the  hon.  gentleman  give  any  reason  why 
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a  sblp-owner  sbould  taave  only  one  whaling 

vessel? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  It  Is  for 
tbe  purpose  of  exercising  greater  supervision 
over  them.  They  would  have  to  be  watched, 
of  course,  and  you  could  not  keep  as  close 
a  watch  over  them  otherwise. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKENZIB  BOWELL-ThlB 

sub-clause  makes  provision  that  you  can 
only  have  one  steamer  to  carry  on  the  busi- 
ness for  any  one  factory.  How  would  it  be 
with  a  steamer  that  obtained  a  license  for 
carrying  on  business  where  the  party  had 
no  factory,  or  is  the  licenses  to  be  confined 
exclusively  to  those  who  have  factories  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT—AH  parties  who  sail 
from  Canadian  ports  to  kill  whales  and  who 
are  in  the  Industry  must  take  out  license 
hereaf ter^  and  they  most  establish  factories. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  there  should 

be  some  provision  in  this  Bill  to  enable 
the  Governor  in  Oouncil,  If  It  Is  found  that 
this  whale  Ashing  is  having  an  injurious 
effect  on  the  general  fisheries,  to  cancel  the 
right  of  fishing  for  whales  within  nine 
years. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
is  no  such  power-  given  in  the  BUI  as  that 
suggested  by  the  Speaker. 

Hon.  Mr.  FSHGU'SON-^The  general  effect 
will  be  to  restrict  whaling.  It  must  neces- 
sarily have  that  effect. 

The  -  subclause  was  adopted. 

On  sub-clause  11, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Can 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  tell  us  why  the 
clause  is  pat  in  the  Bill  that  no  one  shall 
fish  unless  with  a  harpoon  ?  Why  Is  it  com- 
pulsory ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  it  is  against  the 
law  to  use  explosives. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
know  It  is,  bnt  I  am  asking  why  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cannot  tell  the  reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  marginal  note 
is  '  Prohibited  contrivances  *.  I  have  no 
technical  knowledge  about  the  matter,  but 
it  seemed  to  me  that  it  would  legalize  any 
contrivance  that  would  include  a  harpoon 
and  these  explosives  and  everything  else 
might  be  used  as  long  as  the  harpoon  was 
a  part  of  tllp  arrangement. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  reason 
Is  that-  when  explosives  are  used,  a  whale 
may  be  wounded  some  distance  from  the 
ship  and  not  he  captured  and  It  Is  not  deslr- 
able  to  have  them  dying  about  the  coast. 

Hon  Mr.  FERGUSON— Explosives  are  not 
proltiblted  by  this  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No,  but  if  the  whale  is 
to  be  harpooned  with  a  harpoon  attached 
by  a  line  to  the  ship,  then  the  danger  of 
its  getting  away  and  dying  somewhere  Is 
not  really  so  great. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-That  does  not 
seem  to  me  to  be  a  sufficient  reason.  I 
have  not  had  the  time  to  go  over  our  genera) 
Qshery  laws  but  I  suppose  we  have  laws- 
against  the  use  of  explosives,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  protei*tlng  the  wliale  and  other  fish. 
There  Is  nothing  here,  but'  I  presume  we 
have  in  our  fishery  laws  provisions  to  pro- 
tect the  fisheries  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  MAiODONALt)  (P.E.I.),  from 
the  committee^  reported  the  Bill  without 
amendment. 

GRAIN  INSPECTION  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read* 
Ing  of  BUI  (118)  An  Act  respecting  the  Li~ 
spectlon  of  Grain.  He  said :  This  Bill  is 
a  consolidation  of  Acts  that  have  been  pass- 
ed at  various  times  in  the  last  six  or  eight 
years.  We  have  had  the  subject  up  fre- 
quently and  have  had  very  great  differences 
of  oDlnion  about  it.  The  Bill  is  a  very  long 
one,  and  we  would  understand  it  very  much 
better  by  a  discussion  of  the  various  clauses. 
I  will,  therefore,  give  a  very  short  resume  of 
the  Bill  and  perliaps  In  committee  we  can 
discuss  the  points.  It  will  shorten  It  very 
much  If  I  read  a  memo,  which  I  have  been 
furnished  with  : 

Tbd  main  object  of  the  proposed  Grain  Inspec- 
tion Act  is  to  consolidate  the  Acts  respectlns 
grain  which  liave  heretofore  been  under  the 
General  Inspection  Act  and  have  been  so  COQ- 
glderably  amended  from  time  to  time  that  It 
has  been  thought  advisable,  owing  to  the  in- 
creased Importance  of  the  grain  business  of 
Canada,  to  hav«  a  separate  Act  drawn  to  meet 
the  requirements  up  to  date. 

The  conditions  that  obtain  la  the  Eastern 
Grain  Inspection  Division  and  the  Manitoba 
Grain  Inspection  Division  are  so  different  that 
it  is  impossible  to  govern  both  divisions  ander 
the  same  clauses  in  the  Act ;  It  has  therefore 
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1)660  found  ezpadtent  to  make  general  provi- 
sions and  also  separate  proTlsloas  for  each 

division. 

The  boundaries  of  the  various  districts  and 
divisions  are  found  obsolete  and  provision  Is 
made  tor  a  proper  delimitation. 

Certain  powers  vested  la  survey  boards 
which  have  heretofore  been  appointed  br  the 
hoards  of  trade  in  the  Eastern  Division  have 
been  considerably  modified  and  the  government, 
through  its  inapectors,  wsume  greater  respon- 
sibilities than  heretofore. 

The  proposed  Act  seeks  to  make  the  regular 
grades  permanent,  or  nearly  so,  as  is  In  force 
in  Manitoba. 

The  climatic  conditions  of  Manitoba  necessi- 
tate commercial  grades  more  than  fn  the  East- 
ern Division.  In  the  past  the  selection  by 
standard  boards  of  standards  from  year  to 
year  for  regular  grades  was  found  unsatisfac- 
tory, causing  much  annoyance  to  European 
buyers  unacquainted  with  the  provisions  of  the 
various  Acts  and  consequent  frequent  changes 
of  grade. 

The  standard  samples  of  United  States  grain 
are  now  to  be  established  by  the  Grain  Survey 
Board  appointed  by  the  Governor  in  Caimcil. 
The  old  Act  provided  for  having  them  estab- 
Ifshed  by  a  board  appointed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

In  the  SCanltoba  Inspection  Division  there 
are  few  changes  of  any  moment.  Those  In- 
corporated In  the  proposed  Bill  have  already 
met  with  the  approval  of  the  various  interests 
concerned  In  the  west. 

Both  the  Eastern  and  the  Manitoba  Grain  In- 
spection DivlsioQB  have  no  wish  or  desire  to 
Interfere  in  any  way  with  each  other.  Both 
interests  are  therefore  respected  in  the  pro- 
posed measure. 

Probably  It  will  be  better,  in  going  into 
committee,  tliat  I  shall  point  out  to  tbe 
House  tbe  changes  in  a  Bill  embracing 
nearly  a  bundred  paragrapJis.  Tbe  rules 
and  regulations  that  govern  one  section,  are 
wholly  inapplicable  to  tbe  western  division, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
repeat  practically  over  again  the  rules  of 
tbe  different  divisions.  I  beg  to  move  tbe 
second  reading  of  tbe  Bill  and  when  going 
into  committee  I  sball  be  glad  to  point  out 
to  the  House  the  changes  that  are  being 
made.  I  wish  to  draw  tbe  attention  of 
the  House  to  changes  wbicb  have  taken 
place  in  tbe  matter  of  oats.  The  oatmeal 
millers  complain  very  loudly  tbot  they  have 
been  completely  overlooked  In  the  arrange- 
ment of  tbe  clauses  regarding  oats.  Now,  it 
is  set  down  that  white  oats  shall  be  sound, 
clean  and  free  from  other  grain,  and  sball 
weigh  not  less  than  thirty-four  pounds  to 
tbe  bushel.  You  will  not  get  one  bushel  of 
oats  out  of  every  ten,  I  venture  to  say.  In 
Ontario,  that  will  be  clean  and  free  from  all 
other  grains.  Tbere  will  be  some  little  mlx- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


ture.  The  result  will  be  that  they  have  t» 
go  into  No.  2  grade.  I  will  refer  to  the  pan- 
graph  on  tbe  back  of  the  Bill  and  I  will  sij 
that  tbe  bulk  of  all  our  crop  in  the  province 
will  have  to  go  into  No.  2.  Grade  No.  2 
white  oats  only  requires  to  be  32  pounds  to 
the  bushel.  Xo.  2  white  oats  shall  be  soond, 
reasonably  clean  and  clear  from  other  grain, 
and  shall  weigh  not  less  than  32  pounds  to 
tbe  bushel.  A  little  mixture  Is  not  a  matterof 
vital  Importance  to  oatmeal  millers,  bat  tlie 
question  of  reducing  tbe  standard  itself  is  i 
very  serious  matter.  It  is  not  the  partic- 
ularly clean  quality  that  they  want.  Thej 
want  the  oats  that  they  sell,  and  the  result 
Is  that  this  clause  Is  striking  very  forcibly  at 
some  people.  I  know  It  suits  the  sblppen 
very  well.  Tbe  shipping  interests  shonld 
be  satisfied,  but  tbe  oatmeal  millers  com- 
plained very  loudly.  I  have  a  letter  from  tbe 
president  of  tbe  association  in  which  he 
says  be  has  strongly  urged  the  change,  in 
fact  be  had  a  promise  that  some  considera- 
tion should  be  given  to  their  interest,  but 
it  has  not  been  given,  and  It  will  devolve 
upon  me,  when  we  reach  that  clause,  to 
move  an  amendment  with  regard  to  oats. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  should'  like  to 
ask  whether  the  part  four,  relating  to  grades. 
Is  changed  from  the  law  as  it  stands  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  are  some  chan- 
ges, but  not  in  oats. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  speaking  of 
all  the  grading,  whether  It  has  been  chang- 
ed in  any  particular  ?  If  there  are  changes 
in  the  grading,  it  will  give  rise  to  a  great 
deal  of  discussion  and  this  House  should 
not  pass  it  without  careful  consIderatioiL 
My  opinion  Is  that  this  Bill  should  be  laid 
over  until  another  session.  It  Is  a  Bill  ot 
suc^h  great  length,  and  deals  with  such  im- 
portant matters,  and  It  appears  from  the 
exptanatious  of  the  Secretary  of  State  that 
there  are  many  changes,  and  I  fear  that  coo- 
sideration  will  not  be  given  to  It  at  tlii* 
stage  of  the  session  that  It  merits,  and  I 
submit  earnestly  to  my  bon.  friend  that  tliii 
Bill  should  not  be  passed  this  year.  It  con- 
tains ninety  odd  provisions,  and  If  It  la  en- 
tered into  It  will  open  interminable  dis- 
cussions. My  bon.  friend  from  Wellington 
has  called  attention  to  the  grading  of  oats. 
I  agree  with  what  he  has  said,  but  I  ^tmIA 
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liave  very  much  more  radical  objection  to 
mal£e  to  the  whole  gradiug  of  oats,  because 
the  weight  required  for  first  quality  of  oats 
■is  very  low.  Any  decent  white  oats  will 
weigh  forty  pounds  to  the  bushel  in  our 
coantry. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  shows  the  diffi- 
culty of  dealing  with  the  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  thirty-four 
pounds  to  the  bushel  is  a  proper  weight  for 
white  oats  in  one  part  of  the  country,  and 
forty  pounds  in  another  part  of  the  country, 
it  shows  how  difficult  it  is  to  malie  the  law 
uniform  in  this  respect.  I  hope  my  bon. 
friend  will  not  press  this  Bill  at  this  stage. 
The  Militia  Bill  will  come  before  us.  It  is 
an  Importaiit  Bill,  and  you  have  to  do  the 
best  you  can  with  it ;  but  if  the  considera- 
tion of  this  Grain  Inspection  Bill  is  Imposed 
apon  us,  with  all  other  work  which  Is  to 
come  before  the  House,  I  fear  prorogation 
Is  not  close  at  hand. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  think  the  tears  of 
the  bon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield  could 
be  minimized,  because,  as  has  been  stated  by 
the  bon.  Secretary  of  State,  this  is  a  con- 
solidation of  the  Grrain  Inspection  Act. 

Hon  Mr.  FERGUSON- But  there  are 
many  changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— No,  there  are  very 
few.  It  Is  a  consolidation,  and  It  is  Im- 
portant that  the  Grain  Inspection  Act  should 
be  consolidated.  For  a  number  of  years 
we  have  been  passing  Inspection  Acts  af- 
fecting tlio  Inspection  of  grain  west  of 
Port  Arthur.  We  have  tried  to  get 
that  inspection  to  eonforra  with  the  Dulutb 
inspection,  and  that  was  really  accomplished 
one  or  two  years  ago,  and  the  Act  Is  so 
satisfactory,  so  far  as  the  west  is  concerned, 
that  they  practically  want  no  change  at  all 
so  far  as  the  west  are  concerned,  and 
I  venture  to  say  that  the  consolida- 
tion that  takes  place  here  affects  the 
•west  much  more  than  any  other  part  of 
Canada,  and  in  fact  no  change  is  made. 
But  it  Is  a  consolidation  of  the  different 
Inspection  Acts  that  have  been  passed  from 
year  to  year  and  it  Is  important  that  they 
should  be  consolidated.  It  is  very  Incon- 
venient to  have  to  refer  to  three  or  four 
Acts  for  the  Inspection  and  handling  of 
grain,  and  I  think  my  hon.  friend  will  find 
such  Is  the  case.    This  matter  was  referred 


to  a  committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  all  parties  interested  In  the  handling 
of  grain,  the  mHlers,  the  grain  dealers  and 
the  exporters  appeared  before  that  com- 
mittee, and  after  a  very  careful  considera- 
tion this  measure  was  produced.  Thea-e 
was  a  complaint  about  the  inspectors  at 
Montreal  wishing  to  have  changes  made. 
They  wished  to  relnspect  the  Manitoba 
wheat  at  Montreal.  That  was  opposed  by 
the  western  grain  dealers  and  exporters 
and  they  did  not  have  their  wishes  carried 
out.  With  regard  to  the  objection  made 
by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington 
about  the  oats.  It  is  rather  amusing  to  a 
person  who  listens  to  the  different  opinions 
given.  I  remember  a  gentleman  a  few  years 
ago  introducing  a  Bill  to  make  the  standard 
of  oats  thirty-two  pounds  to  the  bushel. 
He  said  be  wanted  the  standard  changed 
to  32  lbs.,  he '  objected  to  thirty-four 
pounds.  He  stated  that  he  never  got  oats 
weighing  thirty-four?  pounds  down  there 
and  introduced  a  Bill  to  that  effect.  I  do 
not  think  the  standard  weight  of  oats  has 
been  changed  by  this  measure  at  all  as 
it  is  very  important  to  have  a  high  grade  of 
oats  which  is  clean  for  seed.  No.  1  white 
oats,  as  a  rule,  is  a  grade  that  is  very  sel- 
dom required  and  only,  as  a  rule,  used  for 
seed  and  an  inducement  for  clean  farming. 
The  man  who  can  produce  that  quality  of 
oats  gets  a  good  price  for  them.  The  next 
grade  Is  the  milling  oats  which  is  not  quite 
so  clean.  If  a  person  Is  buying  oats  for 
seed  be  should  get  them  practically  pure 
and  clear  of  foul  seeds.  That  grade  is 
required.  Frequently,  several  carloads  of 
oats  are  purchased  in  the  east  to  lie  shipped 
to  Manitoba  for  seed,  and  ft  is  very  import- 
ant to  have  a  grade  under  our  Act  that 
can  be  relied  upon,  so  that  when  a  person 
is  purchasing  from  a  distant  point  he  knows 
that  the  Inspection  is  controlled  by  an  Act 
of  parliament,  and  h©  can  really  get  what  he 
Is  buying. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  snspenslon 

of  the  41st  rule. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Could  we  have  this 
BUI  In  French  this  afternoon  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Thls  Bill  has  been  a 
subject  of  discussion  In  the  Commons  for 
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the  last  two  or  three  months.  I  have  been 
expressing  the  hope  to  the  Trade  and  Com- 
merce Department,  who  had  charge  of  the 
Bill,  that  they  should  try  and  get  In  down 
here  sooner,  but  they  did  the  best  they 
could.  There  were  so  many  persons  who  had 
.  views  upon  It,  and  bo  many  interests  to  har- 
monize that  it  was  absolutely  Impossible 
to  get  It  here  sooner.  We  had  the  subject 
up  a  few  years  ago.  The  Interests  of 
Manitoba  were  fairly  weH  considered  at 
that  time  and  It  was  held  In  this  chamber 
for  a  fortnight  to  allow  experts  to  express 
an  opinion,  and  I  am  told  in  this  case  that 
they  have  come  to  mutual  understanding. 
It  is  the  result  not  of  the  deliberations  of 
the  House  of  CommonB,  but  of  those  in- 
terested in  the  trade.  We  export  a  large 
amount  of  oats,  and  It  Is  quite  Important 
we  should  have  some  standard  by  which 
people  buying  Canadian  oats  would  know 
what  they  are  going  to  get  We  must 
have  some  sacrldce,  of  course,  in  some 
cases  because  Individual  views  cannot  be 
placed  upon  the  statute-boi^s.  We  must 
have  one  grade  to  be  known  as  the  Canadian 
article.  I  think  hon.  gentlemen  wUl  appre- 
ciate that 

Hon.  Mr.  FEBUUSON— The  proper  course 
would  have  been  to  have  introduced  a  Bill 
making  these  amendments,  and  hand  them 

to  the  commissioners  consolidating  the  laws, 
who  could  do  it  very  much  better  than  we 
can.  Instead  of  that  we  are  forced  to  do  the 
work  of  these  commissioners  by  wading 
through  the  provisions  of  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— This  consolidation 
has  taken  place  before  a  special  committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  who  examined 
the  experts  before  that  committee.  There 
was  a  lot  of  work  done  by  the  committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  where  the  grain 
dealers  and  experts  appeared  before  them 
and  expressed  their  opinions. 


have  been  a  consolidation,  has  been  i<at 
unsatisfactory,  and  that  the  objection  v 
taken  not  only  by  the  people  of  this  taoi 
but  by  the  people  of  the  country  to  rti 

we  were  sending  our  exports  of  gni 
against  the  provisions  of  the  Grain  Iiih<^ 
tion  Acts  of  the  DominloD,  and  If  ttiege:^ 
spectlons  are  made,  I  presume  that  tbete  i** 
changes  made  In  the  Bill  to  do  avav  m-i. 
them  and  after  it  has  taken  more  bovs  i 
the  time  of  the  popular  branch  of  the 
lature,  and  a  special  committee,  QieMj 
sent  to  the  Upper  House  and  it  is  soppoie^ 
we  are  to  let  It  go  through  swimmingly,  br 
cause  It  is  assumed  we  know  nothing  st  C 
about  It  This  kind  of  legislation  is  mtlsH 
the  business  of  the  Senate,  In  a  gm: 
measure,  a  farcel 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no, 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.L)-Tt( 
prlncH>al  portion  of  ttie  leglslatlDn  of  tie 
Dominion  comes  up  in  the  last  days  of  ^ 
session.  We  have  appropriations  comln; 
for  millions,  over  which  we  have  practlcillj 
no  control.  We  do  not  debate  them  it* 
Whereas  I  hold  that  it  Is  the  right  and  datj 
of  the  Senate  to  debate  the  Appropnatior; 
Bill  when  It  comes  before  us.  It  has  bm 
done  on  former  occasions,  although  it  ^ 
not  been  the  practice  of  late  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  after  contederatoo 
it  was  not  done.  The  Supply  Bill  never  loot 
over  fifteen  minutes  or  tw«ity  miniites  in 
this  chamber  when  my  hon.  friend's  puV 
were  In  power,  I  was  here,  and  know  abort 
it 


Hon.  Mr.  FEKUUsON— The  result  of  that 
should  be  put  in  a  short  BUI,  stating  the 
amendments,  and  let  the  commissioners  con- 
solidate the  whole  thing ;  whereas  we  are 
going  to  spend  days  of  work  at  consolidating 
laws  which  should  be  done  by  commission- 
ers. 

Hon.    Mr.    MACDOXALD    (P.E.I.)— We 
have  the  evidence  from  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  that  the  Bill  of  which  this  is  said  to 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E:.I.H 
understood  It  was  claimed  by  bon.  geB^^ 
men  who  were  members  of  the  SeDitt  !> 
earlier  days  of  confederation  thatitwistls 

duty  of  the  Senate  to  discuss  the  Appreimi- 
tlon  Bill  as  a  whole.  Although  thev  li>^ 
no  right  to  object  to  any  item  in  it  still  it 
was  their  right  to  talk  on  the  genenl  qn^^ 
tlon  of  appropriation.  That  right  I  tttiK^ 
they  ought  to  retain.  We  ought  Ukd  t« 
be  more  particular  when  Bills  orer  ^^f'' 
we  have  some  control  come  before  tts  i" 
the  last  days  of  the  session,  to  see  thatW 
are  properly  .looked  into  and  discussed  bJ 
this  chambei',  and  not  have  Bills  of  surfi 
importance  as  the  Militia  Bill,  fflilcb  I* 
another  Bill  of  a  great  number  of  dam 
occupying  many  pages  and  affecting  tie 
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whole  people  of  this  country,  besides  a  num- 
ber of  l^s  importance  and  less  volume  than 
those  two  brought  up  In  the  dying  days  of 
the  session  to  be  passed  through  as  If  we 
had  no  control  orer  them  whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— This  Is  a  very  Impor- 
tant Bill  because  It  affects  the  trade  and 
commerce  of  the  whole  uf  Canada  In  the 
matter  of  grain,  and  the  Importance  of  it 
was  recognized  by  the  other  branch  of  par- 
liament and  they  appointed  a  .special  com- 
mittee, men  having  a  knowledge  of  the 
grain  trade  to  look  over  the  amendments 
necessary,  and  also  the  consideration  wlilcli 
Is  of  so  much  Importance  to  the  trade  and 
the  producers.  The  grain  growers  of  the 
west  were  particularly  anxious  that  the  Act 
should  be  consolidated  for  convenience  of 
reference,  and  it  Is  also  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  producer  that  it  should  be  done.  But 
with  reference  to  the  attention  which  was 
given  to  It  In  the"  other  House,  I  may  say 
that  these  gentlemen  who  composed  that 
committee  invited  all  interests  to  be  pre- 
sent and  urge  whatever  amendments  they 
thought  desirable, .  and  they  were  fully  con- 
sidered. I  understood  the  committee  took 
the  ground  that  they  would  not  disturb 
whatever  had  been  working  well  In  the  past, 
and  the  amendments  which  have  been  made 
liave  only  been  In  the  direction  of  making 
the  Inspection  Act  more  workable  in  the 
future,  so  that  no  radical  changes  have 
been  made  in  the  Bill.  In  the  complaints 
my  hon.  friend  spoke  of,  against  the  Inspec- 
tion Act,  I  think  there  may  be  9  distinction 
made.  Complaints  we  not  made  against 
the  Inspection  Act.  I  refer  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Montreal  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
and  I  think  the  hon.  gentleman  is  referring  to 
the  same  thing.  The  complaints  were  rather 
as  to  the  working  out  of  the  Act  in  reference 
to  certificates.  This  committee  endeavour- 
ed to  work  it  out  as  best  they  could.  Per- 
haps we  cannot  give  the  Bill  that  considera- 
tion which  we  should  at  this  stage  of  the 
session,  but  bearing  In  mind  that  a  thorough 
analysis  and  Investigation  was  made  of  the 
amendments  in  the  other  House,  it  relieves 
us,  to  a  great  extent,  of  the  responsibility 
we  would  otherwise  have,  because  they  had 
technical  evidence  before  them  and  analysed 
It  and  arranged  It  In  a  way  they  thought 
would  be  more  workable,  securing  to  those 
dealing  in  grain  all  the  Advantages  they 


were  entitled  to  under  the  statutes  of  Can* 
ada.  While  the  Act  may  not  be  perfect. 
It  Is  felt  that  it  is  going  a  long  way  towards 
making  it  more  workable  and  satisfactory 

in  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK — While  I  concur  very 
largely  In  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Prince  EJdward  Island,  that 
it  is  very  objectionable  that  at  this 
stage  In  our  proceedings  we  should  have 
these  important  Bills  forced  upon  our 
attention,  yet  the  BIU  is  of  such  a  charac- 
ter that,  unless  we  have  an  expert 
committee  appointed  by  this  House  to  go 
Into  it  fully,  I  very  much  question  whether 
we  can  make  any  Improvements  in  It,  and, 
further,  I  have  a  suspicion  that  if  we.  were 
to  take  this  matter  up  in  the  House  and 
deal  with  it  without  a  committee,  we  might 
Injure  tbe  Bill  instead  of  making  It  more 
perfect.  I  know  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  attention  given  to  this  Bill  In  the  other 
House.  Take  one  objection  raised  here,  the 
inspection  of  oats  :  of  course  we  do  not  raise 
as  much  grain  in  the  east  as  you  do  in  the 
west,  or  even  in  Ontario  ;  but  we  have  a 
higher  standard  for  No.  1  oats.  As  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Prince  Edward  Island  has 
said,  a  good  farmer  In  Nova  Scotia  would 
not  like  to  sow  white  oats  unless  they 
weighed  thirty-five  to  forty  pounds  to  tbe 
bushel ;  at  the  same  time  I  apprehend  a 
serious  difficulty  In  discussing  this  Bill  in 
this  House,  that  while  we  may  make  some 
improvements  we  run  the  risk  of  Injuring  It. 
I  am  a  farmer,  and  have  farmed  all  my  life. 
1  think  I  have  a  fairly  high  standard  of 
excellence  In  farming.  The  general  stand- 
ard for  the  oats  of  commerce  has  been  thirty- 
four  pounds  to  the  bushel,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  wise  to  change  that  figure  at 
all.  Taking  that  as  a  sample  of  the  objec- 
tions we  might  raise  I  very  much  question 
whether  we  would  improve  this  Bill.  I  am 
afraid  we  would  injure  it  if  we  undertook 
to  give  it  detailed  discussion  and  amend  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— With   so  little 

time. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— With  so  little  time. 

and  I  agree  that  it  is  very  objectionable  that 
this  House  has  to  deal  with  important 
measures  just  at  the  close  of  the  session 
and  I  am  told  that  this  has  been  tbe  record 
of  this  House,  for  a  long  period  In  tbe  past. 
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I  believe  tbat  objection  does  not  apply  mere- 
ly to  tbe  present  government,  that  the  former 
government  for  years  performed  their  wort 
in  about  the  snme  way.  Members  of  tbe 
Senate  have  been  so  repeatedly  enlled  to 
order,  because  of  being  out  of  order,  that 
I  am  very  delicate  about  touching  anything 
that  does  not  pertain  to  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
bon  .gentleman  will  set  us  a  good  example. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— If  I  thought  the 
business  of  the  Senate  was  going  to  be  con- 
ducted In  the  future  as  It  has  been  during 
the  past  thirty  or  forty  days,  I  would  tender 
my  resignation  and  never  show  my  face 
inside  its  walls  again.  As  I  have  taken  bo 
little  of  the  time  of  this  body,  I  may  per- 
haps be  allowed  to  say  that  it  ia  imperative, 
for  the  credit  of  the  Senate,  and  for  tbe 
country  generally,  that  some  steps  should  be 
talcen  before  we  face  another  session  to  so 
revise  the  rules  and  regulations  of  this 
House,  that  there  should  be  a  very  string- 
ent enactment  to  alter  this  state  of  things, 
and  malte  a  radical  reform  in  the  Senate  of 
Canada. 

Hou.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  that  the  House 
resolve  Itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
at  the  next  sitting  of  the  House,  and  that 
this  Bill  be  the  first  Order  of  the  Day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bin  (166)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Animal 
Contagions  Diseases  Act,  ld02.— (Hon.  Mr. 
Scott.) 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  3  p.m. 

Second  Sitting*. 

The  SPEAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Three 
o'clock. 
Routine  proceedings. 

PATENT  MEDICINES. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN  moved  : 

Tbat  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
His  Excellency  the  Governor  Oeneral  ;  pray- 
ing that  His  Excellency  will  cause  to  be  laid 
upon  the  table  of  the  Senate  a  statement  show- 
ing the  names  of  au  litguid  mixtures  known 
as  patent  or  proprietary  medicines  purport- 
ing to  remove  the  most  varied  forms  of  dis- 
ease occurring  in  the  human  body,  and  when 
weakened  by  such  disease  or  by  any  indul-- 
gence,  habit  or  accident,  to  restore  It  to  its 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK. 


former  strength  and  vigour.  Showing  also  tbe 
amount  of  money,  if  any,  paid  by  Importer, 
maker,  mixer  or  vendor,  to  tbe  govenuiMBt 
as  special  tax  or  license,  and  to  whom  psli 
Showing  likewise  If  the  government  baa  u; 
knowledge  of  the  Ingredients  which  are  em- 
ployed  to   make   these   compounds  :— 

1.  Has  such  knowledge  been  acquired  froa 
the  statements  of  the  parties  who  hare  tlw 
formula  ? 

2.  Has  it  been  acquired  by  qualitative  uJ 
quantitative  analysis  of  the  Dominion  analTSt. 
or  by  any  other  practical  chemist,  if  so.  vhat 
quantities  are  contained  In  a  determinate,  sir 
one  fluid  ounce,  of  the  following  named  1b- 
gredients  : — 

1.  Water,  quantity  In  a  determinate  mei- 
sure,  say  one  fluid  ounce,  of  the  prepan- 
tions  examined. 

2.  Alcohol  in  any  form  other  than  absolute; 
methylated  or  proof  spirit  or  any  other  (orni: 
essences,  ethers  or  any  other  soKent :  col- 
ouring or  flaTouring  substances,  and.  lastly 
the  solid  Ingredients  In  said  preparations,  tbe 
quantity  and  names  of  each. 

He  said  :  This  subject  is  more  Impordnt 
probably  than  many  are  aware  of.  The 
hon.  gentleman  who  spoke  yesterday  did  so 
with  a  great  deal  of  feeling  and  emphasis 
of  tbe  great  work  he  did  In  the  InTestigs- 
tion  of  the  Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Insursnce 
Company,  work  which  I  think  was  not 
equalled  by  any  I  know  of  during  this  or 
any  former  session.  He  said  be  did  tiist 
as  a  matter  of  duty  to  his  country  and  to 
his  profession.  X  also  can  say  with  equal 
emphasis  and  with  the  utmost  sincerity 
that  this  is  a  duty  which  Is  Imi>eratiTe  oa 
me,  and  which  I  think  may  be  the  means 
Of  leading  to  something  very  useful.  The 
College  of  Physicians  and  Surgeons  of  On- 
tario, at  thehr  last  meeting,  through  Dr. 
Bray,  an  eminent  and  experienced  sargnn 
of  Chatham,  brought  forward  a  series  4f 
analyses  of  different  nostrums  or  compoands 
which  are  sold  under  the  name  of  patent 
medicines.  These  had  been  analysed  by  tlie 
analyst  of  tbe  Public  Health  Departmen; 
of  the  state  of  Massachusetts,  who  wouW 
be  admitted  to  be  a  sufficient  authority.  He 
found  that  upwards  of  sixty  of  these  liquid 
medicines  contained  a  very  large  percentsfe 
of  alcohol.  Ordinary  whisky  contains  about 
25  per  cent  of  alcohol,  and  lager  beer,  vblcb 
is  with  some  persons  capable  of  stimolatlnf 
even  to  the  stage  of  intoxication,  contains 
two  to  five  per  cent.  Bot  some  of  tliese 
patent  medicines  contain  as  high  as  tbirtf 
to  forty  per  cent  of  alcohol,  and  they  >re 
sold  sometimes  under  the  bead  of  vegetable 
preparations  containing  no  alcohol  or  min- 
eral matter.  Of  course  it  is  a  moostroos  Sr 
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— tbe  wbole  business  is  a  compound  ot 
mendacity  and  audacity,  as  anyone  can  see 

who  chooses  to  examine  the  analyses.  There 
may  be  some  hon.  gentlemen  here  who  think 
the  medical  profession  has  some  feeling  of 
envy  or  jealousy  towards  these  medicines. 
Such  an  idea  Is  beneath  contempt.  It  is  im- 
possiMe  that  it  could  be  so.  If  snch  a  feel- 
ing cannot  exist  amongst  ordinary  educated 
men,  still  l^s  can  it  do  so  in  tbe  minds  of 
physicians.  The  physician  belongs  alto- 
gether to  private  life.  He  understands  tbe 
living  of  the  i>eojiJe  ;  he  is  their  coufldaut 
and  adviser  in  many  cases.  He  is  not  ac- 
tuated by  a  desire  for  gain  or  anything 
bat  a  sense  of  duty.  He  tries  to  observe 
the  promise  he  made  solemnly  on  the  day 
of  his  graduation,  to  do  his  <tuty  to  the 
best  advantage  of  his  patient,  and  not  to 
lend  assistance  to  anything  that  is  secret 
or  would  be  wrong  In  the  profession.  He 
recognizes  the  awful  responsibilities  of  the 
profession  of  which  he  Is  a  practitioner  ;  he 
recognizes  tbe  fact  that  he  Is  brought  Into 
more  intimate  relations  with  the  many  pro- 
blems which  are  associated  with  the  human 
body.  He  is  allowed  to  examine  that 
which  Is  the  greatest  masterpiece  of  the 
Creator,  and  which  Is  a  worthy  casket  for 
the  Immortal  soul  and  intellect.  Any  phy- 
sician who  recognizes  the  dignity,  the  re- 
sponsIbDity  and  tbe  value  of  his  profession 
would  not  condescend  to  do  anything 
Ignoble  or  mean  or  contrary  to  Its  teach- 
ings. There  fa  a  law  that  there  can  be 
no  secrecy  in  the  practice  of  medicine.  Tbe 
fact  of  a  physician  having  anything  to  do 
with  a  nostrum  or  secret  medicine  ipso 
facto.  Is  expelled  from  the  practicing  body  of 
physicians.  There  is  no  formal  expulsion. 
He  simply  disappears.  You  may  remember 
the  case  of  the  Surgeon-general  of  the  United 
States  at  the  time  of  the  war  of  the  rebel- 
lion. His  name  was  Bliss.  Some  time  after 
tbe  war  he  assisted  in  compounding  a  secret 
remedy,  which  was  supposed  to  be  a  cure 
for  cancer,  named  Cunkong.  For  that  he 
fell,  and  fell  never  to  rise  again.  I  men- 
tion this  to  show  that  there  can  be  no  feel- 
ing but  a  feeling  of  humanity  and  a  desire 
to  put  down  fraud.  You  may  ask  bow  are 
these  compounds  made  ?  They  are  made 
from  ordinary  substances,  but  the  greatest 
liberty  Is  taken  with  langoage,  that  can  be 
conceited.  Within  tbe  last  few  days  boxes 
ot  pills  were  distributed  to  the  members 
67 


of  the  Senate  witb  the  compliments  of  a 
mffluber  of  the  Commons.   These  pills  are 

coated  with  a  lemon  yellow  colour,  and  have 
on  the  outside  flavour  of  lemon.  It  Is  called 
'  The  Fi-uitative '  that  is  a  name  coined  for 
the  purpose  of  conveying  the  idea  that  It 
consists  altogether  of  fruit  There  is  not 
a  particle  of  fruit  in  it,  except  the  lemon 
that  may  be  In  the  coating.  Once  yon  dis- 
solre  the  covering,  you  come  to  a  most 
bitter  and  strong  purgative.  That  I  found 
myself  by  examining  it  Tbe  proprietor 
of  this  pill  has  the  hardihood  to  say  that 
it  is  all  fruit,  discovered  by  a  physician 
right  here  in  Ottawa,  under  our  very  noses, 
and  that  this  is  tbe  essence  of  apples,  oran- 
ges and  other  plum  fruits.  He  says  there 
is  a  little  bit  of  nux  vomica,  the  tincture 
I  suppose.  That  is  the  nut  from  which 
strychnia  is  extracted,  a  very  good  remedy 
when  given  In  proper  quantity.  Ho  says 
there  is  another  extract,  one  of  tbe  alkaloids 
of  Peruvian  bark.  Now,  there  are  only  two 
alkaloids  in  that  bark.  Quinine,  which  is 
used  tbe  world  over  as  an  excellent  remedy  ■ 
in  a  variety  of  cases.  Its  discovery  was 
a  great  boon,  useful  In  a  great  many  'of 
diseases,  greater  probably  than  any  other 
given  to  man.  It  has  no  particular  purga- 
tive action,  but  It  is,  he  says,  a  remedy  for 
catarrh.  They  mention  the  most  Incompa- 
tible acute  diseases  and  chronic  for  which 
this  pill  Is  a  remedy.  There  is  no  disease 
or  diseased  condition  for  which  this  pill  Is 
not  regarded  as  a  cure.  Now,  catarrh  Is 
simply  a  discharge.  Catarrh  signifies  a 
discharge,  and  -wherever  Is  a  mucous  mem- 
brane there  may  be  catarrh.  There  Is 
a  variety  of  catarrh  which  Is  more  pre- 
valent in  the  L'nitod  States  than  here,  a  dis- 
charge from  the  nose.  Most  people  at 
some  time  or  other  imagine  they  have  it, 
and  this  Is  represented  as  a  remedy  for  that. 
How  could  this  be  a  remedy  ?  I  assert  that 
this  '  ftrultative '  plU  contains  no  more 
fruit  than  there  is  on  the  table  of  this 
House  at  this  moment.  See  the  audacity 
and  the  lying  assertions  made  in  connection 
with  it.  It  is  represented  as  an  antiseptic, 
anti-neuralgic,  anti-malarial,  and  I  don't 
know  how  many  antis.  How  are  these 
patent  medicines  kept  up?  Their  reputation 
Is  obtained  by  misrepresentation  and  fabrica- 
tions of  cases  made  up.  Where  do  the  tes- 
timonials which  they  publish  come  fr<mi  ? 
They  are  all  tissues  of  falsehood  from  be- 
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gionlog  to  end.  There  is  not  one  of  them 
got  by  fair  means.  I  can  get  as  many  tes- 
timonials as  you  please  for  the  cure  of  any 
kind  of  disease.  All  I  have  to  do  is  to 
pay  some  poor  fellow  25  cents  to  sign  a  testi- 
monial. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSOK— Does  the  bon.  gentle- 
man include  the  doctors  who  give  their  cer- 
tificates ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  have  no  retei^ 
ence  to  physlpians,  I  simply  have  reference 
to  the  medicines.  I  am  astooisbed  that  the 
hon.  gentleman's  understanding  is  not  keen 
enough  to  recognize  that  I  could  not  say 
tLat  about  the  doctors.  There  are  quacks 
In  the  profession,  and  somebody  bas  said 
that  there  are  as  many  In  It  as  out  of  It. 
These  pills  that  I  refer  to,  are  advertised 
pretty  much  as  other  patent  medicines  are. 
Tou  can  take  that  case  as  a  sample  of  the 
rest.  I  am  not  going  to  discuss  all  these  com> 
pounds.  What  I  started  out  to  do,  was,  to 
show  the  great  danger  of  these  medicines 

^to  the  homes  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

'  There  Is  a  medicine  which  is  called  '  Celery 
Compound.'  It  is  flavoured  with  oil  of 
celery  and  has  a  sweetish  taste,  and  is  full 
of  alcohol.  Any  one  who  tastes  It  can  de- 
tect it  quite  readily.  Then  there  is  '  Vvr- 
una,'  which  bas  had  a  wonderful  run.  How 
has  that  become  so  popular  ?  By  advertis- 
ing. The  advertisements  are  something 
marvellous,  and  names  are  used  without 
scruple,  of  people  in  the  highest  walks  of 
life,  and  tbey  are  all  forgeries.  In  saying 
tMs,  I  take  no  advantage  of  the  protection 
of  the  Senate.  I  am  willing  to  say  the  same 
thing  at  any  time  on  the  platform  or  on  the 
street.  I  promise  you  that  I  shall  not  say 
anything  that  is  not  strlctiy  true,  and  I  chal- 
lenge contradiction.  A  small  quantity  of 
alcohol  in  these  compounds  would  not  be  of 
much  consequence,  but  there  Is  a  consider- 
able quiintity  consumed  when  a  number  ol 
doses  are  taken.  This  new  remedy 
'  Peruna '  is  an  excellent  thing  to  go  fish- 
ing with.  It  is  as  nice  a  whiskey  as  you 
ever  tasted.  The  name  had  no  radical 
significance.  It  is  a  sootlfing  name  de- 
signed to  attract  The  prunes  in  It  pro- 
bably suggested  the  name  '  Peruna  ' ;  that 
is  the  only  way  I  can  Imagine  they  got  the 
name.  That  is  put  forward  as  a  panacea 
for  the  most  opposite  diseases.  This,  of 
itself,  to  any  intelligent  man,  shows  the  im- 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN. . 


'  position,  and  the  necessity  there  Is  f(«  a  pei- 
I  Bo^  taking  care.  Who  are  the  men  who  for 
'  nlsb  these  medldnes?    They  keep  Ukid- 
selves  in  wealth  by  advertising.   Tbit  to 

j  the  string  that  flies  their  kfte.  Cot  ava; 
I  the  advertising  and  they  die.  The  omouDt 
they  pay  for  advertising  is  enormous.  Tm 
read  of  as  much  as  £200,000  being  spent  m 
a  year  In  England  by  one  company  la  ad- 
vertising a  patent  medicine,  and  they  aie 
,  jUBtifled  by  the  results.  I  was  told  of  one 
'  of  these  adventurers,  whose  name  probably 
j  seme  of  us  know,  having  at  the  first  start 
,  spent  sixty  thousand  dollars  in  advertising, 
and  be  did  not  sell  enough  to  keep  him  afloat. 
I  He  did  not  despair.  He  went  to  a  newi- 
'  paper  man  and  said  :  Put  in  950,000  nun 
and  I  will  pay  you  back.  He  did  so  and 
,  the  money  flowed  in,  and  from  that  time  on 
it  has  been  a  golden  mine  which  gives  him 
I  c  oney  enough  to  do  what  he  likes.  How 
does  he  get  his  money  ?  From  the  demoralii- 
Qtion  of  homes,  from  the  poor  and  afflicted, 
from  those  who  are  top  Ignorant  to  undo- 
stand  the  ways  in  which  those  men  draw 
up  the  testimonials  which  they  pnbllsb  so 
lavishly.  The  unfortunate  man  who  is  glT«o 
up  by  the  doctors  invariably  falls  Into  the 
bands  of  those  people,  and  tbey  keep  bin 
up  as  long  as  tbey  can.  I  never  hear  of  one 
of  them  that  despaired.  They  always  tell 
the  people  to  keep  on  using  the  remedy.  I 
M  as  very  glad  to  hear  the  other  day  of  t 
debate  on  this  subject  ta  the  House  of  Cm- 
mons.  Sir  William  Mulock  In  that  debate, 
to  his  honour  be  it  said,  suggested  the  idea 
of  keeping  out  these  immoral  circolars, 
pamphlets  and  hooka — of  stopping  the  spread 
of  them  through  the  post  oflice,  and  thus 
preventing  the  dissemination  of  falsehood) 
and  misrepresentations  throughout  the  land. 
It  was  a  noble  thing  to  do,  and  I  was  very 
sorry  that  any  opposition  was  offered.  It 
ill-became  Dr.  Sproule  to  drag  Into  that  dis- 
cussion the  cnres  at  the  shrine.  I  do  not 
know  how  be  dared  to  make  any  comparison 
between  shrines  and  patent  medicines.  I  ban 
been  four  times  at  a  shrine  and  I  alwap 
came  away  rested,  and  the  better  of  (t  Ixit 
there  was  not  any  miraculous  tnterveatioiL 
At  St.  Anne  de  Beanpr6  tbey  do  not  mate 
any  money  out  of  It  Alt  that  Is  paid  fliere 
is  the  money  put  into  the  collection,  five 
and  ten  cent  pieces.  The  people  who  Mag 
excursions  there  may  make  money,  bnt  tbe 
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fiithers  there  are  no  party  to  that.  I  would 

be  Tcry  happy  to  take  Dr.  Spronle  down  to 
St.  Anne  de  Beaupr^,  at  some  time,  and  he 
would  have  such  a  reTolslon  of  feeling  that 
he  would  have  serious  notions  of  abandon- 
ing bis  faith  altogether.  At  all  events  he 
-would  not  consider  it  a  miracle.  It  Is  most 
ungracious  of  a  public  man  to  refer  to  snob 
matters  In  that  way.  I  felt  very  much 
-wonnded  by  it,  because  I  have  been  at  the 
place  myself  and  It  was  a  dastardly  Inven- 
tion to  say  that  anything  was  sold  there. 
We  know  what  simolny  Is,  and  It  would  be 
tbe  greatest  simony  In  the  world  for 
them  to  sell  to  any  sufferer  any  pos- 
sible means  of  cure  or  rel^ous  obser- 
vance for  the  purpose  of  assisting 
them  corporeally.  I  now  wlsb  to 
direct  your  attention  to  a  great  evil  which  I 
wish  to  bring  to  an  end.  The  reason  1 
brought  this  up  was  because  Dr.  Bray 
Introduced  it  at  the  meeting  of  the 
Ontario  Medical  Council.  I  had  thought 
of  It  before,  but  I  had  not  the 
courage  to  bring  It  before  the  public  on  my 
own  responsibility.  I  did  not  think  It  would 
be  entertained  by  this  House.  But  I  knew 
that  representations  from  a  large,  influential 
and  distinguished  body  of  physicians— there 
are  over  a  couple  of  thousand  of  them,  and 
tbe  college  Is  their  mouthpiece  for  express- 
ing publicly  anything  they  think  tbe 
public  should  know— would  can^  weight. 
Seeing  there  was  such  an  enormous 
amount  of  this  compound  '  Peruna  '  in  use, 
and  testing  it  afterwards,  I  saw  there  was 
a  terrible  temptation  brought  into  the  houses 
of  the  people  to  seduce  them.  You  have  no 
Idea  how  seductive  some  of  these  compounds 
are,  and  the  pleasing  effects  which  follow, 
but  only  temporarily,  the  use  of  them.  Many 
a  woman  has  been  made  a  drunkard  by 
them.  Can  there  be  any  sin  greater  than 
bringing  into  a  bouse  a  compound  to  poison 
the  family  and  bring  them  to  destruction  ? 
I  remember,  when  a  Student,  I  was  cau- 
tioned to  be  careful  bow  we  gave  tinctures 
to  patients.  .Tinctures  are  only  alcoholic 
solutions  of  substances  that  water  will  not 
dissolve.  Anything  resinous  or  oil  you  know 
will  not  be  dissolved  by  water,  so  alcohol  Is 
used.  Ton  would  think  nobody  would  ever 
get  a  taste  for  alcohol  from  the  use  of  these, 
yet  I  was  told  by  the  physician  who  taught 
me,  that  tinctures  have  that  effect  and  that 
674 


a  doctor  must  think  carefully  In  prescribing 
any  tincture  in  a  mixture  lest  It  be  the  ter- 
rible means  of  stimulating  a  taste  for 
alcohol  which,^  once  acquired,  cannot  be 
oveitcome.  Of  all  the  evils  and  miseries 
which  can  befall  a  family  or  people  the 
worst  Is  drunkenness  In  the  home.  If  the 
women  are  kept  from  it  it  Is  not  so  bad ; 
but  If  the  women  are  corrupted,  and  espec- 
ially the  mother,  it  Is  hopeless.  There  is 
another  remedy  that  is  sold  regularly, 
*  Broma  Chloral,'  made  up  by  a  respectable 
firm  in  Baltimore.  The  active  principle  of 
it  Is  morphia,  hydrate  of  chloral  and  other 
powerful  ingredients.  I  saw  a  man  of  over 
50  years  of  age  who  was  carried  away  by 
the  use  of  it  a  couple  of  years  ago,  and  nar- 
rowly escaped  with  his  life  by  an  attack  of 
typhoid  fever.  I  am  conjuring  up  no  buga- 
boo. I  am  not  trying  to  malie  a  sensation. 
I  do  not  care  if  my  remarks  are  never  made 
public,  but  the  subject  Is  one  which  should 
command  the  attention  of  the  Senate,  and  If 
the  Senate  can  veto  tbe  manufacture  and 
sale  of  these  pernicious  compounds,  they 
will  have  done  enough  to  Justify  their  exist- 
ence and  a  great  deal  more.  There  are  some 
other  points  to  which  I  should  like  to  allude, 
but  that  is  the  main  one.  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  will  be  able  to  tell  us  how 
these  compounds  are  manufactured.  The 
idea  of  giving  a  patent  for  one  of  these  com- 
pounds makes  me  feel  very  bad.  Patents 
are  supposed  to  be  given,  for  what  ?  For 
inventions  and  they  must  have  two  qualities, 
utility  and  novelty.  These  have  neither 
utility  nor  novelty  ;  they  have  antiquity  and 
inertia.  The  medical  council  recommend 
that  the  drugs .  of  which  these  patent 
medicines  are  composed,  and  the  quan- 
tities of  them,  should  be  printed  on  the 
bottle  or  label.  They  do  not  want  to  Inter- 
fere with  any  vested  rights,  or  to  Interfwe 
with  any  inventor,  but  solely,  in  the  exercise 
of  their  duty,  seeing  the  drunkards  that 
have  been  made  by  those  drugs,  and  the 
other  Injuries  that  have  been  caused  by 
them,  they  say  that  they  cannot  possibly  be 
of  any  use ;  that  they  only  make  great 
wealth  for  a  few,  to  the  destruction  of 
hundreds  of  human  lives.  The  subject  is 
worth  looking  into.;  the  secret  diseases  tbey 
develop,  and  habits  that  are  to  be  deplored. 
If  you  could  see  the  cases  that  langulsli  in 
prisons  or  asylums,  It  would  astonish  yoii. 
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It  Is  an  evil  tblng  for  tbe  government  tbat 
tbey  are  Hceneing  and  giving  power  to  cer- 
tain persons  to  poison  the  people  of  the 
country.  '  Femna '  will  do.  the  work,  and 
therefore,  I  think  it  Is  worth  while  loolting 
luto.  These  compounds  should  be  analysed 
anywuy,  and  the  manufacturers  of  them 
should  not  be  allowed  to  mislead  the  people. 
Zf  a  poor  tavern-keeper  happens  to  overlook 
the  time  of  closing,  and  sells  beyond  tbe 
proper  hour,  be  Is  liable  to  prosecution  and 
a  penalty.  Why  should  these  people  be  al- 
lowed to  sell  the  strongest  kind  of  whiskey 
ad  libitum,  at  all  hours,  and  to  any  one  who 
Is  willing  to  pay  for  it  !  There  is  no  restric- 
tion to  keep  them  down.  1  have  started  on 
this  In  good  faltb  and  I  am  very  grateful 
for  the  consideration  the  House  has  shown 
in  permitting  me  to  bring  tbls  subject  to  its 
notice.  I  would  not  have  urged  It  so  strong- 
ly, only  I  believe  it  is  necessary.  1  believe 
every  statement  I  have  made  to  be  true,  and 
I  challenge  contradiction. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  quite  unneces- 
sary for  my  hon.  friend  to  use  the  apologetic 

terms  he  did  at  the  end  of  his  observations. 
On  the  contrary,  we  feel  under  obligation 
to  him  for  the  very  admirable  address  ht-. 
has  given  us.  I  should  like  to  see  It  circu- 
lated broadly  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Dominion,  and  the  evils 
conid  be  met  by  attention  being  prominent- 
ly brought  to  them.  I  am  entirely  In  sym- 
pathy with  the  wboirt  subject  of  the  hon. 
gentleman's  address.  The  medical  men,  I 
am  glad  to  see,  not  alone  of  Canada,  but  of 
Great  Britain  and  France,  have  recently 
become  alive  to  the  very  great  Importance 
of  checking  the  sale  of  sweets  which  con- 
tain alcohol  in  one  form  or  another. 
Children  become  drunkards  simply  from  the 
purchase  and  use  of  such  sweets,  and,  as 
the  hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  it  has  madi- 
sad  havoc,  especially  In  London  and  other 
cities  of  Great  Britain,  where  tlie  frequeucj 
with  which  women  are  known  to  be  undei 
the  Induence  of  alcoliol  is  most  deplorable, 
afTecting  not  only  the  generations  In  exist- 
ence, but,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  trutbful'.v 
remarked,  the  generation  unborn,  because 
no  strong,  virile  progeny  can  spring  from  a 
drunken  mother.  The  subject  ought  to  bi' 
taken  up  by  all  serious  men  who  feel  an  in 
terest  in  the  progress  of  the  human  family. 
No  subject  is  of  greater  Importance.  On 
Hod.  Mr.  SULLIVAN. 


every  occaaion  I  should  t>e  glad  to  give  wij 
to  an  address  such  as  tbe  hon.  gentleman  lias 
given.  I  go  further,  perhaps,  than  he  does 
on  this  subject.  I  am  not  only  opposed  lo 
the  use  of  medicines  containing  alcohol,  but 
I  go  further.  It  might  not  be  entertaining  to 
hon.  gentlemen  to  hear  me  speak  on  tlut 
subject,  and  therefore  I  will  not  take  up  time 
In  doing  so.  But  I  was  very  much  impren- 
ed  n  few  years  ago  in  reading,  when  tbe 
Cblhese  first  began  to  visit  Gun^e.  some  of 
their  comments  on  western  civilization  in 
Paris.  They  observed  :  Tou  have  one  rerj 
curious  custom  In  this  country  ;  you  pay 
your  medical  men  when  you  get  sick ;  in 
China  we  pay  our  medical  men  so  long  as 
we  are  well ;  the  moiment  we  get  sick  oo 
more  charges  can  be  collected.  I  thoogbt 
the  Chinese  philosophy  was  somewhat  in  ad- 
vance of  tbe  principle  which  prevails  h 
Europe  and  America.  I  can  ooly  say  v« 
are  nil  grateful  to  niy  bon.  friend  for  his 
address,  and  I  trust  we  shall  ail  be  stimalai 
ed  to  act  on  tbe  advice  he  has  so  eloquently 
given  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  mLSON— I  would  fail  to  be 
able  to  do  the  subject  tbe  same  justice  mj- 
hon.  friend  did.  He  has  brought  before  tbis 
House  facts  which  every  one  ought  to  con- 
sider, and  every  medical  man  knows  full 
well  to  be  true,  and  of  such  tmportance  as  to 
warn  and  guide  men  against  tbe  use  of  tlio 
average  patent  medicine.  There  Is  a  wide 
difference  between  the  medical  man  and 
those  who  produce  and  sell  patent  medicines. 
A  medical  man  who  has  made  any  import- 
ant discovery  which  Is  likely  to  be  a  benefit 
to  the  human  race,  does  not  patent  his  dis- 
covery. •  He  at  once  makes  It  known  for  tbe 
purpose  of  benefiting  humanity.  It  Is  not  so 
with  the  man  who  patents  a  medicine.  Tbere 
Is  nobody  who  does  more  for  the  public 
gratuitously  than  the  medical  man  ;  and 
therefore,  I  am  In  full  accord  with  the  sen' 
timents  expressed  tty  my  hon.  friend  from 
Kingston.  I  see  that  the  leader  of  tbe  House 
strongly  favours  tbe  remarks  of  my  bon. 
friend.  I  hope  be  will  take  it  Into  bis  seri- 
ous consideration,  and  try  and  frame  some 
measure  to  meet  the  evil.  I  admit  It  would 
he  very  dlflicult  Indeed,  because  those  who 
deal  In  patent  medicines  are  not  very  ready 
to  publish  tbe  formula  on  which  it  is  pr^r 
ed,  because  tbe  more  alcohol  tbey  can  get 
into  a  patent  medicine,  the  greater  will  he 
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the  effects  on  tbe  patients,  and  the  greater 
tlie  fuducement  to  continue  nslng  it  I  am, 
therefore.  In  fuii  sympatliy  with  -what  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  has  stated,  and  also 
thoroughly  in  accord  with  the  leadw  of  this 
House  in  believing  that  no  greater  curse 
can  be  inflicted  on  the  human  race  than 
Indulgence  In  those  beTerages  whereby  the 
mother  may  contract  the  drunken  habit  and 
lead  to  the  Injur7  of  her  offering. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THIRD  READING. 

Bill  (No.  74)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Fish- 
eries Aot.— {Hon.  Mr.  Seott) 

INSPECTION  OF  GRAIN  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  House  into 

Committee  of  the  Whole  ou  Bill  (113)  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Gmiu  ln»i>ection  Act. 

Hon.  Six  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  propose  -to  enter  into  the  merits  or  de- 
merits of  this  Bin,  but  It  is  one  of  a  char- 
acter that  requires  a  very  great  deal  of 
thought,  and  very  careful  consideration, 
more  particularly  by  those  who  are  inter- 
ested in  the  grain  trade,  and  In  other  mat- 
ters aflCectlng  the  trade  of  the  country.  It 
will  be  within  the  recollection  of  every  hon. 
gentleman  present,  who  has  been  In  the 
Senate  for  any  length  of  time,  that  scarcely 
a  session  has  passed  that  we  have  not  had 
the  introduction  of  a  Bill  for  the  Inspection  of 
grain  or  the  inspection  of  fruit  before  us, 
and  I  was  somewhat  impressed  with  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  KII- 
lamey  when  he  made  that  pathetic  speecli 
,  Just  before  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 
It  was  like  the  cooing  of  a  dove.  I  have 
a  distinct  recollection  of  that  hon.  gentle- 
man's energy  and  the  practical  knowledge 
which  he  applied  to  a  Bill  of  this  character 
upon  It  former  occasion.  It  came  from  the 
House  of  Commons  after' a  very  great  deal 
of  consideration  by  that  House,  and  yet 
when  it  reached  tbe  Senate  It  was  found  by 
practical  men  who  understood  the  situation 
that  It  was  not  of  a  character  to  meet  the 
requirements  and  wants  of  the  pQople.  I  no- 
ticed also  that  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Killarney  intimated  to  the  House  that  the 
Bill  was  in  accord  with  the  wishes  and 
want^,  and  met  the  desires  of  grain-grow- 


ers and  exporters  In  the  west  That  may 
be  strictly  correct,  but  as  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  mentioned,  on  moving  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  tli^re  are  Inter- 
ests in  the  east  that  are  not  considered,  and 
consequently  time  is  required  for  those  who 
understand  the  question,  dealing  in  grain, 
living  in  tbe  eastern  portion  of  the  Do- 
minion, to  consider  the  question  which  might 
meet  tbe  requirements  and  desires  of  those 
In  the  east.  This  Bill  may,  for  aught  I 
know,  meet  those  difficulties.  It  Is  true.  It 
has  been  before  tbe  House  of  Commons  for 
a  month  or  two.  and  tliey  have  been  con- 
sidering it  before  a  very  la^  committee.  I 
have  no  doubt  they  hare  come  to  the  very 
best  conclusions  at  which  they  con  anlve, 
from  tbe  knowledge  they  have  of  the  busi- 
ness, and  yet  we  find  in  tbe  past  that  we 
have  been  placed  In  precisely  the  same  posi- 
tion that  we  are  In  to-day,  that  the  Com- 
mons having  considered  a  Bill  of  this  char- 
acter, and  having  made  all  the  changes  and 
amendments  that  they  thought  necessary  In 
order  to  protect  the  producer  of  grain,  and 
also  the  purchaser  as  well  as  the  shipper, 
yet  when  It  came  to  this  House,  It  went 
back  to  tbe  House  of  Commons  with  a  num- 
ber of  amendments  and  suggestions  which 
staggered  that  House.  Whether  that  will 
be  the  case  with  this  measure  or  not.  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say,  but  I  do  say  that  a 
Blil  of  ninety-tbree  clauses,  affecting  a  sub- 
ject of  as  much  Importance  as  this  BUI  un- 
der tbe  title  of  tbe  Inspection  Act,  should 
not  be  nislied  tlirouKb  In  ten  mlnntesl  half 
an  hour,  or  an  hour.  That  will  be  the 
course  on  this  Bill.  I  venture  to  make  tbe 
statement  that  there  is  no  man.  except  per- 
haps the  hon.  gentleman  from  Killarney 
himself,  who  has  read  tbe  BUI  and  given 
It  that  close  study,  that  those  who  are  asked 
to  pronounce  a  Judgment  upon  It  should 
give  It.  I  may  be  in  error,  but  I  am  of  that 
opinion.  It  was  only  laid  ui>on  the  table 
of  the  Senate  yesterday,  and  I  have  not  read 
It.  I  pay,  I  tliink  I  may  fairly  say,  as 
much  attention  to  measures  Introduced 
in  this  House,  as  any  hon.  member 
in  the  chamber,  because  I  have  a  very 
groat  disli^^p  to  expressing  an  opinion  or  re- 
cord a  vote  In  favour  of  or  against  a  mea- 
sure, the  effect  of  which  I  do  not  under- 
stand, and  I  certainly,  In  now  recording  a 
vote  in  favour  of  or  against  this  Bill,  should 
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be  precisely  In  that  position.  I  see  no  other 
result  to  follow,  from  proc^edlnff  with  this 
Bill  at  this  time,  than  to  allow  it  to  go  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  and  read  the  mnr- 
glnal  notes,  or  we  might  skip  them,  because 
that  is  a  mere  farce.  We  might  just  as 
welt  make  the  motion  at  once,  that  all  the 
clauses  from  one  to  nine^-three  be  adopted, 
and  have  the  Bill  raported  from  committee. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  idea  that  there  is 
any  one  In  this  chamber,  unless  it  be  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington,  who  has 
Intimated  a  desire  to  have  one  clause 
changed,  who  has  considered  this  question 
sufficiently  to  Justify  bim'  in  making  any 
motion  to  amend  It.  I  have  made  these 
remarks  to  pat  myself  on  record,  so  that 
If  there  is  anything  wrong  in  the  Bill  I  do 
not  propose  to  be  held  responsible  for  it, 
and  do  not  wish  to  e^cpress  my  acquiescence 
In  the  Bill,  withoat  a  further  Investigation. 
There  Is  another  Bill  before  us  which  has 
been  before  the  Commons  for  a  few  months. 
We  are  now  within  a  few  days  of  being 
five  months  In  session,  nnd  there  Is  another 
Bin  which  we  shall  be  asked  to  deal  with  In 
the  same  manner.  When  that  Bill  comes  up 
we  should  take  some  trouble  to  analyse  it, 
and  thereby  obtain  the  opinion  of  the  Senate. 
I  say  that,  because  I  have  some  knowledge 
of  the  subject  of  this  Grain  Inspection  Bill. 
I  do  not  suppose  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
will  accede  to  the  request  of  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  Marshfleld,  to  allow  this  measure 
to  stand  until  next  year.  He  shakes  his 
head:  I  anticipated  that,  and  It  answers  the 
same  purpose  as  if  he  spoke  for  an  hour,  that 
is  one  reason  why  I  announced,  as  far  as 
I  am  concerned,  my  Intention  not  to  offer 
any  opposition  to  the  Bill.  It  will  go  through 
and  the  gOTCrnment  will  take  the  respon- 
sibility, and  right  or  wrong,  they  will  have 
to  abide  by  it. 

Hon.  5Ir.  SCOTT— I  beg  to  assure  my 
hon.  friend  that  his  fears  are  not  well 
founded.  He  has  referred  to  the  former 
occasion  when  a  Bill  of  this  character  reg- 
ulating tbe  inspection  of  grain,  was  before 
tills  chamber.  We  had  it  here  for  three 
wt^eks  I  think. 

lion.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^This 

Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  ancestor  of  this 
BUI,  the  Grain  Bill,  a  few  years  ago.  I 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


know  I  took  a  good  deal  of  interest  la  it, 
and  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Wolseley-and 

my  hon.  friend  from  Kiltamey  took  a  rery 
great  deal  of  interest  in  it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Whicb 

Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Grain  Inspectim 
Bill,  the  Bill  on  which  this  measure  ms 
founded,  because  at  that  time  the  easteni 
interests  were  stronger  than  the  western 

interests.  That  Bill  was  conceived  entirely 
In  the  Interests  of  tbe  people  in  the  eut 
and  .1,  among  others,  felt  that  a  wrong  was 
being  inflicted  on  the  west,  and,  althousb 
It  was  a  government  BUI,  I  approved  eo- 
tirely  of  the  changes  made  In  this  chamber, 
and  we  really  did  make  it  a  Bill  that  vu 
acceptable  to  the  people  of  Manitoba  and 
the  Territories.  The  reason  that  this  Bill  ii 
not  opposed  by  anybody  is  because  tbe  prin- 
ciples that  we  then  laid  down  have  been 
affirmed,  and  the  experience  of  the  last  few 
years  has  satisfied  everybody  that  the  de- 
mands of  Manitoba  and  tbe  Northwest  Ter 
ritorles  were  based  on  fair  and  Just  pitn- 
dples,  and  the  east  could  take  care  of  itself, 
because  there  are  so  many  more  to  speak 
for  it  At  that  time  the  west  was  not  rei>- 
resented  so  well,  on  so  important  a  subject. 
Tbe  sound  principles  we  laid  down  on  a 
former  occasion  are  maintained  In  this 
Bill,  and  the  eastern  people  have  quite  rec- 
ognized the  difficulties  of  a  few  years  ago, 
and  have  fallen  In  line  with  the  principles 
that  were  laid  down  on  that  occaalmu 
Therefore,  my  hon.  friend  heed  have  no 
apprehension  that  this  Bill  has  not  been 
fairly  and  Justly  considered,  and  is  not  one 
that  is  acceptable  to  a  large  number  of 
those  who  are  interrated— that  is  tbe  fann- 
er, the  elevator  man,  the  exporter  and  tbe 
producer.  The  various  classes  Interested  are 
quite  prepared  to  accept  this  BUI.  Wbere 
such  a  large  number  of  persons  are  affected 
by  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  you  cannot  expect  ab- 
solute unanimity.  If  you  tried  for  ye«i^ 
and  years  you  could  not  accomplish  that, 
but  this  Bill  satisfies  the  largest  number  of 
the  persons  who  are  interested  in  these  mat- 
tt-rs. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  endorse  every 
word  uttered  by  my  hon.  friend  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  with  regard  to  tbe  con- 
sideration we  are  going  to  give  to  this  Bill 
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or  that  we  will  be  able  to  give  to  it  at  this 
time.    I  have  do  reason  to  believe  that 
there  Is  anything  wrong  with  this  Bill.  I 
have  not  heard  that  there  was.  Unlike 
the  Militia  Bill,  I  do  not  know  that  there 
is  a  strong  opposition  expressed  against  this 
Bill  anywhere,  but  I  have  to  call  attention 
to  these  circumstances  In  connection  with  it. 
Up  to  the  present  time  we  have  had  no 
separate  statutes  dealing  with  the  inspec-  ! 
tion  of  grain.    It  has  been  done  under  the  : 
General  Inspection  Act.  This  is  a  Bill  which  ! 
takes  the  Inspection  of  grain  out  of  the  | 
provisions  of  the  Gleneral  Inspection  Act,  j 
and  providea  that  jt  shall  be  dealt  with  under  | 
a  separate  law.  Now  I  must  complain  that 
this  Bill  is  not  brougbt  to  us  in  a  way  that 
makes  our  duties- at  all  easy  in  considering 
It.    It  has  been  usual  when  a  consolidation 
Bucb  as  this  takes  place,  even  without  the 
radical  change  that  Is  now  proposed  to  be 
made,  taking  this  departure,  and  taking  th^ 
subject  out  of  the  General  Inspection  Act, 
it  has  been  nsual  to  have  something  in  the 
printing  of  a  Bill  that  would  show  wliat  part 
of  It  was  new  and  what  part  was  old,  some- 
thing to  show  whether  you  are  r^eallng, 
consolidating  or  amending.    I  have  looked 
in  vain  for  that    I  find  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  repealing  clause  says  that  all 
the  provisions  of  the  General  Inspection 
Act,  chapter  09  of  the  Revised  Statntes, 
and  of  anything  In  amendment  thereof,  In 
so  far  only  as  such  provisions  relate  to 
grain  or  tlie  Inspection  thereof  are  repealed, 
and  the  provisions  of  this  Act  are  substi- 
tuted in  lien  thereof.   There  Is  no  clue  as 
to  what  you  are  enacting  new,  and  to  what 
you  are  consolidating  and  amending.  The 
matter  is  brought  before  us  in  such  a  shape 
that  it  requires  tenfold  the  labour  that  It 
would  require  if  we  were  treated  as  we 
were  w^Ith   the  Railway  Bill,  and  many 
other  Bills  that  were  brought  up  that  were 
a  consolidation,  by  having  notes  attached 
to  each  clause,  showing  the  sections  which 
were  amended  or  were  new  ones.  My 
view   Is   that   if   the   government  had 
simply  introdneed    the    Bill,  making  the 
changes  that  they  thought    were  neces- 
sary in  the  matter  of  the  inspection  of 
grain,  declaring  such  and  such  a  section  to 
be  amended  In  such  a  respect,  a  very  small 
Bill  would  have  covered  it,  and  the  com- 
missioners who  are  now  consolldatinz  the 


laws  coulil  take  It  up  and  mal^e  It  a  consoli- 
dated statute.  That  would  be  very  easy,  and 
we  could  then  have  gone  over  these  amend* 
ments  in  a  very  short  time.  We  could  have 
compared  the  new  section  with  the  former 
section  and  a  very  short  Bill  would  have 
answered.  We  could  have  ^nsidered  the 
matter  while  we  were  having  these  preli- 
minary canters  over  this  measure.  No 
such  facilities  are  given  to  us  however, 
though  my  hon.  friend  admits  that  It  con- 
tains many  alterations,  and  my  hon.  friend 
from  KUlarney  endorses  them.  He  has  not 
stated  what  they  are,  and  there  is  nothing' 
in  this  Bill  that  will  enable  ns  to  refer  to 
the  former  enactments.  There  is  no  note 
in  the  Bill  that  will  enable  us  to  go  to  the 
Consolidated  Statutes  or  to  the  other 
amendments,  to  the  provisions  which  have 
been  made  since  that  time,  to  hnd  ont  what 
the  law  Is  now,  and  what  the  changes  pro- 
posed to  be  made  are.  Hy  hon.  friend  may 
be  supplied  with  a  brief  on  that  point.  If 
so.  we  must  wait  until  he  furnishes  us  with 
it.  We  have  not  that  Information  with  re- 
gard to  one  single  section  of  this  BUI  to 
facilitate  our  labours,  and  I  think  the  pro- 
per course  to  pursue  Is  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  and  introduce  it  next  session. 

Hon.  Mr.  BE>IQUE— I  think  there  la  some- 
thing in  the  suggestion  that  has  been  made, 
that  when  we  deal  with  consolidation  of 
voluminous  Acts  that  the  new  clauses  should 

be  Indicated.  It  would  facilitate  the  work 
of  hon.  members  of  this  House  ;  but  apart 
from  that,  I  think  It  would  be  hardly  fair 
to  refuse  to  consider,  even  at  this  stage  of 
the  session,  this  Bill,  for  this  reason  :  I 
understand  that  this  Bill  has  been  consider- 
ed by  a  special  committee  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  the  parties  Interested  have 
been  heard  before  that  committee.  It  wooltl 
be  losing  the  benefit  of  that  work  If  we 
were  to  refuse  to  consider  the  Bill  at  the 
present  moment,  and  I  go  further.  Would 
!t  be  fair  towards  the  House  of  Commons, 
who  have  taken  the  trouble  to  go  thoroughly 
into  the  matter  and  have  heard  the  parties 
Interested,  to  attempt  to  meddle  very  much 
In  it  by  changing  thl.*«  Bill,  unless  we  were 
prepared  to  call  In  the  parties  interested 
from  the  west  and  from  every  part  of  the 
country  as  was  done  by  the  commit- 
tee of   the  House   of   Commons.     I  re- 
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Terse  the  positloD.  Suppose  Tre  had  done 
the  trork  ourselves,  would  we  appreciate 
the  House  of  Ocmimons  going  over  the  same 
work  In  technical  matters,  and^possibly  ar- 
riving at  different  conclusions  ?  It  does  not 
follow  that  we  should  not  scrutinize  the  BUI 
as  much  as  possible,  and  it  is  possible  that 
In  committee  -we  may  find  the  Bill  so  de- 
fective that  the  su^estton  made  by  the 
hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Marshfield  may  be  adopted. 
But,  prima  facie,  it  does  not  appeal  to  me  as 
being  a  suggestion  that  should  be  followed 
•at  this  stage. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  find  we  have 
another  difficulty.  I  sent  for  Bllgh  &  Todd's 

Index,  thinking  I  would  be  able,  by  that,  to 
get  the  references  to  the  different  Acts  we 
are  now  consolidating,  and  I  find  that  that 
gives  me  no  light,  for  the  reason  that  all  the 
Acts  form  part  of  the  General  Inspection 
Act,  and  I  would  have  to  wade  through 
these.  It  does  not  furnish  any  gnlde 
as  to  what  part  refers  to  grain  and 
what  to  other  things,  and  I  have  not  that 
advantage.  I  do  not  know  how  I  am  go- 
ing to  And  out  what  sections  are  new 
and  which  are  old. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  Secre 
tory  of  State  will  tell  us  that 

Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIr~We  are 
Imposing  an  enormous  amount  of  work  upon 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  furthennore,* 
with  due  deference  to  hlni,  I  do  not  see  bow 
he  can  possibly  know,  unless  he  has  a  list 
made  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  think  we  are  bor 
rowing  trouble  In  this  matter.  When  we 
get  into  committee  I  think  it  will  be  found 
the  cbnnges  are  not  so  numerous.  We  arc 
prepared  to  accept  the  statement  of  tlie  lion, 
leader  of  the  opposition,  that  lie  has  not 
read  the  Bill,  and  I  think  he  remarked  thiit 
If  he  did  he  would  not  know  much  about  It, 
and  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Killamey 
was  very  well  versed  in  the  measure,  and 
had  given  It  a  good  deal  of  consideration. 
Wliilo  this  grain  Inspection  was  uiuier  tb  ^ 
General  In.s]>ection  Act,  it  was  set  aside  as 
the  j;rain  ins])eetinn  portion  of  the  Bill.  The 
government  now  see  lit  to  make  it  a  separate 
Bill,  and  I  woulit  sny  that  the  people  In- 
terested in  the  grain  trade  and  the  grain- 
growers  have  had  ample  time  to  consider  ■ 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


this  Bill  and  the  provisions  of  It,  becanie. 
in  the  early  part  of  tiie  session,  the  Bill  wu 
printed  and  copies  were  distributed  all  met 
the  country.  The  Grain  Growers'  Assodj- 
tion  In  the  west  considered  it,  and  they  mid? 
a  recommendation  to  the  government  tbt 
there  should  be  no  change  made  In  the  in- 
spection law  of  last  year.  The  Grain  Grov- 
ers'  Association,  representing  the  Xorttnres: 
Territories  and  Manitoba,  bad  conslderat  tl» 
operation  of  the  Inspection  Act  that  wu 
then  in  force,  and  Is  In  force  to-day,  anJ 
there  has  been  no  change  made  in  ttu 
west,  because  the  grain  growers,  the  gnh 
dealers,  the  exporters  and  the  millers,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Act  was  Id  sqcIi 
good  shape  after  the  ^orts  of  the  Home  ol 
Commons  and  the  Senate  In  past  yean 
that  It  was  so  nearly  perfect  that  they  aske4 
that  no  changes  should  be  made,  an! 
none  have  been  made  as  far  as  the  wesi- 
ern  Inspection  Is  concerned.  Some  slight 
changes  have  been  made  in  the  eastern 
section.  I  think  there  are  only  one  or  tvn 
chaages  in  the  western  Inspection,  maiin; 
it  more  plain.  .  When  we  go  Into  committer 
the  Secretary  of  State,  without  taxing  Mn- 
self  to  auy  great  extent,  wtll  be  ahle  to 
give  explanations  that  will  make  It  clear 
that  the  Bill  is  in  the  right  direction,  anil 
should  be  passed  Into  law.  It  Is  importint 
that  these  Acts  which  affect  the  inspectioD 
of  grain  in  Canada  should  be  roosolidatei 
and  not  scattered  all  throngh  the  Inspection 
Act.  There  are  two  separate  inspections, 
one  for  the  western  and  another  for  tbf 
eastern  trade.  One  of  the  claims  made  bj 
die  eastern  section  was  that  they  shoultl 
have  n  re-inspectlon'  of  Manitoba  wheat  ar 
Montreal. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  that  a  new 

matter  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSOX—No.  it  is  old.  We 
have  asked  for  yenrs  to  get  an  Inspection 
Act  for  the  grain  trade  of  Canada,  and  I  haw 
given  special  attention  for  twenty  years  lo 
llie  matter,  and  we  consider  It  to  be  so  near- 
ly perfect  now,  that  the  grain  producers  and 
dealers  are  satisfied  with  it  ami  I  think  we 
liave  it  now  where  both  sides  will  recom- 
mend no  further  cliange  in  it.  The  eastern 
section  wish  to  re^iuspect  our  Manltotn 
wheat  In  the  east.  The  west  object  to  tbaL 
and  the  committee  that  had  chai^  of  tli^ 
Bill  in  the  House  of  Commons,  who  beard 
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all  parties  interested,  have  produced  what 
we  have  before  U3,  and  I  think  when  we 
go  into  committee  that  the  explanation 
Kiven  will  be  so  easily  understood  that  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  not  given  the  same 
attention  to  it  that  other  members  have, 
will  come  to  the  conclnslon  that  the  legis- 
]ati')n  Is  in  the  right  direction  and  it  will  be 
allowed  to  pass. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— How 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaben'y 
think  the  speech  he  has  made  in  reference 
to  this  Inspection  Bill,  would  appear  if  print- 
t^d  as  a  preface  to  the  Consolidation  of  the 
Railway  Bill,  with  whjch  he  tinkered  for 
a  week  or  two,  and  in  which  he  made 
fifty  or  sixty  changes  ?  I  think  the  speech  he 
made  fo-nlglit  would  not  be  very  applicable 
to  that.  However,  I  merely  want  to  compli- 
meut  the  hon.  gentleman  on  the  speech  he 
has  made;  the  two  positions  are  analogous  to 
my  mind.  I  have  only  simply  to  thank  the 
lion,  gentleman  from  Portage  la  Prairie  for 
the  statement  that  if  I  read  the  Bill  the  pro- 
babilities are  I  would  not  know  anything 
about^  it  after  I  had  read  it  The  only  thing 
I  object  to  is  the  hon.  gentleman  judging 
my  stupidity  by  his  own, 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  was  using  the  hon. 
gentleman's  own  words,  when  he  said  he  bad 
liot  time  to  read  it,  and  if  he  did  he  would  i 
not  understand  it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  did  i 
rot  say  that.  | 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  had  In  mind  the 
RiiUway  Bill,  when  I  made  tho^e  remarks.  ! 
and  I  thought  there  was  a  big  diJferenco, 
because  it  did  not  require  the  special  know-  , 
ledge  that  this  Bill  requires— the  technical  j 
knowledge.   We  were  In  a  position  to  deal 
with  it.  ; 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  my  ' 
hon.  friend  Is  satisfied  I  am.  I  should  like  | 
to  ask  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State— I  cannot  , 
gather  it  from  looking  over  the  pages — whe- , 
tier  this  Bill  will  deal  with  the  product  of  ; 
grain,  flour  and  meal,  or  is  It  coufined  to 
grain? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Only  grain  and  hay. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— And  still  It  Is  the 
Grain  Inspection  Act. 


The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  House 
resolved  Itaelf  into  Oomralttee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  BUI. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Is  not  the  first 
occasion  when  the  Grain  Inspection  A^ 
was  isolated  from  the  General  Inspection 
Act,  because  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  refer  to 
1S99,  they  will  find  we  amended  the  Gen- 
eral Inspection  Act  only  In  relation  to  the 
grain  inspection.  For  many  years  It  has  been 
practically  separated  from  the  General  In- 
spection Xct 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  Bligh  & 
Todd's  Index  furnished  no  clue  for  me  to 
find  what  clauses  we  were  repealing,  be- 
cause there  was  no  light  thrown  upon 
what  part  of  the  General  Inspection  Act 
dealt  with  grain  and  what  didn't.  I  notice 
In  some  of  the  Bills  passed  since  that, 
there  Is  a  distinction  but  there  Is  no  assist- 
ance given. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  thought  that  would 
be  useful,  and  endeavoured  to  have  It  codi- 
fied, but  they  found  that  was  Impossible. 
It  would  be  practically  Impossible  with  the 
many  changes  and  alterations. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Is  It  the  intention  of 
the  government  to  have  it  printed  by  Itself? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  so,  If  there 
was  a  request  for  it.  1  think  it  should  be 
printed  to  distribute  amoug  the  farmers  of 
tlie  community. 

On  ciause  30, 

10.  Ad  inspector  or  deputy  inspector  sball 
not  ordinarily  act  as  such  except  within  the 
district  for  which  he  Is  appointed  or  the  local 
limils,  if  any,  assigned  to  him  ;  but  the  min- 
ister, on  the  recommendation  of  the  chiet 
inspector  of  a  division,  may  authorize  and 
require  any  inspector  or  deputy  inspector  to 
act  temporarily  In  another  district  or  be- 
yond BUch  limits. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Does 
not  this  add  to  the  number  of  Inspectors  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  will  be  an  addi- 
tion of  some  Inspectors,  because  there  will 

be  subdivisions  of  the  litrper  districts. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — And  Increased  work 
will  necessitate  an  increase  of  officers. 

The  ciause  was  adopted.  ■ 

On  clause  11, 

11.  An  Inspector  or  deputy  Inspector  who  Is 
appointed  in  and  for  a  division,  and  to  whom 
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□0  local  limits  have  been  assigned,  may  act 
an  8ucb  anrwhere  wltbln  the  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  has  been  a  matter 
of  administration  heretofore. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  opens  tbe  door 
for  appointing  a  man  who  has  no  duties  to 
perform.  It  enables  the  government  to  put 
a  man  on  the  list  and  under  pay  when  be 
has  no  duties  to  dlscbai^e. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  we 
are  to  take  the  statement  made  in  the  House 
of  Commons  upon  the  question  oX  appoint- 
ments, particularly  on  the  canals,  we  find 
there  are  many  under  pay  who  have  noth- 
ing to  do  during  the  whole  swslon.  They 
are  getting  large  pay  and  allowances  for 
horses,  besides,  and  It  1b  not  at  all  Improb- 
able that  the  same  power.  If  necessary  for 
political  purposes,  will  be  used  under  this 
clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  government  can 
abuse  any  part  of  its  administration,  but  it 
Is  idle  to  sny  in  advance  tbat  they  are  going 
to  abuse  tt. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON- It  may  not  be 
abused,  but  In  passing  this  clause  we  are 
opening  the  door  for  the  appointment  of 
deputy  inspectors  for  whom  no  work  was  in 
sight  at  the  time  of  their  ap[>ointment.  They 
can  send  one  of  these  inspectors  anywhere 
they  lilie. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Anywhere  they  like, 
within  the  division. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— His 
political  Influence  would  not  exist  probably 
beyond  the  division. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  13, 

13.  Cblef  Inspectors,  inspectora  and  deputy  In- 
spectors shall  respectively  be  paid  sucb  salar- 
ies as  are  determined  by  the  Governor  la  Coun- 
cil. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- Are  the  salaries 

fixed  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No.  The  object  is 
to  collect  sufficient  fees  to  make  the  service 

self-sustaining. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  is  customary 
to  have  a  scliedule  fixing  what  the  pay  of 
these  officials  shall  be.    It  is  so  In  the  Peni- 
tentiary Act.  In  this  case  yon  actually  are 
Ht)n,  Mr.  YOUXG. 


giving  the  government  power  to  pay  any- 
thing tbey  chose  ;  there  is  no  limit.  They 
may.  If  they  chose,  pay  one  of  those  in- 
spectors as  much  as  they  pay  the  Govemot 
of  Ontorlo. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  effect  of  it  will  be 
to  reduce  the  salaries  of  many  of  the  in- 
spectors. Just  after  the  change  of  govern- 
ment, we  noticed  that  the  inspector  of  grain 
at  Fort  William,  was  receiving  fSjW  or 
$9,000  per  year.  He  was  drawing  his  income 
from  fees,  and  the  accumulation  of  gnio 
was  increasing  year  after  year.  Now,  tlie 
highest  salary  paid  to  a  chief  inspector,  if 
I  recollect  right,  is  f4,000. 

Hon.  Sir  MAiCKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  has  evaded  the  qnestloD  al- 
together. We  were  not  speaking  of  tlie 
amount  of  money  each  one  received.  What 
we  object  to  is  that  there  is  no  sctiedule 
attached  to  the  Bill  showing  wJiat  aalailei 
are  to  be  paid.  It  Is  not  a  question  of  whether 
they  are  to  be  paid  by  fees  or  by  salaij. 
When  the  late  Minister  of  Justice.  Mr.  Mills, 
occupied  the  position  now  occupied  by  my 
bon.  friend,  he  introduced  the  Penitentiarr 
Bill.  I  called  bis  attention  to  the  fact  that 
It  had  no  schedule  of  salaries.  He  said  at 
once  he  thought  there  should  be  a  schedule, 
and  he  postponed  the  further  consideration 
of  the  Bill  until  he  brought  down  a  schedule. 
This  clause  gives  power  to  the  Governor  In 
Council  to  appoint  as  many  inspectors  as 
they  please,  .and  pay  them  any  salary  ^ 
like. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  the  pro- 
per way  would  be  to  have  a  schedule  atta- 
ched, fixing  the  salaries  of  tbe  chief  insp«- 
tors,  &c.  It  would  be  amended  by  addfii? 
the  words  '  But  the  total  amount  of  such 
salary  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of  f«* 
collected.' 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— It  would  be  very  hard 
to  work  that  out. 

Hon.Mr.FBRGUSON— The  hon.  SecretJirT 
of  State  says  there  will  be  a  large  savins 
on  the  whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  would  be  some 
restriction  on  the  Governor  lo  Council  par 
ing  excessive  salaries  to  friends  of  tbeii 
own,-  such  as  Jackson  for  instance. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  not  changlug 
the  salaries  at  all.  The  QoTernor  In  Conn- 
cil  baa  control  of  tbe  salaries,  and  there 
Is  ao  Intention  to  make  them  higher.  I 
shall  endeavour  to  get  from  the  Department 
the  salaries  that  are  being  paid.  There  is 
no  Intention  to  disturb  or  Increase  the  pre- 
sent salaries. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— There  may  be  no 
Intention.  My  hon.  friend's  intentions  may 
be  very  good  at  this  moment,  but  there 
la  a  certain  place  wltb  an  irasaTory  name 
that  is  paved  with  good  Intentions.  This 
parliament  ought  to  take  care  to  help  him 
to  carry  out  bis  good  intentions. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  are  not  fixed  by 
statute  anywhere. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  la  in  error.  If  he  will  get 
the  Act  to  which  I  called  attention,  he  will 
find  that  they  are  fixed  in  tbe  schedule  to 
that  ^ct.  It  18  the  same  wltb  the  Civil 
Service  Act,  and  the  Oovernor  General  can- 
not exceed  those  salaries  exc^t  be  comes 
to  parliament  with  that  very  convenient 
phrase  *  Notwithstanding  anything  contain- 
ed In  the  Civil  Service  Act  to  the  contrary  '. 
I  pointed  out  last  year  that  there  were  some 
70  or  80  cases  of  that  kind;  there  are  not 
so  many  this  year  so  far.  Will  the  hon. 
gentleman  give  us  tbe  Information  before 
tbe  third  reading  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Tea. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Will  my  hon. 
friend  hold  the  clause  until  we  get  the  In- 
formation ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  the  salaries  are  not 
changed  by  this  Bill  except  where  an  un- 
reasonable mnount  has  been  obtained  by 
fees,  and  a  salary  Is  to  be  paid  instead. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-In  the 
ease  to  which  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
called  attention,  the  Inspector  received  $12,- 
000  a  year.  He  was  a  very  worthy  man, 
but  that  is  altogether  a  payment  beyond  the 
'  duties  he  performed.  That  ahotUd  not  con- 
tinue, but  It  still  leaves  it  open  to  the  Gov- 
ernor In  Council  to  say  what  the  salaries 
shaW  be,  without  consulting,  parliament. 
That  Is  uot  the  universal  mode  of  dealintr 
with  this  question.  There  are  vei-y  many 
Acts  in  which  the  salaries  are  fixed. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Certainly  25  per  cent 
of  the  salaries  In  this  country  do  not  come 
before  parliament,  men  who  are  not 
included  in  the  civil  service.  For  instance 
a  vote  of  $50,000  may  be  taken  for  the  Bail- 
ways  or  PiAUc  Works  Department  for 
works,  and  a  portion  of  that  goes  for  salaries. 
A  gentleman  died  the  other  day,  a  Mr.  Ru- 
bidge,  w^ho  was  sixty  years  in  the  public 
service,  HIa  salary  never  appeared  In  the 
public  accounts.  It  was  taken  out  of  the 
appropriations  for  the  works  be  was  anper- 
visfng. 

Hon.  Sh-  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL— That 
Is  one  of  the  gi-eat  abuses  to  which  voting 
sums  In  lump  has  been  carried.  The  gov- 
ernment pay  just  what  they  please  and  par- 
liament knows  nothing  about  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  has  been  the  prac- 
tfcc  of  all  governments  since  Canada  was 
established. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoHUQH— I  know  some  points 
where  there  bas  been  an  accumulation  of 
grain.  The  inspectors  were  paid  by  fees, 
and  when  the  government  found  tbe  fees 
made  an  excessive  salary,  they  put  an  end 
to  payment  by  fees  and  paid  salaries.  There 
was  one  such  case  in  our  own  district 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^That 
Is  not  the  point  we  are  discussing  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoHUQ-H--The  point  Is  wtaeOier 

the  salaries  will  be  in  excess  of  the  fees. 
Probably  In  some  cases  they  would  be,  and 
In  some  they  would  not.  Where  there  la 
,111  accumulation  of  grain  brought  to  a 
district  and  the  fees  are  very  large,  no 
doubt  the  officer's  salary  will  be  less  than 
tbe  fees,  and  where  the  fess  are  large,  tbe 
salary  will  be  less  than  tbe  fees. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We  are 
not  discussing  whether  the  Inspector  should 
be  paid  by  salary  of  by  fees.  What  we 
are  contending  for  is  that  the  salary  to  be 
paid  should  be  fixed  in  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  bon.  gentleman 
has  Just  explained,  that  If  the.  payment  Is 
by  fees  one  man  might  be  receiving  too 
much,  and  the  other  not  enough.     If  the 

government  have  power  to  regulate  the  sa- 
laries, surely  It  is  more  likely  that  the 
inspectors  will  be  paid  In  proportion  to  the 
importance  of  their  duties. 
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The  CHAIRMAN— It  is  liardly  possible  to 
fix  the  salaries  by  schedule  because  they 
will  vary  very  mncb  according  to  the 
locality. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-So 
they  do  in  all  departments. 


The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  29, 


29.  The  chief  inspector  shall  distribute  por- 
tions of  alt  standard  samples  so  chosen  to  such 
persons  as  the  minister  from  time  to  time 
directs,  and  In  the  inspection  of  grain  ot  the 
character  described  in  section  27  inspecting  offi- 
cers shall  be  gOTerned  by  the  samples  so  chosen. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^-This 
is  a  wide  power.  It  may  be  necessary,  and 
I  do  not  suppose  it  will  be  exercised  except 
by  tliose  dealing  in  grain,  although  it  gires 
power  to  the  chief  inspector  to  distribute 
eamples  to  mch  i>ersous  ns  the  nilnlstfr 
from  time  to  time  may  direct.  That  might 
talie  a  very  wide  range.  I  suppose  the  In- 
tention of  that  is  to  give  samples  to  parties 
who  are  interested  in  dealing  In  grain,  but 
it  gives  the  power,  without  defining  the  class 
of  people  to  whom  the  sample  shall  be  given. 
Anybody  who  demands  It  is  entitled  to  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Suppose  a  board  of 
trade  In  Great  Britain  or  France  would 
write  to  the  minister  asking  for  samples  of 
commercial  grades,  the  minister  would  In- 
struct some  inspector  to  send  him  an  official 
sample,  and  that  would  be  used  maybe  in 
judging  tlie  quality  of  the  cargoes  and 
stand  as  a  record. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELD-When 
they  arrive  In  a  foreign  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Yes. 

The  paragraph  was  adopted. 

On  clause  50, 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUIXEX— Does  the  govern- 
ment puri)ose  collecting  tlinse  fees  by  stamps 
or  lu  money  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Is  the  same  clause 
as  in  the  old  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLEN-It  shonid  be  by 
stamps  and  that  would  prevent  the  Inspec- 
tor putting  part  of  the  fees  In  his  own 
pocket. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  clause  Is  the  same 
ns  In  the  original  Act. 
Hon,  Mr,  WATSON. 


Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Bnt 
we  are  amending  the  Act.,  and  I  do  not 
see  how  the  fraud  could  be  avoided  b; 
stamps  ;  that  would  not  prevent  a  dishowsi 
inspector  from  putting  the  fee  Id  bte  pocket 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG~ir  he  gets  a  fee  for 
every  inspection,  he  also  issues  a  wrtin- 
cate.  The  stub-lwok  would  show  how  mariT 
certiScates  he  has  issued,  and  what  tber 
were  for.  The  stamps  would  not  be  ur 
impravement. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  64* 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  sa^ 
pose  this  is  really  to  meet  a  case  wliere 
grain  might  be  Inspected  at  Port  Arthnr 
and  be  No.  1,  but  during  the  journey,  on  ac- 
count of  rust  or  damp  or  any  other  caiwe. 
it  might  uot  bear  Inspection  at  the  eleratw 
in  Montreal,  and  this  would  provide  for  s 
re-Inspectfon  of  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Yes.  It  is  for  the  pnr- 
pose  of  providing  grain  that  may  go  oat  of 

condition. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  05, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Clause  and  sevenl 
following  clauses  are  from  the  Manitoba 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  this  a  prorlu- 
cial  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— No.  It  is  a  provision 
applying  west  of  Port  Arthur  only. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  it  clear  tbat 
these  provisions  although  they  may  be  ap- 
pllcable  to  Manitoba  are  uot  applicable  v* 
the  east  ?  They  might  be  perfectly  aprli- 
cable  and  suitable  to  Manitoba  and  Ibe  we<t 
and  might  not  he  equally  suitable  to  tbr 
east. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Dow 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  know  that  tbe 
grain  dealers  aud  those  whose  business  it  is 
to  looli  after  these  things  In  the  easteni 

section  of  Canada,  or  rather,  in  the  eastm 
division,  have  been  consulted  and  concnrred 
in   making  these  western  sections 
cable  to  the  east  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.   This  subject  bas 

been  discussed  for  the  last  three  month! 
with  the  head  of  the  department,  and  tfce 


Digitized  by 


Google 


AUGUST  5,  1904 


1069 


Bill  was  first  considered  by  the  government 
four  montbs  ago,  nnd  it  has  been  held  over 
to  obtain  the  approval  of  the  parties  who 
were  consnlted,  and  their  approval  has  been 
obtained. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  asked 
that  question  in  view  of  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mnrshfleld,  whether 
this  has  been  approved  by  those  interested 
In  the  trade  from  the  east,  and  I  take  It  for 
granted  it  has  been. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  boards  of  trade 
of  Toronto  and  Montreal  and  the  millers 
were  here,  and  were  heard. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  60. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
this  include  the  Xorth-west  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Everything  -west  of 
Port  Arthur. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  were  told 
that  from  clause  65  onward  the  clauses  were 
taken  from  the  law  of  Manitoba  and  the 
west.  Now  we  have  special  provisions  as 
to  Manitoba  Inspection.  Are  these  same 
provisions  attll  retained  In  this  part  we  are 
now  dealing  with  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  they  are  all  the 
same  in  the  Manitoba  scbedule  now— uo 
change  in  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Do  I  understand 

these  sections  from  65  onward,  which  we 
have  been  considering,  and  which  have  been 
made  to  relate  to  the  .eastern  division,  are 
still  continued  in  force  In  the  western  sec- 
tion ? .  These  sections  have  hitherto  been 
applied  to  the  western  trade.  There  are 
two  parts  In  this  section,  part  2  and  ttaen 
there  is  part  3.  Part  2  contains  special 
provisions  dealing  with  the  eastern  divisions, 
and  we  are  told  that  hitherto  these  sections 
deal  with  the  Manitoba  trade.  If  that  is  so. 
iiiul  if  they  are  necessary  provisions,  do  they 
still  continue  as  bearing  on  the  western 
trade,  or  are  they  taken  out  and  made  only 
to  apply  to  the  eastern  trade  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Up  to  clause  00.  they 
are  stUl  in  operation  In  the  west.  When 
we  get  to  clause  70,  we  reach  cWiuses  which 
apply  exclusively  to  the  west 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Part 
2  had  reference  formerly  to  Manitoba.  I 


understand  It  was  necessary  to  make  these 
provisions  apply  to  the  east.  Now  we  come 
to  special  provisions  for  the  Manitoba  divi- 
sion. Are  these  clauses  which  formerly 
bore  on  the  Manitoba  trade  still  retained  for 
the  Manitoba  trade  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  and  now  we  are 
coming  to  Manitoba. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON~I  am  sorry  I  can- 
not make  myself  understood.  Part  2  starts 
with  special  provisions  as  to  the  eastern 
division,  and  the  explanation  we  received 
was  that  these  sections  formerly  were  In 
the  law  relating  to  Inspection  In  Manitoba 
and  the  west,  and  that  these  sections  have 
now  been  placed  in  this  part  which  apply 
specially  to ,  the  eastern  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — Look  at  clause  60, 
and  then  read  clause  78  In  the  Manitoba 
part 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Take  64  and  76. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEiROUSON— I  wanted  to  find 
out  whether  those  sections  which  formerly 
related  to  Manitoba  and  the  west  and  which 
we  are  told  now  apply  to  the  eastern  divi- 
sion, are  retained  in  the  special  provisions 
which  bear  on  the  western  section  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Yes,  practically. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Have  they  been 
'fonnd  to  be  entirely  unnecessary  In  refer- 
ence to  the  west  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BElQUE— They  are  practically 
repeated  with  some  changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  ought  to  know 
if  they  are  repeated  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  Rt'OTT— If  the  hon.  genUe- 
man  will  look  at  CG,  he  will  see  the  changes 
are  very  trifling. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- 1  observe  that  00 
is  exactly  the  same  as  78.  but  it  seems  a 
most  extraordinary  thing  to  repeat  a  clause 
in  that  way;  but  I  wanted  to  find  out  whe- 
ther It  was  so  or  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)— There 
are  some  words  Included  In  78  which  are  not 
In  66. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/-The 
puzzle  is  to  know  why  these  clauses,  from 
03  to  69,  are  taken  as  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  says  they  are,  from  the  Manitoba 
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Act  and  made  uppllcable  exclusively  to  the 
eastern  division. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Not  exactly  word  for 
word.  It  Is  in  general  terms.  The  prin- 
ciple Is  the  same. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Then 
you  make  'certain  clauses  to  which  I  have 
called  attention,  applicable  exclusively  to 
the  eastern  division.  Are  they  not  equally 
applicable  to  the  western  division  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUXG— They  are  In  so  far  as 
they  can  be  made  applirable,  but  the  rlr- 
cumstances  and  conditions  make  It  neces- 
sary to  have  some  slight  differences.  The 
wording  is  different,  although  the  same  prin- 
ciple guides  In  both  cases.  These  clauses 
that  we  are  discussing  refer  altogether  to 
the  identity  of  the  grain  after  It  is  Inspect- 
ed, the  presen-ation  of  the  certificate,  the 
honesty,  If  you  like,  of  the  certificate,  and 
what  was  found  to  work  well  In  the  west, 
80  far  as  It  could  be  ad(q)ted,  was  arranged 
to  be  applied  to  the  east,  but  the  circum- 
stances to  some  extent  may  be  slightly  dif- 
ferent, owing  to  the  system  of  handling 
grain  and  the  wording  is  to  some  extent 
different  from  that  In  the  west. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  first  explana- 
tion we  received  was  not  accurate.  The 
three  sections  were  taken  from  the  west  and 
made  applicable  to  the  east,  then  I  wanted 
to  know  what  was  going  to  happen  If  these 
proTlslons  were  taken  away  altogether  from 
the  west.  The  explanation  now  Is  tbat  these 
clauses  have  been  taken  from  the  west  and 
modified,  anl  the  full  clauses  were  main- 
tained in  the  west. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  78, 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  cannot  under- 
stand why  these  two  provisions  should  be 
In  the  law.  Why  should  not  one  of  them 
be  made  a  general  provision  applying  to  both 
the  east  and  the  west  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Convenience  is  the  only 

point. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG~It  Is  a  matter  of  con- 
venience. For  instance,  in  tlie  west  a  dealer 
or  producer,  if  you  will,  if  he  secures  that 
part  of  the  Act  which  relates  to  the  western 
division,  be  will  have  all  those  proTlslons  of 
the  law  applying  to  that  district. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL. 


Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  can  see  no  ob- 
ject In  It  whatever,  except  to  swell  tlie  liK 
of  the  Bill.  It  reminds  me  of  the  Dutchnjiu 
who  thought  his  brother  a  great  poet  \)t- 
cause  he  had  written  a  book  as  big  u  i 
cheese.  In  this  cas^  the  same  provlaion  ii 
put  in  twice  when  it  is  not  iiecessazy. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— It  seems  to  me 
only  explanation  that  can  be  ^ven  of  it,  b 
that  the  requirements  of  tbe  east  are  sot 
of  as  broad  a  scope  as  those  of  the  west  and 
you  put  in  the  east  specifically  and  yoa  m- 
plement  tbat  statute  by  adding  to  it  whit 
is  required  for  the  west  Tbat  Is  ibont 
right,  is  it  not  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-If  the  hon.  gen- 
I  tleman  wUI  read  clause  05,  he  will  find  tint 
it  contains  general  provisions  applying  tofltt 

east  and  west. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— But  there  are  sone 

that  would  not  st^ply  to  the  east 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— You  have  to  have  tlie 
bard  Manitoba  for  tbe  western  one,  becaw 
it  is  a  Manitoba  certificate. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  If  it  wai 
made  a  general  provision  as  it  is  in  K,  it 
would  apply  to  the  east  and  to  the  west 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— In  tbe  east  joo  deal 
with  Manitoba  certificates,  because  tbe  grain 
carrying  certificates  is  passing  through.  You 
deal  with  eastern  certificates,  because  tbe 
grain  of  Ontario  is  being  handled  down  bere. 
but  west  of  Port  Arthur  we  only  deal  witt 
one  certificate,  the  Manitoba  certificate; 
therefore  we  have  to  put  In  the  word  '  Mani- 
toba '  when  we  deal  with  the  west  because 
that  Is  a  distinguishing  certificate  appifios 
to  western  grain. 

The  claase  was  .adopted. 
On  clause  80, 

80.  When  graio  shipped  from  any  elevator  ii 
being  aystematically  reduced  ia  qualitjr  beloi 
the  general  average  quality  of  the  graio  ofstD'- 
lar  grades  In  the  bins  of  the  public  eIe«tors. 
the  chief  inspector  shall  instruct  inspecilDg 
officers  that  no  such  grain  shall  be  alto«ed  :o 
pasa  Inspection  except  on  a  lower  grade.  Tkt 
inspectors  shall  at  all  times  keep  careful  mck 
on  grain  received  Into  terminal  elevators,  mi 
If  tbey  find  any  grain  being  received  as  abo" 
described,  shall  at  once  notify  the  chief  iasptt- 
tor,  who  shall  make  an  Investigation  fonh^'' 
and  take  action  accordingly. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  objection  to 
that  clause  is,  that  it  would  be  impossible 
to  operate  it  Wlien  grain  shipped  trom  any 
elevator  is  '  being  systematically  reduced  lii 
quality,  below  the  general  average  quality.' 
How  would  It  be  poBsible  to  prove  this  was 
done  on  a  system  ?  I  conld  understand  if 
it  was  found  to  be  generally  below  a  certain 
percentage,  but  to  prove  that  It  Is  done  on  a 
system  would  be  a  matter  of  great  difficulty. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  only  thing  we 
have  to  provide  against  with  fines  and  penal- 
ties is  that  a  system  of  mixing  shall  not  bp 
practised.  That  is  one  reason  why  the 
west  want  inspectors  separate  from  the  east. 
A  system  has  prevailed  of  mixing  or  bring- 
ing up  grades.  They  get  a  grade  of  extra  No.  1 
bard,  and  take  It  to  a  mixing  elevator,  and 
mix  it  with  a  lower  grade  of  wheat,  and 
It  will  pass  Inspection  as  No.  1  hard.  That 
has  been  practised  in  the  easr.>  and  in 
the  west  I  may  say,  and  it  Is  Important  that 
'this  No.  1  hard  grade  should  be  kept  sep- 
arate. Grain  men  do  doctor  wheat,  and  as 
soon  as  they  pass  inspection,  they  run  skin 
grades,  I  think  they  are  called.  I  do  not 
want  to  go  back  to  a  clause  that  has  al- 
ready been  passed,  bat  I  have  discovered  a 
reason  why  the  hon.  gentleman  made  a  mis- 
take when  he  compared  clause  78  with 
claase  75. 

The  CHAIRMAN— We  have  disposed  of 
clause  78. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  want  to  explain 
that  it  is  on  account  of  this  mixing.  In  the 
east  they  do  allow  mixed  cargoes,  and  where 
there  Is  a  mixed  cargo,  It  is  written  on  the 
certificate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is  that 
wliat  is  understood  by  '  systematically  re- 
ducing '  the  wheat  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Yes.  mixing. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  have  not  the  Grain 
Act  here,  but  the  Manitoba  Grain  Act  con- 
tains that  clause.  It  properly  belongs  to  the 
Inspection  Act  It  has  reference  to  what 
are  called  '  sorting  elevators.'  In  fixing  the 
grade  we  fix  the  minimum.  The  grade  has 
to  be  up  to  that  standard  or  better,  conse- 
quently, they  average  in  the  public  elevator 
in  each  bin,  a  grade  that  Is  better  than  the 
minimum,  but  if  any  large  quantities  of 
grain  were  systematically  reduced  to  tlie 


minimum,  and  then  poured  into  the  public 
bin,  your  average  in  the  public  bins  would  ' 
be  reduced,  and  the  samples  which  were 
sent  out  would  he  somewhat  misleading. 
Now,  It  is  exacting  that  wheat  going  out  of 
a  sorting  elevator  must  be  equal  to  the  aver- 
age In  the  public  elevators,  not  the  mini- 
mum but  the  average,  and  the  inspector  in 
Inspecting  the  grain,  inspects  it  on  the  basis 
of  the  average  in  the  terminal  elevator,  so 
they  have  to  put  up  a  higher  quality  than 
the  minimum,  which  Is  fair  and  reasonabte, 
so  as  to  pr^rve  the  quality  of  the  grain 
In  the  public  elevator. 

Hon.  Mr.  FI5RGUS0N-When  you  say  it 
must  be  proved  that  it  is  systematically  re- 
duced, you  would  have  to  show  they  were 
doing  it  on  a  system.  How  could  you  show 
that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— They  do  it  on  a  system. 
Of  course  you  know  the  grain  Is  not  inspect- 
ed in  these  elevators. 

The  dause  wag  adopted. 
On  cause  68, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— How 
do  you  determine  *  reasonably  clean '  ? 
Would  not  that  be  subject  to  varying  inter- 
pretations by  different  Inspectors  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — ^I  suppose  so,  but  in- 
spectors, as  a  rule,  have  a  systraa. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— They 
have  samples. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Yes,  they  have  sam- 
ples and  testing  sieves.  They  can  sift  the 
grain  and  tell  what  dirt  there  is,  and  they 
will  preserve  a  uniform  standard. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Why  Is  goose 
wheat  retained  in  the  grades?  Is  it  a  wheat 
that  Is  grown  extensively  In  any  part  of 
the  Dominion  ?  We  grew  goose  wheat  In 
Prince  Edward  Island  many  years  ago,  but 
it  was  abandoned.  I  do  not  think  any  farmer 
grows  it  now.  From  what  I  know  of 
Manitoba,  I  think  there  is  no  such  wheat 
grow^n  there  for  commercial  purposes,  so  it 
must  be  grown  entirely  in  Ontario  and 
Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  see  by  my  copy, 
which  I  have  just  received,  that  It  Is  tran- 
slated into  French,  '  California  wheat' 
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Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— A  w^jeat  must  be 
very  dry  that  will  weigh  61  pouiiOs  to  the 
bushel.  I  suppose  the  explanation  of  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Stadncona  must  be 
a  correct  one,  that  It  corresponds  with  Cali- 
fornia wheat,  but  I  do  not  think  It  Is  grown 
extensively  In  any  part  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— There  Is  a  con- 
siderable quantity  of  it  grown  In  our  dis- 
trict. It  is  largely  nsed  for  feeding  pur- 
poses. It  is  chopped  as  a  i-ule  for  the  pur- 
pose of  feeding  cattle. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — Is  It  a  spring  or  fail 

wheat  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN~-lt  is  o  spring 
wheat 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— IB  It  a  wheat  that 
weighs  heavier  than  the  ordinary  spring 

wheat  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  is  generally 
considered  a  good  article  for  feeding  pur- 
poses. It  is  heavy,  coarse  wheat  Some 
grind  it  Into  flour  and  use  It  for  food. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  must  be  a  hard, 
dry  wheat  to  weigh  61  pounds  to  the  bushel. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— So  It  Is,  a  very 
hard  wheat  I  intimated  this  forenoon  that 
I  intended  to  move  un  amendment  to  the 
standard  for  oats,  but,  after  carefully  dis- 
cussing it  with  some  well-posted  gentle- 
men, I  thought  It  better  to  leave  the  mat- 
ter over  until  next  session,  and  then,  if 
uol)ody  else  does  It,  I  shnll  feel  it  my  duty 
to  introduce  an  amendment  to  the  standard 
for  Ontario  oats,  by  adding  another  grade, 
not  disturbing  the  present  grades  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— When  the  grades  | 
were  before  the  House,  an  hon.  gentleman  , 
who  is  not  now  witli  us,  and  myself  ana  i 
some  other  senators,  took  a  good  deal  of  [ 
pains  to  consider  this  question,  and  I  was  j 
Impressed  when  I  saw  these  grades,  that  | 
they  are  very  Inaccurate  from  a  local 
point  ot  view.   Thoy  were  not  the  weights 
we  thought  should  be  attached  to  the  dif- 
ferent grades  In  Prince  Edwnrd  Island,  but 
I  found  in  talking  the  matter  over  and  dis- 
cussing it,  that  the  grades  after  all  suited 
the  general  trade  of  the  country  fairly  well, 
and  the  general  quality  of  oats  that  goes 
on  the  principal  markets  of  the  Dominion 
and   exported   from   Canada,   that  these 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


grades  were  fair  as  applying  to  tue  genml 
bulk  of  our  products,  though  I  was  at  lirst 
surprised  to  find  the  grades  as  they  were. 
I  thought  they  should  be  higher  witli  re- 
gard to  oats,  yet  after  full  consideration, 
in  connection  with  other  gentlemen  vbo 
knew  a  great  deal  about  the  matter,  ve 
concluded  it  had  been  fairly  well  considerei 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN — I  am  sure  tli* 
committee  that  had  the  Bill  in  cuarge  did 
what  they  could  to  make  ft  acceptable  to 
the  whole  Dominion,  but  there  Is  one  sec- 
tion of  the  people  who  feel  that  they  haw 
a  grievance,  that  is  the  oatmeal  millers.  In 
my  district  there  is  one  of  the  largest  ei- 
porters  and  manufacturers  of  oatmeal  in 
the  country,  and  he  thluks  the  law  sliouU 
be  changed,  because  in  Its  present  shape  It 
militates  against  tbe  oatmeal  miller,  and  in 
favour  of  the  exporter  of  oats  in  balk. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL- 
Would  not  the  oatmeal  miller  require  tbe' 
heavier  grain  ?  ■ 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— In  grading  tlie 
first  grade  you  will  not  get  one  load  out  of 
25  or  30  that  will  grade  No.  1,  because  thoe 
is  a  little  barley  or  other  grain  mhced  with 
with  It  If  It  does  not  grade  that  it  Is  put 
down  to  32  pounds.  A  grade  of  32  pounds 
to  the  bushel  Is  not  a  kind  of  oats  that  tbe 
oatmeal  miller  wants  to  buy,  but  notwitli- 
standing  that  fact  it  suits  the  exporter, 
and  when  It  Is  graded  No.  2  white,  the  oat- 
meal miller  has  to  pay  the  price  for  It  or 
it  goes  into  the  handa  of  the  ezpwta- 
What  the  oatmeal  millers  want  Is  an  addi- 
tional grade,  whereby  they  will  t>e  able  to 
compete  in  the  market  for  the  kind  of  oats 
tbey  want  to  turn  Into  oatmeal. 

Hon.  Mr.  FLKGUSON— If  the  oats  is 
otherwise  good,  they  do  not  object  to  its 
being  mixed. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Yes. 
.  Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-That 
is  one  of  the  best  reasons  that  could  be 
given  why  this  Bill  should  not  be  rusheil 
through. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— You  could  not  mat* 
a  change  now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I«i> 
can  make  It  now  If  yon  like,  bnt  perim* 
it  would  not  be  advisable  to  do  it;  sn^ 
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why  ?  Because  the  Bill  lias  been  kept  away 
from  the  House  until  the  last  moment  of 
the  session.  It  is  a  pity.  Here  we  are  con- 
solidating a  law  affecting  the  grain  trade 
of  the  whole  Dominion.  A  senatw  has 
pointed  oat  that  It  does  not  meet  the  cir- 
cumstances of  a  certain  section  of  the  coun- 
try, and  we  are  promised  next  year  a  BUI 
to  amend  this  Act  We  are  making  a  con- 
soUdatfon  of  the  law  which  is  to  last  only 
five  or  six  months,  and  then  we  are  to  buve 
an  amendment  to  it  If  sufficient  time  had 
been  given,  and  the  point  raised  by  the  bon. 
gentleman  had  been  brought  before  the  com- 
mittee In  the  House  of  Commons,  or  If  wc 
had  had  safflctent  time  to  enable  us  to  make 
this  Bill  a  little  more  perfect  than  It  is.  and 
send  It  back  for  approval,  there  would  be 
DO  necessity  to  take  action  aghin  next  year. 
We  bare  been  tinkering  at  this  law  for 
the  last  thirty  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  matter  was 
considered  fully  In  the  other  House,  and 
suggestions  were  made,  but  the  millers  were 
so  anxious  that  the  Bill  In  its  present  shape 
should  pass,  ttaat  tbey  were  wiUlng  to  hare 
it  Af  it  la  rather  than  not  have  It  at  all,  be- 
cause tbey  were  anxious  tbat  this  condoUda- 
tion  should  take  place,  and  afterwards,  K' 
it  was  found  that  It  would  not  work  satis- 
factorily, they  thought  an  amendment  could 
be  made,  but  tbey  did  not  want  to  delay 
the  BUI  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  tbat 
out 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
does  not  meet  the  point  I  raised.  If  this 
had  been  brought  here  three  weeks  earlier, 
we  could  bave  given  It  more  attention. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  would  not  have  made 
any  difference.  It  was  all  threshed  out  and 
thoroughly  discussed  in  the  other  House, 
and  It  would  not  be  accepted. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Th* 
lion.  Secretary  of  State  says  supposlnpr  wo 
did  amend  the  Bill  the  majority  in  iihe  House 
of  Commons  would  not  accept  it.  If  they  did 
not  accept  It  now,  they  would  not  next 
year,  unless  good  reasons  were  given  for  It. 
If  we  bad  had  sufficient  time  to  consider 
this  BUI  and  make  the  addition  fo  which 
reference  has  been  made,  It  could  have  gone 
back,  and  if  they  rejected  It  I  do  not  sup- 
pose ttie  Senate  would  have  Insisted  on 
their  amendment.  I  am  only  pointing  that 
68 


out  as  one  of  the  reasons  to  justify  the 
remarks  I  made  at  the  beginning  of  the 
consideration  of  this  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK — We  have  gone  through 
this  Bill,  and  there  has  been  no  serious  ob- 
jection thiit  I  could  detect  until  we  camC- 
to  the  weight  of  oats,  and  I  presume  that 
the  objection  raised  by  the  lion,  senator 
from  Toronto  would  raise  the  standard  of 
oats  if  he  moved  an  amendment  to  It 

The  CHAIRMAN— No  ;  it  would  lower 

it 

Hon.  Mr.  BL.\.CK — I  would  contend,  and 
strongly  contend,  not  to  lower  the  standard 
of  oats,  for  I  hold  that  any  oats  that  is 
down  to  the  weight  of  28  pounds  is  scarcely 
fit  to  put  on  any  market,  and  if  I  were  to 
remodel  that  grade  for  oats  nt  all.  I  would 
commence  with  No.  1  at  86  pounds  and  ran 
down  to  30  pounds,  and  If  I  was  on  a  com- 
mittee where  we  had  free  scope  to  express 
ourselves,  I  would  contend  earnestly  that 
no  oats  should  be  called  marketable 
oats  that  weighed  less  than  30  pounds, 
and  tbat  they  should  grade  as  bigb  as  36, 
although  I  wUI  admit  tbat  the  ataodard  for 
oats  throughout  t^e  country  has  been  so 
long  34  pounds  that  it  would  not  be  wise 
to  Interfere  with  It.  Surely  oats  weighing 
less  than  30  pounds  Is  not  fit  to  mill.  So  if 
we  want  to  amend  this  law  we  snrely  bave 
the  time  to  do  all  we  conid  do,  If  we  had  a 
month  to  devote  to  this  particular  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  have  passed 
in  4he  course  of  about  two  bonra.  78  sections 
of  this  Bill,  and  we  have  not  changed  a 
single  letter  or  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— So  much  the 
better  for  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Either  this  Bill 
must  be  the  work  of  beaven-bom  genius 
somewhere  else,  or  we  are  the  most  acquies- 
cent pea{>le  that  ever  sat  around  a  legislatlTe 
board. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Both. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  admit 
either  one  or  the  other.  I  daresay  it  Is  a 
well-prepared  Bill,  but  I  think  with  sncb  a 
body  of  men  as  sit  around  this  boai'd,  If  they 
were  given  a  fair  opportunity,  they  could 
make  -some  improvement  In  tbe  Bill,  and 
the  longer  It  Is  fairly  considered  the  more 
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plainly  these  ameDdments  and  Improre- 
meiits  would  suggest  tbemselves.  But  we 
are  going  through  It  In  a  thoroughly  perfunc- 
tory manner,  without  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering its  details,  and  my  bon.  friend  the 
Secretary  of  State,  who  is  generally  so  good- 
natured,  begins  to  get  his  bristles  up,  if  we 
talk  of  an  amendment  at  all.  We  really  be- 
gin to  be  alarmed  that  be  will  get  ugly 
on  us,  If  we  suggest  a  change  In  the  Bill.  In 
fact,  that  is  the  way  with  all  the  government 
Bills,  and  that  is  the  way  we  are  to  be  treat- 
ed not  only  with  this  Bill  but  with  all  the 
Bills  that  we  have  to  consider  In  the  next 
four  days.  We  need  not  lay  the  flattering 
unction  to  oar  souls  that  we  are  l^lslatlng 
at  all,  we  are  receiving  perfunctory  expla- 
nations and  dealing  with  them  in  a  perfunc- 
tory manner. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  Bill  before  us  Is 
a  compliment  to  the  members  around  this 
board  who  have  worked  on  Its  details  for 
days  at  a  time  in  years  gone  by. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  could  have 
made  a  score  of  amendments  to  It.  if  we  had 
had  time. 

At  six  o'clock  the  Speaker  took  tbe  chair. 

After  Seoess. 

The  Committee  was  resumed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Why 
Is  no  weight  given  for  No.  1  barley  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG—Because  If  It  possesses 
all  the  other  qualities  mentioned  bere,  it 
will  have  tbe  weight  at  least  of  tbe  n^xt 
grade. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Sup- 
pose  you  went  into  a  court  with  a  question 
of  that  kind,  and  you  .bad  barley  that  would 
meet  tbe  requirements  for  No  1 — '  plump, 
bright,  sound,  clean  and  free  from  other 
grain,'  but  which  weighed  less  than  48  lbs. 
to  the  bushel  ;  does  tbe  bon.  gentleman 
think  that  a  court  would  not  declare  that  a 
bushel  of  grain  as  within  the  meaning  of 
that  clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TOUNG— It  must  weigh  better 
than  4S  pounds,  if  It  Is  '  plump,  bright, 
sound,  clean,  and  free  from  other  grain. 
Therefore,  if  tbe  inspector  found  a  sample 
of  grain  that  did  not  we^h  over  48  pounds 
to  the  bushel,  he  would  not  necessarily  grade 
it  as  numl>er  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEiRGUSON. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-M 
suppose  it  contained  all  those  qualities,  but 
did  not  weight  48  pounds  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN— I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  Irrespective  of  weight  it  would  be  gn<^ 
ed  No.  1. 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMULLBN— No.  1  barley  u 
bere  set  out  is  Intended  for  brewing  pnr 
poses,  and  will  bring  a  higher  price  tbu 
No.  2,  even  if  it  weighs  less  than  48  poaadi. 
After  all,  it  is  the  colour  and  brightness  tliat 
secures  the  better  price.  No.  2  barley  is 
used  more  for  feeding  purposes. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE,  from  tbe  commlttM. 
reported  the  BUI  without  amendment 

GENERAL  INSPECTION  ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  tbe  2nd  readhig 
of  Bill  (124)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Genoal 
Inspection  Act 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Under  a  suspension  of  the  rule,  Uie  Home 
resolved  Itself  into  a  Committee  of  tbe  W&ole 
on  the  Bill. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
On  clause  121, 

;21.  Dpon  or  attached  to  evenr  hall  of  binder 
twine  sold  or  offered  for  sale  In  Canada  (hen 
shall  be  a  label  with  tbe  name  of  the  dealer  ud 
tbe  number  of  feet  of  twine  per  pound  in  tbe 
ball  marked  or  stamped  thereon  :  Except  that 
binder  twine  manufactured  in  Canada  for  ex- 
port need  not  be  labelled  with  the  name  of  the 
dealer,  but  there  shall  be  attached  lo  ereir 
ball  so  manufactured  a  label  with  tbe  number 
of  feet  of  twine  per  pound  in  the  ball  marked 
or  stamped  thereon  In  the  same  manner  u 
when  for  sale  in  Canada  ;  and  the  onus  ot  proof 
that  each  twine  was  manufactured  for  export 
shall  rest  upon  tbe  manufacturer,  denier,  car- 
rier, or  other  person  in  whose  possesslen  tbe 
twine  is  found. 

Hon.  SU-  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbe 
ijuestlon  Is  whether  this  clause  would  not 
lead  to  some  difficulty.  Tbe  name  shall 
held  to  mean  the  person  or  firm  manufactor 
lug  or  Importing.  If  any  i>erson  goes  to  the 
United  States  and  buys  a  lot  of  twine,  he 
would  be  tbe  importer,  not  the  manofse- 
turer.  and  he  would  be  responsible  ooder 
thia  for  every  ball  of  twine  that  be  pv- 
(diaaed.  He  would  either  ^ave  to  take  n 
Indemnity  from  tbe  person  from  whom  IK 
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purchased  that  twine,  that  ench  ball  ot  twine 
and  each  pound,  contained  so  many  feet, 
or  what  position  would  he  be  In  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  consumer  pur- 
chases from  the  dealer,  and  yon  cannot  pro- 
tect the  dealer.  He  must  satisfy  himself 
there  Is  the  quantity  in  it  when  be  buys 
It 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-TIuit 
is  not  the  point  at  all.  Suppose  the  lion, 
gentleman  went  to  the  United  States,  and 
bought  a  hundred  tons  of  this  twhie,  he 
would  be  responsible  when  he  brought  it  into 
tills  country,  as  to  the  number  of  feet  wbicli 
it  contained. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Unless 
you  took  the  word  of  the  manufacturer  in 
the  United  States— and  there  is  where  the 
frauds  liave  been— you  would  have  to  take 
an  Indemnity  from  the  manufacturer  from 
whom  you  purchased  in  order  to  protect 
yourself  if  you  sold  in  this  country.  It  is 
a  very  good  protective  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  the  only  plan  yon 
could  possibly  adopt. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
should  tike  to  know  bow  you  could  carry 
It  out  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  dealer  has  to  be 

careful  with  whom  he  deals. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— There  was  a  law  last 
year  which  may  not  have  been  as  clear  as 
that,  and  perhaps  that  Is  the  reason  why 
they  amended  It,  dealing  with  binder  twine 

in  the  same  way,  and  It  was  found  that  u 
great  deal  of  twine  had  been  sold  in  Can- 
ada, represented  to  be  so  many  feet  iier 
pound,  but  when  they  came  to  examine  it. 
It  was  very  far  short.  There  was  a  lot  of 
twine  seized  under  the  law  of  last  year, 
and  It  bad  a  good  effect,  and  we  hope  next 
year  there  will  be  no  such  cases. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— How 
would  you  protect  tlie  importer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-He  has  to  protect  him- 
self. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Is  it 

at  all  practicable  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 
68i 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  It 
prevents  the  Importation  of  binder  twine, 
and  puts  the  whole  manufacture  into  tbe 
hands  of  Canadian  manufacturers,  I  have 
no  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-He  can  take  security 
from  the  manufacturers.  That  Is  tbe  only 
way. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  section  122, 

122.  Every  dealer  who  sells,  offers  for'^ale,  or 
has  1q  his  possesBlOD  tor  sale  In  Canada,  any  ball 
of  binder  twine  not  labelled  with  the  name  of  the 
dealer  as  required  by  tbe  next  preceding  fiction 
shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  of  not  leas  than 
twenty-five  cents  and  not  more  than  one  dol- 
lar for  each  such  ball. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  should  like  to 
know  If  there  Is  any  provision  for  those 
that  have  twine  in  their  possession  at  the 
present  time.  Some  of  those  have  all  tbe 
twine  they  require  for  harvest,  already  lu 
their  possession  before  the  Bill  passes  ? 

I  notice  tbe  third  clause  reads  : 

Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  as 
affecting  any  dealer  with  respect  to  stocks  of 
twine  actually  ia  his  possession  on  tbe  16th 
day  of  May.  1902. 

That  Is  two  years  ago.  Well,  there  Is  a 
great  deal  of  this  twine  in  the  bauds  of 
dealers  that  has  been  bought  since  that. 
What  is  to  come  of  those  that  have  in-  their 
possession  such  twine  to-day  ?  BvAry  re- 
tailer lu  the  counU'y  baa  bought  twine  for 
this  harvest,  and  he  has  bought  It  not  ex- 
pecting this  Bill  will  come  into  force.  What 
will  be  his  position  when  this  measure 
passes  ?  He  is  liable  to  be  fined  25  cents  a 
ball  for  all  he  has  in  bis  possession.  Is  be 
supposed  to  unravel  all  the  twine  be  has  In 
his  possession  and  mark  it  ? 

'  Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— He  Is  not  to  unravel  it 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Such  twine  is  ex- 
cluded from  the  application  of  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— By  which  section? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  section  tbe  hou. 

gentletuau  has  read. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— That  is  only  up  to 
May,  1002.  The  twine  must  be  In  their 
possession  on  or  before  that  date. 

Hon.  Mr.  McHUGH—I  think  the  law  lu 
reference  to  the  marking  of  twine  was  the 
same  as  that  which  came  into  force  in  1002. 
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It  Is  to  protect  any  cue  who  had  twine  in 
stock  before  the  law  came  into  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEK— I  should  like  to 
know  whether  people  who  have  short  twloe 
in  their  possession  at  the  time  of  the  pass- 
ing of  this  law  will  be  forbidden  to  sell  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  16th  May,  1902, 
is  the,  date  on  which  the  prerions  Act  was 
sanctioned,  and  that  Act  contains  a  pro- 
vision similar  to  this.  It  contains  amon^ 
others  the  following  provision  ; 

Upon  or  attached  to  every  ball  of  binder 
twine  offered  for  sale  there  aball  be  a  stamp 
with  tbe  name  of'  the  Importer,  Ac. 

And  then  the  penalty  clause :  The  law 
here  Is  more  exacting  than  tbe  Act  of  1902, 
but  In  substance  it  Is  to  ttie  same  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— The  same  principle 

applies. 

Hon  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— This 
clause  will  take  effect  the  moment  It  Is 
sanctioned  by  the  Governor,  will  it  not  ? 
la  there  anything  In  this  Act  to  protect  the 
holders  of  hinder  twine,  as  indicated  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Wellington  ?  If  "o, 
I  fall  to  see  It.  because  If  there  is  binder 
twine  on  hand,  purchased  prior  to  the  paa- 
age  of  this  Act,  and  it  does  not  come  up  to 
the  standard  of  binder  twine  provided  under 
this  Act,  will  they  not  be  liable  If  they  sell 
It? 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUXG— This  Is  simply  supec- 
sedlng  the  Act  of  1902,  and  the  Act  of  lau2 
made  it  illegal  for  a  party  to  have  binder 
twine  In  their  possession  that  did  not  have 
this  marliing  upon  each  ball. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL^^*  uat 
time  will  this  amendment  come  Into  force 
when  It  is  added  to  the  law  that  Is  upoji 
the  statute-book  ?  It  will  be  when  It  is 
sanctioned  by  the  Governor  General.  This 
is  entirely  to  protect  the  farmer,  which  Is 
right  enough,  but  the  Innocent  purchasci' 
prior  to  the  passage  of  this  Act  should  be 
protected. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — He  cannot  be  Inno- 
cent. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
Is  a  queer  doctrine  to  lay  down. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  object  of  this 
Bill  is  to  Introduce  tbe  exception  which  Is 
to  be  found  In  section  121,  commencing  with 
Hon.  Mr.  UcHUGH. 


the  word  '  except '  in  the  fourth  line.  The 
(Irst  portion  of  that  section  is  word  for 
word  as  it  was  In  the  Act  of  1902.  That 
Is  one  object,  and  the  only  other  object  is 
to  make  ttie  Act  more  workable,  to  better 
reach  the  fulfilment  of  the  conditions  wliicb 
had  been  enacted  in  the  previous  Act ;  m 
clause  3,  to  my  mind,  is  fatly  snffldent  to 
protect  all  acquired  rights. 

Hon.  Sir  MACxvENZIE  BOWELL-If 
the  hon.  gentleman  thinks  so,  all  right 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  subclause  3  of  section  122, 

3.  All  balls  of  binder  twine  not  properlj  tni 
correctly  labelled  in  accordance  with  tbe  pn- 
visions  of  the  next  preceding  section  shall  bt 
coufiscated  to  tbe  Crown,  and  may  I>«  tel»l 

upon  view  by  the  inspector  of  binder  twine. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-ls 
there  more  than  one  Inspector  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  SCOTT— I  think  not. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Ur. 
Haycock  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCoTT- I  think  that  to  thf 
name. 

The  subclause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  S, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  they  bought  before 
the  penalties  were  Imposed  tb^  would,  of 

course,  not  be  liable. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Thls 
protects  every  person  having  a  stock  at 
twine  on  hand  on  tbe  13tb  Hay,  1902.  Tlut 
Is  long  enough. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes, 

Hon.  Mr.  McKAY  (Aluia),  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  tlm^ 
and  passed. 

rOST  OFFICE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 
SECOND  AND  THIRD  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
of  Bill  (153)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Post 
omce  Act  He  said:  Tbis  Is  a  Bill  making 
certain  domestic  arrangements  In  tbe  PMt 
OfHce  Department.  There  are  a  lot  of  <»■ 
lated  cases.  The  most  Important  thing  H 
the  appointment  of  two  chief  superhiteD- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


AUGUST  6.  1904 


1077 


dents,  one  for  Montreal  and  one  for  To- 
ronto. Post  offices  liaviiig  receipts  of  hnlf 
a  mUJlon  donare  are  to  be  snperrised  by  a 
cblef  superlntendeDt  There  is  also  a  clause 
relnting  to  transportation,  wblcb  reads  as 
follows  : 

10.  In  places  enjorlng  the  free  letter  carrier 
deliverf  system  the  Postmaster  General,  Id  lieu 
of  paying  street  railway  companies  for  the 
transportation  of  letter  carriers,  may  pay  to  any 
carrier,  to  defray  his  coat  of  transportation, 
a  bulk  sum  not  exceeding  fifty  dollars  a  year, 
but  this  provision  shall  not  apply  to  places 
where  carriers  are  entitled  to  tree  street 
railway  transportation. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  tOi  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  Into  C!o^ImI^ 
tee  of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Sectlon  12  of  the  Act 
authorizes  the  appointment  of  a  chief  In- 
spector, and  this  Bill  supersedes  that.  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Act  refers  to  the  duties  of 
those  officials.  It  defines  the  powers  of 
the  chief  insiiector  in  the  post  office,  and 
hon.  gentlemen  will  see  that  changes  are 
made  In  section  16. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Is  that 

covered  by  clause  2  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  Instead  of  being 
the  chief  inspector,  he  is  called  here  the 
chief  post  office  superintendent 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  was 
going  to  ask  the  hon.  gentleman  the  reason 
for  making  this  change.  You  substitute 
the  words  in  clause  15  of  the  present  Post 
Office  Act,  'Chief  Post  Office  Superintend- 
ent '  for  '  Chief  Inspector '  in  each  case 
where  it  applies.  Are  there  anjr  addition- 
al dutien  given  to  the  iiost  oftitTe  super- 
intendent that  are  not  now  enjoyed  by  the 
chief  inspector,  or  is  it  understood  that  in 
repealing  the  clause  which  gives  the  autho- 
rity to  Hiipoint  tile  chief  liisin'ctor  and  sub- 
situte  the  chief  post  oilice  superintend- 
ent, the  autltority  of  the  latter  officer  in 
and  over  the  management  of  a  post  office 
where  the  revenue  is  up  to  and  over  $500,- 
000,  repeals  the  appointment  of  a  chief  In- 
spector whose  duties  In  the  past  iinve  been 
to  go  tiirough  the  whole  of  a  province  on 
Inspecting  tours,  to  the  different  post  offices, 
while  the  inspector  who  Is  under  hhu  hits 
districts  allotted  to  him,  beyond  which  Iit> 


never  goes,  unless  specially  authorised  by 
tb&  minister  to  do  so  ?  What  object  1b 
there  in  making  this  change.  My  hon. 
friend  told  us  the  other  night  when  be  lu- 

trmluceil  the  BUI,  that  this  chief  post  ottice 
su])erintendent  not  only  was  to  supervUe 
the  management  of  a  post  office  where  the 
amonnt  to  which  I  have  referred  is  col- 
lected, but  that  he  had  a  ■  superior  position 
to  that  of  the  postmaster  himself,  though 
his  salary  Is  but  13,000,  while  the  salary  of 
the  postmasters  In  large  cities  collectInK  over 
¥500,000  is  $4,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  bad  no  authority  for 
making  tne  latter  statement.  I  assumed 
that  a  man  appointed  with  all  that  array  of 
names  must  occupy  some  very  high  posi- 
tion. I  may  be  mistaken.  I  do  not  under- 
stand the  ramifications  of  the  Post  Office 
Department  with  the  various  classifications 
they  have  with  reference  to  the  clerks  and 
their  dutjps.  They  are  eternally  changli^ 
them,  and  It  Is  hard  to  keep  up  with  them. 
It  does  not  repeal  section  15.  Section  1 
repeals  the  clauses  of  which  I  have  read 
a  part. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  want  an  ex- 
planation of  clause  1.  I  have  not  been 
able  to  ascertain  what  clause  of  this  Bill 
provides  for  the  appointment  of  this  new 
officer. 

The  CHAIRMAN— SecHon  2.  That  is 
the  reason  why  the  two  sections  are  being 

discussed  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  second  sec- 
tion is  ameudlng  section  15  of  the  Revised 

Statutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes.  Section  12  of 
the  Post  Office  Act,  cnp.  35  of  the  Re- 
vised Statutes,  Is  repealed,  and  In  section 
15,  instead  of  any  chief  inspector,  we  have 
the  words  '  any  chief  post  office  superin- 
tendent,' and  every  post  office  Inspector 
and  assistant  post  office  inspectou  m;i.v.  ^ 
for  the  purposes  of  any  Inquiry  or  Investi- 
gation apply  to  any  Judge  of  the  Exchequer 
Court  of  Canada,  &c.  That  Is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  Inquiry  or  investigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  point  is  this. 

We  are  repealing  this  section  12,  which 
gives  the  Governor  General  in  Council 
power  to  ai'p<)int  i-liief  inspectors  and  s» 

on.      What  clause  of  this  Bill  provides 
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(or  the  ai>i)olutiuent  of  this  cbief  superla- 
tendent  tbat  we  are  talking  about? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  Is  not  provided  for 
in  this  BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Section  15  does 
not  provide  for  It. 

Hoii.  Mr.  POWER— The  cliief  insi)«;tor 
has  already  been  provided  (or  In  previous 
legislation.  I  do  not  tbink  my  taon.  friend 
tbe  Secretary  of  State  is  perhaps  treated 
altogether  as  he  ought  to  be  by  bis  col- 
leagues. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Things  are  pitched  into 
my  hands. 

Hon.  Ur.  POWER— He  cannot  be  expected 

to  know  tbe  details  of  all  these  Bills  tbat 

come  up  at  tbe  end  o(  tbe  session.   I  wish 

to  direct  tbe  attention  o(  the  committee  to 

cap.  28  of  tbe  Acts  of  1902.     Section  9  says: 

9.  A  cbfet  post  office  superlDteodent  may  be 
appointed  at  a  salary  not  exceeding  |3,000  a 
year,  or  whose  duty  It  shall  be  from  time  to 
time  to  Inspect  the  city  post  office  and  such 
other  post  office  as  the  Postmaster  General  from 
time  to  time  Indicates,  to  examine  into  their 
management  and  efficiency  and  to  advise  and 
instruct  the  various  staff  with  a  view  to  pro- 
moting the  efficiency  of  tbe  service. 

And  the  next  section  reads : 

No  person  shall  be  eligible  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  chief  post  office  superintendent  unless 
he  has  been  a  clerk  or  person  of  higher  rank  in 
the  city  poet  office  for  at  least  ten  years.  His 
appointment  as  such  superintendent  shall  not, 
unless  and  until  so  determined  by  the  Governor 
in  Council,  have  the  effect  of  relieving  bim 
from  tbe  position  held  by  him  In  the  service  at 
tbe  time  of  bis  appointment,  provided  tbat  his 
total  salary  shall  not  exceed  three  thousand 
dollars  a  year. 

Now,  in  1903,  there  wiis  another  Act  pass- 
ed. I  take  It  tbat  when  tbe  superintendent 
was  appointed  It  was  felt  there  was  no 
necessity  for  a  chief  post  office  Inspector, 
provided  for  In  section  12  of  tbe  chapter  of 
the  Revised  .^''tatutes  and  conseqneiitly  tbe 
euperintfiuleiit  taking  over  the  duties  of 
tbose  iusiiectors,  tlie  seel  ion  proviiliu};  for 
the  Inspectors  bus  bewi  repenled. 

Hon,  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  understand  from 
what  the  hon.  Speaker  has   pointed  out— 

and  I  have  the  section  that  lie  refers  to 
l»efore  me  now— tliat,  in  liU'l'.  mitliority  wns 
given  by  tbe  parliament  for  tlie  appointment 
o(  a  chief  post  office  superintendent,  and  it 
appears  then  that  section  12  of  the  Revised 
Statutes  was  still  left  in  operation,  still 
continuing  tbe  appointment  of  these  post 
Hon.  Mr.  FBROUSON. 


omce  inspectors.  May  I  ask  if  this  chief 
post  office  superintendent  was  appobited 
under  tbe  Act  of  1902  ?  Was  an  app(diit- 
ment  made  then  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  think  not  be- 
cause there  Is  an  item  this  year  in  the  ertt- 
mates  for  two  sup^lntendents.  They  wen 
never  appointed. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-In  other  worts, 
that  power  was  never  exercised.  The  ap> 
polntment  was  not  made  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-And  the  old  sec- 
tion 12  of  tbe  Revised  Statutes  was  allowed 
to  remain  in  force,  and  the  old  mode  of  ht- 
spection  was  changed  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX-Now  it  Is  pro- 
posed to  abolish  the  office  of  inspector  aod 
cble(  Inspector  that  we  have  bad,  as  pro- 
vided in  section  12  o(  tbe  Revised  Statutes, 
and  to  put  into  operation  the  clause  of  the 
Act  of  1902,  empowering  tbe  Postmaster 
General  or  Governor  in  GonncU  to  appobit 
a  chief  superintendent.  Tbat  gives  rise  to 
this  thought :  what  position  will  these  offi- 
cers be  In  whose  offices  are  now  beii^  abol- 
ished ?  Will  they  lose  their  offices  alto- 
gether ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no.  I  do  not  tbiok 
there  are  any. 

Hon.  Mr.  .FERGUSON— What  Is  tbeir 
position  ?  If  the  offices  that  they  bold  are 
being  abolished,  as  section  12  would  abolish 
them,  where  are  they  to  be  ?  Is  there  pro- 
vilson  for  them  in  some  other  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  could  not  tell  you. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  will  probably 
be  appointed  superintendents. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know  there  have  been 

no  superintendents  named.  I  understood 
some  time  ago  the  Postmaster  General  was 
going  to  name  two  new  superintendents. 
I  do  not  say  that  they  are  new,  but  to  give 
new  titles  to  two  officials. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Certainly  it  maj 
be  all  right,  but  I  think  it  Is  due  to  the 
House  that  we  sbou/d  know  precisely  how 
the  repeal  of  clause  12  Is  going  to  affect  oM 
and  valuable  public  servants. 
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Hod.  Mr.  SCXXTT— The  bon.  gentleman 
may  be  quite  sore  

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— We  cannot  be 
sure.  If  the  offices  that  men  hold  are  swept 
away,  and  the  Act  puts  these  offices  out  ot 
existence,  we  want  to  know  whether  men 
who  have  been  a  long  time  In  the  service 
are  going  to  be  dropped  out  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Without  knowing  a 
word  about  it;  I  can  assure  my  hon.  friend 
it  is  not  the  fact  It  has  been  discussed 
for  months  past.  I  know  that  there  are 
gentlemen  applying  for  the  ptosltlon,  because 
one  of  them  came  to  me. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  know 
who  the  gentlemen  are. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Nor  do  I. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— The  Act  snyB  that 
the  government  may  appoint  a  chief  Inspec- 
tor, with  authority,  &c.  That  provision  was 
allowed  to  remain  In  the  law,  while  the 
government  In  1902,  took  to  Itself  power  to 
appoint  another  officer  who  should  be  called 
'chief  post  (riOce  superintendent.'  It  the 
Intention  Is  that  the  chief  inspector,  If  there 
is  only  one— I  do  not  know  anything  about 
the  persons  who  are  holding  the  offices,  I 
have  no  interest  in  them— If  It  Is  the  inten- 
tion that  the  person  who  is  holding  the  office 
should  receive  the  new  appointment,  we 
could  understand  it  If,  on  the  otber  hand, 
It  Is  fcoing  to  put  the  government  In  a  posi- 
tion to  call  In  a  man  from  outside  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — He  must  be  ten  years 
In  the  department. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANURY— He  -nay  be  a  new 
man. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— He  may  be  a  new 
man.  I  have  not  had  time  to  study  the 
Act  since  the  Speaker  caJ'ecl  my  attention 
to  the  Act  of  1902,  to  see  what  It  provides. 
The  hon.  Secretary  of  State  says  that  a 
man  must  be  ten  years  in  the  service.  That 
wonid  make  It  decidedly  better,  still  not 
safe,  because  there  are  a  great  many  men 
ten  years  In  the  service,  and  some  one  of 
these  might  be  appointed,  while  the  man 
who  has  been  chief  inspector  and  a  most 
deserving  man  might  be  superannuated  and 
left  out 

Hon.  Mr.  DA  NDU  RAND— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  really  think  that  if  some  one 


was  hurt  by  this  Bill  we  would  not  bare 
heard  a  complaint  or  a  howl  ? 

Hon.  \r.  LANDRY— We  do  not  know. 

The  Bill  comes  to  us  to-dny. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— But  It  has 
passed  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  take  one  stage 
of  the  Bill  and  make  some  Inquiries.  I  ob- 
serve there  Is  no  cbief  inspector  men- 
tioned in  tbe  Post  Office  Guide.  They  are 
called  post  office  inspectors  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  sure,  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  himself  com- 
plain, we  have  no  right  to  make  any  com- 
plaint on  his  behalf,  but  this  Is  an  illus- 
tration of  how  my  hon.  friend  Is  treated  by 
his  colleagues.  Should  not  the  Postmaster 
General  have  given  my  hon.  friend  a  brief 
to  explain  the  matter  to  this  House  ?  Tbe 
bon.  leader  of  the  Senate  comes  to  this 
House  depending  on  the  post  office  direc- 
tory. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  have  made  a 
suggestion  privately,  which  I  should  re- 
pent publicly.  We  eee  in  the  Commons  that 
evei-y  time  something  pertaining  to  tbe  de- 
partment arises  tbe  deputy  minister  appears 
in  the  chamber  to  give  bis  minister  informa- 
tion. This  Is  general  legislation  that  has 
been  Initiated  in  the  otber  House,  which  tbe 
minister  of  tbe  department  Is  more  cognl- 
znnt  of  than  tbe  minister  In  this  chamber, 
iind  yet  he  needs  the  assistance  of  bis  de- 
puty by  his  side  all  the  time.  If  the  deputy 
minister  Is  required  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  remain  by  his  minister  who  initl- 
ntes  a  Bill,  a  fortiori,  should  we  not  have 
every  time,  when  a  Bill  affects  a  depart- 
ment the  deputy  minister  of  that  depart- 
ment to  assist  the  minister  here  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  not  sur- 
prised at  my  hon.  friend  not  having  informa- 
tion. It  would  be  surprising  of  he  should 
have  it.  But  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  de  Lorlmier  Is  to  the  point 
Why  Is  tiiere  not  somebody  here  to  give  the 
information  when  we  require  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— We  may  be  disposed 
to  suggest  amendments,  which  If  the  proper 
officer  was  faece  to  make  exi)lanations  might 
not  be  persisted  In. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
complaint  matle  by  the  taon.  gentleman  Is 
one  I  have  spoken  of  many  times.  In  the 
Commons  the  deputy  is  ^ttlng  alongside  the 

Speaker,  aiid  furnishes  the  information  re- 
quired. I  never  Introduced  a  government 
Bill  in  this  House  that  I  had  not  the  gov- 
ernment official  sitting  by  the  table  there, 
so  that  when  questions  were  asked  I  would 
go  to  him,  and  if  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
would  follow  the  same  course  It  would  s&re 
trouble. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Post  Office  De- 
pnrtment  Is  a  department  I  am  not  familiar 
with.  We  can  let  the  measure  stand  till 
another  stage. 

On  clause  5, 

S.  Whenever  a  year's  reveDue  of  a  post 
ofllce  reaches  Ave  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
the  Governor  In  Council  may  by  promotion 
appoint  to  that  post  office,  at  a  salary  of  one 
tbouaand  eight  hundred  dollars  a  year,  a  per- 
son to  be  deslgDftted  a  superintendent,  whose 
duty  shall  be  such  as  is  from  time  to  time  de- 
termined by  the  Postmaster  Oeneral;  and  no 
person  shall  be  eligible  for  such  promotion 
unless  he  has  been  a  clerk  In  a  city  post  office 
for  at  least  Ave  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— This  Is  a  provision 
which  seems  to  require  explanation.  I 
know  that  attention  was  called  to  It  by 
the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  when  the 
Bill  was  at  au  earlier  stage.  Suppose  you 
have  a  con^etent  postmaster  in  charge  of  a 
city  post  office.  This  applies  really  only 
to  Toronto  and  Montreal.  Here  you  have 
the  postmaster  at  Montreal  and  tbe  post- 
master at  Toronto  receiving  salaries  of 
$4,000,  and  you  put  In  an  ?1,800  officer,  ap- 
parently to  superintend  those  postmasters. 
If  be  Is  not  to  be  superior  to  the  postmaster, 
why  should  he  be  called  superintendent  ? 
That  Is  a  matter  calling  for  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  post  office  busi- 
ness in  Montreal  and  Toronto  has  increased 
so  enormously  that  they  are  establishing 
sub-offlces  and  introducing  the  tube  system, 
which  exists  in  New  Tork  and  London.  The 
proposal  in  Toronto  was  to  establish  an 
office  at  the  Union  station,  and  then  tbe  let- 
ters which  had  been  sorted  fo7  the  different 
sub-post  offices  In  the  city  of  Toronto  would 
be  sent  in  these  tubes  IlUe  a  shot  to  the 
particular  branch  that  they  were  intended 
for,  and  tbe  same  in  the  city  of  Montreal. 
The  Postmaster  General  can  scarcely  be 
charged  with  extravagance.  I  am  always 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE. 


glad  to  see  a  respectable  sum  paid  in  ^ 
Post  Office  Department,  because  If  there  has 
been  any  weakness  in  tbe  government,  I 
think  It  is  in  tbe  matter  of  the  poor  pi; 

that  the  post  office  clerks  receive,  and  I  am 
glad  to  see  a  man  get  a  good  living  In  tlK 
Post  Office  Department 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbe 
only  reason  that  I  can  see  for  this  Is  tbit 
instead  of  appointing  inspectors  under  tbe 
fifth  clause,  you  appoint  superintendents. 
Under  the  first  clause  you  substitute  tbe 
words  'chief  post  office  superintendent' 
exclusively. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Those  two  appoint- 
ments have  no  connection. 

Hon.  Sir  MAjCKENZIE  fiO  WELL-I 
understand  that.  There  is  a  chief  imi 
office  superintendent  now.  and  he  has"  Itwn 
appointed,  Mr.  George  Ross.  The  date  of 
his  appointment  was  1st  July,  1902.  If 
tbey  have  the  power  to  appoint  under  this 
a  chief  post  office  superintendent,  the  otB<T 
has  been  already  filled;  and  In  tbe  fiftb 
clause,  as  I  have  already  pointed  out;  tbe 
chief  post  office  superintendent  Is  to  take 
the  place  of  the  chief  inspector,  and  the 
5th  clause  then  gives  the  power  to  appoint 
a  superintendent  at  $1,800,  and  If  the  hi- 
formatlon  the  bon.  gentleman  gave  tbe  otber 
night  be  correct,  as  pointed  out  by  tbe 
Speaker,  he  would  dominate  the  postmaster 
who  receives  a  salary  of  94,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  may  be  entirely 
wrong  In  that. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Per- 
haps we  had  better  report  the  Bill  ani 
get  the  information  at  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  want  to  point 
out  in  this  connection  that  it  appears,  In 
'  1902,  parliament  gave  power  to  the  govern- 
I  ment  to  appoint  a  chief  jvost  office  super- 
;  intendent  Instead  of  a  <'hlef  inspector,  ami 
I  still  the  duties  of  that  officer  were  not  clea^ 
I  ly  or  fully  defined.  For  instance,  with  re- 
I  gnrd  to  these  proceedings  that  were  to  be 
taken  under  section  15.  it  was  still  necet- 
I  sary  they  should  be  taken  by  tbe  chief  in- 
'  spector.  Also  that  the  chief  superiutend- 
'  ent  who  was  appointed  a  couple  of  yW 
!  ixixo  would  not  really  be  able  during  that 
I  I>erlod  to  perform  bis  functions,  because  it 
I  was  only  the  chief  Inspector  who  could. 
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Hon.  Mr.  FOWE/R— I  know  Mr.  Boss  tias 
been  down  to  Halifax. 

Hon.  Mr.  PEBGL'SOX— What  I  want  to 
point  out  Is  how  lame  the.  law  has  been 
left  for  a  period  of  two  years,  Inasmuch  as 
taking  section  13,  which  la  still  the  law. 
It  was  only  a  chief  inspector  that  could  be 
sent  to  make  the  inquiry.  Although  we 
created  the  office  of  chief  superintendent,  we 
did  not  give  that  official  power  to  do  this, 
and  the  department  has  been  left  crippled 
in  that  way  during  that  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  crippling 
about  It   He  performed  the  duties. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  so  he  did  It  Ille- 
gally. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Admitting  that,  who 
Is  going  to  Inquire  about  It  ¥ 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  see  why  the 
hon.  geutlcDian  from  Marshfleld  should  feet 
so  strongly  about  this.  If  he  would  turn 
to  section  9  of  the  Act  of  1002  he  would  find 
that  It  provides  what  the  duties  of  the  offi- 
cial should  be.  Mr.  Ross  came  to  Halifax  last 
fall  and  they  were  Introducing  n  new  system 
of  collecting  mails,  using  carts  and  also 
these  large  boxes  for  holding  newspapers, 
so  that  the  people  do  not  have  to  carry 
newspapers  to  the  post  office.  He  spent 
some  time  there  Instructing  the  atatt  in  the 
way  things  should  be  done.  My  hon.  friend 
need  not  worry ;  he  has  had  plenty  to  do 
and  power  to  do  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX-He  has  been 
drawing  his  salary  all  right.  But  If  be 
found  a  serious  defalcation  had  oc- 
curred In  one  of  the  offices  and  it 
was  necessary  to  institute  an  Inquiry 
and  make  application  to  a  court  and 
he  would  turn  to  the  Postal  Service  Act  to 
And  his  authority:  I  suppose  he  would  ex- 
pect to  find  it  in  section  15,  and  there  ft  is 
provided  that  a  chief  inspector  should  make 
the  inquiry,  but  he  is  not  a  chief  Inspector  ; 
he  is  chief  superintendent.  I  doubt  very 
much  whether  he  would  have  authority  to 
pnt  that  section  l.^i  Into  operntion  at  nil. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— All  he  would  have  to 
do  is  to  call  on  the  post  office  Inspector  of 
the  province,  whose  office  is  in  the  building, 
to  take  the  uecessarir  steps. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— Would  the  inspec- 
tor of  a  province  he  the  chief  inspector  ? 


If  I  read  section  15  right  It  Is  only  the  chief 
Inspector  who  could  make  this  Inquiry.  The 

inspector  of  the  prdvlnce  would  have  no 
more  power  to  do  It  than  any  man  of  the 
street 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— They  do  it  all  the 
time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-A 
number  of  superintendents  have  been  ap- 
pointed but  I  do  not  find  any  of  them  desig- 
nated chief  superintendent.  A  superintend- 
ent was  appointed  in  1897  in  each  of  the  pro- 
vinces at  a  salary  of  91,600  a  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEROUSOX— But  not  one  of 
them  could  perform  the  functions  of  chief 

inspector  under  section  15, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
puzzles  me  Is  to  know  why  there  Is  this 
change  In  the  law,  e.Tcept  -to  repeal  it  and 
^ive  power  to  do  that  which  has  been  al- 
ready done. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  6, 

6.  Notwithstanding  anrthing  In  section  6  of 
chapter  28  of  the  statutes  of  1902,  as  amended 
by  section  3,  chapter  49  of  the  statutes  of  1903, 
the  election  provided  for  by  the  said  aectlon  6 
of  cbapter  28  may  be  exerciaed  at  any  time 
within  three  montbs  after  the  pasaiQg  ot  this 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEUGl.SOX— I  have  an  Idea 
what  this  means,  but  I  should  very  much 
prefer  to  hear  it  explained  from  tbe  gov- 
ernment benches. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — If  the  hon.  gentleman 
has  'token  the  trouble  to  look  it  up,  I  have 
not  had  time  to  do  so.  I  do  not  profess  to 
know  anything  about  this  Bill  and  If  hon. 
gentlemen  prefer,  I  will  move  that  the  com- 
mittee rise  and  let  It  stand  until  to-mo"- 
row.  I  looked  upon  this  Bill  as  dealing 
with  a  domestic  matter  In  the  Post  Office 
Department  I  felt  perfect  confidence  Ir 
the  Postmaster  General,  and  tUbught  we 
could  talie  the  Bill  on  trust  Nobody  out- 
side of  the  department  takes  any  Interest  in 
it  so  long  as  letters  are  promptly  delivered 
and  at  lower  cost.  I  do  not  profess  to 
linow  anything  about  the  details  of  the  Post 
Office  Dcqiartment  I  know  It  Is  under  the 
best  head  that  ever  controlled  the  depart- 
ment It  has  about  doubled  in  every  way 
since  1806. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  aiu 
very  glad  to  know  that  the  bon.  gentleman 
has  socb  unbounded  confidence  in  tbe  I*ost- 
mnster  General,  whom  be  designates  us  the 
best  man  that  ever  controlled  tbe  i>ost  of- 
fices. There  may  be  a  difference  of  opinion 
on  that  If  I  were  to  say  there  never  was 
a  Postmaster  General  who  assumed  so  much 
and  deserved  so  little.  I  would  be  nearer 
the  truth,  and  could  prove  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  know  he  would  not 
err  In  the  direction  of  extravagance.  I  pre- 
fer that  the  committee  should  rise  and  re- 
l>ort  pr<^es8,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Hon,  Mr.  KEKU  (Toronto^,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  that  they  had  made  some 
progress  with  the  Bill,  and  asked  leave  to 
sit  again. 

TAYMEXT    OF    RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES 
BILL. 

SECOND  READINiO. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (157)  An  Act  respecting  the  pay- 
ment of  certain  Railway  Subsidies.  He 

said  :  This  Bill  provides  for  tbe  payment 
of  those  particular  subsidies  that  Involved 
a  greater  cost  than  fifteen  thousand  dollars 
ptT  inlle  for  construction.  As  bon.  gen- 
tlemen know,  tbe  usual  subsRIy  is  $3,200, 
except  where  the  cost  of  the  road  is  in  ex- 
cess of  $15,000,  and  then  the  subsidy  may  be 
increased  in  the  proportion  fixed  by  tbe  sta- 
cute  up  to  ?G,400.  Heretofore  tbe  practice 
lias  been  to  pay  only  the  $3,200,  and  wait 
nntil  the  road  was  finished  before  any  addi- 
tional amount  was  paid  over  to  tbe  contrac- 
tors. The  contractors  have  felt  that  this 
was  unfair  ;  that  they  have  not  been  able 
to  finance  the  building  of  a  road  as  readily 
as  they  could  do  If  they  bad  some  idea  whe- 
ther they  were  to  get  an  increased  subsidy 
over  tlie  ?3,200.  This  BUI  provides  that 
when  the  plans  and  surveys  have  been  com- 
pleted, if  a  certificate  Is  furnished  by  the 
engineer  in  charge,  which  has  to  be  ap- 
proved by  the  chief  engineer  of  the  depart- 
ment, tlint  tbe  road  will  cost  over  (15,000 
per  mile,  sny  $18,000,  then  the  subsidy 
that  would  be  paid  over  In  the  event  of 
jtlS.lXK)  per  mile  being  the  cost  of  the  road 
shall  be  considered,  and  that  CO  per  cent  of 
the  excess  shall  be  paid  during  the  progress 
HOQ.  Hr.  SOOTT. 


estimates,  the  balance,  40  per  cent,  bdoc 
retained  until  the  road  Is  completed  ind 
delivered  over.  It  Is  simply  for  the  pwpoiF 
of  enabling  the  contractor  to  finance  tetter. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  whole  of  the$V 

200  win  be  paid. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— And  60  per  cent  of 
the  excess. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  reserving  40  per 
cent  to  see  that  no  loss  will  be  sustained. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- 1  think  this  is  i 
most  dangerous  BUI,  and  I  will  give  u 
illustration  which  I  think  will  impress  it- 
self on  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  witb 
regard  to  this  very  matter.  When  parlia- 
ment authorised  the  construction  of  44  miles 
of  railway  between  Charlottetown  and  Mar 
ray  Harbour,  In  Prince  Edward  Island,  tbe 
Minister  of  Railways  for  the  time  behig 
gravely  announced  In  parliament  that  the 
surveys  were  completed,  and  ample  esti- 
mates  made,  and  the  cost  of  the  road  wonld 
he  ¥480,000.  A  return  was  bronght  down 
here  tbe  other  day  In  answer  to  a  motion 
of  mine,  which  shows  that  between  cash 
already  paid  up  to  April  last,  and  estimates 
for  tbe  completion  of  tbe  road,  which  Is 
now  almost  finished,  the  actual  cost  of  con- 
structing the  44  miles  is  $1,126,000,  or  more 
than  double  the  estimate  prepared  by  tbe 
government  engineers  and  submitted  by  the 
Minister  of  Railways  to  parliament 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— What  relation 

has  that  to  this  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-It  Impugns  the 
accuracy  of  the  estimates. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  accuracy  was  on 
the  right  side;  there  could  be  uo  lujiu? 
there. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— In  that  case  we 
had  estimates  submitted  gravely  and  in 
good  faith,  I  presume,  by  tbe  govenimeiit 
engineers,  that  this  road  was  to  cost  only 
$480,000.  while  now  we  have  a  statement 
broijght  down  that  tbe  actual  cost  has  gone 
up  to  $1,126,000.  I  Imagine  it  would  be 
the  easiest  thing  In  the  world  for  n  rail- 
way that  wants  to  get  a  sum  in  exce»  <^ 
$».20O  to  get  estimates  by  engineers  that 
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The  road  will  cost  more  than  $15,000  per 
mile.  There  is  uo  trouble  In  the  world. 
With  regard  to  the  bridge  over  the  Hills- 
borough rlrer,  an  estimate  was  made  tbut 
it  wonld  cost  $800,000.  That  was  stated  on 
tlie  reportR  of  engineers  in  the  em- 
ploy of  the  government  of  Canada.  The 
same  return  to  which  I  have  referred  shows 
what  a  dangerous  thing  we  are  doing  when 
we  allow  a  payment  In  excess  of  $3,200  a 
mile  to  be  made  on  estimates  submitted  by 
engineers — I  presume  engineers,  too,  in 
the  employ  of  the  company  that  la  getting 
the  subsidy  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
very  much  surprised  at  my  hou.  friend's 
remarks;  he  has  forgotten  that  these  roads 
to  which  subsidies  are  to  be  paid  are  to  be 
built  by  private  companies  who  have  some 
Interest  In  keeping  down  expenses,  while 
the  line  in  Prince  Edward  Island  to  which 
the  hon.  gentleman  refers  Is  built  by  the 
government.  Does  he  not  know  the  num- 
bers of  hangers-on  they  must  provide  for, 
particularly  just  on  the  eve  of  an  election  ? 
Why  should  he  be  surprised  that  the  actual 
cost  Is  more  than  the  estlmae  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUIIANI>— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  been  long  enongh  a  minister  of 
the  Crown  to  know  such  things. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  no  argument;  It  is  a  burlesque  on  the 
word,  but  nothing  of  thfe  kind  ever  occurred 
when  I  was  In  the  government.  What 
roads  did  we  build  ?  Both  the  goveiiiments 
bnllt  some  portions  of  the  Intercolonial  Ball- 
way,  as  well  as  of  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Did  not  the 
Mackenzie  government  complete  those  sec- 
tions ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No,  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  completed  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  govern- 
ment gave  them  away. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes, 
they  did,  however,  complete  the  Interco- 
lonial Railway.  It  is  strange  that  my  hon. 
friend  should  be  surprised  at  the  cost  of 
the  Murray  Harbour  branch  and  the  Hills- 
borough bridge  exceeding  the  estimates,  and 
from  tiie  manner  In  which  the  taon.  Secre- 


tary of  State  accepts  my  statement  he  Is 
equally  surprised  that  my  hon.  friend  should 
consider  It  strange.  If  they  complete  the 
work  without  spending  another  million,  it 
will  be  an  occasion  for  more  snrprlse. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  company  get- 
ting this  subsidy  will  have  an  interest  In 
swelling  their  estimates,  and  presenting 
them  to  the  government  to  enable  them  to 
draw  tills  increased  amount  of  subsidy,  and 
whenever  they  would  demand  that  Increase 
there  Is  no  question  they  wonld  be  able  to 
get  engineers  to  prove  that  the  road  was 
very  expensive. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The.  great  pro- 
tection is  that  the  certificate  Is  not  to  be 
furnished  by  the  company's  engineer  or  on 
a  contractor's  estimate,  but  on  the  report 
of  the  chief  engineer  of  the  government  rail- 
ways. It  happens  to  be  the  same  official 
who  occupied  that  position*  for  a  number 
of  years  under  the  able  administration  of 
the  government  which  preceded  this,  and 
which  I  understand  now  for  the  first  time 
had  no  hangers-on.  It  seems  to  me  the 
estimate  must  be  correct.  The  erltlclsra  has 
failed  to  name  any  hangers-on  under  the 
present  government ;  the  former  hangers- 
on  I  suppose  were  lopped  off. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)-Ever 
since  I  have  been  a  member  of  this  House 
whenever  a  question  of  bounties  to  railways 
has  come  up  I  have  been  opposed  to  them. 
It  is  a  vicious  principle.  In  a  country  such 
as  this.  If  a  railway  Is  required,  and  there 
Is  trade  enough  to  warrant  the  building  of 
it,  there  is  enterprise  enough  to  undertake 
the  work  without  calling  on  the  parliament 
of  Canada  for  aid.  It  was  well  enough  per- 
haps at  the  outset  of  confederation,  when 
little  was  known  about  the  resources  of  the 
country,  to  start  one  or  two  roads  in  that 
way,  but  to  continue  that  up  to  the  present 
time  was  a  great  mistake  not  only  on  the 
part  of  this  government,  but  on  the  part 
of  the  one  that  preceded  it.  The  political 
party  controlling  the  government  of  the 
(lay  were  the  parties  who  received  the  priu-. 
cipal  advantage  of  those  railways.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  used,  in  a  greit  measure,  for 
the  purpose  of  lofluenclng  the  electors  in 
frtvonr  of  the  government  of  the  day.  and, 
entertaining  that  belief.  I  have  opposed 
them  at  all  time  since  I  have  bad  a  vote  in 
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this  parliament,  and  I  must  admit  I  have 
generally  stood  alone.  On  several  occasions 
I  bad  the  support  of  two  or  three  gentlemen 
who  coincided  with  me  In  that  view.  Un- 
fortunately they  have  talien  their  departure 
for  a  better  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-They  were  too 
good  for  this  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.B.I.)— I  hope 
that  wa&  the '  case.  Therefore  I  am  just 
as  much  opposed  to  the  increase  of  these 
subsidies  as  I  was  to  the  original  grant, 
and  if  I  had  any  support  In  this  matter  I 
should  vote  against  the  subsidy  entirely. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAXD— The  bon.  gen- 
tleman must  be  satisfied  ;  we  are  moving 
towards  a  better  order  of  things,  because 
since  the  present  government  came  Into 
power  it  has  Inaugurated,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  a  new  policy,  guaranteeing  the  bonds 
of  railway  cothpanies,  Instead  of  giving 
them  subsidies.  That  was  done  in 
tile  previous  sessions,  and  on  a  very 
large  scale  last  session,  I  think  with  the 
approval  of  the  bon.  gentleman.  So  that 
what  the  hon.  gentleman  could  not  persuade 
his  friends  to  do  he  has  seen  his  opponents 
do  since  1890. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— You  may  guaran- 
tee bonds  to  such  nn  extent  that  It  would  be 
better  to  build  the  road  at  once. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— It  strikes  me  the 

statement  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marshfleld  is  a  strange  one.  It  appears 
there  Is  a  large  amount  of  public  money 
being  expended  in  Prince  Edward  Island. 
Does  the  hon.  gentleman  take  exception  to 
that?  Does  he  not  believe  that  the  road  and 
bridge  ought  to  be  constructed,  and  when 
w^  find  that  this  road  must  be  approved 
by  the  Deputy  Minister  of  Railways  or  the 
-Chief  Eiigiueer,  is  ii;)t  that  a  sufficient  guar- 
antee timt  the  uioncy  will  be  i>roperly  ex- 
pended ?  Tbp  contractors  apparently  cannot 
finance  the  construction  of  a  rohd  unless 
they  have  a  larger  amount  than  $3,200  per 
mile.  Is  this  the  first  time  that  a  thing 
of  that  kind  has  occurred  ?  Will  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  pretend  to  say  that 
he  has  not  come  to  the  rescue  of  companies 
to  enable  them  to  flnauce  the  construction  of 
a  road  ?  It  has  been  a  common  occurrence 
in  the  past  and  I  am  8un>rised  now,  when  It 
Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.) 


I  Is  admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  constmetkm 
,  of  railways  has  facilitated  the  improvement 

I  and  development  of  the  country,  that  tbere 
;  are  gentlemen  In  this  House  who  haggle  and 
■  complain  about  the  large  cost  of  a  railway, 
I  even  when  the  money  is  being  expended  to 
'  the  advantage  aud  for  the  benefit  of  tbor 
{ own  province.  Unless  they  wish  to  retud 
I  the  progress  of  the  business  In  the  House, 
I  it  would  seem  to  me  they  are  finding  fault 
!  merely  for  the  sake  of  finding  fault 

I  Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.L>— Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  does  not  understand  the 
position  In  the  province  from  which  I  come. 
The  road  being  constructed  there  will  be 
the  property  of  the  government ;  it  Is  not 
a  private  venture. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON-Is  it  necessary  or  is 
It  not? 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I)-The 
railroad  which  is  being  built  in  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  is  the  property  of  the  govern- 
meut  The  greater  part  of  that  road  wai 
built  by  the  people  of  Prince  Edward  Island, 
before  confederation,  and  the  cost  of  It 
was  taken  out  of  tbe  terms  which  tbe  gov- 
ernment of  Prince  Edward  Island  was  to  re- 
ceive from  the  Dominion  of  Canada  and  con- 
tributed by  the  people  of  Prince  Edward 
Island  themselves.  There  Is  no  taunt  to  be 
thrown  out  by  bon.  gentlemen  firom  any 
other  provinces  against  the  people  of  Prince 
Edward  Island  on  account  of  the  rallvay 
being  constructed  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  hou.  gentI^ 
mau  from  Elgin  (Hon.  Mr.  Wilson)  can 
miss  a  point  In  a  discussion  with  as  great 
facility  as  any  gentleman  1  ever  beard 

speak  In  this  House  ;  so  much  so  that  lie 
misses  It  very  much  oftener  thau  he  strikes 
it.  I  was  not  alleging  that  there  liad  been 
extravagance  In  the  building  of  that  road 
ill  Prince  Edward  Island.  What  I  did  point 
out  was  the  fallaciousness  of  tbe  estimate: 
tlint  tbe  estimates  of  cost  which  were  sab- 
mited  have  been  more  than  doubled  in  tbe 
construction,  although  those  estimates  had 
been  submitted  to  parliament  with  all  seri- 
ousness by  the  government  at  the  time. 
1  am  not,  however,  discussing  the  question 
of  extravagance  in  connection  with  the  con- 
struction of  the  road.  That  may  have  oc- 
curred ;  I  have  no  doubt  it  difl  occur.  It 
I  had  time  I  think  I  could  show  tbe  Hotise 
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that  there  has  been  a  great  waste  of  money 
In  ■  tlie  construction  of  that  railway  and 
bridge  lu  Prince  dward  Island.  I  may  tell 
my  bon.  friend,  -whatever  his  rule  may  be 
in  that  matter,  I  am  just  as  much  opposed 
to  waste  In  the  public  expenditure,  If  It 
occurs  In  my  own  proTlnce  as  if  It  occurred 
in  any  other  part  of  Canada 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON — I  am  not  surprised 
at  either  of  the  hou.  gentlemen  from  the 
Island  feeling  that  I  h&ve  said  something  to 
cause  them  irritation.  Why  should  they 
not  be  irritated  ?  They  have  been  pursuing 
a  certain  line,  which  I  am  satisfied  the 
citizens  of  that  Island  would  not  approve 
of.  I^t  them  go  down  there  and  explain 
on  the  platform  the  course  they  are  talcing 
here,  and  I  do  not  think  the  people  of 
the  island  will  feel  very  grateful  to  them 
for  the  way  they  are  baggllng  over  the 
amount  that  is  being  expended  for  tlie  con- 
struction of  the  railroad  and  bridge.  Tlie 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfleld  says  I  more 
frequently  miss  a  point  than  hit  It.  It  Is 
easy  for  him  to  make  that  remark.  I  might 
do  the  same,  speaking  of  him,  but  It  would 
not  be  an  argument.  It  would  be  merely 
empty  words,  and  therefore  no  argument 
coming  from  him  or  anyibody  else.  I  am 
satisfied  the  pro^sltlon  oftered  in  this  Bill 
Is  a  correct  one.  It  is  in  the  Interest  not 
Only  of  the  construction  of  railways,  but 
of  the  country,  or  we  would  not  have  the 
Bill  before  us  at  the  present  time. 

Hon.  9ir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
hon.  gentleman's  accusations  against  the 
representatives  of  Prince  Edward  Island  Is 
easily  esplained  by  his  speech.  Let  them 
go  down  iind  explain  on  the  platform,  he 
says,  and  what  will  the  effect  be  ?  The 
whole  speech  of  the  hon.  gentleman  is  In- 
tended to  show  the  people  of  Prince  Ed- 
ward Island  that  two  of  the  senators  from 
the  island  are  not  looking  after  their  In- 
terest. The  very  charge  the  hon.  gentle- 
man makes  against  us  he  has  turned  against 
hiinseif  by  his  own  utterances.  He  stated 
a  few  moments  ago  that  I  had  in  the  past 
Bilpported  subsidies  for  railroads.  That  is 
quite  true.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself, 
when  he  and  I  had  the  honour  of  sitting  In 
the  House  of  Commons  together,  and  the 
party  to  which  he  belonged,  opposed  that 
principle  to  the  uttermost  extent     I  do 


not  know  whether  the  hon.  gentleman  did 
personally  or  not,  but  I  know  that  bright 
and  shining  light,  the  Minister  of  Trade 
anu  Commerce,  denounced  It  as  robbery  of 
the  very  worst  kind,  and  he  said  those  sub- 
sidies were  granted  for  no  other  purpose 
than  to  assist  In  carrying  the  elections. 
He  ridiculed  them  with  all  the  power  be 
possesses,  and  used  all  the  adjectives  be 
is  so  capable  of  using  in  denouncing  the 
whole  thing  as  a  piece  of  robbery,  particu- 
larly in  the  case  of  short  lines  ;  and  yet 
since  these  gentlemen  have  been  In  power 
they  have  subsidized  a  number  of  railways, 
one  of  them  half  a  mite  In  length,  and  In 
the  Subsidy  BUd  now 'before  the  other  House, 
they  are  subsidizing  a  road  thi'ee  miles  in 
length,  and  are  duplicating  subsidies  to  some 
roads — aiding  them  to  the  extent  of  100  per 
cent  above  the  aid  we  proposed.  That 
is  the  difference  between  them  and  their 
predecessors.  They  condemned  the  princi- 
ple when  It  was  Inaugurated  by  the  Conser- 
vative government,  and  now  that  they  are 
In  power  themselves,  are  doubling  the 
iniquity,  as  they  called  It,  of  granting  aid 
to  railways;  yet  one  of  these  gentlemen 
reads  us  a  lecture  because  we  criticise  their 
conduct.  The  hon.  gentleman  himself  Is 
too  honest  and  straightforward,  but  falls 
when  he  attempts  to  make  a  political  point 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  tlmo 
and  passed. 

DOMINION   ELECTIONS   ACT  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  rend- 
ing of  Bill  (148)  An  Act  to  nnienu  the  Do- 
minion Elections  Act  He  said  :  This  Bill 
diminishes  the  number  of  electoral  districts 
In  which  the  returning  otflcer  has  the  right 
to  hx  the  nomination  day.  The  Governor 
General  fixes  one  day  for  the  whole  Do- 
minion. Then  there  are  certain  exceptions. 
There  are  three  exceptions  In  British  Co!- 
ivubiii.  There  were  two  In  Ontario,  and 
they  are  abolished,  and  tiiree  in  Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  think  there  was 
only  one  In  Ontario. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  Algoma.  In 
British  Columbia  there  are  three,  but  it  ia 
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owing  to  tbe  fact  tbat  tbere  Is  an  nddittonnl 
constituency  ndded.  Burrard  has  been  di- 
vided. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— In  whnt  position 
will  tbe  Yukon  Territory  be  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbey  elect  a  member. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSOX— Will  tbe  election 
tbere  come  off  tbe  same  date  and  the  same 

day  as  the  general  election  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Xo,  I  thiuk  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  Is  not  pro- 
vided to  be  held  over  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Xo. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— There 
was  a  separate  Act  passed  for  tbat  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDKY— Is  it  provided  for  in 
that  Bill  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  could  not  say.  The 
election  in  tbe  Yulton  Territory  costs  nboat 
forty  thousand  dollars.  We  disfranchised 
a  good  deal  of  tbe  district.  It  would  have 
cost  about  a  hundred  thousand  dollars  it 
It  had  gone  on,  so  we  Just  took  an  aren 
around  Dawson,  and  it  cost  forty  thousand 
dollars. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWELL— It  Is 
not  as  lai^e  as  some  districts  in  British 

Columbia. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  Wherever  they 
heard  there  were  three  ot  four  hundred 
miners  away  up  on  tbe  Mackenzie  river, 
they  were  sending  out  deputy  returning  of- 
ficers, and  such  a  thing  was  moustroua. 
As  it  was.  It  cost  more  than  nil  the  elec- 
tions in  New  Brunswick. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDOXALD  (B.C.)— I  want 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  to  tbe  fact  that  there  is  no  occn- 
sioi)  in  the  world  for  not  having  those  elec- 
tions on  tbe  same  day  as  the  other  elec- 
tions In  other  parts  of  the  Dominion  of 
Canada.  It  Is  unfair  to  whichever  party  Is 
the  weakest  In  the  Dominion  of  Ciinnda. 
Suppo.'iinff  tbe  present  government  have  ;i 
very  small  vote  in  Ontario  and  tbe  other 
provinces,  then  those  delayed  constituencies 
bearing  the  result  of  the  elections,  vote 
with  the  strongest  party,  and  that  would 
affect  uoth  parties. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  could  not  poaa- 
biy  hold  tbe  elections  on  tbe  same  day  in 
:ill  those  places. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.O.)— The  no- 
tices could  be  sent  three  or  four  days  ear 
Her  to  Cariboo  and  those  places.  Tbere  b 
II  mail  every  week.  Subclause  2  ot  the  Bill 
says  : 

2.  At  every  general  election  he  shall  fii  oct 
and  tbe  same  da7  ior  tbe  aomlnation  of  cu- 
didates  In  all  the  electoral  districts,  except  in 
the  electoral  districts  of  Chlcoutiml  and  Sagoe- 
nay  and  Oaspfi,  In  the  province  of  Quebec,  ud 
ot  Comoz-Atlln,  Kootenay  and  Tale-Cariboo,  ti 
the  province  of  British  Columbia. 

Then  section  29  reads  as  follows  :— 

29.  In  the  electoral  districts  of  Chicwtlml 
and  Soguenay  and  Oaap^.  in  the  province  vS 
Quebec,  and  ot  Comox-AtUn.  Kootenay  ud 
Yale-Cariboo.  In  the  province  of  Brltiih  C»- 
lumbla,  the  returning  officers  shall  fix  the  daj 
for  the  nomination  of  candidates,  and  also  tlie 
day  and  places  for  holding  the  polls  ;  the  nomi- 
nation In  the  said  electoral  districts  shall  take 
place  not  less  than  eight  day^  after  the  pro- 
clamation hereinbefore  required  has  been  posted 
up, — neither  the  last  day  of  posting  It  up  not 
the  day  ot  nomination  being  reckoned  ;  and  Oe 
day  for  holding  the  polls  shall  be  at  as  earlr 
a  date  as  possible,  but  not  less  than  UTeo 
days  after  nomination,  and  at  a  general  elec- 
tion It  shall,  it  posible,  be  the  same  day  as  tbit 
Sxed  by  the  Governor  In  Council  for  the  otb« 
electoral  districts,  hot  not  sooner. 

There  Is  a  contradiction  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  the  old  statute 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  {B.C.)— It  ei- 
cepts  them  from  holding  the  election  on 
the  same  day,  and  then  It  says  If  possible 
they  shall  be  held  on  the  same  day.  Tten 
is  no  occasion  for  holding  electlonB  on  dfflo^ 
ent  days. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  must  differ  from 
my  hon.  friend.  I  know  that  In  Bnrrard  It 
wan  absolutely  hutiossible  to  hold  tb^m  for 
three  months,,  because  in  November  aod  IK- 
cember  parties  have  to  tntyel  on  snowsboei 
and  dog-Bletgbs. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tbe  Bin 
WB«  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  Into  Commltte* 
of  the  Whole  on  tbe  Bill. 

On  clause  1, 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGUSON-My  hon.  friend 
Informed  us  on  the  Introduction  of  tbe 
Bill  that  tbere  were  two  less  in  tiie  nnin- 
ber  of  constltnencles  beld  orer  after  the  dati 
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of  the  general  election  tban  there  "were  be- 
fore. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCdXT— No,  I  tblnk  not 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— Algoma. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  wUl  be  the  same 
Danger,  because  there  Is  one  more  In  Brlt- 

Columbia.  Burrard  baa  been  divided. 
Tbere  was  only  one  Id  British  Columbia, 
and  it  bas  been  divided,  one  In  Ontario— 
practically  tbe  number  is  tlie  same. 

Hou.  Mr.  FEKGUSON— 1  was  going  to 
say  to  my  bou.  friend  from  Victoria  Ibat 
I  did  not  doubt  at  all  if  he  would 
posh  the  government  a  little  on  tbe  matter 
they  would  knock  out  the  whole  of  them. 
It  Is  well  understood  In  Canada  that  the 
part7  that  wins  In  tbe  general  contest  has 
a  better  chance  In  these  deferred  contests 
than  the  defeated  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  might  help  the 
hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBRGUSON— I  can  therefore 
understand  my  hon.  friend's  destre  to  re- 
dace  the  number  in  the  waning  hopes  of 
tlie  government,  and  I  have  no  doubt  if 
my  bon.  friend  would  push  tbe  matter  they 
would  knock  tbe  whole  of  them  out,  because 
they  would  feel  that  it  would  be  better  for 
their  party  not  to  have  the  elections  defer- 
red. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  like  to  have  seen  an  ameodment  tn 
tills  Bill.  Without  Interfering  at  alt  wltli 
the  reasons  given  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  for  tbe  delay  in  holding  the  electi(His, 
I  think  that  a  provision  might  be  made  by 
which  the  fears  that  have  beeu  expresse-l 
by  my  bon.  friend  from  Victoria  and  em- 
phasized by  the  hon.  gentleman  might  have 
been  avoided.  If  It  be  necessary  for  a  de- 
lay of  a  month  or  two  mouths  to  hold  the 
elections  in  the  outlying  districts,  provision 
might  have  been  made  in  the  issue  of  the 
proclamation  for  holding  tlie  elections  pro- 
viding for  a  time  at  which  thf  election 
should  be  held  In  Chicoutlmi,  and  also  in 
Burrard  and  the  other  outlying  districts 
to  which  he  has  referred.  Then  the  date 
of  the  nomination  might  be  flxeu  by  the 
government,  giving  ample  time  to  tbe  re- 
turning officer  to  send  his  officers  into  these 
localities,  and,  then,  a  certain  time  after 


that  for  holding  the  elections.  That  would 
remove  the  power  from  the  returning  officer 
to  be  used  by  the  government  to  fli  the 
dates  to  suit  the  convenience  of  the  gov- 
ernment, by  w^bicb  they  would  expect  to 
derive  benefit  from  It.  I  am  not  going  to 
refer  to  what  has  taken  place  at  past  elec- 
tions. We  do  know  what  took  place  in  re- 
ference to  the  Inter^rence  of  memuers  of 
the  goverimjeut  with  the  election  in  one  of 
these  districts,  and  we  uls»  know  one  of 
the  results. 

Hon.  Mr.  PBRGXJSON— Niplsslng. 

Hon.  Sir  Mav^ivENZIE  BOWELL— I 
merely  refer  to  the  principle  that  I  think 
might  have  been  ad<9ted,  which  would  have 
avoided  a  repetition  of  the  case  to  which  I 
have  called  attention,  and  It  would  prevent 
the  use  of  the  power  given  to  returning 
officers  in  these  districts  to  manipulate 
time,  either  from  his  own  party  standpoint, 
or  at  tbe  Instance  of  bis  party,  or  at  the 
instance  of  other  parties  representing  that 
particular  district,  or  at  the  Instance  of 
the  government  themselves,  no  matter  what 
government  is  in  power.  Whether  that  has 
ever  suggested  Itself  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  or  any  of  tbe  members  of  the 
government,  I  do  not  know.  If  we 
had  time  enough  to  consider  this  ques- 
^tion,  I  should  like  to  bare  moved  an 
amendment  in  reference  to  these  par- 
ticular districts,  in  the  line  I  have  Indi- 
cated. I  think  the  bon.  Secretary  of  State 
would  not  disagree  with  ^at,  if  he  could 
get  his-  colleagues  to  accept  tbe  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTl'— The  returning  officers 
can  be  required  now  to  carry  out  the  very 

su^estlon  my  hon.  friend  makes.  He  Is 
required  to  hold  the  elections  at  the  earliest 
possible  time.  That  -Is  tbe  only  control. 
In  some  of  those  constituencies  it  depends 
entirely  on  the  time  of  year  tbe  elections 
are  held.  If  It  happened  to  be  in  the  sum- 
mer season,  the  time  would  not  be  one-thfrd 
of  what  it  would  be  in  winter.  In  Burrard 
it  took  nearly  three  months,  beeiiuse  tbe 
returning  otHcers  had  to  go  in  dog-trains, 
and  even  then  the  elections  were  not  cor- 
rectly held,  and  in  some  places  they  were 
polling  ten  days  after  the  polls  were  closed 
in  other  parts.  Yon  cannot  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  distant  points.  Tbe  return- 
ing officer  is  bound  to  use  all  possible  de- 
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Bpatcb,  and  If  he  can  only  bold  tbe  elec- 
tion for  such  out  of  tbe  way  constituencies 

on  the  day  the  other  eU-ctions  were  held,  it 
would  be  his  duty  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  would  be  bU  duty 
to  do  80.  I  think  It  would  be  bis  duty  to 
have  the  nomination  on  the  same  day,  and 

the  wrftB  would  be  sent  earlier  so  that  be 
would  have  time  to  issue  proclaiuatlous  for 
earlier  the  same  day  In  al)  those  districts. 
He  may  bare  more  time  for  the  return  of 
the  writ,  but  the  polling  day  should  be  the 
same  In  all  of  the  districts. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— -As  soon  as  the  par- 
liament is  dissolved,  the  writs  Issue  on 
the  same  day,  and  they  go  out  to  every 
eonstitaency.  The  only  control  we  have 
is  by  requiring  the  return  within  a  certain 
day.  If  you  thought  it  was  possible  for 
the  returning  officer  In  Gasp$  to  have  his 
election  within  a  month,  you  could  malie 
the  writ  returnable  within  a  month.  It 
would  depend  entirely  on  the  season  of 
the  year,  whether  the  distant  places  were 
accessible. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  B0WEL1>-That 
Is  quite  true,  but  to  send  out  the  infor- 
mation and  the  writs  for  those  outlying  dis- 
tricts before  the  others  would  inform  the 
electors  when  an  election  was  going  to  take 
place.  The  government  Is  not  very  likely 
to  do  that,  because  very  often  governments 
themselves  do  not  know,  but  the  Issue  of 
the  writs  oould  be  done  on  one  day,  and  at 
the  same  time  you  could  fix  the  date  of 
the  elections  In  the  different  constituencies. 
The  bon.  gentleman  says  you  could  not  do 
that  on  account  of  the  period  In  which  the 
election  was  to  be  had.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman told  QS  a  few  moments  ago  that  he 
had  had  a  great  deal  of  experience.  I 
know  he  has,  and  that  experience  would 
suggest  to  him  what  time  he  could  give  for 
Burrard,  which  is  the  most  extensive  con- 
stituency in  the  country,  and  also  for  the 
others.  If  It  were  in  tiie  winter  he  would 
require  the  three  months  to  which  be  has 
called  atientlon.  If  it  were  In  the  summer 
It  would  only  require  about  thirty  days. 
We  who  have  had  some  experience  In  elec^ 
tions  and  with  some  returning  officers,  know 
that  if  it  was  left  in  their  hands  to  hold 
the  election  at  the  earliest  possible  mo- 
ment, it  would  d^end  on  the  prejudices 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT. 


of  the  returning  officer,  and  the  sogga- 
tlons  made  by  him,  or  by  the  party  to  wbicli 
he  belongs  as  to  what  he  would  consider 
to  be  the  earliest  possible  moment.  He 
could  delay  It  a  month  Just  as  well  as  lie 
could  delay  it  three  days,  which  is  a  strong- 
er reason  for  adopting  the  suggestion  wMcb 
I  have  made.  It  would  work  favorably  for 
both  parties,  not  against  one  nwie 
than  another.  1  have  thrown  out  the  bint 
but  1  do  not  suppose,  at  this  period  of 
the  session,  it  will  be  accepted.  All  tlte 
charges  against  both  governments  aboot 
holding  elections  off  at  a  period  when  thej 
could  best  manipulate  constituencies,  pat- 
tlcularly  in  lumbering  districts,  where  de- 
lay can  be  used  to  the  advantage  of  tbe 
party  in  power,  or  vice  versa,  as  the  em 
may  be  

Hon.  Mr.  DAN  DU  RAND— Does  tbe  hoa 
gentleman  admit  that  Ids  party  drew  some 
advantage'  from  such  facilities  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-No,  I 
do  not  admit  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
said  we  were  charged  with  It,  but  I  know 
the  other  party  has. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  lion,  gen- 
tleman knows  !aore  about  others  than  aboot 
himself,  or  at  least  says  he  does. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  knows  more  than  he  will 
admit. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOBAN— We  obstructed  laat 
ni^ht.  but  we  are  rushing  to-night. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 

:nul  passed. 

BOUNTIES  OX  STEEL  AXI)  IRON  BILL 
SBCO.VD  AND  THIRD  RE.\DINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  rend- 
ing of  Bill  (16.'^)  An  Act  to  amend  chapter 
OS  of  the  statutes  of  1903.  respecting  tbe 
bounties  on  steel  and  iron.  He  said :  This 
Is  a  small  Bill  of  five  lines  lor  the  parpose 
of  making  clear  what  pnrliamtnt  intended, 
by  adding  after  the  words  'tor  use'  ti* 
words  '  or  when  used.' 
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The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 

was  rend  tlie  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  itseIC  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Will  this  not  make 
the  provision  retroactive  a  little  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  nothing  said 
about  its  being  retroactive. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes,  it  will  be  re- 
troactive, because  It  Is  to  be  held  as  if  It 
was  part  of  the  original  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  quite  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- It  will  not  affect 
transactions  which  have  taken  place  In  the 
past,  bat  it  will  operate  In  this  way  :  If  an 
article  is  not  bought  for  the  purpose  of  being 
used  in  any  manufacture,  but  is  afterwards 
used  for  the  purpose,  It  will  operate. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
lias  arisen  to  necessitate  the  addition  of 
these  words  ?  Has  It  been  an  objection  by 
the  Auditor  General  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Some  objection  has 
been  offered  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  McGRKGOR— I  think  I  could 
explain.  The  Nova  Scotia  Steel  and  Coal 
Company  are  coal-raisers  and  producers  as 
well  as  manufacturers  of  steel.  lu  their 
case,  If  they  manufactured  steel,  and  it  was 
used  by  the  coal  company  they  could  not 
make  the  application  for  the  bounty,  and 
the  same  way  in  making  spikes.  It  Is  a 
case  in  point  with  the  Nova  Scotia  Steel 
and  Coal  Company,  that  when  an  article 
is  used  In  the  coal  company,  which  is  a 
different  concern  altogether,  although  under 
the  one  company  they  could  not  get  the 
bounty. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

SATURDAY  SITTING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  when  the 
House  adjourns  it  do  stand  adjourned  until 
Saturday,  and  that  there  be  two  distinct 
sittings  of  the  House  on  that  day,  the  first 
from  eleven  o'clock  to  one  o'clock,  and  the 
second  from  three  o'clock,  and  that  each 


sitting  be  deemed  a  separate  sitting  of  th€ 

House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Will 
it  be  necessary  to  sit  to-morrow  (Saturday) 
evenlDg  ?   It  has  not  been  usual  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  it  will  not  be 
necessary. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Bin  (167)  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  poy- 
ment  of  bounties  on  crude  petroleum  from 

Canadian  wells. — (Hon.  Mr.  Scott) 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (1G8)  An  Act  to 
amend  the  Inland  Revenue  Act. — (Hon.  Mr. 

Scott.) 

Hon.  Sfr  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is 
that  a  Bill  regulating  the  sale  of  tobacco  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  with  reference  to 
the  forfeiting  of  licenses. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
does  not  mention  tobacco,  but  that  it  what 
It  Is  Intended  for. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  that  the  license 
be  forfeited  In  case  of  sale  or  assignment  of 
goods  under  restrictive  conditions. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  tJi«  Bill 

was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  eleven  a.ui. 
to-morrow. 


THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  Saturday,  August  6,  1904. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Eleven 

o'clock  a.m. 

Prayers  and  routiue  proceedings. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMENDMENT 

BILL. 

SBCOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (168)  An  Act  to  amend  the  In- 
land Revenue  Act.  He  said  :  You  probably, 
are  aware  that  a  tobacco  trust  has  for  some 
years  been  in  existence  in  the  United  States, 
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and  has  absorbed  the  trade,  and  fixed  prices 
In  that  country.  A  few  years  ago  they  ob- 
tained a  chnrter  to  carry  on  business  here, 
and  gradually,  by  the  same  methods  as  they 
had  pursued  In  the  United  States,  they  have 
absorbed  80  per  cent  of  the  trade  In  Canadit. 
Among  other  things  they  discriminate 
against  Canadian  leaf,  favouring  the  foreign 
article. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^IIiin 
the  hon.  gentleman  any  authority  for  the 
statement  he  has  made,  that  this  tobacco 
trust  has  absorbed  80  per  cent  of  the  Can- 
ndian  establishments  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  been  told  so  by 
the  minister,  and  I  have  sent  for  Judge 
MacTavlsb's  report  which  may  possibly  give 
us  some  Information.  About  six  or  eight 
months  ago,  on  representations  made  to  the 
government,  they  Issued 'a  eommissloij  to 
Judge  Mat'Tavlsh  to  make  a  report  on  the 
subject,  and  his  report  was  that  It  was  a 
trust  which  was  gradually  absorbing  the 
whole  tobacco  trade  of  the  country,  and 
there  has  been  a  very  general  complaint 
from  all  sections  from  those  outside  of  It. 
The  trust  fans  a  very  large  capital,  and  from 
the  possession  of  that  capital,  and  the  op- 
portunities they  have  over  ordinary  dealers, 
they  have  been  able  to  control  a  larger  por- 
tion of  the  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— Is  it  the 
lutentlou  of  this  Bill  to  compel  people  to 
buy  tobacco  grown  in  this  country  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  This  concern  has 
roped  in  a  very  large  clientele.  They  at- 
tached a  condition  to  those  with  whom  they 
deal,  that  they  must  not  deal  with  any  one 
else  ;  that  they  must  give  their  orders  en- 
tirely to  this  concern.  We  all  know  very 
well  that  a  large  concern  having  once  es- 
tnblished  a  clientele  of  the  majority  of 
dealers,  probably  not  many  of  them  have 
bank  nccommodation>,  and  consequently, 
find  It  a  convenience  to  deal  with  a  large 
bouse  that  Is  able  to  give  them  long  credits, 
and  so  other  persons  who  are  In  the  trade 
are  at  o  disadvantage  for  the  reason. the 
larger  concern  attaches  to  every  sale  they 
make  the  condition  that  the  dealer  must  not 
buy  elsewhere. 

Hon.    Mr.     MACDONALD  (B.C.)— And 
under  this  Bill  the  retailer  can  buy  where 
"he  likes — that  is  *\ie  Intention  ? 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOT  r— The  intention  is  to  give 
freedom  of  purchase.  The  only  way  to  reach 
a  party  who  has  s^-icceeded  In  obtaininR  that 
control  In  trade  b  •  by  withholding  a  license, 
unless  they  deal  as  other  concerns  deal— 
unless  they  rem  >red  from  the  agreement 
with  the  persons  who  purchase  from  tbem 
this  condition  tbit  they  must  on"y  bny  from 
this  particular  house.  Once  a  man  be};iD« 
to  deal  with  them  he  Is  in  their  debt  aid 
powerless  to  go  elsewhere.  At  all  events, 
there  is  that  advantage  to  him  personal!)", 
that  he  gets  some  advaatage,  but  he  is  bouDd 
to  buy  only  from  that  particular  house.  The 
object  is  to  remove  that  reatrictloa  whlcb 
is  merely  a  restriction  of  trade.  This  BUI 
authorizes  the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue 
to  withhold  a  license  from  any  firm  that 
takes  that  position.  That  is  the  whole  object 
of  the  Bill.  I  am  told  that  In  the  cigarette 
trade  the  combine  have  certainly  over  80 
per  cent  of  the  business  of  the  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— This  Bill  applies.  1 
understand  it,  to  transactions  between  tlie 
company  and  parties  whom  tliey  force  to 
accept  their  goods  on  that  condition.  Wiiat 
I  want  to  know  from  the  hou.  Secretary  of 
State  is  this  :  will  this  Bill  apply  to  mea 
or  dealers  who  voluntarily  enter  Into  a  con- 
tract with  the  company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  applies  only  to  the 
American  Tobacco  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  la  not  the  point 
on  which  I  want  an  explanation.  I  under- 
stand the  Bill  deals  rightly,  and  penalizes 
rightly  a  company  which  forces  dealers  to 
buy  from  them  alone.  That  Is  proper  in  this 
trade  or  any  other  trade.  Will  this  Bill  affect 
me  If  I  voluntarily  enter  Into  a  contract  wltb 
the  company  to  sell  their  goods  only  ? 

iiOn.  Mr.  SCOTT—The  party  attacked  iJ 
the  tobacco  trust,  not  the  people  who  buy 
from  them.  The  party  who  makes  this  con- 
tract, the  company  which  Insists  wheo  it 
sells  an  Invoice  of  goods  that  the  party  hay- 
ing must  not  purchase  that  kind  of  goods 
anywhere  else  ;  It  only  affects  the  .\inerifan 
Tobacco  Company. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— If  I  contract  with  tbe 
company  that  If  they  will  sell  their  goods 
to  me,  I  win  sell  no  other  goods  of  the  luod, 
would  this  Bill  affect  me?  WUI  it  depr!* 
■me  of  the  right  of  making  a  contract  of 
thi^t  kind  with  the  company  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— JJo,  not  the  purchaser. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— It  will  deprive  the 
company  of  making  such  a  contract  and 
■will  have  the  same  effect. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  applies  only  to  the 
company  that  sells. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— This 
does  not,  on  the  face  of  it,  declare  that  It 
is  conflned  to  tobacco.  It  applies  to  every 
business  that  Is  carried  on  under  a  license 
from  the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue.  If 
the  principle  be  good,  then  It  should  apply 
Do  every  trade  as  well  as  to  the  tobacco 
trade.  In  the  state  of  Massachusetts  there 
is  a  law  of  a  somewhat  similar  character, 
bat  it  applies  to  all  business.  Now,  If  this 
Bill  becomes  law,  It  prevents  a  person  from 
making  a  bargain  to  deal  in  an  article  of 
one  manufactory  exclusively  under  contract 
with  any  manufacturing  company,  and  any 
violation  of  It  will  entail  the  cancellation 
of  the  license.  Is  not  that  the  purport  of 
the  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  but  the  law  Is  In- 
tended to  apply  to  only  one  Individual  case. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKNZIE  BOWELI^Then 

why  not  say  so  ?  It  would  apply  to  all 
distillers  and  brewers  as  the  BUI  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  do. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— A  de- 
nial does  not  change  the  law.  The  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill  applies  to  any  and 
all  business  carried  on  under  license  from 
the  Inland  Revenue  Department.  Now 
the  same  mode  of  doing  business  is  car- 
ried on  by  brewers  and  distillers  who  will 
be  affected  by  this  Bill.  They  give  a  certain 
discount  to  those  who  will  sell  their  goods 
exclusively.  To  prevent  a  thing  of  that 
kind  being  done,  would  be  a  direct  interfer- 
ence and  restriction  of  trade.  Will  this  Bill 
affect  a  verbal  agreement  to  the  same  effect 
as  the  written  contract  to  which  the  hon. 
gentleman  refers  ?  This  law  will  not  prevent 
that.  It  will  be  simply  a  question  of 
honour  between  the  manufacturer  and  the 
dealer.  If  the  dealer  did  not  carry  out  the 
understanding,  the  manufacturer  would  not 
give  him  the  advantages  promised.  I  believe 
this  question  has  been  before  the  courts,  and 
the  decision  Is,  that  contracts  of  this 
character  are  not  In  restraint  of  trade  under 
the  law.    Judge  MacTavlsh,  I  understand, 

m 


has  decided  in  the  same  way  although  he 
makes  certain  suggestions  on  the  question; 
so  that,  really  I  cannot  look  upon  this  kind 
of  legislation  as  other  than  a  direct  inter- 
ference with,  and  restriction  of  the  trade 
of  the  country.  I  am  as  much  opposed 
to  what  are  termed  monopolies  which  con- 
trol and  Injure  other  industries  and  raise 
the  price  to  the  eonsumer  as  anybody,  but 
this  Is  the  very  contrary.  Instead  of  rais- 
ing the  price  of  the  article  to  the  consumer, 
a  general  law  affecting  all  trades,  and  con- 
dition of  business,  I  am  not  so  sure  that 
it  has  the  opposite  effect.  If  this  Bill  were 
made  general  in  its  provisions  we  might  not 
nd(^t  It  with  safety,  because  that  would  be 
legislation  on  a  general  principle.  Are  not 
the  facts  as  shown  by  the  last  census  return 
In  direct  contradiction  to  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  that  this  tobacco 
trust,  as  it  Is  termed,  has  absorbed  80  per 
cent  of  the  trade  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  cigarette  trade, 
not  the  general  tobacco  trade. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
think  the  census  of  1891  will  show  there 
were  about  ten  manufacturing  establishments 
In  the  country  at  that  time,  and  the  census 
of  1901  shows  there  w^e  tweDty-«lgbt,  so 
this  tobacco  trust  cannot  have  had  much 
effect  In  restricting  the  manufacture  of 
tobacco.  However,  we  can  deal  better  with 
the  details  of  the  BUI,  In  committee. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

BOr  XTIES    OX    CHU  DE  PETROLEUM 
BILL. 

SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (167)  An  Act  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum 
from  Canadian  Wells.  He  said :  As  hon. 
gentlemen  are  aware,  changes  were  made 
iu  the  tariff  from  five  cents  per  gallon  to 
two  and  one-half  cents  per  gallon.  The 
industry  in  this  country  is  confined  to  only 
a  few  localities,  and  those  engaged  in  the 
industry  had  always  opposed  the  reduction 
of  the  tariff  on  coal  oil.  The  reduction  was 
made  on  the  demand  of  the  consumers,  and 
the  producers  claim  that  they  ought  to  be 
protected  as  welt  as  any  other  Industry. 
Therefore  there  was  no  way  of  cutting  down 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1092 


SENATE 


the  price  of  coal  oil,  and  tbls  device  has 

been  adopted  as  doing  the  least  Injury  to 
any  Industry,  giving  a  bounty  to  the  pro- 
ducers, Inasmuch  as  they  lose  the  benefit 
of  two  and  one-half  cents  duty  on  each 
gallon  of  petroleum.  The  bounty  is  a  cent 
and  one-half  on  the  imperial  gallon. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— This 
Is  a  further  extension  of  what  is  termed 
protection  under  the  bounty  system. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT—Helpinp  Canadian  in- 
dustries. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Or  in 
other  words,  to  use  the  hon.  gentieman's 
own  language  In  the  past,  it  is  taxing'  ttiose 
who  do  not  use  the  article,  for  the  benefit  of 
the  producers— is  that  It? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
would  be  Interesting  to  know  when  my  hon. 
friend's  conversion  took  place  ;  whether  it 
was  of  the  St.  Paul  character,  sudden,  or 
the  result  of  long  reflection  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— There  has  been  no 
public  aunouncement 

Hon.  Sir  'MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Then 
It  has  been  gradual. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— Coercion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  the 
bon.  gentleman  would  express  his  honest 
convictions,  I  do  not  think  he  would  move  a 
Bill  of  this  kind.  I  have  been  in  favour  of 
encouraging  certain  industries  by  giving 
bounties,  but  my  hon.  friend  and  his  col- 
leagues have  ont-heroded  Herod  on  this  ques- 
tion, and  carried  It  to  snch  an  extent  that 
they  are  imposing  a  system  of  protection  of 
a  much  worse  charactw  tlian  if  It  wore  Im- 
posed directly.  If  you  put  a  direct  tax  on 
this  oil,  then  the  parties  who  use  it  would 
pay  the  taxes.  Under  this  system  those  who 
pay  for  gas  or  electric  light  have  to  pay 
also  for  the  production  of  the  cheaper  kina 
of  oil  that  is  used  by  those  who  have  not  to 
pay  for  gas  or  electricity.  That  Is  the  real 
object  of  this  Bill.  I  am  rather  surprised 
at  the  sudden  transformation  that  has  taken 
place  on  this  and  other  questions  since  the 
treasury  has  been  in  the  hands  of  the  pre- 
sent government.  No  words  can  be  found 
in  the  English  language  stronger  than  those 
which  have  been  used  by  the  present  Sec- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


retary  of  Staite  in  condemnation  of  this  fonn 
of  protection. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— It  is  evolntlon. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
may  be  special  cases  In  which  boantiw 
would  be  perfectly  Justified  without  ba.yia$ 
the  effect  to  which  I  have  called  attentioi:, 
but  I  am  speaking  of  the  principle  generally. 
My  bon.  friend  has  been  one  of  the  mosi 
violent  opponents  of  the  bounty  system.  1 
do  not  know  what  will  come  next.  If  ttere 
is  anything  his  party  have  condemned  wb« 
in  opposition,  I  expect  to  have  it  prodacrf 
in  the  shape  of  a  Bill  of  the  most  arbitrarr 
character  ait  the  earliest  possible  moment 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— WMe  I  admit 

that  my  hon.  friend  has  had  a  very  extended 
experience  In  Canada,  after  all  I  can  hanilj 
endorse  fully  his  views  on  this  subject,  for 
this  simple  reason  :  The  government  has  a 
surplus,  and  there  is  no  way  in  which  they 
can  more  Judiciously  spend  a  portion  of  it 
than  In  encouraging  the  production  and  sale 
at  a  low  price  of  sach  necessities  as  coil 
oil.  My  hou.  friend  says  that  those  who  pay 
for  gas  and  electric  lights  in  their  booses  will 
have  to  contribute  towards  the  production 
of  coal  oil  through  this  bounty.  If  there  is 
any  commendable  feature  about  it.  It  is  that 
feature.  My  hon.  firiend  can  afford  to  hare 
electric  light  in  his  bouse  and  he  can  afford 
to  contribute  his  mite  towards  glrhig  thf 
poor  man  cheaper  coal  oil.  I  entirely  ap- 
prove of  assisting  in  the  development  of 
home  Industries  of  this  kind.  If  we  leare 
our  producers  of  petroleum  open  to  com- 
petition from  the  United  States  they  will 
soon  be  wiped  out  of  existence.  If  onr  weil» 
were  tied  up,  and  we  were  entirely  at  tie 
mercy  of  the  United  States  for  this  cma- 
modity,  we  do  not  know  what  price  ** 
might  have  to  pay.  The  Standard  Oil  Coin- 
pany  largely  controls  the  oil  interest,  and 
they  might  extract  from  our  people  double 
what  it  will  cos£  In  this  way  to  encouraft 
the  development  of  the  oil  Industry  in  Can- 
ada. It  would  be  wrong  to  allow  these  lo- 
dastries  to  be  crushed  out,  and  while  I 
plore  the  putting  on  of  a  heavy  duty  to  kwP 
them  alive — because  if  we  did  that  tber 
would  he  sure  to  increase  the  price  of  oil- 
when  the  treasury  can  afford  a  smail  boonf-^ 
to  encourage  the  industry,  and  when  tb^ 
effect  would  be  to  clieapen  oil  to  consame" 
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in  this  cooDtry,  I  think  It  Is  a  laudable, 
prudent  and  statesmanlike  act.  I  commend 
the  government  for  the  course  they  are  tak- 
ing, and  I  think  they  are  entitled  to  credit 
for  it.  My  hon.  friend  sayg  It  is  another 
form  of  protection.  Whatever  you  may  call 
it,  in  my  bumble  opinion.  It  is  a  desirable 
course  to  take  from  every  standpoint.  You 
are  legislating  In  the  interest  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  and  in  a  way  that  must 
commend  itself  to  every  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
can  turn  a  corner  with  about  as  great  agility 
as  anyone  I  have  ever  met  with.  My  hon. 
friend  Is  on  record  hundreds — I  would  pro- 
bably be  right  in  saying  thousands  of  times 
in  saying  that  protection  In  every  form  is 
legalized  robbery.  Now  he  says  the  protec- 
tion In  this  Bill,  and  It  is  protection  to  the 
very  qore.  Is  wise  and  statesmanlike  legis- 
lation. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN  —  I  never  con- 
demned granting  a  bounty  to  a  home  pro- 
duct. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC— I  should  like  to  ask 
the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  how  many  oil 
wells  are  In  operation  to-day  ?  I  am  Inform- 
ed that  the  Standard  Oil  Company  practic- 
ally own  all  the  oil  wells  hi  the  Dominion. 
If  so  why  should  we  pay  a  bounty  of  one 
cent  aud  one-half  on  each  gallon  they  pro- 
dace,  while  at  the  same  time  reducing  the 
duty  by  two  and  one-half  cents  ?  I  may 
mention  also  that  since  the  reduction  iii  the 
duty,  there  has  been  no  change  In  the  price 
of  oil  In  the  country.  Why  ?  Because  the 
Standard  Oil  Company  lias  a  monopoly  of 
the  oil  sold  In  Canada,  and  of  the^anadian 
oil  wells.  Before  this  Bill  Is  read  the  second 
time,  I  should  like  to  know  from  the  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  If  what  I  have  heard  is 
correct,  that  the  Standard  Oil  Compuny 
practically  own  all  the  oil  wells  In  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Lauson  has  been  misinformed 

when  he  states  that  the  Standard  Oil  Com- 
pany control  a  majority  of  the  oil  wells  in 
Canada.  They  own  a  certain  number  in- 
directly, but  if  I  am  to  Judge  by  the  vote 
taken  among  the  well-owners  of  Petrolea 
district  some  time  ago,  on  a  question  which 
Interested  tlie  Standard  Oil  Company  and 
In  which  they  participated  actively,  the 
independent   well-owners   not   only  were 


a  majority  In  number,  but  represented  a 
larger  area  and  a  larger  number  of  wells 
than  the  Standard  Oil  Company  and  their 
sympathizers.  I  think  that  answers  the  hon. 
gentleman's  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  asked  the  in- 
formation from  the  Secretary  of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND—If  the  Secretary 
of  State  has  any  official  information  on  the 
subject  he  will  furnish  it,  but  as  I  am  some- 
what familiar  with  the  question,  I  thought 
I  could  give  my  hon.  friend  the  benefit  of 
my  experience.  With  reference  to  the  price, 
I  know  the  Standard  Oil  Oom^pany  do  not 
market  the  principal  part  of  the  oil  sold.  In 
the  city  of  Montreal.  They  may  lead  in  cer- 
tain oils,  but  illuminating  oil  Is  not  con-, 
trolled  by  them  In  Montreal.  The  indepen- 
dent companies  have  sold  as  much  coal  oil 
as  the  Standard  Oil  people,  who  are  known 
In  Montreal  under  the  name  of  the  Imperial 
Oil  Company.  The  independent  companies 
have  a  greater  sale  in  Canada  than  the 
Standard  Oil  Company  under  Its  divers 
names.  As  to  the  price  of  oil,  I  will  not  be 
contradicted  when  I  say  that  following  the 
announcement  that  crude  oil  was  to  be  ad- 
mitted free  of  duty,  refined  oil  was  reduced, 
as  the  benefit  of  that  reduction  was  given 
to  the  consumers  by  all  the  companies,  thn 
independent  companies  as  well  as  the  large 
United  States  corporation.  At  all  events, 
that  was  the  announcement  through  the 
press  to  the  citizens  of  Monti"eal.  I  cannot 
speak  for  other  parts  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  BOLDUC — I  am  very  much  in- 
debted to  the  hon.  gentleman  for  the  in- 
formation he  has  given,  but  at  the  same  time 
I  would  have  preferred  to  have  the  informa- 
tion officially  and  from  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  have  no  figures. 
Certainly,  in  making  the  change  we  did,  it 
was  at  the  Instance  of  the  Canadian  pro- 
ducers. It  was  represented  that  if  they  did 

not  receive  that  assistance,  the  Canadian 
oil  wells  would  be  practically  closed,  and 
those  views  were  pressed  very  strongly  by 
representatives  of  the  counties  of  Lambton 
and  Kent,  where  the  oil  region  is.  Hon.  gen- 
tlemen who  have  read  any  of  the  local 
papers  of  that .  district  will  see  that  the 
farmers  from  time  to  time  are  discovering 
wells.    Where  none  have  been  discovered 
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before,  they  are  being  found  now  at  a  cer- 
tain depth.  It  Is  an  Industry  that  is  largely 
among  the  people  ;  there  Is  no  donbt  about 
that.  The  Standard  Oil  Company  will  grasp 
all  they  can  get.  That  is  their  policy,  and 
It  would  be  Tery  much  to  be  regretted  If 
they  were  able  to  absorb  the  Canadian  crude 
oil  industry.  It  is  hoped  also  that  this  may 
Btimulate  oil  industries  elsewhere.  As  hbn. 
gentlemen  are  aware,  even  np  on  the  Sas- 
katchewan,  there  are  parties  now  boring  for 
coal  oil  and  up  north  of  Edmonton.  I  do  not 
know  whetlier  they  have  succeeded  to  any 
extent.  They  have  also  discovered  oil  in 
New  Brunswick,  and  this  Bill  will  stimulate 
those  efforts. 

Hon.    Mr.  LANDRY— What   about  the 

Gasp6  oils  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know.  Al- 
though mentioning  those,  I  do  not  attach 
any  Importance  to  them  becaase  tbey  are 
entirely  iuprospecto.  Tbey  may  never  b* 
valuable,  but  it  is  Just  as  well  to  encourage. 
If  possible,  an  industry  of  that  kind.  lu 
reference  to  the  observations  of  my  hon. 
friend;  my  views  on  the  particular  question 
have  not  undergone  any  change.  If  tbe  con- 
ditions were  such  as  I  would  have  desired. 
When  In  1896  tbe  present  government 
faced  tbe  conditions  that  existed,  it 
would  have  been  most  Improper  for  them 
to  have  swept  away  Industries  that 
have  grown  up  in  the  preceding  years, 
and  it  Is  not  a  sign  of  statesmanship  at  all 
to  adhere  to  the  opinions  and  views  ex* 
pressed  years  ago.  Am  I  to  be  bound  by 
tbe  views  I  held  20  years  ago  or  five  years 
ago  ?  The  conditions  are  changing  more 
rapidly  In  our  days  tbaa  in  former  years. 
Did  the  world  think  any  less  of  Sir  Robert 
Field  when  he  changed  his  views  on  that 
Important  question  ?  Mr.  Gladstone  entered 
public  life  as  a  strong  High  Church  Conser- 
vative, a  man  who  opposed  home  rule  bit- 
terly in  his  early,  years,  and  who  changed 
his  views,  and  tbey  are  now  erecting  monu- 
ments because  he  changed  with  tbe  times,— 
and  that  is  really  the  duty  of  a  statesman, 
to  rfcojnilze  conditions  and  to  change  with 
the  conditions.  I  am  never  ashamed  to 
change  my  opinion.  N'one  of  us  are  infalli- 
ble. We  gain  experience  every  day.  and 
that  man  Is  not  fit  to  bold  a  position  as  ad- 
ministrator who  says  that  I  expressed  such 
an  opinion  five  years  ago  and  I  must  adhere 
Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT. 


to  It  It  is  somettmes  wise  to  nuke  i 
change. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  people  are  gt^ 

to  make  a  change. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  we  have  IiiJ 
tbe  foundation  for  Canada's  prosperity  s> 
broad  and  satisfactory  that  even  If  a  Gbasp 
does  take  place  the  progress  of  tbe  coDntrr 
cannot  be  disturbed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Hs! 
the  hon.  gentleman  a  recollection  of  m 
report  having  been  made  by  the  late  Dr 
Dawson  giving  tbe  result  of  his  Inrestigi- 
tiou  as  to  tbe  existence  of  oil,  ,not  oo  tt« 
Saskatchewan,  but  about  Athabasca  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,,  no  more  thaalns 
very  general  way. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  Into  Commin^e 
of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 
On  clause  2, 

2.  Tbe  Governor  in  Coancil  may  autboriie  :be 
parment  out  of  tbe  CoasoUdated  Revenue 
ot  a  bounty  of  one  and  one-half  cent  per  im- 
perial gallon  on  all  crude  petroleum  prodoKl 
from  wells  in  Canada  on  and  after  tbe  clEbtk 
day  of  June,  one  tbousand  nine  hundred  ui 
four— the  said  bounty  to  be  paid  to  the  producer 
of  the  petroleum. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  total  amoant  paid 
under  this  clause  was  between  ?lt5,00"J 
and  $200,000.  It  is  impossible  to  make  any 
absolutely  correct  estimates. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  vut 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  gentlenun 
from  Lauzon  (Hon,  Mr.  Bolduc)  to  this  ^l>^ 

ter.  He  said  he  understood  all  tbe  oil 
wells  in  the  western  portion  of  Canada  were 
owned  by  the  Standard  Oil  Company.  M7 
hon.  friend  from  de  Lorimier  i)oiiitrti  ool 
that  that  was  not  the  ease,  a  statement 
which,  I  think,  Is  quite  correct  bot  I  titioi 
my  bon.  friend  from  Lauion  has  perbsps 
confounded  the  fact  that  the  reflnerle*  jo 
Pretrolia  and  tbe  western  section  are  mostly 
all  owned  by  the  Standard  Oil  Company, 
consequently  they  control  the  price  of  tb* 
raw  product  that  is  owned  by  the  independ- 
ent producers,  and  that  being  the  n» 
tbey  can  control,  and  have  controlled  tf 
price  of  coal  oil.  There  is  no  mls*"^ 
about  that 
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Hon.  Mr.  DANDnRANI>-I  differ  absolu- 
tely from  my  bon.  friend.  I  know  that 
the  assertion  that  the  Standard  Oil  Company 
own  all  the  refineries  Is  not  correct.  There 

are  two  refineries  in  Canada,  one  at  Sarnia 
owned  by  tbe  Standard  Company  and  one 
at  Petrolia  owned  by  tbe  Canada  Oil  Com- 
pany, absolutely  Independent,  and  this  Can- 
ada Oil  Company  has  been  figbtinf?  tbe  Stan- 
dard Oil  Company. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-1 
stand  corrected.  I  am  Inclined  to  think 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  is  eorroot.  I  liuow 
they  were  acting  In  unison  for'sOme  time, 
and  at  the  same  time  they  bad  been  fighting 
each  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— A  sham  fight. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
am  much  obliged  to  my  bon,  friend  for 
calling  attention  to  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-Xt  does  not  affect 
tbe  price  of  oil  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^No, 
but  you  must  bear  In  mind  that.  If  a  portion 
of  the  oil-proilucliig  wells  In  western  Cuuada 
are  owned  by  tbe  Standard  Oil  Company,  we 
are  bonusing  their  product  Just  as  well  as 
we  are  bonusing  tbe  product  of  the  Can- 
adians wbo  produce  It,  and  tbe  greater  the 
number  of  wells  the  Standard  Oil  Company 
succeed  In  getting  possession  of — and  with 
their  enormous  wealth  they  are  gradually 
absorbing  tbem  and  no  doubt  will  be  enabled 
to  absorb  them  all  because  I  do  not  think 
ihe  relinery  to  which  my  bon.  frieud  has 
called  attention,  that  is  owned  by  tbe  Can- 
adian Company,  have  tbe  wealth  to  with- 
stand the  onslaught  of  the  Standard  OH 
Company  if  they  think  proper  to  make  It ; 
and  if  they  do  not  make  it.  It  is  because 
there  is  a  tacit  understanding  between  them 
to  keep  up  tbe  price.  I  do  not  think  there 
can  be  a  donbt  about  that,  and  It  Is  a  pity 
the  Inland  Berenae  Department  have  not 
dealt  with  tbe  Standard  Oil  Company  as 
they  propose  to  deal  with  the  tobacco  trust. 
I  want  to  point  out  to  tbe  bon.  gentleman 
from  WelUiigton  this  fact,  that  if  the  govern- 
ment were  to  place  crude  oil  upon  the  free 
list  entirely,  it  would  place  tbe  whole  market 
in  tbe  hands  of  the  Standard  Oil  Company. 
If  you  bare  direct  and  distinct  free  trade 
with  tbe  United  States  in  any  particular 


article,  you  place  Canada  in  tbe  same  posi- 
tion as  a  state  of  tbe  union  so  far  as  a 
trust  affects  it,  because  if  the  trust  in  the 

United  States  be  sufficiently  strong,  and 
wealthy  enough  to  control  the  trade  of  that 
country,  they  can  also,  under  free  trade, 
control  it  in  Canada,  unless  you  can  estab- 
lish here  an  Industry  with  the  same  weultb 
and  power  that  they  bare.  Tbe  result  is 
that  you  drive  out  of  existence  the  manu- 
facturers of  Canada  and  you  place  Canada 
in  the  same  position  as  the  union,  so  far  as 
a  trust  Is  concerned,  plus  tbe  expense  of 
freight  in  sending  tbe  article  Into  Canada  ; 
and  in  order  to  meet  that  you  give  to  tbe 
producer  one  and  a  half  cents  per  imperial 
gallon  for  all  crude  oil  that  Is  produced, 
and  by  that  means  tbe  Standard  Oil  Com- 
pany will  get  as  much  as  tbe  Canadian  pro- 
ducer provided  they  pump  as  much  of  the 
oil.  So  that  you  are  bonushig  this  hydra- 
headed  monster  that  Is  controlling  the  oil' 
wells  of  the  whole  country  just  as  effectually 
and  to  the  same  extent  that  you  are  bonus: 
ing  the  Canadian  producer. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  beg  to  differ 
from  tbe  bon.  gentleman,  and  from  tbe  con- 
clusions be  draws  from  that  legislation. 

Hon.  Sh-  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
should  like  to  be  convinced.  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAND— I  shall  try  to 
convince  the  bon.  gentleman.  I  doubt  that 
the  Standard  Oil  Company  owns  oil-pro* 
ducing  lands  to  any  extent  In  Canada,  aud 
I  have  reason  to  believe  that  ail  they  have 
got  in  tbe  way  of  control  is  through  con- 
tracts with  a  number  of  well-owners  to  give 
them  their  crude  oil  at  a  certain  rate.  A 
large  majority  of  tbe  well-owners  sell  their 
crude  oil  either  when  the  Standard  Oil  Com- 
pany needs  it  or  to  the  refinery  In  Petrolia. 
But  the  day  tbe  crude  oil  of  the  Standard 
Oil  Company  Is  admitted  free— it  has  now 
under  this  Jaw  the  right  to  do  so— It  would 
very  quickly  drop  tbe  purchase  of  Canadian 
oil,  and  as  their  refineries  can  get  at  very 
cheap  rate  tbe  United  States  crude  oil  to  oar 
borders,  a  thing  not  to  be  objected  to,  be- 
cause the  production  in  Canada  Is  much  be- 
low the  fifty  per  cent  mark  of  what  is  used 
in  the  Dominion,  we  must  of  necessity  rely 
upon  Tinited  States  crude  oil.  But  If  that 
bounty  were  not  given,  tbe  Standard  Oil 
Company,  wltb  its  Immense  fleet  of  steamers 
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would  draw  Its  crude  oil  exclasively  from 
the  United  States,  and  tbe  Canadian  oil  pro- 
ducers woilld  be  without  a  market  for  their 
product. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I 
do  not  want  to  be  convinced  of  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— So  far  my  hon. 
friend  admits  tbe  argument.    This  bounty 
has  the  effect  of  gtrlng  a  help  to  the  Can- 
adian producer,  and  giving  him  a  chance  to 
sell  a  cheaper  article  to  advantage,  if  the 
bounty  Is  taken  into  account,  so  this  bounty 
enables  the  government  to  put  on  the  free 
list  the  crude  oil.  We  are  encouraging  the 
maintaining  and  tbe  pumping  of  those  Cana- 
dian wells  by  the  giving  of  that  bounty,  and 
through  the  giving  of  that  bount>-  the  conu- 
try  Is  getting  richer  by  the  fact  of  this  Cana- 
dian production  from  Its  own  land,  and  the 
users  of  coal  oil,  wlio  are  u  very  large  class 
In  this  country,  are  getting  tlieir  oil  two  and  [ 
a  half  cents  a  gallon  cheaiKT.  We  have  been  \ 
contending  for  a  number  of  years  in  favour  j 
of  cheaper  oil.  I  have  felt  that  the  reduction 
which  was  made  In  1897  of  one  cent  was  not 
sufficient,  and  tbe  i>eople  of  the  province  of  | 
Quebec  thought  they  were  entitled  to  cheap-  ' 
er  oil.    They  are  absolutely  satisfied  with  1 
the  fact  tlint  under  this  legislation  tbe  duty  ' 
has  been  cut  down  by  fifty  per  cent. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The  ' 
hou.  gentleman  made  one  great  mistake.  ' 
This  Bill  does  not  put  crude  oil  on  the  free  i 
list   It  does  not  refer  to  it  at  all.  | 

Hon.    Mr.    DANDUBAND— No.      I    nm  | 
arguing  generaUv  on  the  legislation  of  this 
session.  ^ 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  argued  that  this  Bill  placed  ' 
crude  oil  on  the  free  list.   Does  not  the  hon.  i 
gentleman  believe  that  tbe  object  could  be  < 
accomplished   much  better   by  putting  a 
direct  tax  on  the  crude  oil  which  comes  from 
the  I'nited  States  Into  Canada  ?   Of  course  I 
it  would.   By  plat'ing  the  bounty  on  oil  you  i 
assist  tbe  Canadian  producer,  there  is  no 
doubt  about  that,  and  also  the  Standiird  Oil  i 
Company  in  Canada  and  you  leave  them 
free  

Hon.  Mr.  I>ANI>l'UANI)— There  are  Cnn- 
adlan  producers  selling  to  tlie  Standard  Oil 
Company. 

Hob.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIr-lf 
that  be  the  case,  and  you  ^ve  a  boniu  to 
tbe  Canadian  producers  th^y  can  afford  ts 
sell  the  oil  undw  the  bounties  they  receive 
to  the  Standard  Oil  refining  Company,  m 
they  not  ?  But  that  is  not  the  pohit  If 
yon  leave  the  law  as  It  is  you  drive  out 
nf  existence  the  Canadian  oil  prodnccn 
In  the  western  portion  of  Camida.  Thai  is. 
1  think,  admitted,  and  this  Bill  admits  the 
fact,  because  In  order  to  enable  them  to 
continue  tbe  production  of  the  oil  yoi 
bonus  them  to  the  extent  of  11  centa  per 
imperial  gallon.  Suppose  Instead  of  gtrias 
them  ])  cents  on  the  Imperial  gallon,  job 
impose  a  duty  of  11  or  2  cents  upon  the 
importation  of  every  gallon  of  oil  produced 
In  the  United  States,  then  they  will  hive 
a  direct  protection  and  tbe  general  pwAet 
would  not  be  taxed  to  meet  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  consumer  wonU 
then  pay  more  for  his  reflued  oil. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/-Not « 

bit  of  It.  That  does  not  follow  at  alL 
If  you  adopt  that  principle  you  had  better 
produce  the  oil  and  distribute  it  free  among 
tiie  people  upon  tbe  principle  laid  down  by 
ray  hon.  friend,  that  those  who  are  able  to 
light  their  bouses  with  gas  and  have  a 
little  to  spare  might  just  as  well  devote  it 
to  lighting  the  bouses  of  other  people  wbo 
are  not  so  fortunate.  How  aincb  does 
my  hon.  Mend  contribute  In  that  directkm 
from  his  own  private  purse?  If  he  contrlbn^ 
it,  it  is  because  the  law  compels  him  to.  It 
is  not  of  hts  own  generosity.  L  dare  say 
he  gives  as  much  to  the  poor  as  anybody, 
but  I  question  very  much,  if  the  questioB 
was  put  to  him  as  to  the  price  of  oil.  that 
be  would  give  one  cent  for  this  reason 
but  he  gives  it  because  be  baa  to  give  It 
If  be  bad  to  pay  his  share  for  tbe  amoiuit 
of  oil  that  was  consumed  in  the  county 
of  Wellington  he  would  kick  as  hard  asalnst 
It  as  against  some  other  matters. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  should  like  to  nS 
a  word  about  a  subject  wblcb  should  be 
discussed  In  this  connection,  which  his 
not  been  referred  to  at  all.  Tbe  members 
of  the  House  have  been  considering  what 
tbe  result  of  the  bonus  has  been  on  the 
price  of  refined  oil.  I  want  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  tbe  House  to  the  fact  that  it  ha? 
a  much  wider  bearing  than  that,  for  crude 
oil  is  used  largely  for  manufacturing  pn^ 
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poses.  Mating  purposes,  and  so  on.  I  remeni' 
ber  a  few  years  ajfo  when  the  government  of 
which  the  hon.  leader  of  the  opposition  was 
a  member  raised  the  duty  on  crude  oil.  At 
that  time  the  manafacturers  were  using  a 
large  quantity  of  crude  oil.  By  raising 
the  duty  It  practically  gave  the  producers 
of  crude  oil  a  monopoly  of  the  business  and 
a  great  many  ui^g  crude  oil  In  the  manu- 
facturing of  machinery  had  to  al»Ddon  the 
use  of  petroleum  and  use  coal,  and  It  is 
claimed  by  manufacturers  that  this  bounty 
will  enable  them  to  again  start  the  use  of 
crude  oil  for  nmnufnoturing  and  heating 
purposes.  If  that  Is  the  case,  this  Bill  is 
In  the  right  direction.  I  call  attention 
to  the  fact  that  in  the  United  States  they 
are  using  crude  oil  on  locomotives.  A 
greater  quantity  of  heat  can  be  produced 
out  of  a  ton  of  oil  than  out  of  the  same 
weight  of  coal  and  railways  are  using  the 
crude  oil  nt  a  great  many  points  for  fuel. 
I  know  that  manufacturers  In  Ontario  have 
fully  appreciated  the  bounty  offered  by 
the  government  on  crude  oil,  claiming  that 
it  enables  them  to  use  crude  oil  again  as 
they  have  done  in  the  past.  There  can  be 
no  doubt  at  all  about  this  huge  monoiioly  in 
oil  and  I,  along  with  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition,  would  approve  of  the  govern- 
ment taking  power  to  license  the  sale  of 
oil  as  they  do  with  regard  to  the  sale  of 
tobacco.  I  think  the  time  has  come  to 
consider  the  stand  we  should  take  In  Can- 
ada, when  we  see  the  result  of  those  im- 
mense monopolies  and  trusts  in  the  United 
States  where  nearly  everything  there  Is 
money  in  to-day  is  governed  by  a  trust. 
They  are  settling  down  In  the  States  to 
the  fact  that  something  must  be  done  to 
give  the  masses  of  the  people  some  show 
for  their  money.  These  trusts  are  growing 
in  numbers  and  power  and  It  Is  the 
duty  of  the  government  of  Canada  to  pro- 
tect our  country  against  such  a  danger 
to  the  state.  We  have  It  here  to  a  certain 
extent,  but  not  to  the  extent  that  they 
have  it  In  the  Stiites. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
this  Bill  accomplish  the  object  tbe  hon. 
gentleman  refers  to  ? 

Hon.  Mr,  WATSON— It  Is  in  the  right 
direction,  because  there  Is  no  monopoly 
at  tbe  present  time  In  the  exploration  for 
crude  oil,  and  every  day  we  read  of  new 


oil  fields  being  discovered  and  developed, 
and  as  tbese  wells  are  found  people  will  be 
encouraged  to  work  them  when  they  are 
golne  to  get  a  bonus  of  one  and  a  half  cent 
a  saUIon  on  the  oil  produced.  I  think 
it  is  a  move  in  the  right  direction,  and 
certainly  ought  to  meet  the  opproval  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Let 
me  congratulate  the.  government  on  another 
conversion  to  the  principle  of  protection. 
My  hon.  friend  tells  the  committee  that  all 
the  manufacturers  are  In  favour  of  this 
measure,  because  it  will  give  them  a 
cheaper  fuel. 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON-Not  all. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Well, 
we  will  say  the  manafacturers.  but  not  ali. 
That  le  another  system  of  protection.  Does 
the  hon.  gontlemau  not  believe  that  those 
manufacturers  whom  he  formerly  denounced 
as  J^alized  robbers,  would  like  to  bave  all 
their  fuel  furnished  at  the  expeuse  of 
others  ?  I  do  not  l)eIieTe  they  would  object. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  am  not  a  recent  con- 
vert at  all.  I  opposed  the  duty  on  crude  oil 
in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  gave  similar 
reasons  for  it— the  fact  that  crude  oil  was 
being  used  for  fuel  by  manufacturers,  and 
cn  account  of  the  duty  being  put  on  it  they 
had  to  shut  np  their  furnaces.  They  claimed 
they  could  do  much  'better  with  crude  oil 
i)s  a  fuel  than  with  coal. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKE*iZIE  BOWELI^What 

jear  was  that  ? 

Hou.  Mr.  WATSON— I  do  not  remembt-r 
the  year. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I 
should  like  to  know  when  the  period  existed 
in  this  country  when  there  was  no  duty  on 
crude  oil. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  was  referring  to 
the  time  the  duty  was  Increased.  It 
was  not  free.  I  am  not  a  convert  at  all.  I 
{■m  simply  approving  of  the  government'H 
policy  In  putting  the  crude  oil  on  the  fre^^ 
list,  as  I  believe  It  should  have  been  put 
before.  I  am  also  in  favour  of  giving  a 
bounty  for  the  production  of  oil.  thereby 
encouraging  natural  industries  in  Canada 
Instead  of  Imposing  a  duty  on  the  manufac- 
tured article  Imported  Into  this  country, 
which  is  bound  to  fatten  the  pockets  of  the 
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monopolists.  Under  this  bonus  the  people 
who  produce  the  oLl  get  the  one  and  a  ha\t 
cents  a  gallon  and  tlie  consumer  gets  tbe 
advantage  of  two  and  a  half  cents  a  gallon 
on  the  refined  products.  Tbe  price  of  oil 
has  been  reduced.  It  is  advertised  In  the 
Conservative  papers  as  being  reduced.  I 
remember  when  the  Ottawa  '  Citizen  '  an- 
i.ounced  that  oil  Tvas  reduced  two  and  a  half 
cents  a  gallon,  and  the  Monti'eal  '  Gazette ' 
wiid  It  was  reduced  tWo  cents  a-  gallon,  it 
was  simply  a  matter  of  news,  that  because 
the  duty  was  reduced  the  price  w^as  reduced. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— How  does  it  stand 
now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— When  I  hear  hon. 
fceiitlemeu  opposite,  say  that  they  are  not 
opposed  to  protection  and  never  have  been, 
find  when  the  same  thing  is  asserted  In  the 
press 'and  on  the  platform  and' all  over  the 
country,  I  am  led  to  reflect  what  a  wonderful 
delusion  we  were  labouring  under  when  we 
thought  we  had  free  traders  and  opponents 
of  protection  in  this  country.  It  was  simply 
a  delusion.  The  hou.  gentleman  froiu  Port- 
age la  Prairie,  tbe  hon.  gentleman  from  de 
Lorimier  and  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Wel- 
lington never  were  free  traders  and  never 
opposed  protection  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— There  is  at  least 
one  free  trader  left,  and  I  think  there  are 
■more. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— Pot  him  up  on  a  high 

pedestal. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— Oh,  no.  I  simply 
want  to  protest  against  the  principle  of  giv- 
ing this  bounty.  It  is  entirely  wrong,  and 
based  upon  no  sound  economic  principle 
whatever. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Quite  true— a  compro- 
mise. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— I  cannot  under- 
stand a  principle  which  gives  a  bounty  to 
the  production  of  oil  any  more  than  a  prin- 
ciple of  giving  a  bounty  to  the  products  of 
the  farms.  There  is  not  one  particle  of 
difference.  It  is  wrong  In  Its  entirety,  and 
I  simply  desire  to  place  myself  on  record 
against  it. 

Hon.    Mr.    FERGUSON-I    should  have 
made  one  exception  in  regard  to  there  hav- 
Ho?.  Mr.  WATSON. 


ing  been  no  free  traders  in  the  past  or  it 
the  present  time  in  Canada  in  favour  of  mj 
hon.  friend,  but  I  am  afraid  his  free  tndc 
principles  Just  go  so  far  as  preaching  it  vltb- 
out  practising  It.  My  hon.  friend  has  tta 
the  finger-post  on  the  road,  and  is  like  tint 
post,  because,  though  he  points  to  the  vsj, 
he  never  travels  it.  He  is  always  fooad 
supporting  protectionist  measures  of  il» 
government  He  drops  in  as  a  supporter  of 
the  government  all  the  time,  and  preacba 
free  trade. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— I  think  there  are 
many  others  who  hold  the  same  view  thit 
I  do  ;  but  I  want  to  say  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Marshfleld  that  If  at  any  timt 
lie  will  move  a  resolution  eDunclatJag  t!» 
principles  of  free  trade  he  will  find  me  a 
supporter. 

Hou.  Mr.  FERGUSON- Why  does  not  lie 
hon.  gentleman  move  It  himself  7 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— What  Is  the  use  » 
iong  as  we  liave  so  many  high  strung  pro- 
tectionists as  my  hon.  friend  who  has  Just 
resumed  his  seat  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tbe 
hon,  gentleman  from  Rockland  ought  to  dn 
It  himself  so  as  to  place  himself  on  record. 
That  would  be  the  honest  way  of  doiag  ft 
We  would  not  expect  any  gentleman  who 
holds  opposite  views  from  those  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  to  make  the  motion.  The  bon. 
gentleman  could  do  it  himself,  and  I  should 
like  to  see  the  ministerialists  vote  against 
each  other. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  is  too  late  In  the 
session  to  provoke  a  debate  on  tbe  question 
now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Will  tbe  hon.  gea- 
tleman  vote  against  this  BUI  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAND— We  are  In  coin- 
mlttee.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-We  shaU  see  M  h« 
votes  against  it 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

The  Bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  paseed. 

ANIMAL  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  r«d- 
Ing  of  Bill  (166)  An  Act  to  amend  tke 
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Animal  ContagiouB  Diseases  Act  He  said : 
Tbis  measure  includes  a  generic  disease.  It 
appears  tliere  Is  considerable  injury  to  Can- 
adian stock  by  the  stock  wbicb  comes  from 
the  United  States  wliicli  are  diseased  In  tbe 
generic  organs.  The  name  of  the  disease  is 
maladie  du  coit,  and  it  provides  that  the 
compensation  for  slaughtered  animals  shall 
be  two-thirds  Instead  of  one-tblrd,  and  It 
fixes  tbe  vaiuation. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEItGUSOX— 1  have  loolied 
over  the  amendments  proposed  to  the  Act  in 
the  Bill  now  before  us,  and  I  cannot  see  any 
objection  whatever  to  tiiem.  I  thinli  they 
are  in  the  right  direction,  but  I  must  ex- 
press my  profound  regret  that  the  go^*?rn- 
ment  has  not  dealt'  thoroughly  with  this 
question.  The  Contagious  Diseases  of  An- 
imals Act  is,  I  thinli,  without  exception  tlie 
worst  Bill  On  our  statutes.  It  was  dealt 
with  tbe  last  time  most  unskilfully,  and,  I 
would  say,  with  a  stupidity  that  Is  perfectly 
marvellons  on  the  part  of  the  Department 
of  Agriculture.  The  Contagious  Diseases 
Act  Is  like  the  Indian's  gun.  It  calls  for  a 
new  lock,  stock  and  barrel. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  hou.  gentieuian 
has  any  views  \fell  thought  out  and  will 
give  me  a  memorandum  of  them,  I  shall 
call  the  attention  of  tbe  minister  to  it.  He 
is  guided  by  officials  who  profess  to  make 
a  study  of  tbe  subject 

Hon  .Mr.  FERGUSON— I  think  tlie  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture  knows  these  are  not 
only  my  views  in  regard  to  the  class  but  the 

views  of  others  also. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOW-ELI^What 
Is  tbe  new  disease  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  is  a  disease  of  tbe 
generic  organs,  akin  to  syphilis.  It  is  a 
venereal  disease  and  it  bas  been  found  ne- 
cessary to  add  that  to  the  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON— I  think  the  Bill  la 
certainly  In  the  right  direction,  a  very  Im- 
portant move  in  the  dlrectioij  to  prevent 
diseases  that  are  accumulating  not  only  in 
the  United  States  bat  in  tbe  western  part  of 
Canada.  We  have  had  that  disease  there, 
and  it  is  something  that  ought  to  be  remedi- 
ed if  there  Is  a  poasibliity  of  doing  so.  While 
I  can  sympathize  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Marshfield  that  the  Contagious  Diseases  Act 
may  be  deficient  in  many  respects,  he  must 


bear  In  mind  that  with  the  inferior  animals 
as  well  as  with  tbe  human  race,  it  is  very 
difficult  indeed  to  deal  with  those  diseases. 
\i  e  must  progress  slowly  and  reasonably, 

and.  therefore,  I  hope  my  hon.  friend  may 
be  spared  long  enough  to  ascertain  in  the 
future  that  the  government  is  doing  every- 
tiiing  in  their  power  to  remedy  a  matter 
that  shoald  have  been  looked  after  uiuny 
years  ago. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Xjie  House  resolved  Itself  Into  Committee 
of  tbe  Whole  on  the  BUI. 

Un  clause  2, 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— What  is  tbe  reason 
for  Increasing  the  proportion  of  tbe  cost 
that  tbe  country  Is  going  to  pay  ?  I  tbink 
tbe  owner  of  tbe  animal  ought  to  bear  the 
heavier  portion  of  the  loss  which  is  Incurred 
by  his  having  a  diseased  animal.  Tbe  old 
rule  was  that  tbe  country  paid  one-tblrd  but 
this  Bill  provides  that  the  country  shall  pay 
two- thirds. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  has  been  considered 
that  sometimes  a  man's  animal  might  be 
saved,  and  it  Is  thought  to  be  a  bard  case 
that  tbe  animal  should  be  killed.  It  Is  diffi- 
cult to  be  perfectly  sure  of  it,  and,  therefore, 
it  is  thought  to  be  fair  that  the  government 
should  pay  tw^o-tbirds. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Is  the 
latter  clause  of  tbis  paragraph  any  different 
from  the  law  as  it  stands  on  the  statute- 
book  ?  I  know  it  is  as  far  as  tbe  two-thirds 
is  concerned,  but  it  says  the  owner  of  the 
animal  shall  be  entitled  to  compensation  at 
the  full  value  of  tbe  animal  so  slaughtered— 
that  is  tbe  value  of  the  animal  before  it  be- 
came diseased.  Is  that  any  change  or  did 
the  old  law  provide  for  the  payment  under 
similar  circumstances  on  the  value  of  tbe 
article  at  the  time  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  change  In 
it.  Tbe  old  law  provided  that  when  it  was 
shown  that  an  animal  had  been  slaughtered 
on  iusutflclent  grounds,  and  that  It  was  not 
Justiflable,  the  owner  should  be  entitled  to 
tbe  full  value  of  tbe  animal. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-That  should  be 
changed.  How  can  you  ascertain  If  It  is 
slaughtered  on  insufficient  grounds  ?  These 
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ragne  terms  should  be  wiped  out  Suppos- 
ing It  was  said  a  man  died  for  Insufficient 
reasons,  would  tbat  not  be  vague,  and  wbo 
has  made  a  mistake  ?  It  Is  most  confusing 
and  perplexing  legislation.  I  suggest  tbat 
that  Bill  should  be  left  over.  I  would  not 
vote  for  It  on  any  account.  It  would  show 
stupidity  on  tbe  part  of  the  Senate  to  vote 
for  such  a  thing.  These  few  lines  alone 
kill  tbe  whole  Bill  and  make  It  stupid. 
Who  Is  to  diagnose  tbe  disease  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  officers  of  the  de- 
partment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— How  would  they 
know  they  had  made  a  mistake  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— M'e  must  trust  to  some- 
body. They  employ  tlie  best  experts  they 
can. 

The  CHAIKMAX— The  i>ost  mortem  will 
show  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN- Why  do  you  not 
provide  that  if  on  tbe  post  mortem  It  shall 
be  found  that  tbe  animal  did  not  die  of 
that  disease  

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUG— This  Is  the  law  as  It 
stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  thought  tbat  was 
new.  If  It  Is  tbe  law,  why  Is  It  repeated  ? 
The  clause  reads  :  i 

Provided  that  when  It  Is  clearlr  shown  that 
an  animal  has  been  slaughtered  od  insufflclent 

grounds,  and  that  the  slaughter  was  not  in  ac-  , 
cordance  with,  or  justiflable  under,  this  Act,  the  I 
owner  shall  be  entitled  to  compensation  at  the 
full  value  of  the  animal  so  slaugbtered.  | 

What  does  tbat  mean  ?  If  tbe  slaugb-  ' 
ter  was  not  done  properly,  if  the  animal  I 
was  struck  in  an  improper  place,  tbat  would  j 
be  improper  slaughtering,  and  it  Is  very  j 
vague.  I  certainly  think  tbe  Senate  will  j 
show  a  great  d-eal  of  stupidity  If  they ' 
adopt  this  language.  I 

Hon  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  agree 
with  my  bon.  friend.  If  be  knew  as  much 
as  I  do  about  the  BUI,  and  the  incongruity 

of  it.  he  would  refrain  from  criticising  this 
clause,  because  it  is  perfectly  hopeless  to 
make  the  Bill  rpspectahle  by  amoiitlinK  it  as 
is  now  being  done.  It  contains  a  perfect 
absurdity,  because  It  provides  that  suspioion 
Is  a  proper  ground  for  slaughtering  an  anl* 
mal,  and  It  provides  tbat  If  tbe  anlmdl  was 
Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN. 


not  slaughtered  In  accordance  with,  or  in  a 
ma.nner  Justl0ed  by  the  Act,  the  owner 
l>e  compensated.    Suspicion  is  not  a  proper 
cause  for  killing  an  animal  and  I  donbt  under 
tbe  strict  Interpretation  of  tbat  clause,  wte- 
ther  tbe  owner  could  obtain  compensatlwi 
The  bon.  gentleman  would  have  a  big  tart 
on  his  hands  if  he  tried  to  make  this  Act 
presentable,  and  tbe  only  change  this  malies 
in  the  existing  law  is  to  pay  more  equitable 
compensation  to  the  owners.   Tbat  Is  right 
lit  provides  that  tbe  owners  of  the  anbnal 
may  be  paid  under  two'  sets  of  conditions, 
]  one  where  tbe  animal  Is  found  not  to  have 
been  affected  with  tbe   disease   and  the 
I  slaughter  has  been  found  to  have  l>een  wltli- 
out  justification,  then  tbey  are  to  be  paid 
tbe  full  value,  and  It  fixes  In  section  3  the 
I  value  of  grade  animals  on  one  scale  and  of 
'  pure-bred  animals  on  another  scale  Botb 
[  of  them  are  very  much  more  correct  than 
It  was  in  the  Bill  as  It  originally  stood,  and 
the  Bill,  notwithstanding  tbe  Incongruity  in 
tbe  language,  will  be  doing  a  service  be- 
cause it  provides  more  equitnble  treatmwit 
for  the  owners  of  animals. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— From  the  lucid  ex- 
planation of  the  bon.  gentleman  I  think  it 
would  make  tbe  affair  a  great  deal  more 
stupid  ;  but  Z  wish  to  state  that  two  or  three 
session  ago.  when  the  Hon,  David  MHls  was 
leader  of  the  House,  cases  of  that  kind  came 
up,  tuberculosis,  matters  Involving  a  tre- 
mendous amount  of  scientific  work  and  * 
tremendous  amount  of  patronage,  employing 
experts  and  buying  microscopes.  &c..  I  ask- 
ed the  bon.  leader  of  tbe  House  to  refer  tbe 
BUI  to  a  committee  composed  of  tbe  med- 
ical men  of  the  House,  and  that  Bill  was 
never  heard  of  since.  It  was  a  good  thing. 
This  is  another  Instance  of  seml-sclentiflc 
men  trying  to  dabble  in  the  French  lan- 
guage. 

Hon  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Was 

<bat  Bill  properly  slaughtered  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— It  should  be  pro- 
perly slaughtered  ;  I  never  saw  more  nufn- 
telUglble  Jargon  than  there  was  In  that  Bill- 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  3, 

3.  Subsection  4  of  the  said  section  12  is  amend- 
ed by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  folIowlDg : 
'  but  shall  not  eiraeed,  in  tbe  case  ot  grade  ani- 
mals, one  bundred  and  fifty  dollars  for  each 
horae,  sixty  dollars  for  each  head  of  cattle,  and 
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fifteen  dollars  for  each  pig  or  sheep  ;  and  In 
the  case  of  pure-bred  aDimals,  three  hundred 
dollars  (or  each  horse,  one  hundred  and  fiftr 
dollars  for  each  head  of  cabtle,  and  flttr  dollars 
for  each  pig  or  sheep.' 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  la  a  very  good 
ameodment.  As  the  law  stands  there  is 
no  limitation. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  WILSON,  from  the  committee, 

reported  the  BUI  without  amendment. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

THE  MILITIA  BILL. 

'  SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read* 
ing  of  Bin  (No.  6)  An  Act  respecting  the 
Militia  and  D^ence  of  Canada.  He  said : 
The  Bill  now  under  consideration  makes 
certain  changes  in  what  Is  called  the  Mltitfa 
Act  of  Canada,  and  it  Is  thoagbt  better  to 
recast  the  whole  BUI,  as  ought  to  be  done 
In  very  many  cases  than  to  submit  for 
consideration  changes  which  involve  a  refer- 
ence to  a  number  of  statutes  passed  in 
former  years.  We  had  a  sample  of  that  In 
the  Post  Office  Act.  To  understand  It  we 
had  to  refer  to  numerous  volumes,  and  I 
think  it  Is  very  bad  practice,  although  I 
heard  some  hon,  gentlemen  recommending 
it  rather  than  have  a  new  Bill.  If  changes 
are  made,  it  is  better  to  give  ua  a  new 
Bin,  and  that  has  been  the  policy  adopted 
In  reference  to  the  Militia  Bill.  The  most 
important  change  is  the  substitution  of 
what  is  called  a  mllltla  council  for  the  gen- 
eral officer  commanding,  rather  substituting 
a  chief  of  staff  in  his  place  with  the  aid  of 
this  n^litia  council.  The  MHltla  Council 
Is  to  consist  of  tbe  Minister  of  Militia,  who 
is  preshSent,  the  chief  of  staff,  the  adju- 
tant general,  quartermaster  general,  the 
master  general  of  ordnance,  the  d^uty  min- 
ister and  the  chief  accountant.  They  are 
the  advisory  board  for  the  minister  in  all 
matters  affecting  the  regulations  of  the  de- 
partment 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN — Is  there  any  Im- 
perial officer  on  that  board  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— There  may  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  may  be,  but 
there  Is  not  at  present.   Under  the  MiUtia 


Act  as  it  stood,  there  was  a  branch  known 
as  the  naval  mUltla.  That  has  been  re- 
moved from  that  Act,  the  intention  being  to 
place  it  under  the  control  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  Fisheries  and  it  is  more  ger- 
mane ,  to  that  department  We  already 
have,  as  hon.  gentlemen  know,  vessels  that 
are  under  the  control  of  that  department 
a,  very  small  fieet,  and  therefore  It  seemed 
better  In  the  institution  of  a  nava!  reserve 
that  we  should  connect  It  with  the  depart- 
ment that  has  charge  at  the  present  time 
of  vessels  having  sailors.  I  do ,  not  think 
the  Bill  will  be  ready  for  the  present  ses- 
sion, but  that  Is  the  object  of  removing  It 
from  the  MUitia  Department  to  found  a 
force  to  be  known  as  the  naval  reserve. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKiyNZlB  BOWELL— 18 
that  provided  for  in  the  BUI  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  Is  removed  en- 
tirely from  the  MlUtia  Department,  and  a 
Bill  will*  be  submitted  at  a  future  session. 
It  was  Impossible  this  year  to  prepare  it. 
The  provision  in  the  old  law  was  that  the 
officer  of  the  army  who  bad  the  same  rank 
as  a  Canadian  officer,  totok  precedence,  and 
now  it  is  proposed  to  change  that  and  the 
Canadian  and  imperial  officers  will  rank  ac- 
cording to  the  date  of  tlieir  appointment 
In  the  past  the  imperial  officer,  no  matter 
how  young*  he  was,  or  how  recently  he 
might  have  been  appointed,  if  in  the  same 
rank,  he  took  precedence  of  the  Canadian 
officer.  There  Is  prorialon  for  the  officer 
commanding  the  Imperial  tnxHMi  at  Halifax 
to  take  command  of  the  militia  in  time  of 
war.  and  the  Bill  provides  also  that  a 
senior  officer  of  the  department  should  be 
appointed. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL--That 
is  not  new. 

Hon.  Mr.  S<:OTT— i  really  cannot  say. 
Provision  is  made  in  the  BUI  to  Increase  the 
permanent  force  from  1.000  to  2,000  men, 
and  also  to  Increase  the  pay  of  the  per- 
manent force  as  well  as  tlie  pay  of  the  active 
mHttia.  As  regards  the  active  mllltin.  the 
increment  of  the  officers  and  the  men  who 
recently  performed  annual  training  In  camp, 
they  have  been  paid  according  to  the  new 
Kcale.  and  it  has  been  found  a  great  in- 
centive to  good  work  beinjr  done,  and  has 
worked  most  satisfactorily.  Chances  have 
also  been  made  In  the  mode  of  calling  out 
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the  mllltia  in  aid  of  the  civil  power.  The 
clause  RS  it  originally  stood  provided  that 
any  three  Justices,  of  whom  the  mayor  might 
be  one,  it  was  optional,  it  need  not  be  com- 
pulsory, could  order  out  the  militia.  Now  it 
Is  proposed  to  use  the  word  *  shall.'  If  the 
head  of  the  municipality  refusm,  provtslon 
Is  made  for  calling  on  a  Judge  to  give  the 
autuority  for  calling  out  the  troops  in  the 
event  of  a  riot.  The  Bill  will  have  to  be 
considered  in  committee. 

Hon.  Sir  MaCICBNZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  propose  to  discuss  at  any  length  the 
merits  or  demerits  of  the  Bill  at  the  present 
moment,  further  than  to  call  attention  to 
one  remark  made  by  the  hon.  gentleman  in 
reference  to  the  substitution  of  a  council  for 
the  general  officer  commanding,  and  the  hon. 
gentleman  gave  us  the  names  of  the  officers 
who  are  to  compose  this  council.  If  I  have 
read  the  Bill  aright,  there  is  no  such  pro- 
vision in  the  law.  That  is  mereiy^u  state- 
ment made  ny  the  Minister  of  Militia,  ns  to 
what  he  may  do  in  the  future,  but  it  leaves 
the  power  entirely  in  his  hands  to  appoint 
just  whom  he  pleases.  He  indicated  to  the 
House  of  Commons  whom  he  thought  would 
compose  that  council.  Those  who  have  had 
any  experience  in  managing  and  working  the 
volunteer  force  of  the  militia  of  this  country 
will  concur  in  the  objection  which  I  am 
nbont  to  urge  upon  that  point  I  am  not 
opposing  or  expressing  any  opinion  in  op- 
position to  the  formation  of  the  council  to 
which  my  hon.  friend  has  called  attention, 
but  I  think  it  Is  exceedingly  unfortunate,  in 
order  to  remove  that  council  from  even  sus- 
picion of  political  influence,  that  the  names 
of  the  parties  who  are  to  form  that  com- 
mission should  not  be  mentioned  in  the  Bill. 
In  England  the  gentlemen  who  are  to  for-m 
that  council  are  to  consist  of  four  military 
men,  the  names  arc  given,  and  three  or  four, 
I  am  not  sure  which  Just  now,  nre  civilians. 
They  are  put  on  for  very  good  reasons,  and 
that  Is  the  suggestion  thrown  out  by  the 
Sliniater  of  Militia  as  to  the  formation  of 
this  council,  that  a  certnin  number  of  them 
shall  be  military  men,  who  are  supposeil  to 
have  experience,  officials  who  are  under  the 
minister  in  his  department  and  consequently 
would  be  subservient  to  the  will  of  the 
minister.  There  cannot  be  n  doubt  about 
that.  The  composition  of  the  council  in 
England  makes  the  members  of  it  inde- 
pendent of  the  minister,  and  of  the  govern- 
HOB.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


ment.  and  equal  to  the  minister,  so  that  eacb 
member  of  that  council  stands  in  ibe 
same  position  in  relation  to  the  minlsta, 
that  each  memt>er  of  the  cabinet  la 
Canada  or  England  stands  to  the  sovereigii. 
That  is,  they  must  be  unanimous  In 
whatever  recommendations  they  make  la 
connection  with  the  army  or  navy,  and 
if  one  of  that  council  differs  from  bii 
colleagues  upon  principle  or  for  any  other 
reason,  he  has  to  pursue  a  course  exactly 
similar  to  that  which  is  pursued  by  a  cabioet 
minister.  He  either  subordinates  his  own 
oplnloQ  to  ttiose  of  his  colleagues,  or  Ik 
leaves  the  council.  That  tB  tne  position,  as 
I  understand  It.  of  the  council  as  it  exists 
in  England.  It  makes  It  a  totally  inde- 
pendent body.  Supposing  the  Militia  Coun- 
cil of  Canada  is  composed,  as  foreshadowed 
by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State,  first  of  the 
Adjutant  General,  who  is  under  the  control 
and  direction  of  the  minister;  and  the  de- 
puty bead  who  has  to  do  Just  what  the 
minister  tells  him.  He  Is  there  a  nonentity, 
so  far  as  the  administration  is  concerned. 
His  whole  duty  is  to  do  what  be  is  told  to 
do.  Then  how  much  better  position  Is  tlie 
Accountant  in?  I  forget  who  the  otlier 
gentleman  was.  I  think  he  Is  the  Master 
GeuertU  of  Ordnance,  that  is  Mr.  Macdonald. 
Every  one  of  those  gentlemen  is  under  tbe 
head  of  the  department.  That  is,  they  are 
under  the  command  and  direction  of  the 
.Minister  of  MUitiB,  and,  consequently  ire 
might  Just  as  well  abolish  the  conueil  alb>- 
gether,  because  when  the  minister  comes 
down  with  his  propositions  they  will  be 
taken  for  granted,  unless  the  principle  Is 
carried  to  a  much  greater  extent  than  it 
should  be  of  governing  by  deputy.  He  has 
a  proposition  to  make  and  a  piun  to  sug- 
gest to  bis  colleagues;  he  suggests  it  aad 
asks  for  the  authority  of  a  council  com- 
IK>sed  of  men  suggested  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man, and  what  position  are  they  in  then? 
I  will  not  use  the  language  of  '■-y  hon.  frirad 
with  reference  to  the  Contag^^^T  Diseases  of 
Animals  Bill,  but  I  will  cer»*'nly  say  that 
the  council  would  not  only  be  ineffective,  bnt 
utterly  useless.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  other  point  referretl  to  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  ;  as  my  hon.  friend  indicated,  we 
can  do  it  better  in  committee.  There  are 
many  features  of  the  Bill  which  are  a  very 
great  Improvement  on  the  present  law;  there 
are  also  omissions  which  I  think  it  wonld  be 
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oar  duty  as  an  integral  part  of  the  British 
empire  to  provide  against. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—DId  the  hon.  gentle- 
man mention,  among  those  who  are  to  com- 
pose the  MUitla  Ck»UQCl1,  the  name  of  the 
Ulnister  of  Agriculture  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKT— That  is  a  mistake. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  suppose  the 
hon.  gentleman  thinks  the  ministers  are  dis- 
qnallfled  from  sitting  on  such  a  council  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No,  but  is  he  going 
to  do  Justice  to  the  agricultural  class  by 
putting  him  on  the  council  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— There  are  hon. 
gentlemen  in  this  House  who  scan  to  turn 
op  their  noses  at  farmers. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
reed  not  champion  the  cause  of  the  farmers 
Id  this  House,  because  I  am  myself  a  farm- 
er, 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— But  the  hon. 
gentleman  Is  a  dyed  in  the  wool  Tory  be- 
fore he  Is  a  farmer. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Senate  adjonmed  until  8  p.m. 

Second  Sitting. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Three 

o'clock. 
Routine  proceedings. 

INLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  Into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (168)  An  Act  to 
amend  the*  Inland  Revenue  Act. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

On  first  clause, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKE.SZIE  BOWBLL— Has 
the  minister  any  further  explanation  to 
make  on  this  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  Is  the  result  of 

the  tniiulry  nnule  by  .Indiro  MacTiu  isli,  ami 
I  notice  that  in  his  report  he  refers  to  le- 
gislation on  very  similar  lines  In  the  state 
of  Massachusetts. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWELL— I  call- 
ed attention  to  that  this  morning. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  minister  thinks  It 
is  in  the  interest  of  the  great  body  of  the 
people.  TUey  are  becoming  alarmed  that 
this  huge  concern  will,  like  Its  progenitor, 
develop  into  a  trust  and  may  be  attended 
with  serious  consequences — ^that  they  may 
Qx  the  prices  for  leaf  and  products,  and  It 
is  for  these  reasons  that  the  minister 
thought  It  wise  that  this  action  which  he 
considered  to  be  In  restraint  of  trade  should 
be  at  once  checked,  and  tbait  these  parties 
should  be  placed  on  the  same  plane  as  all 
other  manufacturers  and  not  allowed  to 
sell  goods  on  the  basis  ou  which  they  have 
therefore  been  selling  them.  My  hon. 
friend  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  this 
Bill  affects  all  IMuBlsrles  under  the  Inland 
Revenue.  That  may  be  quite  true,  but  I 
presume  the  minister's  announcement,  that 
it  was  only  intended  to  apply  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  cigars  and  cigarettes,  will  be 
sufficient  to  induce  parliament  to  accept  the 
Bill  If  they  are  In  favour  of  it. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-What- 
ever  the  House  of  Commons  may  do,  I  Jo 
not  think  the  Senate  will  be  prepared  to  ac- 
cept a  declaration  from  the  minister  as  to 
the  effect  which  the  BUI  may  have  on  one 
particular  Industry,  and  hla  announcement 
of  the  fact  that  It  Is  not  Intended  to  apply 
to  any  otSTer.  I  take  It  for  granted  that  If 
u  case  arislug  under  this  Bill  were  brought 
before  a  Judge,  he  would  not  take  the  de- 
claration of  a  minister  on  the  floor  of  par- 
liament as  an  interpretation  of  the  Act  It- 
self. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— No  such  ques- 
tion can  arise  before  a  Judge. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^How 
does  my  hon.  friend  come  to  that  conclusion? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— By  the  terms 
of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
terms  of  the  Bill  are  general,  and  apply  to 
every  Industry  In  the  Dominion  that  Is  car- 
ried on  under  a  licen-se.  How  then  can  my 
bon.  friend  say  that  a  question  of  that  kind 
could  not  arise  before  a  judge  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Because  it  can 
only  arise  before  the  Minister  of  Inland  Re- 
venue. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 
is  tue  point  I  was  comln?  to.  Not  only 
<does  this  establish  a  principle  which  Is 
wrong  in  itself,  but  it  malies  the  Minister  of 
Inland  Hevenue  the  absolute,  judge,  Jury, 
and  hangman  In  the  case.  Talk  of  the  ty- 
ranny of  the  Turk,  or  of  Russia!  Conldyou 
place  a  law  upon  the  statute-book  giving 
more  arbitrary  power  than  this  gives  to  a 
single  minister  ?  What  Is  theo'e  to  prevent 
•the  grossest  frauds  being  perpetrated  under 
this  power  given  to  the  minister  ?  Under- 
■stand  Tue,  I  am  not  accusing  the  present 
^minister  nor  do  I  suppose  for  a  moment  be 
would  do  it,  but  It  places  the  power  in  the 
bands  of  Any  gentleman  who  may  t>e  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Kevenae  for  the  time 
being.  Supposing  he  wants  to  exercise  this 
power,  every  one  living  In  Ontario  knows 
how  power  Is  exercised  by  the  inspectors  of 
tavern  licenses,  and  by  those  who.  recom- 
mend and  ja'ant  licenseH  to  sell  liquor,  parti- 
cularly at  election  timvs.  This  power  could 
be  used  precisely  in  the  same  way.  I  do  not 
wl>«h  to  be  understood  as  advocating  the 
flqnor  trade,  bnt  n  brewer  advances  to  a 
tavern-keeper  a  certain  amount  of  stock  con- 
ditional on  his  selling  only  the  product  of 
his  brewery.  That  would  come  within  the 
meaning  of  this  law,  because  that  Is  carried 
on  under  a  lii-vnse.  Any  one  who  has 
been  In  England  and  has  olMerved  this  par- 
ticular point,  knows  that  there  are  districts 
In  London  where  you  will  find  on  the  signs 
*  Dealers  exclusively '  in  a  certain  quality 
of  beer,  Bass',  Allsops',  or  some  other,  and 
the  <.'onditious  on  which  they  obtain  the  beer 
from  the  brewers  is  that  they  will  not  deal 
in  any  other.  This  tobacco  trust  controls 
trade  to  the  same  extent  precisely.  This 
Bill  antortnnately  affects  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  to  this  extent,  as  provided  In  sub- 
clause 2  : 

2.  The  decision  of  the  Minister  of  Inland  Re- 
venue as  to  whether  any  sale  or  co&slgDment 

of  goods  Is,  or  is  not,  subject  to  any  such  con- 
ditions, or  upon  B.ny  such  terms,  as  Is  or  are 
defloed  in  subsection  1  of  this  section,  shall  be 
final. 

I  repeat.  It  makes  him  the  Judge  and  jury 
in  the  case.  The  power  here  given  may  be 
used  to  Influence  a  large  number  of  men 
engaged  in  this  particular  business,  and  it 
may  be  exercised  In  the  same  manner  as 
other  powers,  to  which  I  have  called  at- 
tention, are  exercised.  Do  not  understand 
Hod.  Mr.  D4N'![>l'nAND. 


me  to  be  adTocnting  the  Interests  of  totaeco 
or  liquor  dealers ;    the  position  I  take  u 

against  interference  directly  with  trade  anJ 
with  the  liberties  of  men  who  are  eogaged 
In  trade.  My  hon.  friend  says  this  is  s 
monopoly.  Is  it  monopoly  '!  Jodge  M^^ 
Tavlsh  In  bis  report  says  It  is  not  si  mon- 
opoly within  the  meaning  of  the  crimiul 
law,  and  a.  Judge  who  tried  a  case  of  tldi 
kind  in  the  province  of  Quebec— I  tumk 
It  was  In  the  city  of  Quebec— gave  the  nne 
decision.  Now,  when  I  pointed  that  oot  to 
a  gentlenjan  who  is  advocating  this  Bill, 
how  do  you  think  I  was  met  ?    He  said: 

*  Oh,  they  were  bribed,  to  give  that  d^ 
clslon.'  I  said  I  was  not  prepared  to  ar 
cept  that  explanation.  I  have  a  better 
opinion  of  the  Judge  at  Quebec  who  gave 
that  decision.  He  gave  It  under  the  law  a 
it  stands  on  the  statutes,  and  that  is  not  a 
statement  you  should  use  in  favour  of  a  BIU 
of  this  kind. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Nor  one  tint 
should  be  repeated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-lVhat 
does  the  hon.  gentleman  mean  by  ttiat  ■* 

« 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  seems  to  me 
it  is  putting  up  a  man  of  straw  to  knock 
it  down  easily. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Sft 
he  is  one  of  the  advocates  of  this  Bill  1 
gave  no  credence  to  the  statement :  1 
mention  it  as  a  reason  which  was  given  to 
me  why  I  should  pay  no  attention  to  tbe 
decision  of  the  Judges,  and  I  do  not  ibhib 
I  should  be  held  responsible  In  the  maniwf 
my  hon.  friend  indicates,  for  repeating  that 
which  is  being  said  by  the  advocates  of  tbii 
mil,  because  I  repudiated  it  to  the  mao 
wlio  mentioned  It.  1  want  to  put  a  ques- 
tion in  a  way  different  from  the  manner  in 
which  It  was  put  by  the  hon.  gentlemfln 
from  Victoria  (Hon.  Mr.  Clorani;  I  should  iik? 
to  get  an  exp'tanatlon  from  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State,  If  he  can  give  it  to  me  :  Suppos- 
ing I,  a  grocer  In  Ontario,  should  go  to  > 
manufacturer  in  Montreal,  not  the  mannfac- 
turer  come  to  me.  and  say  to  him  :  On  whit 
terms  can  I  purchase  a  certain  brand  of 
tobacco  which  you  manufacture,  and  whifti 
is  very  popular  in  the  section  wbere  I  live? 
Perhaps  the  first  question  he  would  ask  i* : 

•  What  is  the  extent  oif  your  trade  ? '  became 
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Just  In  proportion  to  the  extent  of  my  trade 
would  be  tbe  advantages  be  would  give  to 
me.  I  would  state  the  extent  of  my  trade 
I8  |S0,000  a  year,  and  hia  reply  would  be  : 
*If  yon  will  take  my  tobacco  on  the  terms 
which  I  Ruggest,  I  will  give  it  to  you  for 
ten  or  fifteen  per  cent  leas  than  I  will  aell  It 
to  another  man  who  deals  in  all  kinds  of 
tobacco.'  Would  he,  under  such  circumstan- 
ces, come  within  tbe  meaning  of  this  law  ? 
I  think  he  would. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  there  must  be  an 
agreement  to  bny  from  nobody  else. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Very 
well,  soy  that  I  give  that  pledge;  It  would 
not  be  a  written  conti-aut.  I  would  say. 
*If  yon  glre  me  a  discount  of  ten  per  cent 
below  tbe  price  you  sell  to  others  I  shall 
sell  only  your  goods.'  That  would  not  be 
a  violation  of  this  law,  and  yet  my  hon. 
friend  says  be  wants  to  prevent  tlie  re- 
striction of  trade.  That  is  what  puzzles  me. 
The  law  Itself  is  a  direct  and  positive  re- 
striction of  tnitl*'  WUnt  wn«  the  object 
for  the  present  government  putting  a  duty 
on  tbe  raw  leaf  ?  I  Icnow  that  was  advocat- 
ed for  years,  while  I  was  In  the  govern- 
ment, and  It  was  resisted  for  certain  reasons 
then  given,  that  they  could  deal  better  with 
the  excise  duties  and  It  would  be  safer  for 
tbe  revenue  than  to  put  a  duty  on  tbe  raw 
leaf  grown  In  Canada.  Another  reason  was 
that  It  wa&  always  represented  to  the  gov- 
ernment and  the  Minister  of  Inland  Re- 
venue, that  no  tobacco  fit  to  use  either  as 
chewing  tobacco  or  for  tbe  manufacture  of 
cigarettes  or  smoking  tobacco  could  be  made 
out  of  Canadian  leaf.  These  were  the  rea- 
sons that  Induced  the  government  not  to 
take  that  step.  Tbe  prei«ent  government, 
however,  took  a  different  view  of  that  ques- 
tion and  carried  out  a  principle,  which,  to 
my  mind,  ought  to  have  been  carried  out 
years  before.  They  placed  a  duty  on  tbe 
raw  material.  What  has  been  the  effect 
of  that  ?  In  1897  the  total  amount  of  Can- 
adian leaf,  so  far  as  tbe  Inland  Revenue 
reports  show,  was  about  fiOO.OOO  pounds 
manufactured  during  that  year.  The  last 
year's  output  by  thp  different  factories, 
amounted  to  no  lefts  than  3.041,687  pounds. 
That  la  tht  result  of  a  protective  policy, 
and  I  commend  my  linn,  friends  for  havinjr 
adopted  it.  It  furnished  to  the  manufac- 
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turers  of  this  country  tbp  product  of  the 
farmer  to  the  extent  of  over  2,000,000 
pounds,  while  under  the  free  admission 
of  foreign  leaf  tobeeco  there  was  only 
about  WO.OOO  pounds  of  Canadian  leaf 
manufactured  In  Canada.  That  has  been 
the  result  through  the  Introduction  of  United 
States  capital  in  addition  to  Canadian  capital 
in  building  large  factories.  I  do  not  know 
the  qualities  of  tobacco  ;  I  never  did  or  could 
use  it,  but  If  the  taste  can  be  acquired  for 
the  use  of  tobaCco  made  from  Canadian 
leaf,  then  we  have  Just  so  much  added  to 
the  industry  of  the  farmer  who  raises  the 
leaf,  and  we  find  employment  to  the  extent 
of  the  output  of  the  factories,  that  would 
not  exist  otherwise  except  in  the  manufac- 
turing of  tobacco  from  the  foreign  leaf. 
The  protection  given  to  tbe  producers  of 
tobacco  in  Canada  was  a  KOOd  move,  as  tbe 
result  has  shown.  It  has  been  in  force 
only  a  few  years  and  the  output  of  the 
factories  has  reached  nearly  ,four  million 
pounds.  ini4tf>]iil  of  about  iiulf  a  milUon 
pounds  before  the  du^  was  Imposed.  If 
the  enforcement  of  this  law,  and  throwing 
tbe  manufacturing  Into  the  bands  of  a 
larger  number  will  lead  to  the  use  of  more 
of  this  kind  of  tobacco,  so  much  the  better 
for  the  farmers  who  produce  It  But  the 
quality  of  the  article  will  have  to  be  the 
ground  on  which  It  Is  sold  and  used.  Now, 
as  a  matter  of  principle  if  it  la  right  as  ap* 
plied  to  this  particular  Industry,  is  it  not 
right  In  all  other  brunches  of  industry  3 
Let  me  give  a  practical  Illustration  in  the 
business  that  I  have  been  connected  with 
ever  since  I  was  a  boy.  Suppose  a  manufac- 
turer of  type-settJng  macliines  caiiip  t<>  (Mir 
town  and  wanted  to  sell  me  a  couple  of 
machines.  I  asked  what  the  price  was, 
and  If  he  would  give  a  certain  reduction 
for  rasli.  Having  obtained  his  terms.  I 
aald  '  I  will  give  you  the  list  price  on  condi- 
tion you  will  not  aell  a  machine  to  our 
opponents  in  this  town.'  W^ould  that  be 
wronff,  I  should  like  to  know  ?  Was  that 
man  who  sold  tbe  type-setting  machines 
to  be  restricted  in  the  sale  of  tbe 
article  ?  That  is  the  prinelpl?  underly- 
ing the  bottom  of  this  whole  legisla- 
tion, and  It  applies  to  every  conceivable 
business  In  the  country,  tbongh  the 
present  government  have  not  the  courage 
or  the  power  to  adopt  and  place  on  the 
statute-book  a  law  similar  to  that  on  the 
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statutes  of  MassacbnscttB.  If  It  Is  good 
for  one  branch  of  business  It  Is  good  for  tbe 
whole,  but  betleving,  as  I  do,  that  it  Is  a 
direct  infringement  of  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  and  placing  a  power  In  the  bauds  of 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  that  is  not 
exercised  by  tbe  Czar  of  Russia,  I  not  only 
fflre  utterance  to  my  opinions  on  the  sub- 
ject but  will  record  my  vote  against  the 
adoption  of  any  such  principle  in  onr  legisla 
tlon. 

Hon.  Mr.  MeMULLEN-I  did  not  endea- 
vour to  foilow  my  hon.  friend's  argument. 
I  tiave  been  looliing  over  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill.  imrtleiilarJy  subsection  (B).  '  Xotice 
of  forfeiture '.  It  may  possibly  be  reason- 
able to  follow  the  man  that  violates  this 
iaw  if  it  is  adopted,  but  I  cannot  see  the 
reasonablenras  of  foUowlug  tbe  owner  of 
tbe  4)ro|)ert.v.  Tlie  clause  reads  : 

From  and  after  the  Infiertloo  thereof  the  11- 
ccnee  sb&U  be  null  and  void  ;  and  no  license 
ahall  be  granted  to  any  other  person  for  carry- 
ing on  any  business  In  the  premises  occupied 
by  him  until  the  Minister  ol  Inland  Revenue  Is 
satisfied  that  the  dealings  above  referred  to 
bare  ceased. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEK— Supposing  I  was 
the  owner  of  the  property  and  I  leased  It  to 
a  man  in  tbe  tobacco  aud  cigar  business. 
There  are  many  places  in  connection  with 
hotels  where  such  a  business  is  conducted. 
The  lessee  might  enter  into  a  eovtniant  of 
this  kind,  and  violate  the  law  and  he  might 
lose  the  right  to  sell. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  only  applies  to  tbe 
large  manufacturer. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— It  declares  that 
the  place  in  which  he  does  business  Is  de- 
prived of  a  license  until  such  time  as  the 
Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  is  satisfied. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  the  manufac- 
turer— only  one  person. 

.  Hon.  Mr  McMULLBN—If  It  only  applies 
to  tiie  manufacturer,  and  not  to  tbe  seller, 
it  Is  a  different  thing.  I  thought  it  appUcJ 
to  those  wf  0  sell  cigarettes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^It  is  a 
most  arbitrary  thing  to  put  on  tbe  statutes 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN- A  great  parliamen- 
tarian said  once  that  there  was  no  law  ever 
[msseil  that  you  i-ould  not  drive  a  coach  and 
Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


four  through,  I  believe  there  are  very  tew 
of  our  laws  that  you  cannot  drive  eight 
horyes  aud  a  coach  through.  Tbe  object  of 
this  Bill  is  to  crush  a  monopoiy.  That  1  im 
in  favour  of.  I  am  opposed  to  trusts  and 
monopolies,  but  in  this  Bill  I  find  mam 
taken  to  do  away  tvitb  an  evil  in  social  w 
commercial  life.  I  am  afraid  that  the  pro- 
visions Id  this  BUI  go  to  Justify  the  maxim 
which  is  not  admitted  either  in  theologlcil 
social  or  commercial  life,  that  the  end  Justi- 
fies the  means.  Tbe  end  of  this  Bill  is  ex- 
ceediogly  good  and  proper  and  one  tbtt 
should  be  attained  by  correct  means,  bat  U 
the  means  taken  to  attain  tbe  object  are 
not  within  tbe  limits  of  indlvidaal  or  public 
right,  tben  It  is  a  proper  position  to  tsAe  to 
discuss  tbe  merits  of  tbe  means.  For  In- 
stance, to  do  away  with  a  monopoly  this 
Bill  proposes  that  a  license  of  a  man  carry- 
ing on  a  monopoly  shall  be  set  aside  and 
cancelled  if  he  does  a  certain  thing.  I^t 
certain  thins  Is  this,  if  he  : 

(a.)  makes  a  sale  of  any  such  goods,  or  cod- 
slgns  them  for -sale  upon  commission,  to  u- 
other  person,  subject  to  the  conditions  thai  tlie 
purchaser  or  tbe  consignee  shall  sell  or  deal  in 
goods  of  a  kind  produced  by,  or  obtained  or  to 
be  obtained  from,  any  other  manufacturer  or 
dealer  -,  or 

(b.)  makes  a  sale  of  any  such  goods,  or  con- 
signs them  for  sale  upon  commission,  to  an- 
other person,  upon  such  terms  as  would.  In  their 
application,  give  more  proQt  to  the  purctuwr 
or  the  consignee  if  he  should  not  sell  or  d«il 
In  goods  of  a  like  kind  produced  by.  or  ol>taii»d 
or  to  be  obtained  from,  any  other  mannfacturer 
or  dealer.  < 

I  believe  it  is  within  tbe  right  of  parlia- 
ment to  say  so,  but  tbis  clause  does  mri 
coviT  the  action  of  a  man  who  would  be  as 
guilty  as  tbe  manufacturer  himself.  For  in- 
stance, tlie  retailer,  as  has  been  pointed  oot 
by  the  hon.  member  from  BeHevIlIe,  jalgtii 
go  to  a  mannfacturer  and  ask  him  to  xfi 
him  goods  and  say  :  *  Now,  what  advantage 
will  you  give  me  if  I  will  sell  only  your 
goods  ? '  This  law  does  not  govern  tlut 
transaction.  Consequently,  you  leave  a  loop- 
hole whereby  the  object  of  the  Bill  Is  de- 
feated. This  Bill  strikes  at  a  manufaetnrer 
who  makes  a  contract.  If  you  want  to 
have  the  Bill  effective,  it  should  strike  at  tbe 
retails  and  every  man  who  wants  to  m^^ 
d  monopoly  contract  with  tbe  company  that 
this  Bill  prevents  tbe  company  from  making- 
So  tbe  Bill  is  not  complete.  Anorther  way  to 
get  rid  of  the  penalty  under  this  law  is  this : 
A  manufacturer  produces  to  the  extent  of. 
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say,  one  mI31lQn  dollars.  Under  tbls  law 
cannot  sell  to  wholesalers  or  retailers  under 
an  exclusive  contract.  What  bas  the  manu- 
facturer to  do  to  set  aside  this  law  ?  All  he 
bas  to  do  is  to  call  in  John  Brown  &  Com- 
pany and  aeil  the  enOre  product  to  them, 
witboat  any  conditions  or  contract  John 
Brown  &  Company  pay  one  million  dollars 
for  the  output  and  put  the  product  on  the 
market  under  contracts  which  this  Bill  Is 
designed  to  guard  against  The  law  will  not 
govern  John  Brown  &  Company's  action  and 
there  will  be  no  penalty,  because  John  Brown 
&  Company  are  not  manufaoturers.  That  is 
why  I  say  this  law,  although  designed  to 
accomplish  a  good  object,  will  not  attain 
that  end-  The  manufacturer  makes  no  con- 
tracts, but  any  retainer  may  go 'to  the  Ameri- 
can Tolmcco  Company  and  offer  to  sell  their 
goods  exclusively.  Now,  why  should  not 
the  law  strike  at  that  retailer  as  well  as  at 
the  manufacturer?  "Why  waste  time  putting 
on  the  statutes  of  this  country  a  law  which 
wlU  be  ineffective,  however  good  the  object 
it  wishes  to  attain  ?  I  am  not  here  to  sug- 
gest the  means  which  should  be  taken  by 
the  government  or  the  department,  but  I 
point  out  the  very  weak  spots  In  this  Bill. 
Having  had  something  to  do  with  the  admin- 
istration of  Justice  in  this  country,  I  say  It 
is  not  right  to  put  om  the  statutes  laws  which 
ore  not  clear  as  to  their  meaning,  and  which 
will  prevent  Judges  on  the  bench  from  ex- 
ercising their  discretion  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law.  Judges  find  It  a  great  hard- 
ship to  be  obliged  to  interpret  the  meaning 
of  Acts  of  parliament  I  know  I  have  often 
been  asked,  why  not  make  your  laws  clear, 
so  that  there  will  be  no  responsibility  rest- 
ing on  our  shoulders  when  we  have  to  in- 
terpret them  ?  In  the  last  clause  the  minis- 
ter Is  glT«i  an  extraordinary  power,  a  pow- 
er that  I  should  not  like  -to  exercise,  a  power 
which  can  be  exercised  In  the  coi]^  of  our 
country  only  through  three  channels— the 
prosecuting  counsel,  the  Jury  and  the  Judge. 
Under  this  Bill  enormous  interests  are  left 
to  the  discretion  of  one  man.  It  is  a  tre- 
mendous power  to  put  in  the  bands  of  any 
one,  that  he  shall  be  the  prosecuting  attor- 
ney, the  Jury  and  the  judge.  I  quite  agree 
with  the  hon.  member  for  Belleville  that  it 
Is  a  dangerous  power  to  place  In  the  hands 
of  any  man,  however  able  and  conscientious 
he  may  be.  I  am  not  going  to  say  that  the 
present  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  would 
70* 


^  not  discbai%e  his  duties  faithfully  and  con- 
^  seientiottsly,  bat  parliament  ought  to  In 
very  guarded  In  giving  auch  power  to  any 
.  one  individual,  especially  wh«i  It  is  a  ques- 
\  tlon  of  administering  public  affairs.  Wa 
I  never  can  tell  when  a  time  may  arrive  when 
a  spirit  of  vengeance,  or  party  welfare,  or 
other  Influences,  may  cause  the  admlnlstra- 
.  tlon  of  'the  department  to  be  turned  against 
the  ends  of  Justice.    I  am  prepared  to  ac- 
cept the  Bill  as  a  half-way  measure  to- 
wards destroying  this  evil  In  commercial 
life,  which,  In  the  end,  attacks  the  social 
welfare  of  itbe  people,  but  I  would  ask  the 
leader  of  the  House,  in  dealing  with  mea- 
sures of  this  kind,  that  when  they  propose 
to  attain  a  useful  object,  they  should  at  the 
same  -time  adopt  fair  means  to  accompllab 
their  end. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— I  want 
to  call  attention  to  a  point  which  seems  to 
have  been  omitted.  An  importer  of  tobacco 
may  make  contracts  with  any  one  and  pro- 
mise discounts  on  the  conditions  which 
have  been  mentioned,  and  this  Bill  would 
not  touch  him.  Ton  touch  the  manufacturer 
but  not  the  importer. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— In  dealing  with  mea- 
sures aCTectlng  the  revenue,  we  must  give  a 
cei'talu  amount  of  credit  to  the  representa- 
tions made  by  the  minister  in  charge  of  the 
department  who  Is  in  a  better  position  to 
know  where  the  shoe  pinches  than  an  out- 
side observer.  There  is  no  question  there 
are  a  great-  many  provisions  in  our  revenue 
laws  which  seem  tjTAiu^cal-  The  Oustoms 
Act  contains  provisions  which  seem  utterly 
repugnant  to  one's  Ideas  of  Justice  and  fair- 
play.  The  leader  of  the  opposition  presided 
over  that  department  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  he  Is  quite  aware  that  what  I  say  is  true. 
The  hon.  gentleman  was  not  anxious  to  be  a 
tyrant,  and  he  was  not  a  tyrant,  but  it  was 
absolutely  necessary.  In  order  to  be  In  a 
position  to  deal  with  the  various  schemes 
which  suggest  themselves  to  people  In  trade 
to  evade  the  revenue  law,  to  have  the  law 
strict  and  apparently  unreasonable.  This 
Bill  affects  simply  the  manufacturer.  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  (Hon.  Mr. 
Cloran)  thought  it  should  affect  the  dealer 
also.  He  wanted  to  know  why  It  was  limit- 
ed to  the  manufacturer.  There  are  two 
reasons  why,  one  that  the  mauufacturcr  Is 
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tbe  only  person  who  comes  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Department  of  Inland  Revenue. 
That  department  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
dealers  outside. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (B.C.)— How 
about  the  Importer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Importer  does  not 
come  under  the  control  of  the  Inland  Rev- 
enue Department.  The  reason  why  the 
(iefllt'r  is  in  a  different  iH>si,llou  is  this  : 
If  the  manufacturer  refuses  to  sell  to  the 
dealer  tbe  dealer  cannot  go  elsewhere ;  he 
cannot  get  the  same  article  from  another 
party.'  Where  agreements  have  been  entered 
into  with  certain  persons  to  sell  the  pro- 
ducts manufactured,  then  the  dealer  who 
does  not  acce^jt  the  terms  of  the  manufac- 
turer, has  no  opportunity  to  purchase  else- 
where. Then  the  lion,  gentleman  suggested 
that  tbls  measure  might  be  defeated  by  a 
firm  named  John  Brown  &  Company  buying 
out  the  whole  stock  of  tbe  manufacturer. 
The  case  which  has  given  rise  to  this  partic- 
ular legislation  is  tlie  cnse  of  a  company 
called  the  Empire  Tobacco  Company.  I 
should  like  to  know  how  many  John  Browns 
there  are  in  Canada  who  could  buy  out  the 
Empire  Tobacco  Company  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— They  could  buy 
tbemselreB  out 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  law  could  not 
apply  to  the  case  where  a  dealer  met  a 
manufacturer  and  asked  as  a  favour  that  he 
should  do  something.  It  must  be  a  case 
where  tbe  manufacturer  makes  that  a  con- 
dition. If  the  man  comes  voluntarily  and 
says,  *  I  wish  to  sell  your  tobacco,  and  I  do 
not  propose  to  sell  any  other  tobacco  but 
yours,'  there  is  nothing  in  this  Bill  to  pre- 
vent the  manufacturer  letting  him  have 
goods  on  special  terms,  but  tbe  manu- 
facturer must  not  make  it  a  condition  with 
tbe  dealer  that  he  shall  not  sell  the  goods 
of  any  other  manufacturer.  It  seems  to  me 
that  is  a  reasonable  proposition.  I  believe 
in  liberty  as  far  as  It  is  consistent  with  the 
general  good,  but  it  is  evidently  a  very  ob- 
jectionable condition  of  things  that  dealers 
In  various  articles  are  tied  up  to  sell  the 
products  of  certain  manufacturers  only.  Tbe 
bon.  gentleman  who  leads  tbe  opposition  re- 
ferred to  the  case  of  brewers  in  England.  I 
think  It  is  recognized  in  England  that  these 
Hon.  lir.  POWBSR. 


•tied  houses,*  as  they  are  called,  constitnte 
a  very  objectionable  feature  in  coonectloD 
with  the  sale  of  beer  In  England. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOW^ELL— Tbe 
same  thing  exists  in  Canada,  only  it  does 
not  appear  on  the  signs. 

* 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- It  Is  an  nnfortaiiate 
condition  of  things.  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  this  Bill  Is  to  apply  only  to  the  tobacco 
manufacturers,  but  I  think  it  is  based  on  ■ 

sound  principle.  It  Is  in  the  interest  of 
freedom  of  trade  and  contract,  apart  from 
the  first  contract  with  the  manufacturer, 
and  if  it  applies  to  other  things  as  well 
as  tobacco  so  much  the  better. 

Hon,  Sir  HACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
hon.  gentleman  attempts  to  illustrate  bis 
argument  by  reference  to  the  Customs  Act 
He  will  find  there  is  no  such  power  vested 
In  tbe  Minister  of  Customs. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  said  some  of  tbe 
customs  laws  were  tyrannical. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZliS  BOWELL-I 
stated,  when  I  spoke  before,  that  I  did  not 
wish  to  be  understood  as  Insinuating  any- 
thing against  the  hon.  gentleman  who  is  at 
present  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue,  bnt  I 
tsaid  tbls  was  not  a  sound  principle,  and  1 
repeat  there  Is  no  such  power  vested  in  tbe 
Minister  of  Customs.  There  are  clauses  In 
the  Customs  Act  which,  to  the  uninitiated, 
appear  very  tyrannical,  and  In  opposition  to 
what  would  be  considered  the  lit>erty  of 
the  subject.    But  when  you  come  to  con- 
sider the  reasons  for  placing  these  apparent- 
ly tyrannical  sections  in  the  Customs  Act, 
it  is  exclusively  to  protect  the  revenue  ami 
not  to  Interfere  with  any  mdividnal.  For 
instance  there  is  a  clause  which  Is  con- 
sidered extraordinary;  the  person  who  Is  ac- 
cused has  to  prove,  in  tbe  case  of  vlolatkms 
of  the  Ciiltoms  Act,  that  be  Is  Innocent 
That  ts  not  applied  in  any  British  countiT 
to  any  other  business  or  any  other  proceed- 
ings in  connection  with  trade;  but  the  rea- 
son for  that  is,  Unless  that  clause  were  In 
the  law,  It  would  be  Impossible  to  rench 
the  frauds  which  are  being  committed  by 
the  smuggler,  for  tbe  reason  that  his  books 
and  his  Invoices  are  the  only  evidence  whlcb 
would  prove  the  violation  of  the  law.  I 
merely  give  that  as  an  explanation  to  sbo* 
that  so  far  as  I  understand  the  two  posl- 
tions   they    are   not   at   all  analogwu- 
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In  this  particulnr  I  take  a  different  view 
altogether  from  the  Speaker.  He  aays  he 
thinks  lie  Is  right  for  certain  reasons ;  I 
tbink  It  is  a  direct  interference  with  trade 
and  commerce  in  Its  broadest  and  In  its 
narrowest  sense. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDL'RAND— The  leader  of 
the  opposition  sajs  that  be  does  not  find  in 
the  report  of  Judge  MacTavIsh  that  the 
American  Tobacco  Company  and  the  Empire 
Tobacco  Comi>any — and  they  are  one  and 
the  same  company — liad  In  Canada  a  couple 
of  years  ago  a  monopoly  of  tbe  tobacco 
trade.  That  Is  obvious.  But  the  question 
which  should  have  been  discussed,  perhaps 
at  greater  length,  by  the  bon.  gentleman 
from  Belleville  Is  whether,  from  the  report 
of  Judge  MacTavish,  there  is  not  a  strong 
presumiitlon  that  that  monopoly  Is  about  to 
be  formed. 

If  the  methods  adopted  by  this  United 
States  trust  are  such  as  to  bring  abont  a 
monopoly  into  its  own  bands  of  the  tobacco 
trade  of  tbe  country,  then  should  we  not  be 
a  unit  in  favour  of  enacting  laws  to  pre- 
vent that  object  from  being  attained.  Tbe 
parties  who  are  In  tbe  trade  are  meeting 
the  competition  of  tbe  United  States  trust 
One  Arm  they  bare  already  injured  so  con- 
siderably, that  they  have  been  crowded  out 
Catally  by  the  methods  followed  by  the 
trust,  and  if  that  is  not  itreventetl  by  thli^ 
Bill  the  Canadian  companies  will  be  crowd- 
ed out  tbe  market  altogether.  The  plan  is  a 
very  clevar  one.  The  tobacco  trade  Is  car- 
ried from  the  manufacturer  to  the  retailer 
through  the  wholeseale  grocers  of  Canada. 
Tbe  wholesale  grocers  of  Canada  have  an 
ai'my  of  commercial  travellers  who  cover  the 
country  from  tbe  Atlantic  to  tbe  Paclflc. 
In  taking  orders  for  a  multitude  of  things 
they  take  orders  for  tobacco  of  various 
kinds.  Tbe  United  States  trust  did  not 
create  a  demand  from  Us  inception  for 
certain  I>rands  of  tobacco  or  cigarettes  or 
l)hig  tobacco  of  their  own  manufacture. 
They  came  in  with  immense  wealth  behind 
tUem  and  bought  the  manufacturers  which 
made  'the  best  brands  aud  bad  tbe  best 
reputation  on  the  market.  They  did  not 
"weight  themselves  with  a  load  to  carry 
from  the  bottom  of  the  mountain  up.  They 
took  the  brands  tbat  were  already  on  top 
and  stimulated  the  demand  considerably  by 
an  Immense  expenditure  of  money  in  adver- 


tising— spent  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars  not  only  towards  creating  but  stimu- 
latlDg  tbe  demand  for  various  brands.  When 
they  had  done  tbat  through  a  considerable 
expenditure  of  money,  they  then  applied  the 
methods  complained  of.  Now,  what  are  the 
methods,  and  what  Is  the  effect  of  them  ? 
It  is  to  offer  to  the  wholesale  grocer  a  cer- 
tain advantage  If  he  will  deal  exclusively 
In  those  brands.  The  wholesale  grocer 
has  already  such  a  demand  for  those 
brands,  that  be  must  carry  them,  but  tbe 
owner  of  those  brands,  the  United  States 
Tobacco  trust,  will  only  give  him  those 
brands  on  terms  that  will  pay  him  to  sell 
them  provided  be  signs  an  exduslve  ood- 
tract.  If  be  does  not  sign  the  contract,  be 
is  given  only  two  per  cent  xliscotftit  and  it 
has  been  established  In  evidence  that  two 
per  cent  is  not  worth  thinking  of  in  the 
carrying  on  of  tbat  trade.  So  tbat  tbe  whole- 
sale dealer  Is  face  to  face  with  this  diffi- 
culty :  either  secure  the  handling  of  those 
brands  which  are  In  great  demand,  or  fall 
back  upon  tlie  brands  of  the  Independent 
manufacturers  for  which  there  Is  less  de- 
mand and  lose  profitable  customers  not  only 
in  the  tobacco  trade  but  for  other  articles, 
who  will  go'  to  tbe  wholesaler  who  can  sell 
them  what  ,tbey  require.  In  this  way  the 
wtiolea&lers  have  been  compelled  to  sign 
exclusive  contracts  :  and  what  was  tbe  re- 
sult ?  When  the  wholesale  grocery  trade 
of  Canada  has  closed  Its  doors  to  all  other 
manufacturers,  and  bns  agreed  to  handle 
exclusively  the  goods  of  the  United  States 
trust,  where  are  the  other  manufac- 
turers ?  The  other  manufacturers  you 
may  say  could  send  out  an  array 
of  commercial  travellers  and  sell  th^ir 
goods  throughout  the  land  and  save  the 
profit  of  the  middleman.  But  It  la  no  small 
expense  to  cover  tbe  provireees  with  com- 
mercial travellers  for  just  one  line  of  goods, 
and  It  is  admitted  tbat  It  is  an  immense 
burden  upon  them.  They  have,  besides,  to 
reach  tbe  retailer  directly.  They  must  open- 
thousands  of  accounts.  They  have  the 
whole  difficulty  of  collecting  those  accounts; 
They  have  the  losses  which  they  sustain  by 
selling  to  small  dealers  throughout  the  land. 
When  they  sell  to  a  few  wholesale  grocers 
of  good  repute  the^  know  with  whom  th^ 
are  dealing,  and  stand  very  little  risk  In- 
deed.  With  that  system  of  closing  the  re- 
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gnlar  cliannels  of  trade  whi<Ai  carry  those 
goods  from  tbe  tobacco  manufacturer  to  the 
retailer  through  the  wholesale  grocer  and 
the  monopolizlDg  of  those  cbaonels  by  one 
company  alone  tbe  result  Is  fatal.  It  bas 
already  been  felt,  according  to  tbe  allega- 
tion of  all  tbe  other  manufacturers,  and 
-what  ,wiU  be  the  result  ?  To  my  mind  It  is 
Inevitable  that  the  company  that  mono- 
polizes those  avenues  of  trade  through  the 
wholesale  grocers  la  bound  to  monopolise 
tbe  trade  of  Canada.  This  measure  bas  for 
its  object  tbe  prevention  of  such  a  condi- 
tion. The  day  when  this  monopoly  is 
established,  the  tobacco  grower  will  be  at 
Its  mercy ;  the  trust  will  pay  the  ■  price 
it  pleases.  The  hon.  leader  of  the  opposi- 
tion has  "congratulated  tbe  government  It 
Is  not  very  often  that  he  Is  in  that  mood. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— Al- 
ways when  they  are  rig^it 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— He  has  congra- 
tulated the  government  on  their  protective 
policy  in  encouraging  tbe  growing  of  Can- 
adian leaf  tobacco,  but  there  is  In  that 
congratulation  a  sting  or  a  tnunt  He 
thinks  the  Liberal  imrty  is  goinp  back 
on  its  policy.  It  Is  useless  for'me  to  dilate 
upon  the  fact  that  there  is  no  free  trader 
in  Canada  except  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
RusR^l  (Hon.  Mr.  Bdwards). 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  did 
not  allude  to  you,  because  I  know  yon  were 
always  an  honest  protectionist. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURANI)— If  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  look  at  the  expression  of  policy 
of  the  Liberal  party  he  will  see  that  we 
have  alw^ays  been  for  a  revenue  tariff  in 
this  country. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
leaders  of  the  party  have  been  on  each 
side  of  every  conceivable  question  that  Is 
contained  In  the  books. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen 
tleinan  is  speaking  of  the  Liberal  party. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
speaking  of  tbQ  leaders  of  tbe  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUR.\ND— I  say  there  are 
here  no  absolute  free  traders,  ns  there  are  In 
England,  people  who  will  accept  direct  tax- 
ation as  a  result  of  free  trade.  There  are 
few  Instances,  but  even  If  we  go  back  to 
Hon.  Mr.  DA.NOURAND. 


the  book  by  which  these  absolute  free  tn- 
ders  go.  If  we  go  to  the  theorists,  to  all  tbr 

writers  who  have  thought  and  eipressed 
their  views  upon  free  trade,  we  have  tbem 
all  admitting  that  In  a  new  country,  Iot 
the  purpose  of  developing  a  new  indoBtij, 
protection  Is  not  bad  but  is  tolerable.  We 
ere  in  that  condition  towards  tobacco.  Here 
U  a  Canadian  Industry  which  needs  ti>  be 
protected  and  needs  to  be  developed  ante 
very  difficult  circumstances  owing  to  the 
competition  of  a  foreign  country  aloosside 
of  us,  which  bas  secured  a  long  and  ad- 
mitted lead,  and  I  think  to  even  the  tnt- 
trader,  even  the  hon.  gentieman  from  Bod- 
land  would  admit  that  this  is  a  ease  vboe 
the  govermaent  did  right  to  intervene  wltlt- 
out  violating  its '  own  principles.  Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria  spoke  of  the 
retailer  not  being  covered  by  this  Bill.  The 
retailer  as  well  as  the  wholesaler  comes 
under  tbe  exclusive  contract  system,  and 
tbe  retailer  has  had  to  accept  In  verr 
many  cases,  the  law  that  was  imposed 
upon  him,  and  will  I  know  In  some 
cases  be  gladly  freed  from  these  con- 
tracts which  were  Imposed  xxpon  blm.  So 
that  when  the  government  d«als  with  tlie 
party  who  holds  the  license,  the  goveni- 
ment  deals  with  the  proper  party.  The  hon. 
gentleman  from  Victoria  has  spoken  of  tbe 
chance  that  would  be  ^ven  to  tbe  licensee 
to  turn  over  the  whole  output  of  bis  fac- 
tory to  a  go-between,  who  would  thus  be 
able  to  escape  from  the  prohibitions  of  tbe 
law.  I  am  not  very  much  afraid  of  sofb 
a  subterfuge  being  resorted  to,  without 
the  government's  arm  being  long  enondi 
to  reach  It  I  will  add  but  oue  word  m 
to  the  extraordinary  power  contained  in 
this  Bill — called  so  by  tbe  hon.  geutieman 
from  Victoria,  and  criticised  by  the  boo. 
leader  of  the  opposition  as  well.  Tbe  bon. 
leader  of  the  opposition  was  In  parliament 
In  1886,  possibly  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
himself. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDL'RAND— And  he  mnst 
have  shared  the  responsibility  of  his  col- 
leagues ill  putting  upon  the  stattite-boots 
the  revision  of  the  Inland  Revenue  law  as 
we  find  it  there.  Yes,  if  the  hon.  fxo- 
tleman  has  a  good  memory— if  not 
be  can  refresh  It  by  looking  at  tbe 
law— be  will  find  the  same  power  glvea 
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to  tbe  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  in  & 
still  more  stringent  form.  Tbe  Minister  of 
Inland  Revenue  is  given,  In  virtue  of  tbe 
!»w,  wblch  came  out  of  tbe  Joint  brain  of 
tb!'  lion,  leader  of  the  opposition  and  bis 
colleagues  at  the  time,  tbe  sole  Judgment 
and  right  to  give  a  license  to  a  party  or 
i\itbhold  a  license  from  him.  A  man,  In  or- 
der to  obtain  a  license,  must  make  appli- 
cation under  the  terms  of  the  law,  must 
state  where  be  will  do  his  business,  give 
diagrams  of  his  manufacture.  &c.,  and  yet 
when  he  has  done  that,  and  even  when  he 
has  shown  that  he  Is  of  ^od  repute,  that 
he  has  the  capital  be  requires  to  carry  on 
tbe  business,  the  Minister  of  Inland  Re- 
venue can  withhold  bis  license  from  bim, 
and  he  can  do  more  than  that-  How  long  Is 
that  license  for  ?  It  Is  for  twelve  months, 
and  when  that  licensee  comes  back  after 
the  twelve  months  have  expired  to  get  a 
renewal  of  his  license,  the  minister  can 
refuse  to  grant  it,  without  giving  a  reason. 
I  think  tiiat  this  law  is  far  less  stringent 
than  the  one  tbe  hon.  gentleman  put  on 
the'  statute-books,  because  the  Minister  of 
Inland,  Revenue  can  only  act  within  the 
four  corners  of  the  Bill  which  is  now  being 
discussed,  and  he  must  keep  within  tbe  spirit 
and  w-itbln  tbe  letter  of  that  law,  and  ren- 
der his  Judgment.  Tbe  hon.  gentleman  from 
Victoria  snys  be  renders  his  Judgment  with- 
out the  safeguards  that  are  given  the  citi- 
zens of  this  country.  The  citizens  of  this 
country  are  not  surrounded  with  tbe  same 
safeguards  as  are  found  in  this  Bill.  It  was 
said  that  tbe  Judge  who  renders  a  Judgment 
generally  has  a  prosecutor  before  bim  that 
hears  the  defence.  '  The  Judge  before  whom 
the  citizens  of  this  country  appear  for  Judg- 
ment, Is  elothed  by  this  parliament  with  very 
considerable  powers,  and  Is  given  absolute 
responsibilltj*.  He  Is  responsible  only  to 
his  coiisclehce.  while  in  this  case  the  Judge 
who  will  with  a  due  sense  of  responsibility 
render  that  decision  and  cancel  that  license 
will  have  to  answer  before  one  superior 
tribunal  for  his  Act ;  he  will  be  respon- 
sible before  tbe  parliament  of  Canada, 
and  it  Is  upon  bis  responsibility  as  a  member 
of  the  government  of  Canada,  forcing  al! 
bis  colleagues  to  share  in  that  responsi- 
bility, that  he  will  render  a  decision  which 
wHl  surely  be  criticised  ami  i)a»sed  upon 
by  the  parliament  of  Canada  at  the  follov- 
(ng  session. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Wlth 
reference  to  a  proper  InTestigation  Into  tbe 
Inland  Revenue  to  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  referred.  It  is  Just  as  susc^tlble 
of  a  satisfactory  explanation  as  that  wblch 
I  gave  to  the  hon.  Speaker  In  reference  to 
the  other  question.  I  have  not  the  time  to 
discuss  It  now,  nnlesB  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  desires  It.  I  know  he  wants  to  oc- 
cupy as  little  time  as  he  can  with  this 
measure. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  take  the  hon. 
gentleman's  word  for  it. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

The  BUI  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

POST  OFFICE  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resumed  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  consideration  of  Bill  (No.  163)  An 
Act  to  amend  the  Post  Office  Act. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— At  the  time  tbe  coni- 

mlttee  rose,  we  were  considering  section  6* 

which  reads  as  follows : 

Notwitbstandlng  anythlDg  la  section  «  of 
chapter  28  of  the  statutes  of  1902,  as  amended 
by  section  3,  chapter  49,  ot  the  statutes  ot 
1P03,  the  election  provided  (or  by  the  said  sec- 
tion 6  of  chapter  28,  may  be  exercised  at  any 
time  within  three  months  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act. 

That  has  reference  to  the  letter-carriers* 
They  were  allowed  an  option  whether  they 
would  continue  on  under  the  superannuation 
plan— those  who  had  been  paying  superan- 
nuation, or  whether  they  would  come  In  un- 
der the  more  recent  Civil  Service  Act.  wblch 
only  entitles  them  to  a  fixed  sum.  when  their 
time  expired,  and  they  have  asked  for  three 
uiqntbs  longer  In  which  to  decide  the  matter. 
The  explanation  I  have  received  from 
the  Post  Office  Department  reads  as  fol- 
lows : 

Under  tbe  Act  of  1902  it  was  made  optional 
with  letter-carriers  to  come  under  the  new 
scheme  contained  In  that  Act,  or  to  remain 
under  the  old  law.  The  time  In  which  to  ex- 
ercise tbe  option  expired  within  three  montlit 
after  the  passage  of  the  Bill,  and  some  of  tbe 
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letter-carriers,  when  It  was  too  late  to  exer- 
cise that  option  requested  to  be  allowed  to 
come  under  the  operation  ol  the  new  law,  and 
laat  rear  parliament  paeaed  an  Act  extending 
the  (Ime.  That  time  baa  now  expired,  and  now 
a  considerable  number  of  letter-carriers  have 
again  stated  their  desire  to  avail  themselveB  ot 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1902. 

Not  havlDK  made  their  choice,  this  sec- 
tion gives  them  three  months  furtlier  time 
!n  which  to  exercise  the  option.  The  memo- 
randum farther  states: 

It  Ib  purely  a  matter  of  choice  with  the 
letter-carriers  as  to  whether  or  not  they  come 
under  this  Act  or  remain  under  the  ol.d  law. 
The  difference  in  principle  is  that  under  the  old 
law,  a  letter-carrier  was  paid  an  annual  maxi- 
mum salary  of  six  hundred  dollars.  Under  the 
new  Act  he  Is  paid  at  the  maximum,  12.25  a  day, 
and  Is  also  eligible  for  an  annual  bonus  of  $20- 
Thus  he  may.  under  this  law,  earn  in  the  316 
working  days,  eay  |T05.  which  with  the 
120  bonus  makes  )T26.  More  than  half  are  In 
under  the  new  Act,  and  many  more  wish  to 
be  also  transferred  to  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  Informed  the 
House  when  we  were  in  committee  be- 
fore that  I  had  fonnd  a  satisfactory  ex- 
planation of  this  clause  myself,  but  my 
hon.  friend  was  not  then  able  to  give 
one,  and  he  iiaa  done  quite  right  now  In 
furnishing  the  House  with  the  information. 
There  Is  no  objection,  as  I  informed  the 
House  then,  to  merely  exteuaing  the  time 
within  which  the  letter-carriers  could  exer- 
cise this  option.  I  might  point  out  to  my  hon. 
friend  that  we  have  been  proceeding  up  to 
this  time  in  what  was  felt  to  be  not  a  very 
satisfactory  manner,  because  explanations 
■which  we  were  seeking  were  not  given  to 
!ti^.  My  hon.  friend  no  doabt  has  these 
explanations  now  with  regard  to  the  first 
section.  I  have  been  locking  at  it  still  fur- 
ther, and  I  confess  1  cannot  very  well  un- 
derstand what  the  state  of  the  law  has  been 
during  the  Inst  two  or  three  years, 
or  how  it  will  be  now  that  we  repeal  sec- 
tion 12. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  read  what  the 
department  have  sent  me.  It  Is  as  fol- 
lows : 

This  section  abolishes  the  office  of  chief  in- 
spector for  the  Dominion.  No  cblel  inspector 
has  been  appointed  since  the  death  of  Mr. 
Sweetnam,  and  It  Is  proposed  to  abolish  the 
office. 

They  make  another  name  for  the  office 
and  call  him  the  Chief  Post  Office  Superln- 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


i  tendent.  In  regard  to  subclaases  2  and  3, 
j  the  departmoit  state  : 

At  the  present  time  besides  chief  Inspecion 
and  post  office  Inspectors,  we  have  asaisUni 
post  ofBce  Inspectors  who  frequently  condne 
examinations  and  Inquiries,  as  does  the  AM 
city  superintendent.  It  Is  proposed  by  tta 
change  in  this  section  to  give  to  the  asiistuA 
post  office  inspectors  and  to  the  chief  city  np- 
ertntendent  the  same  powers  that  have  hltheM 
been  held  by  the  Inspectore,  viz.,  to  hold  in- 
quiries and  to  examine  persons  on  oatb  or  tttr- 
matlon. 

I    The  explanation  given  by  tbe  deputy  mlii- 
'  Ister  is  that  the  business  was  so  laiget; 
increased  tbat  they  reqtiired  ad^tional  Ir- 
I  Bpectors  vested  with  power  to  make  tbe 

j  investigation. 

I 

i  Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  scarcely  thint 
!  that  explanation  is  complete.    We  are  Dote 

repealing  section  12,  and  section  12  defined 

the  duties  of  the  chief  inspector,  and  gai? 

power  to  make  certain  Inquiries.  I  -do  not 
I  And  the  duties  assigned  to  the  chief  tiapK- 
'  tor  by  section  12  now  proposed  to  be  re- 
j  pealed,  have  been  enacted  as  belonging  to 
I  the  chief  superintendent,  and,  in  my  jud?- 
I  ment.  If  we  reipeal  section  12  we  will  hnve 
[  the  cliief  superintendent  without  the  power 
I  to  do  what  the  chief  inspector  has  been 

doing.  If  we  read  section  12  we  will  find 
I  that  it  gives  power  to  the  ichief  Inspecbtr 

with  regard  to  Instituting  Inquiries,  and  con- 
trolling assistant  inspectors  In  every  part  of 
I  Canada  ;  and  then  we  turn  to  the  amendnJMt 

of  the  year  1902,  and  in  section  9  it  provides 
j  that  the  chief  post  office  superintendent  may 
;  be  appointed  at  a  salary  not  exceeding $3,000 

a  year,  whose  duty  it  may  be  to  inspect  tie 
'  city  post  offices,  to  examine  into  their  man- 
,  ogement  and  efficiency,  and  to  advise  and 

instruct  the  various  staffs,  with  a  view  to 
;  promoting  the  efficiency  of  the  service.  If 
I  ray  lion,  friend  will  compare  clause  9  <*f 

tlie  Post  Office  Act,  of  1902.  with  section  1- 
!  that  we  are  repealing,  he  will  find  that  therf 

are  powers  in  this  clause  we  are  repealin?. 
I  that  are  not  contained  In  this  section  ol 
1 1902,  and  I  think  what  we  will  have  B 
I  a  chief  superintendent  clothed  with  very 

limited  powers  indeed,  and  it  seems  to  loe 
j  ihat  since  the  death  of  the  chief  Inspector, 
]  we  have  not  had  any  officer,  but  a  superin- 
I  tendent  under  section  9  of  the  Post  Offiw 
j  Amendment  Act  of  IdOZ,  and  that  oBlca  h^ 

not  been  in  a  position  to  perform  bii 
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duties  efficiently,  or  to  perform  aome  duties 
at  all,  Inasmncb  as  there  beln^  no  chief  in- 
spector, there  was  no  person  to  set  In  motion 
these  Inquiries  that  are  provided  for  In  sec- 
tion 12. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  submitted  that  to  the 
deputy  minister,  and  he  said  there  was 
ample  power  under  the  Post  Office  Act,  and 
they  never  had  it  questioned. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
Is  an  expert  in  Interpreting  statutes,  and  if 
there  is  that  power  he  will  be  able  to  show 
us  where  It  Is  to  be  found.  I  confess  I  can- 
not st*e  it.  If  hon.  gentlemen  will  look  Into 
It  carefully  they  will  find  that  since  the 
death  of  the  chief  inspector  there  has  been 
no  officer  In  the  department  who  could  le- 
gally have  made  an  application  to  a  court 
for  the  carrying  out  of  an  inquiry.  In  fact, 
I  do  not  think,  since  he  ceased  to  appoint 
anyone  as  chief  Inspector,  that  any  one  was 
legally  empowered  to  institute  such  an  In- 
quiry, and  no  provision  was  made  under  the 
old  Post  Office  Act  as  It  is  found  In  the  Re- 
vise Statutes  for  any  one  to  make  applica- 
tion to  the  court  for  a  subpcena  or  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  witne.sses,  except  the  chief 
inspector.  We  are  now  proposing  that  the 
chief  superintendent  shall  be  able  to 
apply  to  a  }udge,  and  that  Is  right ; 
bat  since  the  death  of  the  chief  In- 
spector, the  gentleman  who  has  been  draw- 
ing the  salary  of  chief  superintendent  has 
not  been  able  to  perform  the  duties  of  chief 
Inspector  with  regard  to  summoning  wit- 
.  nesses  or  conducting  an  Inquiry,  and  If  we 
now  repeal  section  12.  I  doubt  very  much 
If  power  will  remain  In  the  superintendent 
to  do  those  things  that  the  chief  inspector 
had  power  to  do  under  that  section. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  Is  not  the  opinion 
of  the  department.  Mr  Koss  has  been  ac- 
tually carrying  on  the  duties  and  perform- 
ing the  services,  and  it  has  not  been  chal- 
lenged by  anybody.  I  presume  the  Act  has 
l>een  carefully  looked  after  by  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice.  My  hon.  friend  shakes  his 
head. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  Postmaster 
General  may  be  an  adept  at  Issuing  procla- 
mations of  a  certain  character  In  the  manner 
of  a  potentate,  but  he  has  not  been  carefully 
discharging  the  duties  of  hla  department. 


It  is  evident  from  the  amendments  now  pro- 
posed to  be  made  that  he  allowed  the  Post 
Office  Act  to  get  into  a  crippled  condition 
by  certain  amendments  which  he  made 
In  the  law,  and  that  It  has  been  drag- 
ging along  In  that  crippled  condition  for  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  Under  the  Act  of 
1902,  he  created  the  office  of  chief  snper- 
intendent.  He  left  In  the  statutes  tlie 
'•  clause  which  assigned  duties  to  the  chief 
inspector,  but  similar  duties  were  not  as- 
signed to  the  chief  superintendent.  The  chief 
superintendent  has  been  drawing  his  salary 
and  performing  some  work  for  the  depart- 
ment, but  be  is  not  empowered,  and  will  not 
now  be  empowered,  to  perform  the  duties 
which  devolved  on  the  chief  post  office  In- 
spector up  to  the  time  of  bis  death.  It  is 
clear  that  during  the  last  two  or  three  years 
there  has  been  nobody  In  the  department 
with  power  to  make  an  application  to  the 
Exchequer  Court  of  Canada  or  to  any  Judge, 
as  provided  in  section  15,  wlCb  regard  to 
these  Inquiries  which  were  specially  the 
duty  and  within  the  power  of  the  chief  In- 
spector to  Institute.  That  Is  the  position  in 
which  things  have  been,  and  in  which  they 
will  remain  unless  some  power  Is  given  to 
the  chief  superintendent  to  perform  the 
functions  wbfch  belonged  to  the  chief  post 
offii^e  inspector  under  the  law  as  It  has 
stood  up  to  the  present  time.  Now  I  will 
read  section  »,  o*  the  Act  of  1902,  and 
my  hon.  friend  will  very  soon  discover  that 
my  view  Is  right  : 

A  chief  post  office  superintendent  may  be  ap- 
pointed  at  a  salary  not  exceeding  |3,000  per 
,  ypar,  whose  duties  may  be  from  time  to  time  to 
!  inspect  the  city  post  offices  and  such  other  post 
[  olllces  as  the  Postmaster  General  may  indicate, 
to  examine  into  their  management    and  efS- 
clency   and   advise    and    Instruct    the  various 
clerks,  with  a  view  to  promoting  the  efficiency 
of  thft  service. 

These  nro  the  duties  that  were  assigned 
l)y   i>arliament   to    the   chief   iM>st  office 
Inspector  under  the  law  as  It  stands  In  the 
Revised  Statutes.   It  provides  that  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council  may  from  time  to  time  ap- 
point one  or  more  persons  to  be  chief  In- 
spector of  the  Post  Office  Department,  with 
authority  over  all,  or  over  as  many  post 
office   inspectors,  and  a^^sistant  post  office 
I  inspectors  and  tbelr  respective  districts,  as 
'  the  Governor  In  Council  designated,  and 
I  with  such  other  duties  connected  with  the 
I  Post.  Office  Department  as  are  assigned  to 
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blm  or  them  by  the  P08tma«ter  Gleneral,  and 
with  power  Id  any  part  of  Canada  to  In- 
quire into  and  Investigate  complaints  or 
fluspected  cases  of  misconduct  or  misman- 
agemeat  on  the  part  of  any  person  employed 
In  the  post  office,  or  perform  duties  In,  or  in 
connection  with,  any  post  office  In  Canada, 
&c.  These  are  the 'powers,  and  then  the 
IHX>cedure  in  carrying  out  an  investigation 
Instituted  by  the  chief  post  oflBce  Inspector 
under  that  clause  is  given  to  him  in  section 
15.  Now,  my  point  Is  that  the  chief  super- 
intendent, appointed  under  the  Act  of  J902, 
has  not  the  power  to  Institute  these  ioqulr- 
les  which  the  chief  post  office  Inspector  has 
the  power  to  Institute  under  section  12, which 
we  are  now  repealing,  and  that  he  had  not 
the  power  up  to  the  present  time  of  making 
ttils  application  to  court ;  that  th«re  was  no 
person  who  had  the  power  under  the  law  to 
make  these  applications  to  court  with  regard 
to  Inquiries  instituted  under  section  12.  The 
chief  superintendent,  who  was  appointed 
under  the  Act  of  1902,  had  no  more  power 
to  make  this  application  than  the  man  on 
the  street;  because  It  was  enacted  that 
the  chief  inspector  should  do  it,  and  no 
other  man,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  can  perform 
the  duty  that  the  chief  inspector  was  specl- 
flcaliy  empowered  to  perform.  .  There  Is  the 
last  paragraph  of  section  15,  which  might 
seem  to  help  out  a  different  interpretation, 
but  I  think,  when  you  read  It  closely,  you 
wili  find  that  it  does  not  do  so,  and  I-t  is  now 
pro|K>sed  to  repeal  that. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-NO. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Yes  ;   In  fact,  wc 

agreed  to  that.    My  bon.  friend  wlli  find  it 

In  section  2  of  the  Bill : 

By  striking  out  of  the  first  line  thereof  the 
words  '  .^ny  chief  Inspector,'  and  Inserting  In 
lieu  thereof  the  words  '  The  chief  post  ofltce 
superintendent  and  every  post  office  inspector 
and  assistant  post  office  inspector '  ;  by 
strikins  out  of  the  eighth  line  thereof  the 
words  ■  chief  Inspector,"  and  Inserting  In  lieu 
thereof  the  words  '  chief  post  office  superin- 
tendent. Inspector,  or  assistant  inspector,  as 
the  case  may  be  '. 

The  assistant  post  office  inspector  would 
hare  power  to  take  similar  proceedings  as 
the  chief  Inspector  is  empowered  to  take 
under  section  15  with  regard  to  any  Inquiry 
that  it  was  bis  duty  to  make,  but  it  does 
not  appear  from  the  Post  Office  Act  that  it 
was  ills  duty  to  make  tliese  important  in- 
quiries ^vllicIl  are  set  fortli  in  section  12. 
Hon.  Mr.  PEROUSOX. 


It  was  the  duty  of  the  chief  inq»ector  ti 
make  them.  Anyway,  it  is  not  worth  vM> 

considering  that,  because  we  are  now  pn- 
poslng  to  strllce  out  this  paragraph  of  itt- 
tion  15  altogether,  and  therefore  it  will »: 
be  helpful  hereafter  at  ail  events  in  woitiif 
out  the  law.  I  hope  I  have  made  mst^ 
sufficiently  plain.  There  can  hardly  be  ret 
doubt  about  It  unless  there  Is  some  oilic 
clause  which  I  have  overlooked,  and  to  wliieii 
I  can  find  no  reference  made  in  the  variaa 
amendments  to  the  Post  Office  Act  slm 
1897.  Unless  something  has  been  donevliick 
I  cannot  see,  that  is  the  position  Id  wliicb 
things  have  stood  and  will  stand  that  Bioce 
the  death  of  the  chief  post  office  inqpeetor, 
the  department  has  been  In  a  crippled 
tlon  because  there  was  no  person  to  luke 
these  particular  inquiries  required  under  tee- 
tion  12  and  no  person  to  bring  matters  before 
the  court  as  provided  in  sectiou  15.  and 
when  we  have  repealed  section  12  we  vii' 
leave  the  department  stUI  In  a  crippled  con- 
dition, inasmuch  as  the  chief  superinten- 
dent will  not  have  power  to  institute  tlwEt 
inquiries  that  are  provided  for  In  section  Vl 
although  he  wlil  from  this  time  forward 
have  power  to  make  application  to  a  com 
which  only  the  chief  Inspector  conid  make 
up  to  the  passing  of  this  amendment 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— But  the  powers  to  be 
given  now  under  section  13  extend  not  only 
to  the  chief  superintendent,  but  to  everr 
post  office  Inspector  and  assistant  post  office 
inspector.    The  section  will  read  : 

The  chief  post  office  superiatendent  aad 
every  post  odlce  inspector  and  assistant  pfa: 
office  inspector  for  the  purpose  of  any  InqnliT 
or  Investigation  may  apply  In  term  or  raestin 
to  any  Judge  of  the  Exchequer  Court,  Ac. 

It  gives  the  ])ower  to  all  those  persons. 

Hon.  Mr.  ^ERGUSO^•— I  say  this  Bill  is 
going  to  make  that;  right  ns  far  as  the  pro- 
cedure of  applying  to  the  court  in  tlie  fomrf 
is  concerned  ;  but  the  department  has  be^a 
in  a  crippled  position  ever  since  the  death 
the  chief  inspector.  That  only  covers  part 
of  my  point ;  the  important  point  Is  wlK* 
we  are  repealing  section  12  are  oot  we  Jear- 
ing  the  power  with  any  person  in  thedep"*- 
ment  which  the  chief  inspector  bad  under 
section  12  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tes. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Where  is  It? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  going  to  look 
it  up.  certainly.  When  those  Bllte  go  to  the 
Department  of  Justice,  I  do  not  feel  called 
upon  to  look  them  up. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Has 
the  Department  of  Justice  reported  on  this 
Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  so.  I  am 
quite  sure  the  Post  Office  Department  will 
not  be  mught  in  the  dilemma  my  hon. 
friend  represents. 

Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
not  sure  about  that.  They  may  he  innocent- 
ly caught.  I  call  my  hon.  friend's  attention 
to  tbe  fact  that  the  late  Minister  of  Justice, 
when  occapying  the  position  that  be  now 
occupies,  said  that  these  Bills  had  been 
brought  in  without  reference  to  him.  The 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Marshfleld  Is  very  Important,  and  the  third 
reading  might  be  delayed  until  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman can  ascertain  where  the  power  and 
authority  Is,  If  there  is  any  doaht  about  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — I  cannot  see  how 
there  Is  any  doubt  as  to  the  eHeet  of  this 
Bill  when  it  becomes  law.  Because  the 
second  clause  says : 

2.  Section  16  of  said  Act  is  amended  by  strik- 
ing out  of  the  first  line  thereof  the  words  '  any 
chief  Inspector,'  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
the  words  '  the  chief  post  office  superintendent 
and  every  post  office  inspector  and  assistant 
post  office  inspector.' 

Then  when  you  get  down  to  the  eighth 
line  of  the  section  yon  find  the  chief  Inspec- 
tor again  struck  out  and  these  other  words 
substituted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Any  number  of  those 
officials  are  substituted  for  the  chief  inspec- 
tor. The  reason  given  was  they  required 
a  very  considerable  number,  the  lovestlga- 
tions  having  increased  very  largely,  and  It 
was  quite  impossible  to  deal  with  them  un- 
less they  had  a  number  of  officials  vested 
with  power  to  make  the  investigations  from 
t'me  to  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
tbe  Speaker,  omits  Just  one  point,  and  that 
Is  with  regard  to  procedure.  This  amend- 
ment makes  the  procedure  all  right  In  the 
future,  but  where  is  the  power  to  institute 
these  inquiries  ?  Certainly  section  9  of  the 
Act  of  1902.  does  not  ^re  that  power.  It 
pflves  Keneral.powerwith  regard  to  oversight 
over  things  and  all  that,  but  Inquiries  such 


as  are  provided  for  in  section  12  of  the  old 
Act,  I  do  not  find  vested  In  the  chief  superin- 
tendent at  all.  While  my  hon.  friend  the 
Speaker  is  quite  right  in  pointing  out  that 
the  procedure  now  is  made  clear,  the  point 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  understand  is,  who  in  the 
department  now  has  the  power  to  Institute 
these  inquiries  which  will  require  applying 
for  subpoenas  and  all  that  procedure  men- 
tioned in  section  15  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Those  persons  holding 
tbe  offices  we  hare  named. 

Hon.  Mr.  PERGU SOX— They  have  power 
to  issue  subpoenas  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  have  power  to 
tarry  on  an  investigation  before  a  court. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  see  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- If  the  department 
have  not  made  It  right,  they  will  suffer. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  is  just  the 
point  I  want  to  be  enlightened  on.  If  my 
hon.  friend  can  show  me  that  power  is  vest- 
ed, under  any  law  passed  since  1897,  or 
]  since  that  time,  in  the  chief  superintendent 
or  any  other  officer,  I  am  then  enlightened 
and  my  objection  will  be  removed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  will  ask  tbe  deputy 
minister  to  be  here  at  the  next  stage. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Clause 
12  gives  certain  powers  to  tbe.  Inspector. 
You  have  repealed  that  'Clause,  and  then 
you  substitute  for  the  chief  inspector  a 
chief  superintendent,  but  you  give  blm  no 
powers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  section  15 
covers  It.  I  do  not  profess  to  have  made  a 
very^  deep  study  of  it,  but  it  does  seem  to 
ine  tliat  section  15  covers  \t 

Hon.  -Air.  FEIUJUSON— It  is  very  Import- 
iiiit  we  should  know  this.  I  liave  com- 
l<ared  as  far  as  possible,  all  the  amend- 
ments throughout,  and  I  cannpt  see  that 
the  power  in  section  1'2  that  we  are  now 
I'l'oposinfi  to  rejieal  has  been  vestwl  in  this 
chief  superintendent.  If  that  were  done 
all  would  be  right  ;  if  it  is  not  done, 
the  department  will  be  powerless  in  cases 
that  may  arise  in  connection  with  the  post 
office,  and  nothing  could  be  more  im- 
portant. Crimlfial  prosecutions,  or  what 
will  lead  to  criminal  prosecutions,  may 
require  to  be  instituted  with  regard  to  steal- 
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lug  letters,  defalcations  or  anything  of  that 
kind,  and  It  Is  necessary  that  some  person 

In  the -department  should  have  power  to 
start  inquiries  to  lead  up  to  that.  It  is  all 
Vfry  well  to  provide  procedure  once  the  In- 
quiry has  been  instituted,  but  it  appears  to 
me  if  it  was  necessary  under  the  old  Act 
to  clothe  the  chief  inspector  -with  power 
to  start  and  conduct  these  Inquiries,  It  Is 
equally  necessary  to  Te9t  such  powers  in  the 
chief  superintendent 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  7. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  explauation  about 
tills  is  that  section  0,  chapter  20  of  the 
statutes  of  18'.>8,  whlcli  Is  being  amended 
by  section  7  of  this  Bill  by  inserting  the 
words  '  stampers '  and  '  sorters,'  exempted 
clerks  employed  In  the  city  post  offices,  from 
passing  the  promotion  examination  provideQ 
for  by  section  39  of  the  ClvH  Service  Act, 
stating  that  they  shall  be  examined  only  on 
the  work  of  the  post  office  at  such  times 
and  by  such  persons  as  are  from  time  to 
time  designated  by  the  Postmaster  Gen- 
eral. The  amendment  to  this  section  is  in- 
tended to  Include  also  *  stampers '  and 
*  sorters '  under  the  provisions  of  this  section 
of  the  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  FEItGUSOX-That  Is  what  it 
is  proposed  to  do,  but  it  is  made  retroactive. 
The  only  Inference  which  can  be  drawn 
from  this  section  Is  that  the  Tostmaster 
General  has  been  awny  back  since  ISOS,  at 
at  all  events  since  1902,  dealing  with  these 
stampers  itud  sorters  under  tlie  Post  Office  i 
Act,  while  they  were  really  under  the  pro- 
visions of  tlie  Civil  Service  Act,  and  that 
he  has  been  dealing  with  tbem  contrary  to  , 
law.   Now   lie  Quds  It  necessary  to  amend 
the  Act  and  give  it  a  retroactive  effect,  so 
that  the  actions  of   the  minister  during  i 
these  years  shall  be  made  legal  and  effect- : 
ive,  just  the  same  as  If  they,  were  made  r 
according  to  law.     I  have  looked  over  it, 
r.nd  tliat  is  procisi'ly  wliat  1  find  is  being 
done.    I'dhups  it  is  all  right  to  have  it 
done,  but  it  does  not  Indicate  that  this  great 
Postmaster  General  of  ours  has  been  con- 
ducting the  affaU-s  of  the  department  with 
that  care  and  accuracy  with  which  mnuy 
people  credit  him. 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE    BOWELL— It 
Simply  means  that  he  exercised  powers  he 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


]  had  no  right  to  exercise,  and  I  presome  tii:> 
'  Is  one  of  the  cases  where  the  Aaditor  Gor 

I  erai  has  stepped  in  to  prevent  the  pajTDOi 
,  of  salaries  that  ought  not  to  hare  been  ii- 
<  curred  under  the  law. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  so,  I  never  lieud 
'  of  It 

I  Hon.  Mr.  FERtiVSOX— It  is  just  anoilMr 
Instance  of  where  a  proclamation  from  Uk 
same  source  has  not  the  eflfect  of  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  FOWEB^I  do  not  see  wbat  Sir 
William  Mulock  has  to  do  with  the  maia 
of  the  clause  before  the  committee.  Tbe 

question  is  whether  this  clause  should  par^ 

I I  am  not  saying  whether  the  Act  of  IStft 
I  was  wise  or  not,  but  that  Act  exempteii 
'  those  clerks  from  civil  service  eiamlns- 
I  tions,  and   if  the  clerks  are  exempt,  the 

stampers  and  sorters  ought  to  be  also. 

I     Hon.   Mr.  -  PERGUSON-It  is  perfecUj 
equitable,  but  the  Postmaster  General  shooM 
{  have  been  guided  by  the  law.  He  Ins  do 
I  right  to  set  himself  above  the  law  tad  io 
I  things  that  the  law  did  not  warrant  hln 
I  in  doing,  and  although  it  may  be  perfect!; 
I  right  now  to  make  the  illegal  conduct  of 
the  Postmaster  General  good  and  valid,  ll 
does  not  say  that  the  Postmaster  Genen: 
was  not  reprehensible. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^There 
are  many  questions  asked  at  the  civil  ser 
vice  examinations  which  are  undoubtedlj 
Irrelevant  to  the  duties  which  the  person 
has  to  perform.  Confining  the  examinatioo 
to  the  duties  which  the  person  has  to  pv- 
form,  whether  a  sorter  or  a  stamper  in  tl* 
post  office,  is  quite  right  Suppose  he 
falls  in  that  examination,  and  has  been  In 
the  employ  of  the  department  for  a  Iodj 
time,  is  it  to  be  understood  that  he  Is  to  be 
dismissed  and  that  only  those  who  pass  tli» 
examination  are  to  be  retained  ? 

Hon  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quite  unable  to 
answer  that,  but  I  do  not  think  be  shonM 
be  dismissed,  from  my  point  of  view. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  the  eleventh  clause, 

Hon.  5Ir.  SCOTT— At  present  the  salaries 
are  determined  by  sec.  '  B '  of  the  schedulp 
contained  In  the  Civil  Service  Atit.  bni 
this  Is  only  intended  to  apply  to  city  oBlvt 
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on  wbat  Is  commonly  known  as  civil  ser- 
vice basis.  There  ere  now  growing  up  a 
good  many  places  called  cities,  which  are 
not  on  city  basis.  Therefore  it  Is  left  to 
the  Governor  in  Council  to  determine  whe- 
ther such  offices  shall  or  shall  not  be  on 
city  basis.  If  so  section  *  B  *  applies.  This 
makes  no  change  In  the  actual  condition 
of  affairs  to-day. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGrsOX-That  certainly 
is  a  very  smooth  explanation,  but  it  does 
not  reach  the  vital  point  in  this  amend- 
ment. This  Is  a  very  sweeping  change 
indeed.  Gradually,  since  the  present  Post- 
master Genera4  assumed  office  he  has  been 
taking  to  himself,  by  tiie  amendments  we 
have  passed  from  time  to  time,  more  and 
more  power  with  regard  to  the  employees 
of  that  department  The  power  to  deal 
with  the  post  office  employees  has  been  gra- 
dnally  taken  away  from  the  Glvll  Service 
Act  and  put  Into  the  provisions  of  the 
Postal  Act,  bringing  them  under  the  control 
or  power  of  the  Postmaster  General  and 
taking  them  away  from  their  former  position 
In  the  Civil  Service  Act.  Now  this  amend-, 
ment  provides  : 

11.  The  provisions  of  section  25  of  the  Civil 
Service  Act  (Includios  schedule  B  therein  re- 
ferred to)  regarding  officers,  clerks  and  em- 
ployees, shall  only  apply  to  the  officers,  clerks 
and  employees  appointed  by  the  Governor 
in  Council  to  positions  in  post  offices  In  such 
cities  as  are  from  time  to  time  determined  by 
the  Oovernor  in  Council  to  be  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  said  section  and  schedule.  In  all 
other  cases  the  salaries  and  allowances  of  post- 
masters shall  be  determined  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  section  33  of  The  Post  Office 
Act. 

It  wiM  be  In  the  power  of  the  Gtovemor  in 
Council  at  any  time  to  declare  that  certahi 
cities  are  within  the  meaning  of  schedule  '  B  ' 
of  the  Civil  Service  Act.  Any  officials  in  the 
cities  that  are  so  declnrotl,  will  come  under 
the  Civil  Service  Act,  but  where  there  Is  no 
Order  in  Council  to  that  effect,  existing  or 
made,  all  the  rest  will  .pass  under  the  Posta' 
Act  within  the  power  of  the  Postmaster 
General.  It  is  simi^y  taking  all  the  officers 
of  the  departmemt  out  of  the  control  of  the 
Civil  Service  Aet  and  bringing  them  under 
the  Postal  law,  excepting  where  a  special 
order  is  made  by  the  Governor  In  Council  to 
the  contrary. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Doei 
this  give  power  to  tlie  Postmaster  General 
to  recommend  to  bis  colleagues  to  have  an 


Order  In   Council  passed  removing  any 

city  

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— All  will  come  un- 
der tlie  power  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, unless  there  is  an  Order  In  Council 
passed  to  say  tbey  shall  not 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWl-JL^-That 
is  what  I  intended  to  say.  The  present  Civil 
Service  Act  regulates  the  salaries  of  post 
office  inspectors,  mail  clerks,  &c.  Will  this 
clause  have  the  effect  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  from  Marshfield  ?  If  it  la 
to  have  that  effect,  you  bad  better  at  once 
atx;^t  the  sugge8tl(Hi  I  made  a  few  days 
ago,  and  repeal  the  Civil  Service  Act  be- 
cause It  has  been  violated  In  almost  every 
department.  Would  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  make  a  note  of  this  fact,  togetlier 
with  the  other  point  raised  by  my  hon. 
friend,  and  on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill 
let  us  know  really  what  they  mean  by  this 
clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  the  bon.  gentle- 
man from  Marshfield  has  properly  explain- 
ed it.  I  myself  have  long  been  of  opinion 
that  the  Civil  Service  Act  Is  not  adapted  to 
the  Post  Office  Department  as  it  is  to  other 
departments,  because  there  are  classes  of 
officers  there  that  are  not  found  anywhere 
else.  When  the  Civil  Service  Act  has  come 
up,  I  have  always  protested  agnlnst  post 
office  otHcials  coming  under  It.  It  may  apply 
to  tirst,  second  aiul  third  class  clerks,  but 
when  you  come  to  a  number  of  officials  be- 
low that  in  the  Post  Office  Department 
there  are  no  corresponding  positions  In  th« 
civil  service.  The  effect  was,  last  session, 
that  the  messengers  were  put  in  with  sort- 
ers and  stampers.  What  is  tlie  consequence? 
Messengers  are  now  able  to  run  up  to  $700 
a  year.  It  Is  absurd,  preposterous. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
should  not  have  lieen  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  done  to  help  the 
messengers.  When  you  go  outside  of  first, 
second  and  third  class  clerks,  all  other  class- 
es in  the  post  office  should  stand  by  them- 
selves, and  should  not  come  under  the  Civil 
Service  Act 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/— There 
Is  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what  the  hon. 
gentleman  says,  but  it  applies  to  all  d^art- 
ments  where  men  have  to  be  appointed  wlth- 
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out  any  other  qualification  tbaa  power  to  do 
phystcal  work.    Tt  applies  to  almost  every 

departmeirt,  but  more  to  the  Post  Office 
Department  on  accouut  of  the  number  of 
men  they  muat  have,  packers  and  sorters, 
who  do  not  require  any  great  amount  of 
Intellectual  ability  or  education.  But  why 
not  confine  it  to  them  ?  Surely  the  Civil 
Service  Act  should  apply  to  those  who  are 
clerks  of  the  department 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes  ;  I  limited  them  to 
first,  second  and  third  class  clerks. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKE>NZIE  BOWKLL— A 
thlrd-^lass  clerk,  or  temporary  clerk,  may  be 
made,  after  experience,  a  second-class  clerk, 
and  so  on  up  to  the  highest  point ;  but  this 
clause  repeals  the  whole,  and  it  is  really 
setting  aside  the  Civil  Service  A.et  and 
placing  It  in  the  hands  of  the  minister  to 
an  alarming  extent  The  department  with 
which  I  was  connected  for  a  number  of 
years  furnishes  anottier  illustration  of  giv- 
ing the  minister  too  much  power  without 
the  knowledge  of  his  colleagues.  Now,  as  to 
preventive  officers,  for  Instance,  the  present 
Minister  of  Customs  has  very  ingeniously 
substituted  another  word  In  the  amended 
Customs  Act  In  order  to  overcome  that  diffi- 
culty, and  It  is  Just  what  the  PoBtmaster 
General  Is  doing  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGrSON— It  Is  proper  that 
we  should  understand  what  we  are  doing. 
We  are  practically  blotting  out  the  Civil 
Service  Act,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  the  Post 
Office.  We  provide  that  all  the  clerks  and 
employees  under  schedule  B  of  the  OLvll  Ser- 
vice Act,  excepting  those  that  may  be  in 
cities,  especially  described  by  an  Order  in 
Council,  will  pass  under  ttie  control  of  the 
postal  law.  I  want  to  make  this  point  in 
connection  with  that :  We  have  been  mak- 
ing an  appearance  at  least  In  Canada  since 
confedei-ation,  of  trying  to  bulid  up  a  civil 
service  on  respectable  lines  in  connection 
with  the  Civil  Service  Act.  I  admit  freely 
that  neither  party  have  completely  done 
their  duty  with  regard  to  that  Although 
we  have  had  a  Civil  Service  Act,  we  have 
pasppd  so  many  supply  Bills  with  provisions 
tliat  '  Notwithstanding  anything  in  the  Civil 
Service  Act  to  the  contrary,'  so  and  so 
shall  be  done,  and  have  left  so  many 
loopholes  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
out  that  persons  can  be  appointed  with 
large  salaries,  over  the  heads  of  older  and 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


more  experienced  men,  for  political  reason. 
I  do  not  know  that  this  government  hu 
transgressed  in  thii  direction  much  mon 
than  any  other. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIiL— I  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— But  th^  lure 
added  the  sin  of  bypoolsy  twcanse  th^ 
have  condemned  their  opponents  for  dobg 
it,  and  my  hon.  friend  says  they  have  doae 
It  more  than  their  opponenta  We  will  sot 
make  anything  by  recriminations,  but  we 
should  look  at  this  point :  The  Civil  Service 
Act  Is  an  Act  that  provides  better  for  fair- 
play,  and  for  disinterested  treatment  in  the 
Civil  Service  of  Canada  than  is  prorlded  In 
the  Postal  Act.  and  It  Is  very  important  tlut 
we  should  retain  all  the  officials  that  are 
under  the  Civil  Service  Act  under  the  provi- 
sions of  that  law,  and  make  the  law  better, 
unless  we  make  the  postal  law  equally  fair 
and  Just  to  the  officials.  Now.  we  have  not 
done  that.  It  ia  the  sweet  will  of  the  Post- 
master General,  that  we  are  handing  these 
officials  over  to,  and  I  think  we  are  doing 
a  dangerous  thing,  and  some  day  or  ofbcr 
parliament  will  wake  up  on  this  qnestfon 
and  straighten  np  our  Civil  Service  Act  and 
make  it  more  efficient  putting  it  on  the 
same  lines  as  the  Civil  Service  Act  In  other 
advanced  countries,  and  when  we  do  that 
we  will  have  to  gather  up  all  the  officlali 
that  we  are  now  allowing  to  slip  from  im- 
der  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  and  brins 
them  under  the  folds  and  safeguards  of  a 
proper  Civil  Service  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— X  quite  admit  that  the 
Civil  Service  Act  is  an  Illogical  and  prepost- 
erous series  of  tangles,  and  I  should  be  glad 
to  see  the  two  political  parties  meet  tt^ 
ther,  and  appoint  experts  to  frame  a  nev 
Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  might  say  I 
entirely  agree  with  the  remarks  that  have 
fallen  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  I 
agree  somewhat  with  my  hon.  friend  from 
Marshfleld.  Undoubtedly  our  Civil  Service 
Act  should  be  entirely  recast.  I  can  well 
remember  when  hon.  gentlemen  opposite 
were  in  power.  There  were  two  commiJ- 
sions  appointed  to  examine  Into  the  Civil 
Service  of  Canada,  and  repeat  recommend- 
ing whatever  should  be  done  in  the  way 
of  changes.   The  last  report  Uiat  was  made. 
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a  proposed  Act  to  recast  the  whole  Civil 
Service  Act.  It  never  was  cast ;  It  never 
was  even  Introduced,  and  it  lay  as  a  dead 
letter.  There  was  nothing  done.  I  have 
railed  at  the  GlvU  Service  Act  and  the  rot- 
tenness of  It,  when  I  was  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  My  hon.  friend  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  knows  that  for  years  I  claimed 
there  should  be  a  Civil  Service  Board  of 
Sui>ervlsers.  That  commission,  recommend- 
ed. It,  and  that  these  men  should  inspect  the 
entire  worli  of  the  civil  service,  and  wher- 
ever they  found  that  there  was  a  large 
number  of  clerlts  doing  limited  woric,  they 
should  recast  the  woric  of  that  department 
and  dispense  wltb  the  services  of  tiiose  that 
were  not  necessary.  I  believe  If  a  board  of 
that  lElnd  was  appointed  we  would  save  a 
very  large  amount  ot  money.  I  agree  with 
what  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  said. 
I  dare  say  each  government  that  has  been 
in  power  has  felt  it  impossible  to  Iceep  with- 
in the  limits  of  tbe  Civil  Service  Act  I 
know  that  years  ago  there  were  votes  and 
votes  passed,  with  tbe  provision,  *  Notwith- 
standing anything  In  the  ■Civil  Service  Act 
to  tbe  contrary,'  so  that  both  parties  agree 
that  something  should  be  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  congratulate  the 
Senate,  slim  as  it  is,  on  this  ibeautlful  evi- 
dence of  deathbed  repentance.  They  have 
agreed  that  both  sides  of  the  House  are 
equally  sinful,  but  they  did  not,  as  is  usual 
with  dying  repentant  sinners,  slve  aay  pro- 
mise of  better  behaviour  In  the  future. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— In 
case  they  don't  get  well. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  hope  they  will 
crystallize  these  senttnjents  Into  resolutions 
for  Improvements  In  th&  future,  and  that 
-we  shall  have  a  J%casting  of  the  Act  next 
session. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^There 
is  one  point  In  connection  with  that  report  of 
the  civil  service  to  which  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man referred,  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  was 
found  in  carrying  into  effect  their  recommen- 
dations. Their  recommendation,  was  based 
to  a  great  extent  upon  a  principle  which  pre 
vails  in  England,  on  the  appointment  of  civil 
servants,  based  almost  exclusively  upon 
their  educational  requirements.  My  hon. 
friend  knows  very  well  that  there  are  many 


men  of  the  highest  education,  young  men 
who  are  totally  Unfit  to  perform  the  duties  of 
an  ordinary  cleric,  and  consequently  It  is  diffi- 
cult In  dealing  with  questions  of  that  kind 
to  carry  out  in  its  entirety  the  recommen- 
dations made  by  that  committee ;  but  |tbe 
great  object  In  the  passing  of  the  Ctvil  Ser- 
vice Act,  was  to  ensure  the  appolntaient 
of  men  qualified  to  do  the  veork. 
which  has  to  be  done  In  different  depart* 
ments.  I  have  already  admitted  that  In 
the  matter  of  sorters  and  ipackers  In  the 
Inland  Revenue  and  Post  Oflice  Depart- 
ments, that  a  civil  service  examination  Is 
totally  unnecessary— that  is  under  the  law. 
I  remember  very  veil,  as  an  illustration  ot 
what  I  mean,  when  we  were  dJscnsslng  It 
at  the  Treasury  Board,  Sir  Alexander  Camp- 
bell was  very  strongly  In  favour  of  the 
educational  requirements.  I  put  it  to  Sir 
Ale\-amler  CainiiJbell  ■*  Will  the  hon.  Minis- 
ter of  Justice  tell  me  what  necessity  there 
is  for  a  man  asking  tbe  question  which 
I  have  In  my  mind,  as  to  wbne  the  Chlg- 
necto  canal  was  to  be  built.  What  in  tbe 
world  has  that  to  do  with  the  examination 
of  cloth,  as  to  whether  it  Is  composed 
of  linen  or  cotton,  and  which  Is  the  most 
valuable  component  part?  I  said,  'Can 
you  tell  yourself  ?'  But  of  the  four  gen- 
tlem^  of  the  board  there  were  only  a  few 
of  ns  who  knew  where  tbe  Chlgnecto  canal 
was,  and  i  would  not  have  known  had  it 
not  been  for  the  fact  that  I  had  been  dis- 
ensslog  the  canal  question- 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto),  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment 

Tbe  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time 
and  passed. 

DEBATES  OF  THE  SENATE. 
REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE  ADOPTED, 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE  moved  the  adoption 
of  the  report  of  tbe  Standing  Committee  on 
Debates  and  Reporting  of  the  Senate.  He 
said  :  Tbe  first  portion  of  the  report  deals 
with  the  special  reporter  of  the  Senate,  and 
will  bo  found  at  pa^e  (i.S4  of  the  minutes. 
It  contains  tbe  resolution  which  has  been 
passed  heretofore,  to  brl^e  over  from  tbe 
present  ses^n  to  tbe  next  session,  but  leav- 
ing it  entirely  to  this  House  next  session. 
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to  decide  as  to  whether  the  special  reiH>rter 
-will  be  continued,  and  leave  It  In  the  power 
of  this  honourable  House  to  dispense  with 
the  service  upon  giving  one  week's  notice. 
The  same  resolution  was  passed  last  year, 
and  on  several  previous  occasions.  The  com- 
mittee did  not  think  that  they  could  decide 
the  question — that  It  was  a  question  for  the 
House  to  decide  whether  the  special  report- 
er should  be  continued  or  not,  and  I  think 
It  would  be  well  to  take  up  the  question 
early  at  the  opening  of  parliament  next 
year  and  decide  what  Is  best  to  be  done. 
The  other  portion  of  the  report  recommends 
the  paymerft  of  $200  to  Mr.  Bouchard  as 
one  of  the  French  translators  of  the  De- 
bates, and  $300  to  Mr.  Chapman,  the  other 
French  translator  of  the  Debates,  as  a  bonus 
for  the  heavy  translation  work  which  was 
done  last  year.  As  chairman  of  the  com- 
miftee,  I  think  the  bonuses  are  fair,  and 
should  be  voted.  Mr.  Bouchard  is  the  chief 
translator  of  debates.  There  are  two  trans- 
lators of  the  French  debates,  Mr.  Bouchard 
and  Mr.  C%aj)man. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  was  going  to 
ohserve  that  the  first  paragraph  of  this  re- 
port api)ears  not  to  be  sufflclently  explicit: 

It  reads  as  follows 

Your  committee  recommend  that  Mr.  H.  R. 
Holmden  be  again  appointed  for  the  next  ses- 
Bioa^  of  Parlament,  upon  the  reporting  statf  of 
the  Senate,  to  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  thirty  dol- 
lars ($aO)  per  week,  with  the  understaadtng, 
however,  that  his  services  may  be  dlsiMnsed 
with  at  any  time  during  the  session  upon  one 
weelc's  notice  given  to  blm. 

I  think  we  should  say  '  commencing  with 
the  beginning  of  tho  session.' 


24tb  June.  Last  session  the  work  was  thj 
heavy. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— That  is  very  Ht 
isfaetory.  It  ha.s  always  appeared  to  at, 
that  if  the  French  translations  are  to  lit 
of  any  use,  they  should  be  printed  at  mm. 
Printing  them  a  year  after,  seems  to  be  il- 
most  a  total  waste  of  public  money.  I  an 
in  entire  accord  with  the  contents  of  tlw 
report,  but  I  should  like  to  know  as  to  whe- 
ther aoy  provision  is  being  made  or  can  be 
made,  which  will  provide  for  the  mon 
prompt  receipt  by  members  of  the  proofi, 
the  more  prompt  correction  of  them  hi  tbe 
'  Hansard,'  and.  If  possible,  the  more  prompt 
delivery  of  the  revised  Debates  to  members 
of  the  Senate,  than  in  the  past  ?  I 
approve  of  the  distribution  of  the 
unrevlsed  Debates  in  '  Hansard  ■  form. 
It  Is  very  convenient  because  the  unrerised 
Debates,  after  all.  are  an  Important  part 
of  the  record,  because  if  people  want  to 
know  at  any  time  what  Is  being  said  In 
parliament,  they  wish  to  see  it  almost  at 
the  time.  After  it  becomes  a  week  old.  it 
Is  simply  a  record.  Of  course  we  Ilfee  to 
have  our  speeches  embalmed  in  decent 
form.  The  unrevised  edition  should  be 
livered  very  soon  after  the  speech  has  be«a 
made,  and  It  should  be  In  a  form  that  could 
be  sent  out  to  any  person  who  wished  in- 
formation as  to  what  happened  on  any  mea- 
sure of  any  consequence.  But  the  dlfficnltj' 
has  been  about  the  matter  of  corrections.  A 
rule  was  made  that  these  sheets  should  be 
pasted  on  foolscap  with  wide  margins  for 
membctrs  to  note  corrections.  I  only 
saw  that  pasting  once  during  the  sei- 
Hou.  Mr.  BEIQUE— That  ,1s  always  un-  g,on.  The  number  of  copies  was  limited. 

There  were  not  enough  to  cut  up  In  tliai 


derstood. 

Hon.  Sir.  SCOTT— That  Is  the  usual  order 

for  years. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUI3— I  move  that  the  re- 
port be  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— 1  should  like  to 
inquire  whether  the  French  translation  Is 
kept  reasonably  well  up-to-date  ?  When  I 
was  on  the  committee  we  had  a  great  deal  of 
difficulty  on  account  of  the  translations  i 
being  allowed  to  get  behind,  and  we  had  to ; 
put  on  an  additional  force  to  keep  up  with 
the  work.  i 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Yes.  they  are  well  ' 
up  this  session.   X  think  they  are  op  to  the  '  jon^ 
Hon.  Mr.  BEIQVB. 


way,  and  there  was  not  a  large  enough  staff 
to  paste  them.  Members  did  not  get  them, 
and  we  had  to  make  our  corrections  on  tii-? 
margin  of  the  form  that  we  received,  Tbe 
margin  seemed  to  be  quite  inadequate  iot 
that  purpose,  even  if  It  had  been  i«iDted  od 
good  paper.  It  was  printed  on  paper  so  bad 
that  you  could  not  make  your  corrections 
with  Ink.  because  it  would  spread. 

Hon.  Sir  UACKENZIE  BOWELL— UMt 
pencil. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  bestoved  a  good 
deal   of  labour  In  looking  over  a  veiy 
^;)eech   I    made   on   the  TraoRM- 
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tinental  Railway  Bili,  aud  I  blotted  every 
page,  and  wbea  I  turned  back  I  could  not 
decipher  my  own  corrections,  and  I  bad  to 
do  it  all  over  agatn.  If  I  bad  done  It  wltb 
a  pencil  probably  I  would  have  avoided  all 
tbat  trouble.  I  do  not  -wish  to  have  this 
system  departed  from,  of  furnishing  the  un- 
revised  proof  In  the  '  Hansard '  form, 
I  suppose  at  the  present  time,  we  can- 
not get  over  the  difficulties  that  stand 
In  the  way  of  having  a  very  prompt  de- 
livery In  this  House.  Three  years  ago,  when 
I  was  on  the  Debates  Conunlttee,  the  late 
Minister  If  Justice  was  also  a  member  of 
tbat  committee,  and  we  summoned  the 
King's  Printer  before  us,  and  we  went  Into 
an  Inquiry  on  the  matter,  and  the  King's 
Printer  gave  us  the  most  exact  and  complete 
information.  There  was  no  question  raised 
that  be  did  not  satlsfactorliy  explain 
ns  far  as  he  was  concerned,  but  he 
showed  plainly  tbat  it  was  absolutely  Im- 
l^osslble  for  the  Printing  Bureau,  with  its 
present  facilities,  to  give  the  Senate  the 
same  service  as  is  furnished  the  Houlse  of 
Commons,  and  that  to  do  so  wonid  require 
larger  premises  and  a  larger  staff.  We  tried 
to  Impress  on  Mr.  Mills  the  necessity  of  treat- 
ing the  Senate  the  same  tm  the  Hooqe  of 
Commons.  It  might  cost  a  Uttle  more,  but 
it  would  be  money  well  expended,  and  It 
«ouId  keep  tbp  Senate's  proceedings  right 
up-to-date.  The  House  would  occupy  a 
more  Important  position  In  the  'estima- 
tion of  the  public  than  It  does  now 
when  it  is  often  a  week  or  ten  days 
before  the  revised  *  Hansard '  can  be 
got  out.  In  connection  wltb  that, 
there  is  a  lack  of  facilities  In  communi- 
cating with  the  Printing  Bureau,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  know  tbat  the  hon.  gentleman  had 
this  in  his  mind,  and  that  he  is  go- 
ing to  provide  a  remedy.  I  And  that 
we  are  dependent  upon  the  courtesy  of  the 
officers  of  the  Honse  of  Commons  in  send- 
ing the  copy  to  the  Bureau  and  bringing 
back  to  oar  reporters  the  printed  proofs 
The  copy  Is  given  to  a  messenger  vrbo  hands 
It  to  an  officer  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
who  keeps  a  thorough  register  and  a 
thorough  communication  for  the  House  of 
Commons*  own  work,  but  does  not  feel 
obliged  to  do  80  wltb  regard  to  ours,  and  if 
our  copy  arrives  in  the  House  of  Commons 
at  a  time  when  there  Is  no  House  of  Com- 
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mons  work  to  go  down  the  copy  will  re- 
main until  the  Commons  have  something 
to  send.  I  think  in  one  case  one  of 
our  documents  was  held  over  twenty-four 
hours  without  being  sent  to  the  Printing 
Bureau,  because  there  was  no  provision  for 
their  being  carried  directly  from  our  end  of 
the  building. 

Hon.  iMr.  SCOTT— It  would  be  easy  to  ar- 
range that.  A  couple  of  boys  on  bicycles, 
one  here  and  one  at  the  Bureau,  would 
do  the  work.  There  would  be  always 
one  on  hand  to  take  the  documents  down. 
In  regard  to  the  Printing  Bureau,  hon.  gen- 
tlemen know  my  views.  As  long  as  six 
years  ago,  I  had  an  Item  in  the  estimates, 
and  It  was  struck  out  every  year,  until  this 
session,  although  In  the  House  of  Commons 
It  was  urged  by  members  on  both  ^des, 
that  the  Printing  Bureau  sbould  be  en- 
larged and  proper  facilities  provided.  The 
work  there  has  been  quadrupled.  It  would 
be  idle  to  suppose  that  the  printing  facilities 
that  were  calculated  to  perform  the  work 
of  parliament  twelve  or  fifteen  years  ago 
are  adequate  for  the  vastly  increased  strain 
on  the  Bureau  at  present  The  govern- 
ment are  now  building  an  addition  to  it ; 
that  will  be  completed  before  we  meet  next 
year. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Is  there  ab  addi- 
tion being  erected  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  they  are  erecting 
au  addition.  It  was  only  to  cost  $7,500, 
to  be  a  store-room  outside  ;  however,  we 
managed  to  have  it  built  quite  as  substan- 
tially as'tbe  remainder  of  the  building,  and 
fire-proof,  and  now  I  have  Induced  the  Min- 
ister of  Public  Works  to  carry  it  up  on  a 
level  with  the  upper  floor  of  the  building, 
and  tbat  will  give  it  Increast'd  facilities.  The 
present  roof  is  very  combustible.  The 
building  Is  flre-proof  until  you  get  to  the 
upper  story,  which  is  staffed  with  inflam- 
mable material,  and  all  built  of  wood,  un- 
fortunately. It  is  now  proposed  to  put 
on  a  flat  roof  and  make  the  attic  available 
and  fire-proof  like  the  rest  of  the  building, 
BO  after  this  year  there  wilt  be  no  difficulty 
In  having  a  sufficient  force  there  to  perform 
the  work. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
am  totally  at  variance  with  my  hon.  friend 
from  Marshfield  as  to  the  ahar&c-cer  of  fold- 
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6(1  sheets  for  proof-reading.  A  mdre  incon* 
venlent  system  could  not  be  adopted  than 
that  which  has  prevailed  during  the  present 
pession.  I  should  like  to  call  my  hon. 
friend's  attention  to  the  last  paragraph  In 
the  report  The  committee  recommend  that 
$200  be  paid  to  Mr.  Bouchard  and  flOO  to 
Mr.  Chapman  as  a  boons  to  each  of  them 
for  the  heavy  translation  of  last  year.  I 
have  always  understood  that  Mr.  Chapman 
was  one  of  the  best  translators  upon  the 
staff.  He  was  strongly  recommended  for 
apiDointment  by  the  hon.  member  from 
'GrandvlUe  (Hon.  Sir  A.  Pelletier).  I  have 
learned  that  It  was  on  account  of  his  ab- 
sence during  a  portion  of  last  year  that 
he  is  given  only  flOO.  1  met  him  in  Paris 
last  rebruary  and  when  I  heard  the  enco- 
miums passed  on  him  as  a  literary 
man,  I  felt  proud  of  him  as  a  Cana- 
dian. He  went  there  In  bis  lite- 
rary capaeVty  and  obtained  honours  which 
reflect  credit  upon  Canada.  I  learned 
that  be  employed  a  snbatltute  during  his 
absence,  by  whom  the  work  was  done  as 
well,  if  not  better  than  the  other  translators, 
lund  that  he  paid  out  of  bis  own  pocket 
$150  to  his  substitute.  If  you  give  him  only 
$100  of  a  bonus  be  will  be  out  of  pocket 
$50.  It  seems  to  me  from  the  credit  which 
Mr.  Chapman  r^ected  on  Canada  and  bis 
ability  as  a  translator  he  should  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  as  Mr.  Bouchard. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQLE— If  the  facts  wcrv 
Hit  the  leader  of  the  opposition  stated,  I 
would  agree  with  liira  in  admitting  that 
tlie  recommendation  should  have  been  $1^00 
for  each  of  them,  but  the  bou.  gentleman 
has  been  misinformed.  Mr.  Bouchard,  who 
bas  been  in  the  service  for  some  20  years, 
bas  no  office  In  the  building.  He  has  to  make 
the  translation  at  his  bouse,  and  he  has 
to  communicate  with  the  Printing  Bureau 
and  that  entails  a  great  loss  of  time.  That 
is  one  of  the  reasons  taken  into  consideration 
by  the  committee.  I  would  have  preferred 
not  to  state  the  other  reasou,  but  since  the 
<iiiestlon  was  asked,  I  must  state  the  fiict. 
Mr.  Chapman  Is  well  qualified  to  translate, 
and  it  is  not  because  he  was  away  that 
lie  does  not  receive  as  much  as  Mr.  Boucahrd, 
iiut  because  tbe  translation  made  by  the 
liarty  to  whom  It  was  entrusted  by  him 
iv!i3  not  properly  done.  Strong  complaints 
liave  been  made,  and  I  have  myself  deemed 
Bon.  Sir  MACKBNZIB  BOWBLL. 


It  my  duty  early  in  the  session  to 
Btrate  as  to  the  manner  In  which  saiie^ 
tions  of  the  translations  have  been  nit 
Taking  that  into  consideration,  die  m 
mittee  thought  they  should  mike  tbt  n 
commendation  which  appears  in  the  B;^ 
utes.  We  are  all  proud  of  the  bomntii*. 
Chapman  has  received,  and  for  my  own  ^ 
I  regret  sincerely,  that  we  could  not  codmo- 
tiously  deal  otherwise  than  we  haw  toi: 
with  the  matter.  Now,  with  regard  to  tie 
advance  sheets  of  tbe  printing  ud  tk 
means  afforded  for  correction,  as  duinmi 
of  the  committee  I  have  given  a  good  dKl 
of  attention  to  the  matter  this  yev. 
have  been  able  to  ascertain  what  Is  nidid 
for  next  session  to  perfect  the  sysiet 
About  a  month  or  six  weeks  ago  we  lut- 
gurated  tbe  system  of  issuing  an  uiut- 
vlsed  editton.  We  soon  found  thai  tbe 
margin  was  too  narrow  to  admit  of  cm 
rcctlons,  and  I  arranged  with  tbe  clertof 
the  House  to  have  one  of  tiie  ■>» 
sengers  placed  at  the  disposal  of  tlx 
reporters  to  paste  copies  of  the 
revised  edition  on  wide  sheets  to  gK* 
space  for  corrections.  I  got  these  sheMs 
on  several  occasions,  but  I  noticed  bow 
time  ago  that  they  were  not  prepared  b^' 
the  time.  I  romonstrated  and  fOmidtluti: 
had  not  been  done  for  one  reason  or  anotta. 
If  I  am  a  member  of  the  Debates  ComaSsi 
next  year,  I  will  try  to  have  a  sjitem  » 
tablished  whereby  there  will  be  a  specui 
messenger  to  carry  the  reporters*  maDnscripf 
to  the  Printing  Burean  and  get  recopL' 
for  everything  he  takes  and  showing  ^ 
hour  of  delivery,  so  that  every  one  will 
responsible  for  his  own  delay.  It  it  1^ 
only  way  to  deal  with  the  matter  pnperiT 
and  efficiently. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGKEINZIE  BOWELL-CoiU 
not  tbe  hon.  gentleman  add  another  ^  n 
tbe  bonus  given  to  Mr.  Chapman,  so  ttat 
he  will  not  be  ont  of  pocket  ? 

Mr.  BKIQUE— I  canuot  change  the  repMt 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULI/EN— I  wish  to  direct 
attention  to  the  press  report  in  the  '  GloEe 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  House  on  fit^ 
day  niglit  when  the  previous  question 
moved.  I  have  no  objections  to  the  poK> 
cation  of  nn  accuriite  report,  ptcd  tboOs- 
the  subject  is  not  very  creditable,  but  I  ^ 
not  like  to  be  misrepresented.  That  t*?** 
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In  tbe  '  Globe '  was  entirely  misleading.  In 

the  fltet  place  It  said  that  tbe  hon.  member 
for  Toronto  (Hon.  Mr.  Kerr)  asked  that  my 
words  be  taken  down.  He  did  nothing  of 
the  kind  ;  It  was  the  hon.  senator  from  Vic- 
toria (Hon.  Mr.  Gloran)  who  asked  for  It. 
and  there  were  several  other  errors.  I 
notice  always  that  when  little  Incidents  of 
that  kind  occnr  In  tbe  3enate,  tbe  news* 
paper  reports  try  to  make  It  look  about  as 
rldicnlons  as  possible.  The  Senate  Is  en- 
titled to  due  courtesy. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

MUTUAL  BESEKVIS  FUND  LIFE  ASSO- 
CIATION. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called  : 

Resuming  tbe  adjourned  debate  od  tBe  mo- 
tion of  tbe  Honourable  Mr.  Cloran  :  Tbat  tbe 
Clerk  of  tbe  Senate  be  directed  to  lajr  on  tbe 
table  all  the  accounts  wblcb  have  been  or  wblcb 
may  hereafter  be  presented  to  bim  for  pay- 
meat,  In  connection  with  tbe  Select  Committee 
iippolnted  to  Investigate  tbe  position  of  the 
Mutual  Reserve  I<^ind  Life  ABsoclation  of  New 
York  In  Canada,  wltb  a  view  of  having  tbe 
Senate  approve  of  them  and  authorize  tbe  clerk 
to  pay  the  same.— '(Hon.  Mr.  Dandurand.) 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND  moved  that  the 
Order  of  the  Day  tw  discharged  and  that  it 
be  fixed  as  an  order  for  the  second  sitting 
on  'Monday  next 

Hon.  Mr.  GLORAN— By  adopting  this  mo- 
tion, does  It  bave  tbe  effect  of  putting  this 
order  at  the  end  of  a  list  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  will  be  immediately 
no^BT  tbe  Bills. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Will  it  hold  the  posi- 
tion It  occupies  now.  the  first  order  after  tbe 
Bills  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  DANDURAND— Yes. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  PRINTING  OF  PARLIAMENT. 
MOTION. 

Hon.  Ur.  WATSON  moved  the  adoption  of 
the  third  report  of  the  Joint  Committee  of 
both  Houses  on,  the  Printing  of  Parliament. 
He  said :  The  report  provides  for  an  In- 
crease and  that  tbe  officials  shall  be  placed 
on  the  same  basts  as  the  Civil  Service  for 
annual  Increases,  but  It  has  been  pointed 
out  by  Mr.  Fielding  that  If  they  did,  the 
Printing  Committee  would  practically  lose 
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control  of  the  services  of  these  gentiemen» 

and  a  proviso  bas  been  suggested  at  a  re* 
cent  meeting. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG  moved  In  amendment : 

That  the  third  report  of  the  Joint  Committee 
o'  both  Houses  on  Printing  of  Parliament  be 
concurred  In,  irltb  tbe  exception  of  tbe  words 
'  that  from  and  after  tbe  present  fiscal  year 
tbe  said  Buperintendent,  tbe  first  and  second 
asBistant  superintendent,  and  the  clerk  of  dis- 
tribution of  printed  documents  of  parliament 
receive  their  respective  annual  iDcrements  as 
provided  by  the  Civil  Service  Act,'  and  that 
the  following  proviso  be  added,  namely,  '  pro- 
vided that  the  said  second-class  Junior  clerk 
shall  continue  to  perform  the  duUes  hitherto 
performed  by  blm.' 

Hon.  Sbr  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— In  the 
documents  ordered  to  be  printed  is  the  re- 
port of  Judge  Britton's  investigation  in  tbe 
Yukon  concessions  ordered  to  be  printed  ? 
I  do  not  mean  the  evidence,  bat  the  simple 
report  Itself  ?  I  thUik  tbat  ought  to  be 
printed  for  circulation. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— I  think  that  was  left 
In  the  bands  of  the  cbalrman. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— In  the  case  of  the 
Cbinese  Commission,  a  sub-committee  was 
appointed  to  see  tbat  the  report  itself  should 
be  printed  in  a  form  that  would  tolng  it 
within  the  compass  of  ordinary  readers. 
Tbere  was  such  a  mass  of  matter  tbat  few 
would  attempt  to  wade  through  it,  but  a 
compendium  was  got  up  for  publication. 
Perhaps  a  similar  course  could  be  pursued 
with  regard  to  the  report  on  the  Treadgold 
concession. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  matter  was 
mentioned,  and  left  In  the  hands  of  the 
chairman  with  the  understanding  It  was  to 
be  printed.  The  premier  gave  an  undertak- 
ing in  the  House  of  Commons  that  It  would 
be  printed,  and  while  no  motion  was  made 
tbat  it  sbpuld  be  printed,  it  was  understood 
tbat  It  would  be. 

Tbe  amendment  was  adopted  and  tbe  mo- 
tion as  amended  agreed  to. 

ALIEN    LABOUR    fLAW  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

FIRST  READING. 

A  message  was  received  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (162)  An  Act  respect- 
ing Aliens. 


The  BUI  was  read  the  first  time. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill  be 
read  the  second  time  at  the  seconct  sitting 
on  Monday  next    He  said  :  This  BUI  has 

undergone  so  many  changes  in  the  House  of 
Commons  that  I  am  quite  unable  to  say 
what  those  changes  were  from  the  original 
BlU  that  was  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  ontll  Monday  next 


THE  SEXATE. 

Ottawa,  Monday,  Augiiat  8,  190}f. 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Eleyen 
o'clock  a.m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

BAGGAGE   TRANSFER   FROM  INTER- 
COLONIAL RAILWAY  TRAINS  AND 
FERRY     BOATS  BETWEEN 
LEVIS  AND  QUEBEC. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment ; 

Did  a  person  named  Rouleau,  of  Uvis,  once 
have  the  contract  Tor  the  transfer  of  baggage 
from  the  trains  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway  to 
the  ferry-boats  between  Quebec  and  Ldvls,  and 
vice  versa  ? 

Did  the  government  afterwards  give  this  con- 
tract to  Messrs.  Mal6  &  Harceau  ? 

Id  what  year,  and  for  what  reasons,  was  this 
contract  taken  away  from  Mr.  Rouleau  ? 

Have  Messrs.  Hal^  &  Marceau  relloqulsbed 
their  contract  to  the  government  ? 

Why  ? 

Was  it  on  the  expiration  or  before  the  ex- 
piration or  the  said  contract  ? 

Who  succeeded  Messrs.  Hal^  &  Marceau,  and 
who  Is  now  doing  the  work  for  the  execution  of 
which  they  bad  the  contract  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  answer  is  no. 


FRENCH   TRANSLATION  OF 
REGULATIONS. 


MILITIA 


INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

When  will  the  French  ofBcers  of  the  French 
militia  of  Canada  be  put  In  possesalon  of  a 
French  translation  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
for  the  militia  and  of  the  last  volume  of  Xo- 
fantry  Exercise  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  expected  that  a 
revised  edition  of  the  Regulations  and  Or- 


ders for  the  Militia  will  be  issued  at  an  early 
date.  A  French  edition  will  be  issnai  as 
soon  as  possible  thereafter.  As  the  'Ib- 
fantry  Training,  Canada,  1904'  required 
slight  modifications,  which  are  now  os- 
der  consideration,  with  a  view  to  deddise 
whether  this  manual  of  training  stol 
obtain  as  the  drill  book  for  the  militia,  it  li 
difficult,  at  this  stage,  to  say  It  would  be 
printed  in  both  languages,  but,  if  it  i*  to 
obtain,  it  should  certainly  be  printed  ia 
French  as  well  In  English. 

SALE  OF  WOOD  TO  THE  GOVERN- 
MENT. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  the  got- 
ernment : 

How  much  have  Messrs.  Arcand  &  Broi.  re- 
ceived tor  the  sale  of  wood  to  the  goTemmeitt 

since  1896  on  the  St.  Maurice  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Departmental  records 
do  not  show  that  any  wood  was  purdiasei 
from  Mr.  Arcand  since  1886. 

SUPPLY  OF  IRONMONGERY. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

Has  Mr.  Arthur  Desaululers,  of  the  couatT  of 
Champlain,  obtained  from  the  government  since 
1896  a  contract  for  the  supply  of  ironmongery! 

At  what  price,  and  how  much  haa  been  paU 

him  each  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  department  has 
no  knowledge  of  any  contract  haviug  been 
entered  into  with  Mr.  Arthur  Desaulniers. 

GOVERNMENT  CONTRACT  WITH  MB- 
ADOLPHB  CRETE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  the  Mfif 

erument : 

Has  Mr.  Adolphe  Cr«e,  of  Grande*  Mm.  <*■ 
tatoed  a  contract  or  uontraetB  from  the  bows' 
ment  since  1896  ? 

For  what  amount  ? 

For  what  objects  ? 

J'-.  rV^  years  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT— This  department 
no  iinowledge  of  a  contract  having  been  en- 
tered into  with  Mr.  Adolphe  Cr^te. 
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DREDGING  OP  RIVKR  BATISGAN. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  tbe  gov- 
erninent : 

How  mucb  has  the  goveroment  expended 
jeorlr  since  1896  for  the  dredglog  of  the  Rlrer 
BattBcan  ? 

Who  represented  the  government  In  these 
works  and  supervised  the  executioa  of  them  ? 

How  much  a.  day  did  these  representatives  re- 
ceive ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  answers  are  as 
follows : 

1896-  97    Nil. 

1897-  98  Nil. 

1898-  99  Nil. 

1899-  1900   ¥  10.00 

1900-  01   10,488.28 

1901-  02   11,108.68 

1902^   9,81i6.14 

190S-04   6,061.38 

537,494.48 

Messrs.  A.  J.  M.  Isola,  Arcade  La  Haye  and 
Philippe  Cossette. 

Mr.  Isola  was  first  paid  ¥2  per  working 
day,  then  bis  salary  was  Increased  to  93  per 
day. 

Messrs.  La  Haye  and  Cossette  were  paid 
92  per  wortlng  day. 

GOVERNMENT  EXPEINDITURE  ON  RI- 
VERS ST.  ANNE,  BATISCAN  AND 
ST.  MAURICE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hod.  Mr.  LANIDRY  inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

What  amount  of  money  has  the  government 
expended,  year  by  year,  from  1896,  inclusive  : 

(a.)  On  the  River  St.  Anne,  county  oC  Cham- 
plain  ? 

(b.)  On  the  River  Batlscan  ? 
(c.)  On  the  River  St.  Maurice  t 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT.  The  answers  are: 

(a) 

ISre   114,906  05 

1896   4,373  90 

1897    3.003  83 

1898.   48  00 

1889   24  00 

1900   24  00 

1901   1,199  21 

1902    2,907  17 

1908   48  00 

Total   $26,534  16 

(b) 

1900   $      10  00 

1901   10.488  28 

1902   11,108  68 

1903   9,826  14 

Totol..  ..   131,433  10 


(c) 

1895   *  1,721  50 

1896   955  77 

1897   162  33 

1898   1,048  43 

1899   255  00 

1900   6.291  30 

1901   9,598  29 

1902   11,498  83 

1908   14.552  54 

Total  $46,074  99 

PAYMENTS  TO  JOSEPH  LACHANCE. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  of  the  gOT- 

ernraent : 

What  amount  has  the  government  paid,  since 
189$,  to  Ur.  Joseph  Lachance,  contractor,  and 
to  the  munlcfpallty  of  Ste.  Anne  de  la  PSrade, 
respectively,  for  tbe  purchase  of  stone  used  In 
or  to  be  used  in  the  works  on  the  River  St. 
Anne.  Id  the  county  of  Champlain  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  name  of  Jos.  La- 
chance  and  that  of  the  municipality  of  Ste. 
Anne  de  la  P6rade  do  not  appear  on  ac- 
counts for  stone  purchased,  since  1896,  for 
works  Id  the  River  St.  Anne. 

PAYMENTS  TO  ERNEST  VALLEE,  AND 
MR.  HERMENEGILDE  LEDUC. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman handed  me,  on  Saturday,  in  answer 
to  the  question  '  What  are  the  sums  of  mo- 
ney which  the  government  has  paid  yearly 
since  1896  to  Mr.  Ernest  Valine  and  to  Mr. 
HermCnegilde  Leduc,  both  of  the  county  of 
Champlaln,  and  for  what  objects  were  these 
sums  paid The  answer  was  '  would  the 
hon.  senator  ask  for  a  return,  and  there  Is 
a  note.*  As  the  hon.  senator  does  not  men- 
tion any  special  works,  It  would  necessitate 
tbe  examination  of  n  very  lai^  number  of 
accounts.  We  mUrbt  agree  that  this  motion 
would  be  carried  as  a  demand  for  a  return. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

PAYMENTS   FOR  PUBLIC   WORKS  IN 
THE  COUNTY  OF  CHAMPLAIN. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

To  whom  has  tbe  government  entrusted  tbe 
distribution  of  tbe  money  du&  for  public  works 
In  tbe  county  of  Cbamplain  since  1396  ! 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Payments  wer^  when 
possible,  made  by  cheqnes,  wben  not,  tiiey 
were  entrasted  to  the  paymaster. 

PUBLIC  MONEY  ON  DEPOSIT  AT  STE. 
STE.  AXNE  DE  LA  PERADE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment : 

Hu  the  goverDment  since  1S96,  made  any  de- 
poBltB  of  money  In  the  bank  kept  by  Mr.  J.  A. 
.  RouBseau.  at  Ste.  Anne  de  la  Parade  ? 
What  Is  the  amount  of  such  deposits  ? 
How  much  has  been  paid  in  Interest  on  these 
deposits,  and  to  whom  wu  tho  Interast  paid  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  money*  was  de- 
posited by  this  department. 

SUPPLY  OF  STONE  FROM  THE  RIVER 
STE.  ANNE  DE  LA  PERADE. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment 

How  much  has  the  government  paid  aince 
last  session,  and  to  whom,  for  the  supply  of 
stone  for  the  worlcs  ordered  or  executed,  (1) 
in  the  eastern  part ;  <2)  In  the  western  part  of 
the  River  Ste  Anne  de  la  Parade  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Wonld  the  hon.  senator 
ask  for  a  return.  This  answer  will  neces- 
sitate the  examination  of  all  the  accounts 
from  December,  19(^,  to  March  4th,  indu- 
slvefly.  Some  75  different  parties  have 
suppUed  Bton9;  and  their  accounts  ^Ul 
have  to  be  examined  and  the  amount  of 
each  given. 

PAYMENTS  TO   MR.   PIERRE  NAULT. 
INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  Inquired  of  the  gov- 
ernment :— 

How  much  has  Mr.  Pierre  Nault  received 
yearly  since  1896  lor  the  supply  of  iron  and 
wood  respectively  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Would  the  hon.  senator 
give  more  details,  such  as  the  name  of 
the  place  and  the  works  in  connection  with 
which  the  expenditure  was  incurred.  The 
department  have  not  been  able  to  find  any 
pucb  thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


LEGAL  EXPENSES  OF  THE  BEHSD% 
SEA  ARBITRATION. 

INQUIRY. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOBIVILLE  asked  for  Oe 
names  :— 

1.  Of  the  Canadian  counsel  in  the  Beb^ 
Sea  case  ? 

2.  How  many  days  each  served  ? 

3.  How  much  per  day  wi«  paid  e»ch  coaiise]! 

4.  Amount  each  counsel  got,  naming  coos- 
Bel  T 

5.  Amount  of  retainer  fwid  each  cotuuel? 
i.  Total  amount  each  of  the  counsel  gat,  aad 

the  names  T 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  : 

1.  The  Canadian  counsel  before  the  B«)l^ 
ing  Sea  CJaims  Commission  were  F.  Peters, 
F.  L.  Belque  and  E.  V.  Bodwell. 

2.  F.  Peters,  237  days  ;  F.  L.  Btiqoe,  183 
days  ;  E.  V.  Bodwell.  188  days. 

3.  Fifty  dollars. 

4.  F.  Peters,  f 13,360 ;  F.  L.  B&m, 
$a.650 ;  E.  V.  Bodwell.  $11,000. 

5.  F.  Peters,  ?500  :  F.  L.  Belqne,  |300; 
E.  v.  Bodwell,  $300. 

6.  Answered  by  No.  4. 

THE  LATE  SENATOR  AIKINS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Before  the  Orders  rf 
the  Day  are  called  It  Is  my  melancholy  dntr 
to  remind  the  House  that  one  more  of  Its 
old  and  honoured  members  has  passed  to 

another  and,  I  trust,  better  world.  It  wts 
my  privilege  to  sit  with  the  late  Senator 
.-Viklns  for  a  number  of  sessions  in  the  old 
parliament  of  Canada,  He  was  elected 
in  1854,  and  he  sat  in  the  parliament  of 
United  Canada  from  1854  to  1861.  Tben 
he  was  efected  for  probably  the  most  Im- 
portant division  then  existing,  and  peritaps 
also  to-day,  considering  the  popoIatioD,  and 
the  principal  cities  and  towns  In  the  dit 
trict,  for  the  legislative  council  in  the 
parliament  of  Canada.  Having  known 
the  late  Senator  Aiklns  for  over  forty-four 
years,  I  am  reminded  that  he  !3  a 
man  who  stood  very  high  In  the  esthna- 
tlon  of  his  fellows,  honourable  and  bl^ 
minded  in  all  partlcularB.  In  every 
acteristic  of  life  be  secured  the  esteem  idI 
respect  of  those  with  whom  he  came  in 
contact.  From  the  earlier  years  when  I 
knew  him  he  was  a  Liberal. 

When  it  became  evident  In  186i  1865. 
and  1866  that  it  was  Incumbent  on  M> 
political  parties  to  solve  the  many  problems 
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tbat  then  en^ossed  the  attention  of  the 
politicians  of  the  day,  Mr.  Alktns  became 
one  of  the  coalition  government  formed  by 
the  late  Sir  John  Macdonald,  and,  like  many 
other  men,  even  of  the  Liberal  party,  was 
won  over  by  tbe  charming  manner  and  the 
Inflaence  tbat  the  late  Sir  John  Uacdonald 
was  able  to  ezwcise  on  those  with  whom 
be  was  associated.  Mr.  Aiklns  was  never 
an  extreme  politician,  always  being  guided 
by  what  he  conceived  to  be  best  in  the  In- 
terest of  this  country.  He  lived  a  life  full 
of  usefulness  and  was  honoured  by  his  fel- 
low-men. I  may  say  that  after  withdrawing 
from  Canadian  politics,  he  became  Lien- 
tenant  Governor  of  Manitoba  for  five  years. 
Oa  his  retirement  from  that  office,  it  was 
recognized  that  he  deserved  any  further 
elevation  that  could  be  offered  to  him  and 
he  was  reappointed  to  the  Senate.  His 
death  is  a  matter  of  sincere  regret  to  me, 
particularly  as  those  who  were  early  In 
public  life  like  myself  are  so  rapidly  pass- 
ing away.  There  are  very  few  ot  ns  left 
now  who  sat  In  parliament  early  In  the 
fifties.  I  can  only  say  that  the  late  Senator 
.iikins  earned  the  esteem  and  klmdly  feeling 
of  all  those  with  whom  be  had  associated 
In  the  years  he  was  a  representative 
man.  He  has  gone  to  his  rest  full  of 
honours  and  with  tbe  respect  not  only  of 
those  with  whom  he  was  associated,  but 
also  of  these  who  had  the  pleasure  of  being 
acqtiainted  with  him.  I,  therefore,  move 
that  the  Senate  express  its  regret  in  the 
ordinary  way  at  the  departure  of  our  late 
friend  and  colleague. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  can 
add  very  little  to  that  which  has  already 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  ; 
but  I  can  say  for  myself,  that  ever  since  I 
had  the  honour  of  sitting  in  parliament  with 
tbe  late  Senator  Aiklns,  In  the  House  of 
Commons  and  particularly  In  the  Senate  and 
as  an  associate  in  the  government  from  1878, 
until  his  appointment  as  Lieutenant  Governor 
of  Manitoba  and  his  return  to  the  Senate  ns 
an  independent  member  of  this  body,  I  wns 
on  as  Intimate  terms  with  blm  as  any  one 
could  possibly  be.  All  that  has  been  said 
of  him  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  Is 
literally  and  absolutely  correct.  1  do  not 
know  that  Senator  Alkias  had  an  enemy 
anywhere.  From  1854,  be  was  elected  as  n 
meml>er  of  the  Liberal  party,  and  remaiued 


so  until  circumstances  arose  which  neces- 
sitated dropping  strong  party  feelings  in 
order  to  bring  about  confederation  of  the 
provinces.  He  became  a  memljer  of  what 
was  termed  tbe  Coalition  party.  While  I 
freely  admit  the  reason  given  by  the  lion. 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  deceased  senator 
remaining  with  and  under  the  leadership  of 
tbe  late  Sir  John  Macdoiiuld.  was  probably 
the  result,  to  a  certain  extent,  of  those  charm- 
ing fascinating  manners  of  tbe  late  leader, 
I  should  like  to  go  a  little  further  and  say 
from  my  personal  knowledge  and  inter- 
course with  Mr.  Aiklns,  In  addition  to  the 
attractions  which  characterized  the  late 
leader  of  the  Conservative  party  and  gave 
him  such  an  Influence  over  those  with  whom 
he  was  associated,  there  were  other  reasons 
why  be  remained  with  the  Conservative 
party.  Those  reasons  were  that  he  bad 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  policy  of 
that  party,  the  principles  which  had  brought 
them  together,  were  best  suited  to  the  In- 
terests of  tbe  country,  I'rom  my  personal 
and  Intimate  knowledge  of  tbe  late  senator, 
I  do  not  think  any  personal  likes  or  dislikes 
would  have  induced  bim  to  depart  from  that 
which  be  believed  to  be  absolutely  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.  Sli-  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
differ,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  very 
properly  says,  in  accordance  with  the 
constitution  of  our  minds,  and  our  asso- 
ciation, on  matters  governing  tbe  coan- 
trv  nf-  In  other  matters,  and  in  tbat  respect 
he  was  led.  I  have  reason  to  know  and  be- 
lieve, from  thoroughly  conscientious  con- 
victions of  what  was  right.  Of  late -he  suf- 
fered from  physical  Infirmities  and  It  was 
only  through  the  care,  attention  and  devoted- 
ness  of  his  family  that  his  life  was  spared 
to  them  for  so  long  a  time.  It  is  seldom 
that  a  man  who  has  been,  like  the  late  sen- 
ator, half  fl  century  in  public  life  and  octlve- 
ly  participating  In  all  great  questions  which 
bave  agitated  the  country  during  that 
period,  posses  to  his  eternal  rest  without  a 
single  word  ever  having  been  uttered,  or  an 
insinuation  made  against  his  reputation  for 
honesty  and  sincerity.  This  will  be  a 
pleasant  reflection  for  bis  family,  and  must 
be  to  all  who,  like  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  and  myself,  had  known  him  for  so 
many  years.   It  will  be  well  for  those  of  us 
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n'ho  have  served  our  country  In  accordance' 
with  what  we  believe  to  be  right  for  so  long 

a  period.  If  we  can  leave  to  our  families  and 
friends  a  reputation  of  a  lllte  character.  I 
deeply  regret  the  loss  of  one  whom  I  have 
known  and  respected  so  long.  No  less  than 
three  of  our  fellow-senators,  have  passed 
away  since  the  beginning  of  this  session. 
How  many  more  will  be  taken  from  us 
before  next  session  no  mortal  can  tell ;  but  I 
hope  when  our  turn  comes,  that  we  may 
leave  behind  us  such  a  character  and  repu- 
tation as  that  of  our  late  friend  and  col- 
league, Senator  Aikins. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— As  the  only 
representative  in  the  Senate  of  the  home 
district  which  the  late  senator  represented  in 
public  life,  I  may  be  pardoned  for  addint;  a 
few  words  to  what  has  been  so  well  said  by 
tbetwo  bon.  gentlemen  who  have  Just  spoken. 
Senator  Alklns  was  widely  known  through- 
out the  district  nrom  which  he  came.  He  was 
personally  known  to  a  very  large  number  of 
those  who  elected  bim  In  the  first  Instance 
to  positions  of  public  trust,  and  be  was 
largely  known  In  later  years  by  a  still  larger 
circle  of  people  throughout  that  community. 
He  was  considered  to  be  a  man  of  sound 
judgment  and  business  capacity.  He  was 
known  to  be  possessed  of  an  upright  mind 
and  many  high  qualities  of  personal  char- 
acter and  individual  worth.  Possessing  the 
attributes  in  a  community  where  he  was  so 
well  known  for  many  years.  It  will  not  be 
amiss  to  say  that  be  baa  lived  respected! 
and  died  regretted  by  a  very  larg^  circle  of 
friends  and  acquaintances. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — I  cordially  concur  In 
aw  tuat  baa  t>een  said  of  our  late  colleague. 
X  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  we 
of  Manitoba  also  had  an  acquaintance  with 
Mr.  Aikins  as  governor  of  our  province, 
where  he,  by  bis  honourable  record,  endeared 
blmself  to  people  of  all  parties,  and  left  the 
province  regretted  by  every  one  who  had  the 
pleasure  of  his  acquaintance  and  knowle^e 
of  his  high  ideals  in  the  office  which  he  held. 
He  bore  in  this  House  a  very  high  record  as 
senator,  and  he  also  held  what  may  be  con- 
sidered the  higher  position  as  governor  of  the 
province  of  Manitoba,  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  people  of  that  province,  and  his  departure 
was  regretted  by  them  when  his  term  of 
office  expired. 

Bod.  Sir  HACKENZIB  BO  WELL. 


MILITIA  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL 

IN  COMMITTEE. 
The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called : 

Committee  of  tbe  niiole  House  on  Bill  iSi 
An  Act  respecting  the  Militia  and-  Defntee  i! 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  ttiat  ttc 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  chair. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  have  not  yet 
received  the  French  version  of  this  BUL 
I  consented  the  other  day  to  the  secwd 
reading  on  condition  that  we  would  lure 
the  Bill  in  French  before  going  into  cost- 
mittee.  I  think  it  was  the  hon.  mlnista* 
himself  who  promised  that  that  would  be 
done. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT~I  did  so.  and  I  do  not 
know  the  cause  of  the  delay. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Possibly  the  boo. 
member,  in  consideration  of  the  drenm- 
stauce,  will  withdraw  his  objection. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>eBOUCHEKVrLLE-If  the 
lion,  minister  will  consent  to  postponing 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  untU  ft  U 
printed  In  French.  I  shall  request  my  boa. 
friend  from-  Stadacona  to  withdraw  Us 
objection  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hear,  hear. 

Hon.    Mr.   LANDRY— Wltti   the  under 

standing  that  we  shall  have  the  Frendi 
edition  before  the  third  reading,  considering 
the  session  is  so  advanced,  I  am  willing 
to  withdraw  the  objection,  but  I  prot«t 
at  the  same  time  against  this  way  of  deal- 
ing with  the  Senate,  and  particularly  wtlli 
the  French  element  of  this  House.  Wc 
have  a  right  to  have  the  Bill  In  French. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-No  doubt  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-We  shonld  have  It. 
not  BO  much  for  the  use  of  the  House,  bnt 
If  I  had  had  copies  of  It  some  time  ago.  I 
would  have  been  In  a  position  to  make  sug- 
gestions that  I  cannot  make  now.  I  with- 
draw my  objection  on  the  understsndlnc 
that  we  are  to  have  the  French  edition  ci 
the  Bin,  before  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentlemiD 
is  quite  within  hla  right  The  BiU  ibosid 
have  been  translated  Into  French.    I  d» 
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not  know  whether  the  hoc.  gentleman  Is 
aware  of  the  circumlocution  through  which 
these  Bills  have  to  go.  I  have  represented 
the  facts  to  my  colleagues  and  suggested  a 
cbange.  Those  Bills  are  translated  and 
seat  down  to  the  Bureau  and  printed  In  due 
time,  but  we  have  a  gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  translating  branch  in  the  House  of 
Commons  who  piques  himself  on  having  a 
partlcuiarly  French  style  of  language,  and  he 
alters  line  after  line  and  page  after  page. 
The  hon.  gentleman  would  be  surprised  If  I 
showed  him  the  alterations  that  are  sim- 
ply changing  words  without  changing  the 
meaning.  I  do  not  think  that  Is  proper. 
I>ela7  arises  not  alone  in  this  particular 
case,  for  I  have  had  occasion  to  complain 
of  it  repeatedly;  the  translation  department 
Is  delayed  in  consequence  of  this  gentleman 
ctiooslng  to  make  his  changes  after  the 
translation  is  completed  and  in  print.  It 
la  not  fair  or  right  There  is  no  reason 
wbj  this  BUI  should  not  have  been  trans- 
lated a  week  or  a  fortnight  ago.  The 
-cbanges  made  by  the  House  of  Commons 
-during  the  past  week  have  J>een  compara- 
tively trifling,  and  are  Hmlted  to  a  few 
paragraphs  and  there  Is  no  Justifleation 
-or  excuse  for  this  delay.  It  ought  not 
to  be  tolerated,  and  I  propose  to  express  my 
opinion  to  the  members  of  the  government 
who  have  control  over  that  gentleman. 
If  he  Is  so  particular  about  the  translntlon 
and  wants  It  in  particular  French  be  should 
do  It  himself.  It  is  done  by  other  men 
who  are  probably  as  good  translators  as  he 
Is,  and  then  after  they  have  devoted  their 
time  and  attention  to  the  worlc,  he  makes 
•cbanges  in  it.  I  have  brought  It  to  the 
.attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  have 
-showed  where  this  gentleman  has  altered 
words  where  it  made  no  Important  dilfer- 
■ence  and  there  was  no  justification  for  It 
whatever,  except  that  he  has  individual 
Ideas  of  his  own  about  translation. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  would  add  this  in- 
formation, that  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  French  translation  of  that  Bill  hp.s  been 
completed.  Only  the  amendments  made 
since  the  Bill  was  reported  from  committee 
had  to  be  translated.  That  la  why  there 
Is  DO  excuse  for  the  delay  In  printing  the 
French  edition. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 


(In  the  Committee.) 

On  clause  2,  sub-clanse  (g), 

(g.)  '  On  active  service,'  as  applied  to  s  per- 
son subject  to  military  service,  means  when- 
ever be  is  enrolled,  enlisted,  dratted  or  warned 
for  service  or  dutr  during  ao  emergencr,  or 
when  he  is  on  duty,  or  has  ■been  warned  for 
duty,  in  aid  of  the  civil  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAMDRl:— When  a  man  Is  en- 
rolled, does  that  mean  when  he  Is  on  active 

service  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  to  be  read  with 
the  remainder  of  the  sentence.  The  mere 
enrolling  would  not  put  a  man  on  active 
service,  but  when  he  Is  enrolled  for  service 
or  duty  during  an  emergency. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Interpretation 
of  this  Bill  Is  Embodied  In  the  sub-clauses 
of  this  second  clause.  'Bmer^ncy*  is 
defined  in  sub-clause  (b)  and  it '  means  war, 
invasion,  riot  or  Insurrection,  real  or  appre- 
hended.* Are  we  to  understand  that  this 
applies  to  every  man  when  he  Is  enrolled  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCX)TT— An  ordinary  enrol- 
ment would  not  be  an  enrolment  under 
this  section;  It  Is  only  when  he  Is  required 
for  active  service,  for  the  purpose  set  forth. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— To  understand  that 
properly,  the  punctuation  should  be  differ- 
ent 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  claase  can 

have  only  one  meaning  ;  he  Is  on  active  ser- 
vice only  during  an  emergency  or  when  he 
Is  called  out  in  aid  of  the  civil  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  word  'sub- 
ject '  covers  it  all.  It  only  refers  to  con- 
ditions which  arise  when  he  is  on  active 
service. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  law  says  that 
active  service  means  whenever  he  Is  en- 
rolled. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- Enrolled  for  what 

purpose  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— '  Enrolled,  enlisted, 
drafted,  or  warned  for  service  or  duty.* 
That  applies  to  the  word  '  warned.* 

The  CHAIRMAN— Just  so  soon  as  he  Is 
warned,  he  Is  on  active  service. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-There 
are  three  clrcamstances  to  which  the  words 
'  active  service '  apply.  First  he  must  be 
enrolled  before  he  becomes  a  member  of  tbe 
corps.  Then  be  may  be  warned  and  called 
out  iu  cases  of  emergency;  but,  when  he 
Is  on  duty,  there  are  other  duties  besides 
those  which  pertain  to  aiding  tbe  civil 
power.  The  words  '  active  service '  would 
apply  to  a  man  on  any  duty  after  be  has 
become  enrolled.  Active  service  means 
men  who  are  enrolled  and  called  out  In 
case  of  an  emergency,  or  to  any  duty,  or 
being  warned  for  duty  In  aid  of  the  civil 
power. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Will  any  reasonable 
amendment  we  may  offer  be  accepted  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Certainly,  If  It  be  made 
apparent  that  it  would  Improve  the  Bill. 
The  Bill  is  here  for  that  purpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  know  a  Bill  was 
In  the  other  House  recently,  and  they 
would  not  permit  a  single  amendment,  be- 
cause they  said  if  any  amendment  were 
accepted  it  would  defeat  the  Bill  in  the 
Senate.  We  want  to  know  if  the  same  rules 
apply  here  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTl'— I  presume  at  this  stage 
of  the  BUI,  If  it  were  a  mere  technical  point, 
it  would  not  be  done  ;  but  on  any  point  In- 
volving a  principle  I  think  It  is  open  to  the 
Senate  to  make  a  change.  It  Is  a  matter  of 
opinion  whether  tbe  changes  would  be  ne- 
cessary or  not.  Tbe  Bill  has  undergone  a 
close  scrutiny,  and  has  been  before  tbe 
Department  of  Justice,  and  has  engaged 
the 'attention  of  experts  for  a  considerable 
time.  So  that  on  a  cursory  examination  one 
would  not  hastily  want  to  make  a  correction 
unless  it  was  proper. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON*— I  am  surprised 
my  hon.  friend  should  ask  a  question.  Oo 

not  we  all  know  that  this  Bill  is  sent  down 
to  us  to  be  swallowed  en  bloc.  Sent  to  us  at 
this  late  stage,  is  It  not  plain  that  such  Is 
the  case  ?   VCe  are  just  to  read  it  over. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  much  more  intricate 
Bill  passed  tbe  House  of  Commons  on 
Saturday  where  they  were  afraid  to  make  a 
change.   That  Is  a  Bill  which  Uie  Bank  of 


Commerce  devoted  a  great  deal  of  time  to. 
where  tbey  would  not  allow  a  single  cbaagr 

to  be  made.  They  recognized  that  there  w« 
a  sound  principle  in  it,  and  unless  for  soioe 
good  purpose  It  was  not  desirable  to  make 
any  change  In  it,  and  I  presume  the  same 
principle  would  gnide  us  here. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
think  If  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  gave  a 
short  answer  and  said  *  Yes,  if  It  meets  the 
approval  of  the  government,'  he  would  haie 
answered  the  whole  question  at  once.  It  is 
Just  possible  he  might  have  a  new  Bill  to 
amend  the  Bill  we  have  just  passed.  We 
have  already  amended  two  Bills  passed 
this  session,  and  I  tiilnk  the  attention  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  called 
to  a  Bill  where  amendment  of  a  serloas 
character  has  been  made.  Whether  they 
propose  to  amend  it  or  not  I  do  not 
know,  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  this 
question.  I  am  very  much  Inclined  tc  diink 
that  the  statement,  particularly  broadly 
made  by  my  hon.  friend  to  my  right,  is  the 
correct  one.  I  question  very  much  whethw 
any  amendment,  no  matter  how  pertloeat  or 
how  necessary,  would  be  passed.  We  have 
a  Bill  for  the  purchase  of  a  railway  comtnc 
up  next,  although  I  believe  It  Is  not  yet  be- 
fore US,  Just  of  the  same  character. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  3, 

3.  Tbe  Interpretation  Act  and  section  2  of  tbit 
Act  Bliall  apply  tp  all  regulations,  orders  and 
articles  of  engagement  lawfuly  made  or  entereid 
into  under  this  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Why  is  the  word 
'  lawfully '  Inserted  In  this  clause  ?  Who  Is 

the  judge  7 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— That  is  tbe  existing 
law. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— That  reason  might 
be  given  to  children,  hut  it  is  really  ne 
reason. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  4, 

4,  The  command  in  chief  of  the  militia  is  de- 
clared to  continue  and  be  vested  In  the  Kins, 
and  shall  be  exercised  and  administered  bj  Hii 
Majesty  or  by  tbe  Oovernor  General  as  His 
representative. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  this  clause  tiK 
words  are  '  Commander  In  Oblef  of  tbe 
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Militia  *  and  tn  tbe  former  Act  the  words 
w«re  '  Commander  in  Cbief  of  the  Land  and 
Naval  Militia.'  There  is  a  distinction  here 
between  the  existing  statute  and  this  BUI. 
Tbis  applies  only  to  tbe  land  militia  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  suppose  we  shall 
have  no  wars  between  now  and  next  session 
to  know  li.ow  the  militia  will  succeed  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hope  not. 

Hou.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tak- 
ing the  explanntion  of  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  and  looking  at  the  time,  we  will  find 
the  reason  Is  this  :  tbe  defence  of  tbe  coun- 
try Is  to  be  divided  between  the  Minister  of 
Militia  and  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. The  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
■would  be  the  bead  of  tbe  Admiralty  and  tb6 
Minister  of  Militia  the  head  of  the  land 
forces. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Where  Is  the  Min- 
ister of  Agriculture? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He  is 
to  be  general  snp^intendent,  to  supervise 
the  other  two;  in  ptber  words  whenever 
he  has  any  poUtlcal  object  to  accomplish 
be  will  Interfere  and  become  the  acthkg  bead, 
and  perhaps  the  Minister  of  Mllltia  may 
very  conveniently  be  out  of  the  way,  so  as 
to  enable  him  to  accomplish  the  political 
ends  he  has  In  view.  That  is  tbe  only 
explanation  I  can  conceive,  and  I  now 
give  it  to'  the  minister.  Perhaps  the 
Secretary  of  State  can  explain  why  it  is 
the  two  defensive  branches  of  the  country 
are  to  be  under  two  heads  ?  In  the  past 
it  has  been  under  the  one  head,  and  It 
should  be  so,  I  think,  now— that  Is,  the 
general  supervision.  It  does  not  follow 
that  because  tbe  Minister  of  Marine  and 
Fisheries  has  to  do  with  some  of  the  ves- 
sels that  are  navigating  the  river,  that  the 
supervision  of  tbe  naval  force  should  be 
relegated  to  him.  I  can  only  give  one  rea- 
son for  It  myself,  and  that  Is  we  do  know 
that  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries 
objected  to  take  what  we  considered  to 
be— I  do  not  consider  it— an  inferior  position 
in  tbe  cabinet  unless  certain  duties  that  per- 
tained to  other  departments  were  related  to 
him,  so  that  he  could  have  a  certain  amount 
of  j^atronage  at  bis  disposal  for  his  friends. 
That  is  tbe  plain  Interpretation  of  It  We 
do  not  know  what  has  been  done  altogether, 


but  we  know  to  a  certain  atent;  that  Is  . 
that  a  portion  of  the  duties  pertaining  to  the 
Minister  of  Public  Works  has  been  trans- 
ferred to  the  Minister  of  Marine  and  Fish- 
eries. The  principle  which  guided  them  in 
doing  It  might  be  applied  to  every  depart- 
ment of  the  government,  but  I  do  not  know 
any  reason  why  the  Minister  of  Militia 
should  not  have  supervision  of  the  con- 
sVuctlon  of  a  drill  shed  and  everything  that 
pertains  to  It,  because  he  really  knows 
more  about  It  than  the  Minister  of  Marine 
and  Fisheries  can  possibly  do.  I  have 
given  hon.  gentlemen  my  reasons  why  I 
think  this  change  has  been  made.  It  is 
to  take  from  one  minister  and  give  to  an- 
other, in  order  to  make  the  department 
over  which  the  Hon.  Mr.  Prefontalne  pre- 
sides more  Important  than  the  other.  That 
is  the  only  reason  I  can  suggest  for  it 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Tbe  question  before 
the  committee  Just  now  is  clause  4  of  the 
BUI,  and  tbe  objection  taken  Is  that  tbere 
Is  nothing  said  about  the  naval  militia/ 
This  clause  provides  that  the  command  in 
chief  of  the  militia  Is  declared  to  continue 
and  be  vested  in  the  King,  and  that  covers 
the  naval  militia  as  well  as  the  land  force  ; 
we  have  no  other  military  force  in  Canada 
except  militia.  We  have  no  troops  which 
are.  In  law,  regular  troops;  so  that  when 
you  vest  In  the  King  the  command  in  Chief 
of  the  militia  you  vest  in  him  the  command 
of  all  the  military  forces  In  Canada. 

Hod.  Mr.  FEROUSON— That  does  not 
include  the  navy. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  appears  to  me  it 
does.     It  includes  naval  militia  as  well  as 

land  milftia. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON- The  militia  means 
all  the  military  force  In  Canada;  but  we 
draw  a  clear  distinction  between  militia  and 
naval  force. 

Hon.  jMr,  LANDRY— We  were  told  a 
moment  ago  that  tbe  term  '  militia '  was  to 
be  applied  only  to  land  forces,  and  not 
to  the  naval  force. 

Hon,  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  naval 
forces  bave  not  been  created,  I  understand? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— So  that  tUI» 
,  bill  does  not  provide  for  It 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-There  was  a 
sum  In  the  estimates  which  was  withdrawn. 
A  proposition  was  to  come  before  the  House 
-of  Commons,  but  it  waa  withdrawn.  So 
why  discuss  this  question  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  minister 
aays  it  does  not  apply  to  the  naval  forces. 

Hon.  Mr.  KBRR  (Toronto)— What  nnva'i 
forces  are  there  in  Canada  to-day  ?  Until 
the  forces  are  created  we  are  only  talking 
about  air. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
present  law  provides  for  a  military  naval 
defence.  What  is  the  use  of  people  attempt- 
ing to  draw  such  hair-splitting  distinctions 
as  has  just  been  done  ?  It  Is  simply  a 
question  asked  very  pertinently,  why  were 
the  two  forces  put  under  separate  beads, 
and  a  simple  explanation  could  have  been 
given  to  that 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— The  Bill  states 
that  It  Is  a  measure  respecting  the  Militia 
and  Defence  of  Canada,  and  we  have  the 
Minister  of  Marine  and  Fisheries  announc- 
ing that  be  is  about  introducing  a  Bill  for  tlie 
creation  of  a  naval  mllltia.  There  Is  a  clear 
intention  to  separate  the  authority,  and  the 
changing  of  those  words  shows  that  there  Is 
such  a  determination  ;  still,  notwithstand- 
ing all  that,  we  are  calling  the  Bill  a  Bill 
respecting  the  Mllltla  and  Defence  of  Can- 
ada. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  will  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  minister  to  the  law  aa  It 
stands  to-day.  The  law  reads  :  '  The  com- 
mand In  chief  of  the  land  and  naval  militia.' 
And  '  the  land  and  naval  militia  *  Is  stricken 
■out  all  together  and  the  words  '  The  com- 
mander In  chief  of  the  mllltta,'  substltDted. 
In  the  law  as  It  stands  to-day.  it  says  *  By 
His  Majesty '  that  means  personally.  Could 
we  have  any  explanation  why  this  change 
to-day  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Under  the  British 
North  America  Act,  the  Governor  General 
represents  HIa  Majesty. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  are  not  speak- 
ing of  the  present  Bill  at  all.  but  under  the 
old  law  It  was  by  Her  Majesty  personally. 

Horn  Mr.  POWER — Was  that  not  ab- 
surd ;  how  could  Her  Majesty  command  i 
personally  ?  ' 
Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— I  thought  what  vu 
In  the  law  before  was  absurd  enough,  »d 
we  should  remedy  It. 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWELL-fte 
only  reason  suggested  is  that  stated  by  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State,  that  the  GovetBor 
General  represents  Htg  Majesty,  and  wba 
the  words  '  His  Majesty '  are  mentioned  in 
any  of  the  clauses,  it  means  the  Govenai 
General.   The  Governor  General  in  Council 
means  the  action  of  Council  sanctioned 
the  Governor  General.   Heuce.  l  do  not  see 
any  necessity  for  striking  out  tbe  words 
'  His  Majesty.'  If  '  His  Majesty '  were  left 
in  the  Act  aa  It  was,  then  the  Govemw  Gen- 
eral as  he  is  represented  here  would  eia- 
else  the  same  right  through  the  powers  that 
lie  receired  from  the  Crown,  and  this  seems 
to  me  to  be  another  step  In  the  direction  in- 
dicated by  tbe  Solicitor  General  in  London 
the  other  day,  that  It  Is  to  cut  another  of  tbe 
links  that  connect  the  two  countries.  ObUtn^ 
ate  tbe  word  wherever  you  can.  as  it  has 
been  throughout  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  and 
It  will  be  understood,  by  those  who  glre  tbe 
matter  any  consideration,  looking  at  tbe 
past  utterances  «f  certain  political  Kentle> 
men  and  leaders  of  opinion,  in  tbis  conntiy. 
that  cutting  adrift  Is  reaJly  wliat  It  meaaa. 
I  do  not  know  that  any  good  is  to  arise  fron 
discussing  that  point  ;  because  my  opinkra 
Is  that  If  you  move  an  amendment  to  sab- 
stitute  the  words  to  which  the  hon.  gentle- 
man has  called  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 
and  make  the  Bill  similar  In  character  to  tbe 
old  law  In  this  respect,  it  would  be  voted 
down.    I  have  taken  this  opportunity  to 
give  utterance  to  my  sentiments  and  pit 
them  on  record  as  to  why  this  change  was 
made,  and  because  I  think  we  are  advaoc- 
Ing  In  that  direction  as  fast  as  we  can  by 
the  action  of  the  present  party. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-~I  feel  bound  to  dis- 
claim the  bon.  gentleman's  Idea  that  tbe 
changes  made  In  the  Bill  have  In  any  way  a 
tendency  in  the  direction  he  Indicates.  The 
best  tie  between  this  country  and  the  mother 
country  is  the  recognition  of  this  country  In 
the  management  of  its  own  domestic  affairs. 
That  will  be  the  strongest  tie,  when  other 
ties  will  fade  away,  that  will  .preserve  Can- 
ada to  the  empire.  It  is  our  free  system  of 
government  which  makes  us  fully  appre- 
ciate the  value  of  tbe  union  of  the  enqtlie- 
No  other  tie  can  be  as  strong  as  the  appre- 
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datlOD  ot  the  liberty  and  privileges  we  enjoy 
under  the  Union  Jack,  and  tbere  is  not  the 
sligtitest  fear  tbat  tbe  mere  expression  of 
words,  will  bave  any  meaning  at  all  to 
weigh  in  tbe  balance  with  tbe  feelings  of 
loyalty  tbat  exist  among  the  Canadian  peo- 
ple. The  surest  and  strongest  tie  Is  a  re- 
presentative form  of  government. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
quite  agree  wltb  the  hon.  gentleman,  as 
far  as  the  vast  majority  of  the  i>eopIe 
are  concerned. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  am  surprised 
at  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  taking  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  gentleman  seriously.  Tbe 
bon.  gentleman  is  in  active  politics,  and  is 
plying  the  game  now  tbat  was  played  in 
1900,  and  as  fruitlessly,  I  hope. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Tbe 
hon.  gentleman  has  no  rigbt  to  say  I  am 
playing  a  game.  I  am  uttering  a  sentiment 
which  I  believe  to  be  true  and  correct 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— We  are  all  do- 
ing that 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
have  very  great  doubt.  While  tbe  bon.  gen- 
tleman has  Imputed  to  me  motives  that  I 
do  not  entertain*  be  must  not  be  Borprised  if 
he  gets  a  retort  as  long  as  I  keep  within 
parliamentary  usage.  1  intend  to  give  ut- 
terance to  my  sentiments  on  this  and  on 
other  occusions,  uud  the  hon.  gentleman 
may  do  precisely  the  same  ;  and  when  I 
do  so,  and  when  I  object  to  his  statements, 
I  shall  not  tell  htm  he  Is  making  them  from 
party  motives  and  insincere  purposes.  I 
take  It  for  granted  be  is  sincere,  and  I  hope 
be  win  give  us  credit  for  being  sincere, 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Tbe  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  should  not  be  the  only 
one  to  impute  motives. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  5, 

5.  Tbere  shall  be  a  Minister  of  Militia  and 
Defence,  who  sball  be  charged  with  and  be  res- 
pODtible  for  the  admlnlatratloo  of  militia  affairs 
and  of  the  fortfflcatlons,  ordnance,  ammunition, 
arms,  armouries,  stores,  munUlons  and  habili- 
ments of  war  belongrlng  to  Canada,  Including 
the  Initiative  in  all  matters  tnvolTiDg  the  ex- 
penditure of  money. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Are  we  to  understand 
by  this  clause  that  there  are  occasions  when 
the  Governor  General  Is  not  the  representa- 
tive of  tbe  Crown  ? 


Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  is  Just  a  re- 
enactment 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  care  what 
was  in  the  Act  previously.  If  all  the  Act 
must  remain  as  It  Is,  we  do  not  need  this 
Bill  at  all ;  but  If  we  want  to  improve  the 
law,  we  should  try  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Would  it  bd 
an  Improvement  to  say  tbe  Governor  General 
was  not  the  representative  of  the  King  ? 

If  the  Governor  General  is  the  representa- 
tive of  tbe  King,  why  not  put  in  those 
words  ?   How  could  he  act  differently  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  Is  really  no  ob- 
ject in  having  the  King's  name  mentioned 
in  this.  It  Is  on  a  very  much  broader  found- 
ation. The  flfteenth  section  of  the  British 
North  America  Act  provides  that  the  com- 
mander-in-chief is  declared  to  be  vested  in 
tbe  Queen.  That  is  the  sovereign.  The 
Roverelgn  of  the  Dominion  is  the  bead  of 
the  army  and  navy  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY^uppose  there  la  a 
levee  en  masse  ordered  by  the  Governor 
General,  and  the  government  should  say  : 
'  Ob,  we  have  no  authority  to  Interfere  in 
that  case,  because  In  the  law  it  is  provided 

'  that  the  Governor  General  Is  acting  as  a 

I  representative  of  the  Crown '  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT- But  under  our  system 
of  government,  he  mnst  act  with  the  consent 
of  his  advisers,  Just  as  in  England. 

On  sub-clause  2, 

2.    The  Governor  In  Council  may,  from  time 
to   time,   make  such  orders  as  are  necessary 
respecting  the  duties  to  be  performed  by  the: 
minister. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZEE  B0WE1J>-That 
is'  the  old  law  with  slight  amendments.  The 
words  *  in  all  matters  Involving  expendi- 
ture '  are  left  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbere  Is  an  Inversion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-I 
think  it  Is  a  good  change.  I  have  no  fault  to 
And  with  it.  Then  tbe  Minister  of  Ullitla 
and  Defence  is  left  out 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  7, 

7.  The  Governor  In  Council  may  appoint  a 
mllltla  *  council  to  advise  tbe  minister  on  all 
matters  relating  to  the  militia  which  are  re- 
ferred to  the  council  by  the  minister.  The  com- 
position, procedure  and  powers  of  tbe  council' 
shall  be  as  prescribed. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^— This 
is  with  reference  to  the  appointment  of  a 
militia  council.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
^en  he  introduced  the  Bill,  gave  us  the 
names  of  those  whom  it  was  suggested 
would  constltnte  tbe  conocll.  Would  he  be 
kind  enough  to  repeat  those  names  ? 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— -The  minister  himself 
wili  preside.  Then  there  will  be  the  chief 
of  the  staff,  wbleh  is  a  new  appointment 
Tbat  has  not  existed  before.  Then  the 
adjutant  general  ,  the.  master  general  of 
ordnance,  the  depu^T  minister,  the  chief 
accountant  of  the  department-^hey  are  the 
advisory  board. 

Hon.  Sir  HACKBNZIE  BOWBLL-The 

explanation  given  In  the  other  House  of 
the  reasons  whlicb  led  to  this  change, 
was  to  adopt  as  much  as  possible  the  prin- 
ciple which  has  been  adopted  lu  Eng- 
land, the  apipolntment  of  a  council  who  are 
to  advise.  This  is,  I  must  confess, 
a  very  poor  imitation  of  that  which  has 
been  enacted  In  England.  If  the  hon. 
senators  will  look  at  the  recommendation 
which  has  been  adopted  by  the  council  in 
England  and  will  consider  for  a  moment 
the  position  of  that  council,  tUey  will  see  n 
vast  difference  between  that  wliich  is  pro- 
posed by  this  clause  in  Canada,  and  that 
which  is  In  force  In  England.  In  England, 
the  council  Is  totally  independent  of  the 
militia,  and  indec>endent  of  parliament 
Here,  if  the  appointments  are  made  as  has 
been  indicated  by  tlie  hon.  Secretary  of 
State,  they  become  mere  creatui-es  of  the 
minister.  He  has  the  same  officers  at  his 
disposal  at  the  present  moment  as  he  will 
bare  If  tbis  council  la  appointed.  I  do 
not  know  any  clause  in  this  Bill,  so  far  as 
I  have  been  aUe  to  Investigate  it,  that  de- 
fines the  powers  given  to  this  council.  In 
England  they  are  vastly  different  Their 
powers  are  defined,  and  it  was  further 
provided  that  this  council  must  agree  upon 
any  recommendation  which  Is  made  to  the 
government  and  that  if  any  one  of  them 
disagrees  with  his  colleagues,  be  has  to  leave 
the  council,  the  same  as  a  member  of  the 
government  who  disagrees  with  any  policy 
wtatcb  may  be  proposed  by  the  cabinet,  be 
bas  to  surrender  bis  own  individual  opinion 
or  retire.  Who  are  the  parties  who  are  to 
compose  this  council  in  England.  First 
Of  all,  the  council  Is  to  be  composed  of 
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the  Secretary  of  State  for  War.  He  Is  tlie 
head  of  the  department  and  occupies  a 
position  in  the  cabinet  similar  to  tbat  irtikb 
is  occupied  by  the  Minister  of  MiUtila  ii 
Canada;  tben  we  bare  tbe  diief  ot  stiS. 
The  inspector  who  is  to  be  appointed  is  snp- 
posed  to  take  the  place  of  the  chief  of  tbc 
staff  ;  then  the  adjutant  general  and  the 
quartermaster,  and  the  master  general  of 
ordnance.  These  are  all  men  occupying 
high  and  responsible  positions  in  the  force 
in  England,  and  the  civil  members  would  be 
the  parliamentary  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  and  the  Provincial  Secretuy. 
The  permanent  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  is  to  be  secretary,  and  be  occnples 
a  position  somewhat  similar  to  that  of  tbe 
deputy  head  in  this  country.  The  duties 
tbat  are  laid  down  for  these  officials  are 
that  the  Secretary  for  War  is  re^ransible 
to  tbe  Crown  and  to  parliament;  as  our  Hm- 
nlster  of  Marine  would  be,  and  wonM  be 
tbe  means  of  communication  with  parlia- 
ment sud  the  first  department— that  is  the 
military  policy  in  all  its  branches— tbe  war 
department  intelligence,  mobilization,  train' 
ing,  military  history,  and  higher  educatioD 
in  the  war  regulations.  These  are  tbe  duties- 
In  the  third  military  branch  the  duties 
would  embrace  transportation,  &c.,  while 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  have  the  man- 
agement of  the  civil  part  of  the  business, 
which  would  be  the  financing,  lookiog  up 
tbe  estimates,  and  so  on.  It  Is  not  neces- 
sary tbat  I  should  take  up  time  In  going 
into  that.  Taking  the  summary  of  tbt 
duties,  the  minister  is  responsible  for  opera- 
tions of  war.  &c.,  but  I  will  not  weary  ttie 
House  with  that.  I  propose  to  show  what 
these  pairticolar  recommendations  wen^ 
that  is  the  alternative  adopted  by  the  gov- 
ernment I  am  reading  now  from  'The 
Broad  Arrow,*  the  military  gazette  of  Ens 
land,  under  the  bead  of  'Army  OMmclL' 
The  fourth  paragraph  reads  as  follows : 

4.  The  members  of  tbe  Army  Council  will  ut 
la  a  dual  capacity  (a)  as  colleagues  of  theSeen- 
tary  of  State  at  the  council  table,  and  (b)  a> 
superiDtendentB  of  the  several  branches  Into 
which  the  business  of  the  War  Ofilce  vUl  be 
divided. 

6.  The  responsibility  ot  the  Secretary  of 
State  to  parliament  and  to  tbe  country  for  the 
adminiBtratioti  of  the  military  forces  will  f* 
DO  sense  be  dimlalshed,  but  it  will  be  sbired 
by  the  members  of  the  council. 

6.  The  council  will  decide  all  qnesttoBS  d 
military  policy  and  all  Important  qoettlou 
afTecting  more  than  a  single  branch  ot  tlie  Wsr 
Office. 
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7.  Tb6  decisions  taken  will  stand,  and  ex- 
ecutive orders  will  be  issued  in  the  name  of 
tbe  council  as  a  whole.  It  thus  becomes  the 
duty  of  any  military  member  or  members  of 
the  council  who  may  dlasent  from  a  decision 
taken  either  to  resign  office,  or  to  accept  a 
share  of  responsibility  for  the  action  involved. 
While  therefore  loyalty  to  the  service  should 
prevent  any  member  from  retaining  office,  If 
what  he  considers  a  vital  principle  of  policy 
Is  contravened,  loyalty  to  colleagues  will  pre- 
vent the  opinions  of  Individual  members  from 
becoming .  known  outalde  the  council  room. 
The  dissent  of  any  member  who  does  not  there- 
upon resign  ii,  by  that  fact,  annulled,  and  he 
must  accept  his  share  of  the  consequent  re- 
sponslblMty. 

Now  here  is  a  council  which  Is  totally  in- 
dependent in  character.  They  must  agree 
with  each  other  upon  questions  of  policy 
affectfng  the  army  and  tbe  navy.  How  far 
will  tbe  appointment  of  the  gentlemen 
to  whom  the  Secretary  of  State  has  called 
attention  come  within  the  meaning  and  In- 
tention of  the  cQUDcil  ?  They  are  the  ap- 
pointees of  the  government  of  Canada,  serv- 
ing in  a. department  over  which  the  Minister 
of  Militia  presides,  and,  consequently,  must 
Iwcome  the  mere  echo  of  the  minister  him- 
self as  to  matters  of  policy  ;  and  what  will 
be  the  regulations  to  be  adopted  by  the  gov- 
ernment in  case  those  gentlemen  differ  from 
the  minister  ?  Does  anybody  suppose  for  a 
moment  that  tbe  minister  will  surrender  his 
opinion,  and  tliat  he  will  allow  these  gentle- 
men, who  are  creatures  of  his  own  or  of  the 
government,  to  change  the  policy  of  the  gov- 
«mment  ?  It  seems  to  me  so  ridiculously 
absurd  when  you  think  of  it  in  its  applica- 
tion, that  one  can  scarcely  conceive  the 
adoption  of  that  policy  under  tbe  circum- 
stances suggested  by  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State.  If  we  were  to  have  an  independent 
tMdy  to  compose  that  conncll,  and  to  advise 
the  minister,  who  would  not  be  subject  to 
the  dictation  of  tbe  presiding  officer — and  1 
want  tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  to  under- 
stand that  I  am  not  applying  this  principle 
to  the  present  minister  or  any  other  minister, 
because  if  there  Is  a  change  that  same  law 
will  prevail,  and  tbe  same  power  will  be 
vested  in  the  future  minister  as  is  vested  in 
the  present  minister.  But  If  tbe  council  was 
somewhat  similar  in  composition  to  that  ap- 
pointed in  England,  and  the  regulations  gov- 
erning them  were  those  that  I  have  read  as 
governing  thqt  council,  then  much  good 
would  result  from  it.  I  shall  also  read  from 
the  same  report,  in  the  paper  from  which  1 


quoted  on  April  2,  of  the  same  year,  as  fol- 
lows : 

In  part  I,  section  III,  of  our  report  we  have 
laid  stress  upon  the  need  tor  effective  inspec- 
tion, and  we  have  proposed  the  appointment  of 
an  in3pector-gen«ral  of  the  forces,  with  a  staff 
of  inspectors,  '  subject  to  the  Army  Council.' 

2.  We  have  defined  the  duties  of  the  inspec- 
tor-general as  '  those  of  review  and  of  report 
upon  the  practical  results  of  the  policy  of  the 
Army  Council  within  tbe  financial  limits  laid 
down  by  the  cabinet.'  Thus  be  should  '  form 
a  Judgment,  either  personally  or  through  hla 
staff,  as  the  Army  Council  may  direct,  on  the 
efflcfency  of  officers  and  men,  on  the  handling 
of  troops,  on  the  standard  and  system  of  train- 
ing, on  the  suitability  of  equipment,  and  gene- 
rally on  all  that  affects  the  readiness  of  the 
forces  for  war.' 

The  important  point  as  applied  to  our 
present  position  Is  that  clause  which  refers  to 
the  efficiency  of  officers  and  men.  Under  this 
regulation,  we  could  not  have  in  England 
an  Interference  with  any  member  of  the 
cabinet  with  the  Inspector  General,  whose 
duty  it  Is  to  do  that  which  Lord  Dundonald 
did  In  the  case  of  the  difference  that  arose 
in  the  13th  Scottish  Light  Dragoons  In  the 
eastern  townships  of  Quebec.  I  look  upon 
this  clause  as  exceedlngly'important  for  the 
welfare  of  the  mllltla  in  this  country.  If 
there  Is  one  thing  more  than  another  that 
would  destroy  the  efficiency  of  the  militia 
force  in  this  country,  it  is  the  Introduction 
of  party  policy.  I  do  not  say  politics,  be- 
cause that  can  be  used  in  a  much  wider 
sense,  hut  I  say  party  policy.  I  have  had  a 
good  many  years*  experience  In  the  volunteer 
force  of  Canada.  I  assisted  In  raising  a 
volunteer  corps  as  far  bQck  as  1857  and  In 
that  corps  these  officers  were  Conservatives 
and  Lil>erals  and,  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
is  concerned,  either  In  that  Independent  com- 
pany or  In  tbe  15th  Battalion  with  which  I 
served  during  the  Fenian  raid,  or  In  the  49th 
Battalion  of  which  I  was  an  officer  for  some 
years,  the  question  of  politics  never  entered 
into  consideration,  and  many  of  our  prin- 
cipal officers,  captains,  lieutenants  and 
others  belonged  to  tbe  Liberal  party.  The 
colonel  originally  belonged  to  the  Liberal 
party  and  I  was  connected  with  tbe  other. 
Every  man  in  tliis  country  when  he  comes 
to  the  conclusion  that  party  politics  will 
govern  the  selection  of  tbe  officers  of  tbe 
force,  must  fee!  that  it  will  interfere  with 
the  efficiency  of  the  militia. 

Paragraph  7  of  tbe  report  of  this  cemmls- 
sion  recommends  as  follows  :— 
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7.  The  Inspector-general  and  bis  staff  should 
have  no  executive  or  administrative  tuDctlons. 
They  are  intended  '  to  provide  the  Secretary  of 
State  and  the  Army  Council  with  eyes  and  ears.' 

That  iB  a  very  forcible  statement.  Tbe  in- 
spector general  must  of  necessity  be  an  ex- 
perienced army  officer.  The  Minister  of 
War  in  England  may  not  necessarily  be  so, 
BO  tliat  when  you  bare  an  inspector  general 
of  large  and  extenslre  experience,  it  rests 
with  him.  under  these  regulations,  ns  tbe 
report  says,  to  provide  the  department  with 
eyes  and  ears.  Tbe  7tb  paragraph  con- 
tinues : 

And  tbelr  reports  should  deal  only  with  ex- 
isting facts,  pointing  out  defects,  commenting 
upon  efficiency,  and  thus  enabling  the  govern- 
ing body  of  the  army  to  know  tbe  practical  re- 
sults of  the  measures  It  adopts.  Their  atten- 
tion should  be  concentrated  upon  the  question 
of  the  fitness  or  unfitness  of  the  army  . for  war. 

Of  course  I  can  understand,  tbe  distiuc- 
tion  there  Is  between  England,  wltb  a  large 
standing  army,  and  Canada  dependent  as  it 
must  be  In  tbe  future  altogether  upon  Us 
volunteer  force  ;  consequently,  tbe  same 
rigid  rules  will  not  in  all  eases  be  applicable 
bere  as  In  England.  But,  unless  principles 
such  as  those  wblcb  are  laid  down  in  this 
report  to  which  I  have  called  attention  are 
adopted  In  this  country,  I  fear  that  that 
eodnctl  will  be  as  great  a  farce  as  possibly 
can  be  conceived  in  the  management  of  tbe 
militia.  That  Is  expressing  a  very  strong 
(pinion,  but  I  express  It  for  the  reason 
I  have  already  pointed  out.  Tbe  composi- 
tion of  tbe  council  is  not  of  the  character  In- 
dicated in  this  report,  and  unless  some  prin- 
ciple of  that  kind  be  adopted,  it  will  be  of 
very  little  use.  -  It  wiU  be  notblng  more  nor 
less  tban  what  it  is  to-day.  Tbe  minister  at 
the  bead  of  the  department  will  be,  In  the 
management  of  tbe  affairs  of  tbe  militia, 
paramount.  He  may  consult  those  gentle- 
men but  they  are  all,  with  the  exception  of 
one,  the  Inspector  General,  members  of 
the  Canadian  Civil  Service— if  I  may  put  It 
that  way.  The  gentleman  who  is  to 
be  appointed  Inspector  General  may  be  an 
Imperial  officer  or  he  may  not.  I 
have  seen  it  indicated  in  the  papers  that 
tbe  Minister  of  Militia  and  Defence  has 
applied  to  tbe  War  Office  at  borne  for 
an  Imperial  officer  to  accept  this  position. 
Tbe  gentleman  whose  name  bas  been  men- 
tioned* Is  regarded  as  a  very  able  and  effi- 
cient officer  by  every  one  In  Canada  who  has 
Hon,  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


paid  any  attention  to  militia  matters.  B* 
will  be  the  only  one  who  may  be  considered 
to  be  indei)endent  of  .tbe  minister  and  tlx 
rest  of  tbe  council,  and  even  in  the  Htenl 
sense  be  wilt  not  be  Independent  of  bim, 
because  if  he  runs  amuck,  to  use  a  tci; 
familiar  expression,  against  the  Ideas  of  tbe 
minister  or  some  other  minister  who  deiirts 
to  have  certain  things  done,  which  probablr 
the  minister  himself  would  not  do  If  be  wen 
present,  ail  tbey  have  to  do  is  to  treat  Urn 
as  they  did  Lord  Dundonald,  send  Urn  t 
cheque  at  l:!  o'clock  at  nlglit  for  fear  be 
should  make  a  claim  for  ten  minutes  more, 
and  summarily  dismiss  him.  That  Is  the 
position,  as  far  as  this  council  in  concerned 
I  have  given  expression  to  my  own  opintona, 
I  do  not  desire  to  detain  the  Senate  on  tbis 
question  longer  than  I  have  done,  but  tbe 
reading  of  this  report  carefully  from  be- 
ginning to  end  would  throw  more  light  upos 
tbe  action  of  the  Imperial  government  in 
tbe  appointment  of  tbis  council,  than  deal- 
ing with  tbe  few  lines  which  we  have  in  tie 
Militia  Bill  without  any  explanation  at  all 
other  than  that  Indicated  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  as  to  tbe  composition  of  that  conn- 
dl.  We  are  without  any  knowledge  of  tbe 
regulations  and  instructions'  and  the  powen 
which  are  to  be  given  to  this  council  In  Can- 
ada ;  we  are  told  nothing  and  will  simply 
have  to  wait  patiently  to  see  what  the  re- 
sult will  be.  I  sincerely  hope,  without  being 
accused  of  uttering  sentiments  from  a  partj 
standpoint,  in  the  Interests  of  the  militia,  that 
tbe  bead  of  tbe  force  In  Canada  will  adopt 
as  far  as  at  all  practicable,  tbe  rules  and  n- 
gulatlons  that  have  been  laid  down  in  tbit 
very  exhaustive  report  made  by  the  cominis- 
sion  appointed  by  the  Imperial  government 
If  they  do  that  and  divest  it  altogether  of 
the  curse  of  partyism  which  has  cha^a^ 
terized,  I  regret  to  say,  tbe  management  of 
tbe  department  for  some  little  time  past,  1 
shall  he  very  glad. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— For  all  time? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-H 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  would  allow  me  to  oc- 
cupy another  half  hour,  I  have  the  doco- 
ments  under  my  hand  to  establish  tbe  (acts 
which  I  have  stated.  I  was  slmplj 
going  to  remark  that  the  appointment  of 
tbis  council,  If  tbe  principle  laid  down  br  tkc 
British  commission  in  their  esfiaustfTe  tt 
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port  be  applied  as  far  as  practicable  to  thl8 
conntry,  will  be  a  benefit  to  the  force.  Other- 
wise militia  affairs  wU)  Just  degenerate,  as 
tbey  bave  been  degenerating  in  tbe  past, 
Into  conf osion  worse  confonnded. 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  much  obliged  to 
the  hon.  leader  of  tbe  opposition  for  baring 
named  to  ns  the  officials  wbo  comprise  the 
Imperial  council.  Every  hon-  member  present 
wbo  paid  attention,  will  have  noticed  the 
marked  similarity,  comparing  great  things 
with  small,  twtween  the  officials  he  named 
as  memtwrs  of  tbe  council  In  England  and 
those  named  under  this  Bill,  except  tbe 
Minister  of  MlUtla.  Tbe  Secretary  of  War 
Is  the  government  ofilcial  at  tbe  bead  of  all 
those  who  compose  the  army  council.  The 
bon.  gentleman  named  first  tbe  Clilef  of 
Staff,  which  was  the  same,  the  Adjutant 
General,  the  C}uartermaster  General,  the 
Master  General  of  Ordnance,  the  deputy 
minister  wbo  r^resents  tbe  de^tartment 
practically,  and  tbe  Inspector  General. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  Under  Secretary 
for  War. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  he  Is  the  deputy 
minister.  They  are  practically  word  for 
word  tbe  same  as  the  officials  named  In  the 
army  council  In  England.  The  army  coun- 
cil framed  in  tbe  Bill  is  an  exact  copy  of  tbe 
army  council  mentioned  Id  the  English  Bill, 
Sir  Frederick  Borden  has  copied  the  very 
officials,  except  that  the  English  council  is 
larger  necessarily.  Sir  Frederick  Borden  Is 
made  a  member  of  that  council. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG,  from  tbe  committee,  re- 
ported that  they  had  made  some  progress 
with  tbe  Bill  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned  until  three 
o'clock. 

Second  Sittinic. 

LAND  TITLES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST  AND  SECOND  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of 
Commons  with  Bill  (158)  Ad  Act  to  amend 
the  Land  Titles  Act,  1894. 

The  Bin  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  tbe  rule  be 
ffu^nded  and  that  tbe  Bill  be  read  tbe 
sceond  time.   He  said  :  This  Bill  is'  purely 
ji  technical  one,  relating  to  the  registration 
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of  lands  In  tbe  Northwest  Territory.  It 
passed  through  the  House  of  Cornxbons 
without  debate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Tbe  House  resolved  Itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  BUI. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  Is  the  differ- 
ence between  the  legislation  repealed  by 
this  Bill,  and  the  Bill  Itself  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  unable  to  ex- 
plain what  the  difference  Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— So  are  we. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  House  of  Com- 
mons took  It  on  the  word  of  the  Mlnlst^  of 
the  Interior.  He  thought  it  was  necesuiry 
In  the  administration  of  the  lands  in  the 
Northwest,  and  with  that  Assurance  the 
House  passed  It  without  comment. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — And  I  suppose  we 
are  to  pass  It  without  any  explanation  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — ^No,  we  can  suspend 
tbe  committee  stage  until  I  can  get  the  In- 
formation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— 
If  tbe  House  of  Commons  accepted  it  on 
tiie  a»urance  of  the  Minister  of  Interior,  we 
surely  can,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  to  the 
bon.  Secretary  of  State,  accept  it  also.  With- 
out having  the  original  Act  before  us  with 
which  to  compare  tbe  BUI,  It  would  be  Im- 
pussibie  to  understand  the  changes.  I  am 
Quite  willing  to  accept  the  statement  of  the 
!»on.  Sfcietary  of  State. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  am  quite  willing  to 
accept  it  also,  because  he  says  he  knows 

nothing  about  it 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Surely  my  bon, 
friend  Is  not  serious  In  proceeding  with  the 
Bill  until  we  have  copies  of  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  quite  willing  to 
postpone  tbe  further  consideration  of  tbe 
Bill  for  the  present.  It  is  purely  a  tech- 
nical Bill  which  Is  thought  by  tbe  legal 
branch  of  the  Department  of  the  Inte-lor  to 
be  necessary. 

.  Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— There  are  mai^ 
in  this  House,  and  throughout  Ontarfi^ 
who  are  Interested  In  lands  In  the  Nortl^ 
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w«t  Territories,  and  they  would  like  to 
know  the  mennlng  of  this  Bi)l.  I  8hoii:<1 
Oke  very  much  to  have  some  explanation  of 
ft 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  reminds  me  of 
an  incident  that  is  related  In  the  'FU- 
srlm'B  Progress.*  One  of  the  famous  wit- 
nesses against  the  '  Pilgrim,*  when  he  had 
completed  bis  evidence,  said,  *  Xow  if  there 
Is  anything  more  necessary  to  say  against 
these  men  so  tUat  they  shall  be  put  to  death, 
we  stand  here  ready  to  say  it.'  -  We  ought 
to  put  a  placard  somewhere,  that  If  the  gov- 
ernment wish  to  bring  any  more  Bills  we 
■re  ready  to  pass  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Bills  are  distribut- 
ed DOW.  This  is  following  a  very  bad  pre- 
cedent. I  could  point  out  where  in  the  past 
twenty  or  thirty  Bills  were  passed  ]ust  be- 
fore tbe  gong  were  fired  for  prorogation.  We 
bad  not  time  to  more  than  read  the  titles  of 
them.  I  do  not  care  to  follow  the  example, 
and  when  I  found  the  Bill  was  not  distribut- 
ed, 1  sent  to  find  out  why.  It  appears  it  was 
printed,  but  owing  to  some  defect  in  our 
ffjrstem  here,  we  cannot  get  Bills  distributed 
promptly.  If  hon.  gentlemen  desh«  it,  i 
■ball  move  that  the  committee  rise  and  re- 
port progress. 

Hon.  Jsir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
U  a  way  of  meeting  the  difficulty.  Just 
after  confederation,  Sir  Alexander  Camp- 
bell, when  a  member  of  the  gorernment 
which  introduced  the  consolidation  of  tbe 
criminal  laws  of  tbe  Doiminlon,  said  It  was 
utterly  impossible  to  consider  them,  and  he 
took  the  respouslbility,  though  a  member  of 
tbe  cabinet,  of  not  only  suggesting  but  mov  - 
ing that  the  consideration  of  any  important 
Bills  whicb  came  down  from  the  House  of 
Commons  be  postponed  for  eonsiderntlon 
ODtil  the  next  session.  A  resolution  of  that 
kind  was  carried  on  a  motion  by  Sir  Alex^ 
ander  Campbell,  and  important  legislation 
was  necessarily  delayed  until  the  following 
acasiou.  That  Is  the  course  which  tills  House 
■taonld  pursue  now  if  It  bag  any  respect  for 
ftself. 

Hon.  Mr.  RCOTT~I  have  just  piclted  up  a 
TOiume  of  the  l>pbntes,  and  I  find  that  a 
Terj-  important  Bill  wns  brought  up  and 
■time  one  aslted  Sir  Alexander  Campbell 
what  it  contained.  His  reply  was  '  I  have 
Hon.  Mr.  UcMULLBN. 


not  read  tbe  BUI,'  aii4  it  was  put  throoji 
the  stages  in  a  short  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Bit 
the  hon.  gentleman  knows  we  cannot  ameD^ 
a  supply  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I.  know,  but  here  on  die 
17th  of  May  the.  supply  Bill,  the  St  Joh£ 
Harbour  Bill,  and  the  Tariff  amendment  Bin 
passed  through  their  three  stages. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Were  they  distr^ 
buted  or  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know.  Also 
tbe  Judges'  Salary  Bill,  the  Inland  ReroiiR 
Act  amendment  BH1,  tbe  Railway  SubsUin 
Bill,  tbe  Windsor  Braneb  Railway  Bill,  aod 
other  Important  measures  were  passed  tbe 
day  tbe  House  prorogued. 

Hon.  Mr.  I/ANDRY— Is  that  a  Jostlfiea- 
tlon  for  this  course  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  it  Is  no  Justiflct- 
tion  whatever ;  only  I  plead  ttiat  It  Is  a 
practice  which  has  prevailed,  and  a  very 

bad  practice.  It  seems  to  be  impossible 
to  get  Bills  from  the  House  of  Commons 
earlier  In  the  session.  Hon.  gentlemea 
are  kept  here  at  a  great  Inconrenience. 
Among  the  Bills  which  were  passed,  on  the 
occasion  to  which  I  have  referred,  was  the 
Chlgnecto  Marine  Transport  Company's 
Bill.  AU  those  BUls  were  Introduced  and 
passed  while  the  -Senate  was  waiting  for 
prorogation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— That 

is  no  Justification  for  our  passing  Bills  witb- 
oiit  knowing  wliat  they  contain.  I  hold 
in  my  hand  a  Bill  effecting  the  Customs:  I 
have  not  had  an  opportunity  to  read  it 
That  18  a  very  important  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  certainly  is.  I  move 
that  the  committee  rise  and  report  progress. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS,  from  the  committee, 
reported  that  they  bad  made  some  progrMS 
and  asked  leave  to  sit  again. 

BOUNTIES  ON  LEAD-BEARING  GEES 
ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (169)  An  Act  to 
further  amend  the  Act  providing  for  the 
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payment  of  bounties  on  lead  contained 
in  lead-bearing  ores  mined  In  Canada. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  80OTT  moved  that  the  mles  be 
suspended  in  so  far  as  tbey  relate  to  this 
Bin.  He  said  :  This  Bill  provides  that  anr 

balance  of  the  sum  of  five  hnodred  thou- 
sand dollars  unexpended  at  the  close  of 
any  fiscal  year  may  be  carried  forward  to 
the  next  succeeding  year,  and  payments  may 
be  made  ttierefrom  In  such  succeeding  year 
of  any  portion  of  the  forty  per  cent  hOT^- 
before  provided  on  sncta  ores,  and  anch 
only  as  are  delivered  for  smelting  in  Can- 
ada, but  were  not  actually  smelted  until 
after  the  close  of  the  ye«r  in  which  they 
were  delivered. 

Hon.  Mr.  FBBGUSON— We  have  already 
tbls  session  passed  a  BUI  dealing  with  this 

subject. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELIi— The 
Other  BUI  to  w4ilcta  my  hon.  friend  has 
cailed  attention  was  a  BUI  providlDg  for  the 
changing  of  the  mode  of  payment  of  the 
bounty  on  the  ore. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  the  allotment  of 
the  subsidy,  the  law  had  been  interpreted 
that  It  could  only  operate  from  the  time 
the  Bin  received  the  Royal  assent,  and  the 
Bill  to  which  my  hon.  friend  refers  gave 
an  interpretation  that  the  BUI  was  intended 
to  operate  from  the  time  the  resolutions 
were  Introduced  tn  the  House  of  Commons, 
some  months  before  the  Honse  was  proro- 
gued last  7ear,  in  October,  and  the  resolu- 
tions were  brought  down  some  time  before 
that  and  it  was  to  give  a  retroactive  effect 
to  the  BUl. 

Hon.  Slir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— This 
BUI  Is  to  carry  forward  the  unpaid  portion 
of  the  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  voted 
for  that  purpose,  so  that  you  would  not  have 
to  revote  It 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— So  that  It  would  not 
lapse. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— My  taon.  friend 
knows  the  sum  of  Ave  hundred  thousand 
dollars  was  voted  for  bounties.  The  under- 
standing of  the  law  was  that  if  a  sufficient 
quantity  of  lea^  was  mined  and  smelted  In 
the  country  to  take  iqt  the  entire  five  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  it  would  get  only  60  per 
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cent  of  the  bounty  earned,  from  time  to  time 
on  evidence  submitted,  the  remaining  forty 
per  cent  being  held  in  reserve.  The  Bounty 
Act  In  its  wording  said  that  the  bounty 
was  to  be  paid  in  each  fiscal  year  for  the 
fiscal  year.  A  doubt  has  arisen  as  to 
whether  the  full  bonnty  established  in  the 
fiscal  year  that  has  closed,  or  rather  the 
forty  per  cent  of  that  which  has  been  held 
over  to  the  following  fiscal  year,  could  be 
paid.  That  Is  the  doubt  that  is  being  re- 
moved by  the  BUI  now  before  us-  It  Is 
to  pay  to  all  parties  who  have  earned  the 
bgunty  the  40  per  cent  that  has  been  held 
In  res^e  from  last  fiscal  year  to  this  fiscal 
year.  It  makes  no  change  whatever  In  the 
total  amount  of  bounty  paid.  The  IntentlOD 
was  to  pay  the  full  bounty  when  earned, 
and  the  40  per  cent  was  held  in  reserve  un- 
til evidence  was  furnished  that  It  was 
earned. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  the  60  per  cent 
on  the  quantity  of  lead  produced  would  ab- 
sorb the  whole  five  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, there  would  be  nothing  to  carry  over  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— There  will  be  40 

per  cent. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Half  a  million 
doUars  Is  the  total  extent  ot  the  bounty. 
Suppose  the  amount  produced  was  sufficient 
at  sixty  per  cent,  to  absorb  the  whole  five 
hundred  thousand  doUars,  nothing  could  be 
carried  over  ?  It  Is  Intended  to  assist  the 
Industry  to  the  extent  of  half  a  million  dol- 
lars. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLDMAN— I  think  my  hon. 
friend  is  confounding  two  things.  No  greater 
amount  than  five  hundred  thousand  dollars 
will  be  paid  as  bounty.  That  question  does 
not  arise  this  year,  because  the  production 
of  lead  during  the  last  fiscal  year  wUI  not 
have  amounted  to  more  than  fifteen  or  six- 
teen thousand  tous,  earning  probably  on^- 
half  the  entire  <lK>unty,  so  that  that  question 
of  the  earning  of  five  bundred  thousand  dol- 
lars or  over,  does  not  arise.  Under  the  law, 
the  mine  owner  who  earns  and  receives  the 
bounty  directly  from  the  government,  is 
paid  sixty  per  cent  of  the  bounty  when  he 
furnishes  evidence  to  the  Inspector  of 
Bounties  under  this  Bill,  a  government  otfl- 
clal,  that  be  has  sent  to  the  smelter  a  certain 
quantity  of  lead.  On  the  production  of  that 
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eridence  tbe  entire  bounty  is  not  paid  ;  forty 
per  cent  of  It  is  beld  in  reserve  until  further 

evidence  is  addnced  that  that  ore  baa  been 
smelted  in  Canada,  and  that  all  tbe  reqalre- 
ments  of  tbe  law  have  been  compiled  with. 
That  forty  per  cent  held  in  reserve  is  a  pro- 
tection that  the  government  has  that  tbe 
law  shall  be  pn^erly  observed  and  that  the 
bounty  shall  be  properly  earned.  The  Bounty 
Act  said  last  year  that  five  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  was  to  be  paid  each  fiscal  year, 
and  there  is  that  forty  per  cent  held  in  re- 
serve for  the  protection  of  tbe  governmeut, 
the  overplus  of  tbe  fiscal  year.  A  doubt  has 
arisen  whether  It  can  be  paid  now  t6  the 
miners  who  have  earned  the  bounty,  and 
this  Bill  Is  to  remove  all  doubt  and  to  pay 
the  men  who  have  earned  the  forty  per 
cent 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Must  it  be  smelted 
in  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— What  was  paid 
last  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN- My  information 
is  that  the  government  paid  ^25,000  or 
$230,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  this  Bill  pro- 
vide for  the  payment  of  any  balance  that 
will  remain  on  the  first  of  the  fiscal  year  ? 
Take  the  case  pointed  out  by  my  hon. 
friend  ;  be  says  about  half  the  money  has 
been  expended  in  bounties.  Of  that  amount 
sixty  per  cent  has  been  paid  and  forty  per 
cent  is  coming  due  in  the  second  year,  but 
there  remaius  some  $250,000  that  has  not 
been  paid  at  al).  That  is  the  balance  of  the 
five  hundred  thousand  dollars ;  will  that 
■  balance  which  was  not  earned  In  the  first 
year,  be  earned  in  the  second  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— No.  The  un- 
earned balance  lapses.  It  does  not  continue. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— If  sixty  per  cent 
amounted  to  $240,000,  the  forty  per  cent 
added  will  make  the  total  less  than  half  a 
million  dollars,  even  after  this  Bill  passes. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
passed  through  its  final  stages  under  a  sus- 
pension of  the  rules. 

BILL  INTRODUCED 

Bill  (170)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Customs 
Act.— (Hon.  Mr.  Scott.) 
Hon.  Hr.  TBMPLBHAN 


DEPARTURE  OP  LORD  MIXTO. 
MOTION. 

The  following  message  was  received  fna 
the  House  of  Commons  : 

On  motiOD  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler,  MconM 
by  Hr.  R.  L.  Bordeu  (Halifax),  an  addnti  w 
voted  to  UiB  Excellency  the  Governor  Oenenl 

in  tbe  following  words  : — 

To  His  ]$xcellency  the  Rlgbt  Honourable  Six 
Gilbert  John  Elliot,  Earl  of  Minto  and  Vis- 
count Melgund,  ol  Helgund,  county  of  Forfar, 
In  the  Peerage  of  the  United  Kingdom,  Bam 
Minto  of  Minto,  county  of  Roxburgh,  in  lb 
Peerage  of  Great  Britain,  one  of  His  Malestr*! 
Most  Honourable  Privy  Council.  Baronet  (rf 
Nova  Scotia,  Knight  Orand  Cross  of  the  Most 
Distinguished  Order  of  Saint  Michael  ajid  Saisi 
George,  &c.,  &c.,  Governor  General  of  CanadL 

May  It  please  Your  Excellency  : 
We,  His  Majesty's  dutiful  and  loyal  subjects. 

tbe 

Commons  of  Canada  in  parllameitt  asMmUed, 
desire  to  express  our  sincere  regret  mt  tlu  ap* 
proaching  termination  of  your  offlclal  conaee- 
tion  with  this  country. 

Tour  Excellency  will  bear  from  our  shores 
our  high  respect  and  esteem. 

It  must  be  a  gratification  to  Tour  Bxcelleocy 
to  reflect  that  the  period  of  your  administra- 
tion of  the  affairs  of  the  Dominion  has  bees 
one  of  marked  prosperity  on  every  hand,  dar- 
ing which  the  development  of  Canada  has  in- 
creased at  a  rate  unexampled  In  its  previous 
history. 

We  are  sensible  of  the  fact  that  Tour  Ex- 
cellency has  watched  our  progress  with  sympa- 
thetic Interest,  and  baa  omitted  no  opponnalty 
of  familiarizing  yourself  with  tbe  iieople  and 
resources  of  the  Dominion.  While  we  cannot 
expect  to  enjoy,  in  tlie  same  exclusive  degree 
as  la  the  past,  the  advantage  of  Tour  Bxnl- 
leocy's  personal  interest  in  our  affairs,  we  vea- 
ture  to  hope  that  we  may  continue  to  possess 
In  the  Earl  of  Minto  a  friend  and  advocate  la 
the  Imperial  parliament  and  in  the  councila  of 
tbe  Crown. 

We  beg  that  when  you  deliver  up  to  the  King 
the  charge  committed  to  your  hands  by  our  late 
revered  Sovereign  Lady  Queen  Victoria,  yoa 
will  not  fail  to  assure  His  Majesty  of  the  na- 
alterable  loyalty  and  devotion  ot  -tbe  people  of 
Canada  to  the  Throne,  and  their  abiding  alfee- 
tlon  for  the  Motherlsnd. 

We  feel  that  any  expresslMis  of  regrets  tt 
Tour  Excellency's  departure  would  be  imper- 
fect that  failed  to  Include  the  gracious  lady  wfee 
for  tbe  past  six  years  has  so  acceptably  fuUlkd 
the  duties  devolving  upon  the  wife  of  the  Gev- 
ernor  General  of  Canada,  and  whose  kindly  in- 
terest in  every  movement  having  for  Its  object 
the  alleviation  ot  sufterlng  and  the  brliAtenlBg 
of  the  lives  of  the  poor,  have  endeared  Her  Ex- 
cellency to  all  classes  of  the  community. 

In  bidding  farewell  to  Tour  Excellency  and 
the  Countess  of  Minto,  we  desire  to  assure  yea 
that  you  take  with  you  our  warmest  wishes  for 
your  future  welfare  and  happiness. 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT— It  la  my  pleasant  dnty 
to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the  Senate  tbe 
address  ad(H>ted  by  tte  Honae  of  Coniimwi 
to  His  Excellency  tbe  GoTCTnor  Ofinmi  on 
the  eariy  termination  of  hia  official  ohum& 
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tlon  wltb  tills  Domlnloii,  and  to  InTlte  iS» 
Senate  to  join  In  this  address,  a  proposal 
wbich  I  f«el  will  meet  wltb  yonr  cordial 

approval. 

Wb«n  In  October,  1808,  Bis  Excellency 
acc^ted  the  trnst  committed  to  him  by  his 
sovereign,  we  felt  that  in  his  coming  to  Can- 
ada it  was  not  alone  to  discharge  the  high 
and  important  duties  of  his  office  but  that  It 
would  alTord  hfan  an  opportunity  to  revive 
many  pleasant  memories  and  to  renew 
friendships  formed  in  yenrs  gone  by. 

liODg  before  his  appointment  to  the  office 
of  GoveriHff  Graoral  he  knew  something  of 
this  country  end  of  Its  conditions,  havinx 
been  Sfilftary  Secretary  to  Lord  Lansdowne 
from  lS.*i3  to  iksT). 

Among  all  classes  of  the  Dominion  there  la 
a  consensus  of  opinion  that  during  his  term 
of  office  he  has  so  ably  dlschai^ed  the  duties 
Incidental  to  the  high  position  as  to  earn 
tbe  warm  approval  of  the  Canadian  people. 
During  bis  term  of  office  be  has  frequently 
visited  all  sections  of  tbe  Domlnltm  and  has 
acquired  an  Intimate  knon'ledse  of  the 
conditions  existing  in  every  part  of  Can- 
ada. He  has  entered  into  the  aiilrit  of  our 
Canadian  sports,  has  eucournged  every  move- 
ment having  for  Its  object  the  mental  and 
moral  Improvement  of  the  people.  He  fully 
appreciates  the  resources  that  Canada  pos- 
sesses and  recognizes  the  great  possibility 
of  her  future  ;  and  while  his  official  con- 
nection will  shortly  terminate,  we  may  rely 
on  Lord  Miuto  proving  an  eiirnest  and  valu- 
able friend  in  the  dlsco^ion  of  all  questions 
arising  In  Great  Britain  afTecUng  Canada's 
Interest 

Knowing  as  thoroughly  as  he  does  the 

sentiments  of  the  Canadian  people,  It  will 
be  a  satisfaction  and  pleasure  to  Hla  Kxcel- 
lency  to  be  able  to  convey  to  the  sovereign 
an  assurance  of  the  loyalty  and  fidelity  of 
tals  subjects  in  the  Dominion  and  to  assure 
him  that  their  allegiance  is  not  dependent 
upon  the  presence  or  absence  of  commercial 
treaties. 

Canada  has  given.  In  the  past,  ample  proof 
of  her  warm  allegiance  to  the  empire.  As 
I  have  often  said  on  former  occasions,  the 
grounds  upon  which  our  allegiance  are  based 
are  broad ;  they  are  based  on  those  solid 
principles  which  have  given  to  this  country 
tbe  freest  institutions  that  prevail  In  any 
land  on  the  face  of  the  earth.  The  observ- 


ance of  tiie  treaty  made  In  1760,  after  tbe  fall 
of  Quebec,  and  the  manner  In  which  the 
British  government  has  carried  out  that 
treaty  with  a  large  eJement  of  our  population, 
has  won  their  lasting  gratitude,  and  Inspired 
a  loyalty  that  nothing  can  disturb.  It  Is 
based  on  principles  that  are  so  dear  to  them 
that  tiiey  recognize  that  any  change  must 
In  a  great  measure  diminish  those  privi- 
leges. Then,  the  population  of  the  maritime 
provinces  and  of  Ontario  has  been  largely 
influenced  by  the  earliest  settlers,  the  United 
Empire  Loyalists,  who  made  very  great 
sacrifices  rather  than  desert  the  flag.  Their 
influence  has  bad  a  marked  effect  on  the 
sentiment  that  prevails  throughout  the 
country.  No  Canadian  can  boast  of  a  proud- 
er Hnenge  to-day  tlian  to  be  a  descendant  of 
tbe  United  Empire  Loyalists,  who  made 
sacrifices  unparalleled  In  the  history  of  the 
last  century. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGEEINZIE  BOWELIi— Hear, 
hear. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— My  hon.  friend  who 
says  '  hear,  hear,'  knows  something  about  It, 
because  tbe  United  Empire  Loyalists  settled 
In  the  district  from  which  he  com^,  and  a 
large  part  of  the  population  there  to-day  is 
of  United  Empire  Loyalist  descent.  That 
sentiment  has  gone  beyond  tbe  lineal  des- 
cendants of  tbe  original  settlers  and  has  been 
the  germ  that  has  helped  to  keep  alive  a 
deep  feeling  of  loyalty  for  the  mother  coun- 
try. His  Excellency  can  assure  the  British 
leople  that  they  need  not  fear,  If  reciprocal 
arrangements  are  not  made  at  once  with 
Canada,  that  there  Is  any  possible  danger 
of  our  forming  an  alliance  with  the  country 
to  the  south  of  us.  That  Is  one  of  the  ab- 
folnte  ImposslbilltleB  in  the  destiny  of  this 
people. 

The  address  naturally  refers  to  the  gra- 
cious lady  who  has  presided  over  Govern- 
ment House  during  the  last  five  and  a  half 
years,  and  who  has  won  golden  opinions  not 
only  by  ber  charm  of  manner,  but  by  the 
earnest  way  In  which  she  has  entered  Cana- 
dian life.  Associated  as  her  name  Is  with 
the  establishment  of  cottage  hospitals  she 
will  long  be  gratefully  remembered  by  the 
people  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved,  seconded  by  Sir 
Mackenzie  Boweil,  that  the  message  be 
taken  Into  consideration  now. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved,  seconded  by  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell,  that  the  blank  space  In 
the  address  be  filled  In  wltb  tbe  words 
'  Senate  and.' 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved,  seconded  by  Sir 
Mackenzie  Bowell.  that  His  Honour  the 
Speaker  do  sign  the  Joint  address  on  behalf 

of  tbe  Senate. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  it  was 
or<1ered  that  a  message  be  sent  to  the  House 
of  Commons  to  acquaint  that  House  that 
tbe  Senate  bad  agreed  to  the  Joint  address 
by  filling  up  tbe  blank  space  therein  with 
the  words  '  Senate  and.* 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  would  ask  tbe  hon. 

Secretary  of  State  to  Inquire  for  those  re- 
turns, concerning  the  steamer  'Xeptuue' 
and  Joseph  Painchaud,  that  I  asked  for  at 
the  beginning  of  the  session.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman was  good  enough  to  give  me  this 
morning  a  return  in  response  to  my  motion 
for  Information  about  the  steamer  '  Gauss,' 
which  I  moved  for  later  in  the  session. 
Tbe  other  two  returns  were  asked  for  at 
the  beginning  of  the  session.  The  papers  In 
tbe  case  of  tbe  steamship  '  Neptune '  were 
all  ready  at  the  end  of  last  session,  but 
were  not  brought  down. 

THE  MILITIA  BILL. 
HOUSE  AGAIN  IN  COMMITTBB. 

The  House  resumed  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  consideration  of  Bill  (No.  S)  An  Act 
rejecting  the  Militia  and  Defence  of  Can- 
ada. 

(In  tbe  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  were  discussing 
clause  7  when  tbe  House  rose  at  one  o'clock 
and  we  heard  from  the  taon.  Secretary  of 
State  that  in  bis  opinion  the  speech  made 
by  my  bon.  friend  the  leader  of  tbe  oppo- 
sition was  a  confirmatlo'D  of  the  course  fol- 
lowed by  the  government  in  the  creation  of 
tbe  proposed  Militia  Council.  I  think  he 
did  not  catch  all  the  remarks  made  by  my 
hon.  friend  on  my  right  ?  Tbe  distribution 
of  the  duties  to  the  English  Military  Coun- 
cil settles  the  matter.  Nothing  of  tbe  kind 
is  provided  for  In  thin  Bill. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  would  not  bebi 
statute.  The  InstructloDS  here  have  not  bm 
prepared.    They  would  probably  he  on 
same  lines. 

Hon.  Mr.  XANDEY— We  have  nottunf  b 
assure  us  that  even  tbe  composition  of  ti 
Mliltia  Council  will  t>e  on  those  lines.  Hi 
law  says : — 

The  eompOBltion.  procedure  and  powers  d 
the  council  sball  be  as  prescribed. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— By  tbe  Cfovenor  b 

Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I'm  very  glad  tlx 
bon.  gentleman  for  Halifax  gives  that  Into- 
mation. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  Bill  gives  ttit 
information. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDKY— Tbe  powers  ot  the 
council  shaJi  he  «s  prescribed.  The  Bill  sajs 
tbe  Governor  in  Council  may  appoint  a  Mili- 
tia Council  to  advise  tbe  minister  on  all  nit- 
ters  which  are  referred  to  the  cottocil  by 
the  minister.  If  we  refer  to  subsection  1  o( 
clause  2,  we  find  : 

(1.)  '  Prescribed '  means  preserltwd  br  ttli 
Art  or  by  reKUlatlODs- 

Hon.  Mr,  SCOTT— Read  I  and  J. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— J  reads  as  follon: 

(j.)  '  Regulations  '  means  regulations  midt 
by  the  Governor  in  Council  under  Uie  aatbo^ 
ity  ot  tbla  Act. 

And  nothing  in  this  clause  refers  to  tlie 
regulations.  The  composition,  procedure  and 
powers  of  the  council  shall  be  'as  pre- 
scribed.' 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND-ItisbJ 
tbe  Governor  in  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  is  enacted  in 
clause  No.  2  that  when  the  word  T'*' 
scribed '  Is  used  it  Is  used  in  the  manner 
pointed  out  by  subclause.  1  of  No.  2.  It 
means  prescrit>ed  by  this  Act  or  by  regolfr 
tlon.  Is  there  anything  In  this  Act  that 
prescribes  it  ? 

Hon.  Sir  GfiORGE  DRUMMOND-N'* 

nothing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Is  there  anything  H 
the  regulations  wblcb  prescribes  that? 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND-J^ 
thing. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — On  what  do  we  re- 
ly '!  Prescribed  by  wbuni,  when,  and  In 
what  way  ?  Will  it  be  prescribed  by  regu- 
lations, or  by  Order  In  Council,  or  by  what  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  It  iB  perfectly 
plain.  The  regulatlonB  must  be  approved  by 
the  Governor  In  Conodl.  whatever  they 
are. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman admit  tjiat  '  regulation  '  and  '  Order 
111  Council '  are  two  different  things  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Those  regulations  must 
be  coDflrmed  by  Order  in  Council.  It  is 
perfectly  clear. 

Hon.  Sir.  LANDRY-It  Is  not  dear  at  all. 
What  will  be  the  position  of  this  MlUtla 
Council  ?  The  hon.  Secretary  of  State  told 
ns  that  probably  the  mUitla  council  will  be 
composed  of  the  minister,  the  chief  of  the 
staff,  the  adjutant  general.  Is  the  deputy 
adjutant  general  to  be  a  member  of  this 
council  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Adjutant  general.  1 
gave  the  hon.  gentleman  the  names.  There 
wns  the  Chief  of  Staff — that  is  a  new  ap- 
pointment— the  Adjutant  General,  the  Quar- 
termaster General,  the  Master  General  of 
Ordnance,  the  deputy  minister  of  the  depart- 
ment, and  the  chief  accountant  of  the  de- 
partment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Is  the  chief  of 
staff  to  be  an  Imperial  officer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Where  Is  the  chief 

inspector  in  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  chief  accountant 
would  stand  In  the  same  relation  in  Canada 
as  the  inspector  -would  In  England. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Clause  31  reads  as 
follows : 

31-  There  may  be  appointed  an  officer,  wbo 
shall  hold  rank  not  below  that  of  colonel  In 
the  militia  or  In  His  Majesty's  regular  army, 
who  may  be,  subject  to  the  regulations  and 
under  the  direction  of  the  minister,  charged 
with  the  military  Inspection  of  the  militia,  and 
such  officer  shall  be  paid  at  such  rate,  not  ex- 
ceeding six  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  as  Is 
prescribed. 

Will  this  military  bead  form  part  of  tb> 
military  council  ?  Of  course,  but  he  Is  not 
included  In  the  list  given  by  the  bon.  mem- 
l>er.   The  chief  inspector  

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No  ;  he  is  not  an  exp- 
lutive  officer. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  have  no  such  (A> 
clal. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentlemaa 
Ciom  Halifax  Is  not  a  member  of  the  cabt- 
i-et,  and  cannot  answer. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
had  better  confine  himself  to  the  Bill,  and 
not  make  any  reflections  on  me.  As  a  mem- 
ber of  tbe  committee,  I  bave  a  right  to 
answer  questions,  and  the  hon.  geutleman 
has  no  right  to  caat  reflections. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentlemaa 
Las  a  right  to  answer  questions  wrongly. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- The  chief  inspector, 
by  virtue  of  bis  office,  cannot  be  one  of  the 
council.  The  duties  of  the  inspector  genera*, 
are  to  see  that  the  orders  of  this  counell 
t-re  properly  carried  out,  and  the  Inspector 
general  in  England  Is  not  a  member  of  the 
council,  neither  is  he  to  be  a  member  of  the 
council  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— la  It  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  chief  Inspector  to  see  that  the  orders 

of  the  council  are  carried  out  ?  If  It  is  the 
duty  of  the  chief  inspector  to  see  that  the 
orders  are  carried  out  correctly,  then  he  Is 
qualified  to  act  as  a  member  of  that  coun- 
cil, according  to  the  arguuuents  brought 
lorward  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Halir 
fax. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Not  at  aU. 

Hoa  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
denies  that  the  chief  Inspector  is  a  member 
of  the  council,  because  be  is  an  officer  who 
iH  obliged  to  see  that  what  the  council  has 
passed  is  carried  out,  and  In  that  way  be  1* 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  minister  him- 
self. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER- The  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  it  is  an  absurd  pr<n>osltIon,  but  It  Is 
a  remarkable  circumstance  that  in  England 
tbey  are  adopting  the  same  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Clause  7  has  been 
discussed  a  great  deal.  I  have  had  forty- 
seven  years'  e.\perlence  In  military  matters 
and  was  trained  at  Woolwich,  where  they 
knew  more  about  it  than  the  lawyers  her& 
Clause  7  covers  the  whole  thing.  There  Is 
nothing  in  this  Bill,  except  a  few  immaterial 
clauses,  outside  of  clause  7.  Clause  7  covers 
all  we  are  aiming  at.  It  takes  from 
the  General  Officer  Commanding  all  authorl- 
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ij  and  power  and  vests  It  In  tlie  mHitIa 
conncH.  Clause  7  reads  as  follows : 

7.  The  OoTernor  In  Couacil  msr  appoint  a 
nillltia  couDcit  to  advlBe  the  mlnlBter  on  all 
matters  relating  to  the  militia  which  are  re- 
ferred to  the  council  by  the  minister.  The 
composition,  procedure  and  powers  of  the  coun- 
cil shall  t>e  as  prescribed. 

We  have  had  a  ^eat  deal  of  trouble  here. 
We  have  ministers  of  the  Crown  thorough- 
ly re^onsible  to  the  people  of  this  country 
and  to  parliament,  and  they  hsTe  bad  on 
many  occasions  to  combat  the  views  of 
genernl  officers  coming  here  from  the  old 
country,  most  distinguished,  and  most  of 
them  have  been  good  officers.  They  have 
had  their  own  views  ae  to  what  should  be 
done,  and  how  it  should  be  carried  out— not 
with  the  present  government,  but  with  the 
late  government.  This  takes  it  entirely  out  of 
the  bands  of  the  General  Officer  Command- 
ing. It  is  sought  to  establish  an  auxiliary 
force  In  Canada,  not  a  Canadian  army,  but  a 
force  organized  for  protection  internally  and 
externally,  for  I  do  not  think  any  of  us  are 
prepared  to  subscribe  to  tlio  doctrine  that 
levee  en  masse,  whatever  It  is  to  be,  is  lo 
be  for  outside  purposes.  Although  we  may 
be  Tery  willing  to  aid,  still  we  are  not  In 
any  way  bound  to  carry  out  any  of  the 
duties  Imposed  on  us  by  sending  an  army 
out  from  this  country.  We  will  co-operate 
and  look  out  for  the  enemy  within  the  gates 
rather  than  the  enemy  outside  the  gates. 
This  clause  removes  the  whole  power  and 
the  whole  administration  of  the  Militia  De- 
partment from  any  general  coming  here 
from  any  Imperial  office,  and  places  It  en- 
tirely In  the  hands  of  the  government  of  the 
day.  whoever  they  may  be.  I  endorse  that, 
and  I  think  It  Is  right.  I  do  not  find  any 
fault  with  the  Governor  General  appointing 
a  council  to  act.  There  Is  nothing  in  the 
law  which  says  they  may  not  remove  this 
council  at  any  time.  It  Is  only  for  the  mo- 
ment. These  appointees  are  not  to  remain 
for  ever.  They  are  subject  to  the  will  of  the 
Governor  General,  who,  after  all,  represents 
the  Crown,  and  I  presume  In  any  case  their 
term  of  office  is  not  for  ever.  They  are  sim- 
ply advisers,  as  I  take  it,  to  the  Militia  De- 
partment. Heretofore  there  has  been  .t 
jumble.  My  lion,  friend  commanding  the 
brigade  from  Stadacona.  I  think,  will  agree 
with  me  that  In  the  past  it  has  been  every- 
body's business  and  nobody's  business  to 
administer  the  mlUtla  of  Canada.  The  Gen- 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB. 


era!  Officer  Commanding  has  bis  views 
the  minister  baa  his  views,  and  tlie  mtnlsts 
Is   responsIUe    to    the    country,    and  i: 
many  instances  they  could  not  come  t« 
a    proper    conclu^on.     Under    this  B.. 
all    these    officers    that    are  appointed 
eucb  as  have  been   named   to-day,  a» 
simply  creatures  of  the  will  of  the  gorcn- 
ment  There  Is  no  doubt  about  tlie  fact  tint 
they  are  there  to  advise.  Take  the  Master 
General  of  Ordnance,  be  Is  there  to  look  af- 
ter his  department,  and  the  Adjutant  Genenl 
looks  after  his  department.    Ton  are  pro- 
viding heads  of  five,  six  or  seven  depart- 
ments, each  one  working  out  his  depart- 
ment,   meeting   in    council    and  .  glTlne 
their  advice  as  to  wbat  should  or  what 
should  not  be  cairled  out  That  does  not  h 
any  way  imterfere  with  the  rights  of  tbt 
Crown  or  with  the  government.    That  doei 
not  say  their  views  are  to  be  adapted.  b« 
at  the  same  time  It  places  the  responsibility 
on  each  one  of  those  branches,  to  carry  out 
the  branch  under  his  charge,  and  to  l>e  able 
to  carry  it  out  In  a  way  that  will  make  eaefa 
branch,  if  possible,  permanent     I  think 
there  is  a  great  deal  in  that    Hitherto  we 
have  had  nn  adjutant  general  who  really 
carried  out  the  whole  thing.    All  the  officers 
that  were  under  him  before,  in  the  militia 
branch,  were  under  him.   He  was  superior 
to  them,  and  his  view  prevailed.   To-day  it 
Is  not  so.   This  council,  meeting  togethff, 
will  decide  or  discuss  what  Is  beat  for  the 
militia  of  Canada.  There  are  many  things 
they  may  discuss.   If  I  understand  it  pro- 
perly— and    I    tried   to   read    the  BUI— 
tbe  orders  are  passed  by  His  Excellency  in 
Council.     His  Excellency  approves  of  them. 
Those  orders  stand,  and  in  those  orders  are 
embraced  the  King's  regulations,  also  fol- 
lowing out  the  Army  Act      They  cover 
everything  in  respect  to  the  discipline  of  fl« 
army  and  all  regulations.  These  regulatloni 
as  passed,  were  very  Imperfect.    They  Im- 
prove from  time  to  time.   They  were  alte^ 
ed  as  it  was  thought  best  to  alter  them  under 
the  circumstances,  but  conflict  very  largely 
with  the  Queen's  regulations  and  the  Arm; 
Act  But  tte  King's  regulations,  as  they  are 
to-day,  are  so  elastic,  that  wherever  the  re- 
gulations and  orders  of  the  mllltla  of  Can- 
ada do  not  govern  the  conditions  of  tbe 
other,  then  the  King's  regulations  come  hits 
force.    Following  that  we  have  the  disci- 
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idfne  nnder  the  Anny  Act,  wblch  covers 
everTtbing  again.  Therefore  we  had,  first 
of  all,  the  regulatloDB  and  orders  as  passed 
by  the  officer  commaDdlng  here,  througb  the 
adjataot  general,  then  confirmed  by  the 
Governor  in  Council,  which  embodies,  as  1 
said  before,  the  Queen's  regulations,  and  the 
Army  Act.  While  those  regnlatlons  are 
-very  good  in  their  way,  the  day  la  passed 
for  them  to  be  operative.  Everything  has 
changed.  Take  the  question  of  punishment, 
take  the  matter  of  drill,  and  many  other 
qnestions  which  It  Is  not  necessary  to  go 
into — those  are  all  to-day  veated  In  the  Gov- 
ernor In  Council.  I  think  it  Is  a  very  wise 
provision,  tiiat  Instead  of  their  being  In  the 
hands  of  the  General  Officer  Commanding, 
irhoever  he  may  be — because  we  have  had 
general  officers  so  different  from  one  an- 
other with  regard  to  drills,  and  many  other 
matters,  it  shall  now  be  placed  under  a 
militia  council.  Canada  is  becoming  a  great 
natioD,  and  there  Is  no  use  discussing  our 
militia  from  any  other  standpoint  than  that 
of  the  militia  of  a  country  that  is  bound  in 
the  future  to  make  a  great  mark — that  they 
should  have  the  power  of  administering  their 
own  militia  affairs.  I  cannot  see  any  great 
barm  in  vesting  In  the  government  all  the 
power  to  make  and  break  the  regulations, 
BO  long  as  they  do  not  conflict  with  the 
Army  Act  and  the  imperial  idea.  I  say  that 
the  Bill  has  provided  for  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  I/AN DRY— Clause  126. 

Hon.  Sir.  I>OSIVILLE — We  are  governed 
here,  after  all,  by  the  Queen's  regulations, 
and  they  cover  the  Army  Act.  1  can  see 
what  aiy  hon.  friend  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  says,  that  there  Is  power  in  the 
Bill  for  the  minister  to  make  these  ap- 
pointees of  the  council,  but  it  does  not  say 
that  he  shall  appoint  this  man  or  the  other 
man.  I  think  this  clause  is  a  good  one.  It 
Is  perfectly  elastic.  It  allows  the  govern- 
ment to  do  anything  they  like,  and  I  cannot 
believe  that  any  government  would  take 
such  steps  as  would  be  Inadvisable,  in  re- 
gard to  the  militia  of  Canada,  on  whom  In 
time  of  trouble,  will  depend  the  defence  of 
our  borders. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
Is  the  clause  which  brings  us  under  the 
King's  regnlatlons  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN— Clause  74. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMTILLE-Clanse  74  reads  as 

follows  : 

74.  The  Army  Act  for  the  time  being  In  force 
in  the  United  Kingdom,  the  King's  Regulations, 
and  all  other  laws  applicable  to  His  Majesty's 
troops  in  Canada  and  not  inconsisteitt  vlth 
this  Act  or  the  regulations  made  thereunder, 
Bball  ttave  force  and  effect  as  It  they  bad  been 
enacted  by  the  parliament  of  Canada  tor  the 
SoveromeDt  of  the  militia,  and  every  ofDcer 
and  man  of  the  mllltia  shall  be  subject 
thereto  from  the  time  of  being  called  out  for 
active  serrlce.  and  also  during  the  period  of 
annual  drill  or  training  under  the  provlsiona 
of  this  Act,  and  also  at  any  other  time  while 
upon  nrllltary  duty  or  in  the  uniform  of  bis 
eorpB  upon  or  within  any  rifle  range  or  any 
armoury,  or' other  place  where  arms,  guns,  am- 
munition or  other  military  stores  are  kept,  or 
any  drill  shed  or  other  building  or  place  used 
for  militia  purposes,  or  during  any  drill  or 
[/arade  of  his  corps  at  which  he  Is  present  in 
the  ranks,  when  going  to  or  from  the  place  of 
drill  or  parade,  and  also  whether  in  uniform 
or  not  at  any  drill  or  parade  of  his  corps  at 
which  he  Is  present  as  a  spectator. 

2.  Officers  and  men  of  the  permanent  force 
and  members  of  the  permanent  staff  of  the 
mllltia  shall  at  all  times  be  subject  to  military 
law. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  In  active 
service  7 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  take  It  the  mo- 
ment a  militiaman  has  bis  uniform  on  and 
is  out  in  the  field,  he  Is  on  active  service ; 
while  he  has  his  uniform  on  he  is  subject 
to  military  discipline,  and  may  be  called 
to  war.  In  the  marginal  note  it  says  :  *  Army 
Act  applies.'  The  Army  Act  is  too  volumin- 
ous to  deal  with  Just  now.  It  relates  to 
court-martials  and  many  things,  to  the 
warrant  given  to  the  general  as  to  what 
be  Is  to  do  when  he  Is  sent  out  to  a  colony. 
When  His  Majesty's  general  is  in  a  colony, 
where  there  Is  trouble,  be  supersedes  all 
officers  in  charge.  If  Canada  becomes  a 
theatre  of  war,  the  imperial  government 
steps  in  and  takeg  the  responsibility  of  fight- 
ing and  defending  the  country,  but  In  the 
meanwhile  the  force  we  have  to-day  or  to- 
morrow Is  a  force  raised  as  an  auxiliary 
force  to  aid  that  force,  and  finally,  so  long 
as  we  remain  an  integral  part  of  the  British 
nation,  to  come  under  the  Imperial  regula- 
tions. There  are  a  few  details  In  this  Bill 
that  do  not  amount  to  anything.  If  I  am 
wrong  In  my  view,  I  should  Uke  to  be  cor- 
rected, but  my  view  is  that  clause  7  takes 
away  from  the  general  sent  here  from 
England  all  power,  and  vests  It  in  the  Gov- 
ernor General  in  Council,  which  Is  narrowed 
down  to  a  committee  of  the  departmental 
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officers  to  carry  It  out,  and  my  bon,  friend 
says,  and  says  correctly,  tliat  an  officer  -will 
be  senior  here  to  be  called  tbe  Inspector  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Chief  of  Staff. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  chief  of  staff 
will  take  the  place  of  the  General  Officer 
Commanding,  except  that  he  does  not  take 
the  powers  of  the  general.  He  Is  merely 
there  as  a  servant,  so  to  speak,  to  adminis- 
ter what  the  government  of  the  day 
decide  on  tlie  recommendation  of  their 
council  so  appointed.  I  think  when  you 
have  said  that  you  hare  snld  every- 
thing. The  Bill  is  a  wise  measure.  Under 
It  the  government  may  do  auythlng 
they  like,  so  long  as  they  do  not  Interfere 
with  the  King's  regulations  and  the  Army 
Act.  Sir  Patrick  McDougall  was  the  best 
officer  we  ever  had.  He  recognized  that  we 
had  to  have  some  kind  of  military  oi^n- 
Ization  of  onr  own.  He  placed  the  Militia 
law  on  the  statutes,  or  guided  It  And  he 
made  a  second  line  of  defence,  namely,  the 
reserve.  That  still  remains  on  the  statutes, 
unless  It  has  been  altered  by  this  Bill. 

He  gave  us  the  regulations  and  orders 
which  were  the  best  that  could  be  got  for 
the  moment  but  we  have  passed  through 
that  stage.  We  have  shown  that  we  are 
able  to  go  abroad  and  capture  the  King's 
prize  at  the  ranges  In  England.  We  have 
shown  that  we  could  send  men  to  the  Sou- 
dan who  acquitted  themselves  creditably;  we 
proved  that  we  could  send  7.000  men  to 
South  Africa  who  could  fight  and  come  out 
ot  the  struggle  with  honour.  With  that  re- 
coi-d  before  us,  we  can  look  forward  with 
confidence  to  the  future.  I  think  there  is 
no  question  on  eltiier  side  of  the  House  that 
some  alteration  is  necessary  in  our  future 
organization.  What  is  the  good  of  havhig 
an  army,  even  a  civilian  army,  for  I  am  not 
prepared  to  subscribe  to  the  doctrine  that  we 
must  raise  a  standing  army  to  go  fight 
abroad.  I  vrlW  not  subscribe  to  the  doctrine 
that  we  are  prepared  to  tai  this  country 
heavily  for  a  sentiment  We  have  nothing 
to  do  with  many  of  those  foreign  questions. 
They  are  governed  largely  by  conditions  at 
home  which  make  it  imperative  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  day,  whether  they  are  seek- 
ing to  hold  themselves  In  power  or  to  uphold 
the  prestage  of  the  Empire  all  over  the 
world.  Their  views  and  ours  might  largely 
Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


differ  ;  but  we  might  agree  that  If  the  u- 
tlon  was  In  trouble  we  would  throw  in  oc 
lot  as  far  as  possible  to  help  them  out  Id; 
not  think  that  Canada  should  erer  subseobt 
to  the  doctrine  that  we  have  to  be  placelCL 
a  war  basis  and  tax  our  people  hnndtedstf 
millions  simply  to  keep  up  an  army  vha 
we  need  the  money  for  our  railways,  canslj 
and  other  public  works  necessary  for  the  At- 
velopraent   of  our  country.     Some  .vesn 
hence,  when  we  may  have  passed  away  u-l 
others  succeed  us,  and  Canada  has  a  popula- 
tion of  20.000,000  or  30,000.000.  it  wUl  lie 
time  enough  to  decide  whether  we  shall  take 
part  in  the  affairs  of  the  world  and  poasws 
an  army  or  not  The  government  of  the  day 
has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  It  wil!  do 
tlie  best  it  can  under  existing  circumstances. 
We  have  some  40.000  men  to  train  emj 
year,  and  they  say.  give  as  the  power  to  say 
what  shall  be  done.    What  Is  the  use  ot 
men  walking  about  In  brilliant  uniforms  it 
they  cannot  nse  rifles  ?  We  have  shown  tbat 
we  have  good  marksmen  and  good  oarsmen ; 
we  are  not  lacking  in  intelligence  in  this 
country.    If  our  officers  are  not  up  to  the 
mark,  what  is  to  prevent  the  government 
sending  officers  abroad  to  learn,  as  the  Japa- 
nese have  done.  Our  officers  are  bright  and 
can  be  trained.    Let  them  go  abroad  and 
lenrn,  and  come  back  here  and  take  hold  ol 
our  militia  and  put  It  Into  good  shape.  The 
government  Is  right  In  saying  '  We  are  pre- 
pared on  our  own  responsibility  to  run  onr 
militia  as  we  think  fit  We  are  willing 
anxious  to  have  imperial  officers  come  here 
and  give  us  the  benefit  of  their  advice,  but 
we  are  not  prepared  to  liave  them  say  tliat 
they  control  the  Canadian  force  to  do  witli 
them  as  they  think  fit.'   The  grasp  must  be 
In  the  hands  of  the  minister  and  not  in  tlie 
hands  of  any  officer  loaned  us  by  the  lio- 
perial  authorities.     When  this  Bill  wliicli 
defines  our  position  is  passed,  we  shall  get 
on  very  much  better,  and  the  Militia  Depart- 
ment will  be  able  to  decide  what  Is  required 
and  carry  it  out.  There  Is  a  great  deal  to  U 
said  In  favour  of  this  Bill.  The  question  of 
cadets,  taking  the  boys  In  school  and  teaclh 
ing  them  to  shoot,  even  at  short  range — 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  think  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  has  a  right  to  discus  tbe 
whole  Bill  on  one  clause  of  It 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  all  turns  « 
that  clause. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  do  not  see  any  re- 
ference to  cadets  in  tbat 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— It  says : 

Tbe  composition,  procedure  and  pow«rB  of 
ttae  council  shall  be  as  prescribed. 

Having  that  power,  they  have  everything 
in  their  liauds.  They  have  stripped  the  gen- 
eral of  all  his  powers,  and  have  taken  con- 
trol of  the  militiu,  sarlug  and  excepting  the 
King's  regulations,  and  the  Army  Act  pre- 
scribed by  the  parliament  of  Canada.  We 
cannot  make  anything  out  of  our  militia 
more  than  an  auxiliary  force.  I  think  It  Is 
the  very  best  Bill  for  the  present  that  can 
be  produced.  I  am  not  going  to  say  tliat  it 
is  perfect)  or  that  what  will  answer  to-day 
TVill  answer  a  year  or  two  hence,  but  it  con- 
tains nothing  very  objectionable.  There  Is 
nothing  binding  about  It ;  It  can  be  changed 
hereafter  if  necessary.  I  agree  with  the 
leader  of  the  opposition,  that  there  should  be 
a  little  more  independence  in  that  council. 
There  is  very  Uttle  in  It  but  departmental 
officers.  I  think  the  cavalry,  whether  mount- 
ed infantry  or  whatever  you  call  them, 
should  1>^  represented  on  it  So  should  the 
artillery. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  are  represented 
by  the  Master  General  of  Ordnance. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— He  simply  has 
charge  of  the  munitions  of  war.  In  Eng- 
land when  they  had  an  ordnance  depart- 
ment years  ago,  they  had  an  officer  of  artil- 
lery, an  officer  of  engineers,  and  a  store- 
keeper, and  the  three  of  them  made  a  board 
which  was  knawn  as  the  board  of  ordnance. 
I  do  not  find  any  fault  with  that,  because  it 
can  be  altered.  I  do  not  presume  for  a 
moment  that  the  government  will  tie  them- 
selves up  by  anything  they  do  to-day;  it 
can  be  altered  if  necessary.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion of  politics  In  this  at  all.  We  ought  to 
adopt  this  Bill  and  depend  on  tbe  government 
of  the  day,  whoever  they  may  be,  to  make 
such  changes  in  the  future  as  may  be  con- 
sidered in  the  interest  of  the  militia.  I  have 
made  quite  a  study  of  this  Bill,  and  have  had 
a  great  deal  of  experience,  because  I  have 
been  commanding  a  regiment  of  cavalry  for 
twenty  years,  and  I  must  know  something 
of  the  Army  Act  and  other  things  con- 
nected with  the  force.  I  do  not  think  the 
government  could  have  brought  In  a  better 
BUI  than  they  have  brought  In  to-day. 


Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— The  miUtary  men 
have  occupied  a  great  deal  of  time  in  discuss- 
ing this  Bill.  It  would  not  be  out  of  order, 
therefore.  If  on  behalf  of  the  peaceful  dti- 
sens  of  the  Dominion,  I  should  offer 
a  few  observations  with  regard  to  clause  7. 
I  have  listened  to  the  remarks  of  an  an- 
cient soldier  of  our  Canadian  army  and  the 
remarks  of  an  active  officer,  the  hon.  mem- 
ber from  Stndacona,  and  the  remarks  of 
an  imperia]  officer,  and  who,  I  am  glad  to 
see,  is  to-day  a  Canadian  officer.  They  have 
furnished  a  great  deal  of  Information,  but 
the  explanations  of  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
Rothesay  are  amply  sufficient  to  justify  tills 
House  and  the  people  of  Canada  that  the 
policy  of  the  government  of  the  day  is  not 
one  of  militarism.  We  are  not  in  this  young 
country  destined  to  become  a  military  power. 
We  have  too  much  vacant  land  to  fill  to 
make  militarism  our  policy  and  to  cover 
fields  of  tfory  witb  our  noble  dead.  Tbe 
mission  of  this  young  country  Is  to  build  up 
a  prosperous,  peaceful  and  happy  people, 
and  you  cannot  have  peace,  prosperity  and 
a  contented  people  where  war  is  winging 
its  deadly  flight  over  the  land.  Under  tbe 
circumstances,  this  Bill  will  appeal  to  the 
peaceful  sentiment  of  this  country,  and  why? 
All  on  account  of  clause  7.  It  Is  a  mission 
of  peace  to  the  Canadian  people,  a  guarantee 
that  In  the  future  we  will  not  be  Involved 
in  conflicts  which  are  not  oar  own,  or  which 
are  not  necessary  for  tbe  national  honour 
or  safety— that  we  shall  not  be  driven  to 
war  except  when  our  national  life  shall 
be  in  danger  or  our  national  honour  tam- 
pered with.  Clause  7  puts  the  responsi- 
bility for  embroiling  this  country  In  war- 
like manoeuvres  In  the  hands  of  men  in 
whom  we  have  confidence — ^the  Governor 
General  In  Council.  I  have  more  con- 
fidence In  the  government  of  tiie  day,  whe- 
ther Conservative  or  Liberal,  than  In  any 
officer  who  may  command  the  army  or 
excite  this  country  to  go  Into  an  expen- 
diture for  warlike  organization  not  neces- 
sary under  existing  conditions.  Clause  7 
will  not  allow  an  officer,  whether  he  comes 
from  Australia  or  from  Downing  Street  or 
elsewhere,  to  dictate  the  militia  policy  of 
this  country.  It  takes  out  of  his  bands 
that  power  which  the  late  Lord  Dtindonald 
assumed  

Hon.  Mr.  McMILLAN— He  Is  not  dead. 
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Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— No,  and  I  hope  he 
will  lire  long  to  enjoy  his  well-earned  hon- 
ours. He  fought  well  for  a  warlike  country, 
but  when  he  came  to  this  young  country  and 
asked  us  to  do  what  the  parent  country 
was  doing,  when  there  was  no  necessity 
for  It,  he  overstepped  the  mark.  No  doobt 
his  Intentions  were  good,  but  be  ihcked  tact. 
Under  this  Bill  tbe  power  to  make  prepa- 
rations for  war  will  be  left  in  the  hands  of 
the  minister  on  all  matters  relating  to  mili- 
tia. I  do  not  say  whether  the  council 
suggested  Is  complete  or  Incomplete.  It 
may  be  sufficient  for  the  day,  bat,  as  the 
hott.  gentleman  from  Rothesay  has  suggest- 
ed, If  it  Is  not  sufficient,-  the  Act  can  be 
amended  next  year  or  the  year  after.  The 
hon.  member  from  Rothesay  has  given  as 
valuable  counsel  as  a  military  man,  and  I 
am  prepared  to  accept  It.  I  approve  of  .the 
clause  which  takes  the  power  from  an 
Individual  officer,  however  well  he  ntay  have 
served  the  Empire,  and  placing  it  In  the 
hands  of  the  government  We  are  a  demo- 
cratic people  and  want  to  be  governed  hy 
democratic  principles.  That  Is  the  doctrine 
that  will  prevail  in  this  country.  When 
the  government  suggested  clause  7  to 
put  the  amendment  of  the  Militia  Depart- 
ment In  the  hands  of  the  minister,  advised 
by  a  council,  I  think  the  Senate  cannot  do 
better  than  accept  the  suggestion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  d« 
not  propose  to  follow  the  hon.  member  for 
Rothesay  or  the  hon.  gentleman  for  Vic- 
toria (Hon.  Mr.  Cloran),  but  It  would  be  In- 
teresting to  know  what  there  Is  In  clause  7 
that  has  any  reference  at  all  to  the  speeches 
which  have  just  been  delivered.  I  admired 
the  good  sense  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State 
when  he  shut  his  eyes  and  apparently  took 
a  nap  during  their  delivery.  I  hope, 
Mr.  Chairman,  If  I  should  stray  from  the 
clause  under  consideration  you  will  call 
me  to  order.  Clause  7  provides  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  council  to  advise  the 
minister,  but  It  will  be  observed  that  no- 
thing can  be  considered  by  that  council  un- 
less it  is  referred  to  them  by  the  minister, 
and  the  minister  Is  therefore  absolute  and 
the  council  has  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
it 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— What  Is  the  good 
of  the  council  ? 

Hon.  Hr.  HcMILLAN. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^Tn 
had  better  ask  the  Secretary  of  State.  I  n 
not  defending  this  Bill.  I  say  the  Bill  li  t 
great  Improvement  on  the  present  Act,  vi 
to  a  large  extent  I  concur  in  tbe  renmtait 
the  hon.  gentleman.  I  am  discussing  ctew 
7,  which  says  the  cOnncU  is  to  advise  tk 
minister  on  all  matters  referred  to  the  «xn- 
ctl  by  the  minister. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Perfectly  demoen- 

tic. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWIOJ^-I  ds 
not  see  much  democracy  in  tbat  It  ii  u 
ahsolute  power  vested  In  the  minister.  II 

that  is  democracy,  according  to  the  bon. 
gentleman,  I  do  not  understand  the  mMo- 
Ing  of  the  word.    Then  it  goes  on  to  saj : 

The  compoeltloD,  procedure  and  powen  d 
the  council  shall  be  as  prescribed. 

Whatever  the  Governor  In   Coun^  may 

think  proper  to  prescribe,  the  minister  is  ab- 
solute under  this  clause,  and  any  saggw- 
tlons  that  may  be  made  by  the  council  ap- 
pointed to  give  him  advice  can  only  be  upon 
such  matters  as  the  minister  may  refer  lO 
them.  As  to  tbe  question  of  militarisai. 
I  am  quite  prec>ared  to  discuss  that  wb«i 
the  question  comes  up,  but  it  has  ne- 
ttling to  do  with  tiiis  clause,  nor  does  this 
clause  affect  In  any  way  the  meaning  whicb 
would  be  attached  to  the  word  militarism.  I 
do  not  know  anybody  in  this  country  who  is 
advocating  tbat  to-day,  nor  does  this  daoae 
give  power  to  the  council  to  advise  the  mhh 
ister  whether  we  shall  go  to  war  or  not  un- 
less the  minister  asks  advice  of  the  councIL 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQTJB— In  England  who  H 
the  head  of  the  military  council  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELLr-The 
head  of  the  council  Is  the  Minister  of  War, 
Just  as  the  Minister  of  MiUtU  will  be  tbe 
head  of  the  council  here. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVII/LE— My  hon.  frleirf 
misunderstood  me.  I  said  that  clause  7  took 
the  heart  out  of  every  piece  of  the  MUltii 

Act 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— OIl 
no, 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Perhaps  I  do  aot 
read  It  in  the  same  way  my  bon.  friend  dod 
I  bold  now  in  my  hands  the  RegulatloDS  and 
Orders  of  the  MUitla  In  Canada.  In  tbat 
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there  la  everything  to  prescribe  what  their 
duties  are,  and  an  attempt  la  made  to  show 
that  nnder  dause  7  all  this  falls  into  the 
hands  of  the  council. 

Hon.  Sir  HACKfiNZlE  BOWBLI.-If  the 
bOD.  gentleman  will  look  at  clause  126,  he 
vrtU  find  the  powers  he  refers  to  are  given 
to  a  large  ^tent  to  the  Gtovemor  in  Gonncll. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLB— That  Is  the  same 

thing  again : 

126.  Tbe  Governor  In  Connell  may  make  re- 
S^lations  for  carrying  this  Act  into  effect,  for 
tlie  orglnlzation,  discipline,  efllciency  anil  good 
government  generally  of  the  militia,  and  tor 
SLnything  requiring  to  be  done  in  connection 
with  the  military  defence  of  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  MAOKBNZZB  BOWELL-If  the 
bon.  gentleman  will  read  clause'  7  he  will 
see  It  refers  to  the  powers  of  this  council, 
that  l8  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLE— I  look  at  It  through 
a  different  pair  of   glasses.   Powers  are 

^ren  to  the  Governor  General  In  Gonncll 
which  are  very  wise,  and  therefore,  quoting 
the  clause  that  my  hon.  friend  talks  about 
tB  only  a  sequlter,  one  falling  into  the  other, 
and  that  while  the  Governor  In  Council  has 
the  right  of  carrying  it  out  under  the  other 
clause,  he  has  at  the  same  time  appointed 
a  council  which  makes  those  recommenda- 
tions which  they  would  pass  under  clause 
127. 

Hon.  Sir  MAGESXZIB  BOWBLL— It  de- 
pends altogether  on  what  the  Minister  of 
Militia  may  refer  to  the  coun<dl. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — You  put  the  whole 
matter  Into  the  hands  of  the  Minister  of 
MUltla,  and  he  is  advised  by  these  olficers. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-They 
become  his  officers  to  the  extent  of  the  ques- 
tions which  are  referred  to  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Exactly. 

Hon.  Mr.  STJLLIVAN— Would  not  the 
Governor  In  Council  be  superior  to  the  min- 
ister ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Certainly. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— All  the  suggestlonli 

of  the  minister  would  be  liable  to  be  passed 
on  by  the  Governor  In  Council  ? 

Hon.  Ur.  SCOTT— The  minister  Is  reqpon- 
siDle  to  parliament  in  tbe  first  instance,  for 
tfa«  discharge  of  his  duties. 


Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Any  emergency  I 
suppose  he  would  submit  to  the  Council  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  and  all  appoint- 
ments go  before  the  Gonncll. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— The  Gov»nor  Gen- 
eral appoints  the  Militia  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  BBIQUE— And  the  Minister  of 
Militia  is  not  supposed  to  adopt  ^,ny  serious 
poUcy  without  submitting  it  to  the  Council. 

Hon,  Mr.  LANDRY— The  Governor  In 
Council  names  a  Militia  Connell,  and  to  that 
Militia  Council  refers  the  questions  upon 
which  he  wants  advice,  and  only  those.  I 
want  to  know  what  will  be  the  composition 
of  that  Mllltla  Council  ?  The  Secretary  of 
State  gave  me  the  names  of  the  minister 
himself,  the  Chief  of  Staft,  the  Qnartennast- 
er  General,  the  Director  General  of  Ord- 
nance, the  deputy  minister,  the  Adjntant 
General  and  the  accountant  in  discussing 
clause  7,  to  understand  the  subject  I  refer 
the  minister  to  secti(ms  30  and  31.  I  know  the 
whole  Bill  turns  on  clanae  7.  By  <daus«  80. 
the  government  may  appoint  an  oflleer  that 
he  brings  from  England  or  any  place,  called 
the  Major  General.  By  clause  31  he  may 
appoint  another  officer  taken  from  His  Ma- 
jesty's forces,  called  the  Inspector  General. 
The  government  is  not  obliged  to  have  a 
commanding  officer  from  abroad.  They  may 
select  him  from  the  mllltla,  or  from  UBs 
Majesty's  regular  army.  This  officer  Is  call- 
ed the  Major  General.  Is  the  Major  General 
the  Chief  of  Staff  ?  The  hon.  minister  says 
that  those  who  will  compose  the  MlllttB' 
Council  win  be  the  minister,  the  Chief  of 
Staff.  Who  is  the  Chief  of  Staff  ?  Is  it  tbe 
Major  General,  the  Inspector  General,  or  the 
Adjutant  General  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  presume  it  will  be 
the  senior  superior  military  officer,  what- 
ever name  you  give  him — I  presume  the 
major  general.  The  chief  of  staff  will  be 
the  highest  officer  In  the  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon.  gentleman 
said  they  would  be  the  chief  of  staff  and  the 
adjutant  general,  but  those  two  persons  may 
be  the  seane  one.  The  adjntant  general  may 
be  the  chi^  of  staff.  Supposing  the  govern- 
ment does  not  bring  from  His  Majesty's  re* 
gular  army,  a  majw  general,  who  is  tbe 
chief  of  staff  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  general  officer 
could  not  be  chief  of  staff. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANRDY— Why  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — Because  be  would 
not  be  tbe  general  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Lord  Dundonald  was 
chief  of  staff.  The  next  was  deputy  adju- 
tant general  Lord  Aylmer ;  so  by  this  Bill, 
If  a  major  general  is  not  chosen  In  the  militia 
who  la  the  chief  of  staff,  It  is  the  adjutant 
general.  Hon.  gentlemen  may  say  no,  but 
it  provides : 

2.  In  the  event  of  a  vacancy  in  the  offlce  of 
general  officer  commanding,  or  In  the  absence 
of  that  officer  from  Canada,  tbe  Governor  in 
Council  may  detach  an  officer  of  the  head- 
quarters staff,  who  shall  be  charged  with  the 
military  command  of  the  militia. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  Is  aU  right, 
he  commands  the  militia. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  adjutant  is  actu- 
ally In  command.  If  that  council  was  creat- 
ed to-day  as  commanding  officer  of  the 
militia  be  would  hold  the  first  place  after 
the  minister,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  said, 
and  besides  that,  he  is  tbe  adjutant  genial. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Who  is  the  adjui 
taut  gmeral  now  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Col.  Aylmer. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Who  is  tbe  com- 
iranding  officer  .now  1  Is  it  not  Lord  Ayl- 
mer ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Offlce  to  be  filled 
yet  is  chief  of  staff.  That  Is  the  only  mili- 
tary office  to  be  filled. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVII^LE— The  hon.  gentle- 
mau  is  right  there.  Under  this  Act  there 
win  be  no  general. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— They  must  have  one 
either  chosen  from  the  Canadian  militia  or 
from  the  British  army. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No,  the  chief  of 
staff  becomes  general  here,  and  is  chief 
officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER — If  the  hon.  gentleman 
will  look  at  clause  36,  he  will  see  that  pro- 
vision Is  made  for  the  chief  of  staff : 

36.  The  Governor  la  Council  may  establish  a 
general  staff,  headquarters  staff,  and  district 
staff,  and  may  appoint  a  chief  of  the  general 
state  and  such  officers  to  the  respective  staffs 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


as  are  deemed  necessary,  and  'shall  deBte  Ha 
duties  and  authority. 

The  clause  which  provides  for  the  G* 
eral  Officer  Commanding  is  clause  30,  iM 
they  are  two  totally  different  offlcws.  1 
think  the  better  way  is  to  devote  rost 
selves  to  the  clause  which  Is  befote  t!K 
committee,  and  consider  tbat  on  Its  meb 
In  the  past  there  has  been  a  sort  of  dlrldd 
authority  between  the  minister  and  Get 
eral  Officer  Commanding,  and  there  bas  bed 
0  great  deal  of  conflict  I  am  not  going  in- 
to that,  but  tbe  proposition  under  thli 
clause  is,  that  instead  of  having  tbis  Gftt- 
eral  Officer  Commanding,  there  sbaD  be  t 
Mllltla  Council,  of  which  the  hon.  Ml&lslff 
of  Mllltla  himself  Is  to  be  one.  The  old 
saying  that  two  heads  are  better  tban  one. 
holds  perfectly  true,  and  if  tbe  mUiister  con- 
sults a  half  dozen  of  his  subordloates  be- 
fore he  takes  any  important  action,  be  ^ 
mucb  more  likely  to  be  right  than  if  he  doM 
not  consult  any  one.  Tbe  War  Coundl  it 
England  is  substantially  the  same  thiat 
Then,  as  to  the  power  of  tbe  cooodl,  m 
have  to  take  tbe  declarations  which  are 
made  in  parliament  by  tbe  minister  It' 
charge  of  the  Bill,  as  indicating  the  policy 
which  Is  to  be  pursued,  and  be  spoke  ol 
appointing  certain  officers,  in  En^and 
this  questrion  has  not  been  settled  by  » 
Act  of  parliament,  but  by  Royal  warrut 
Still,  I  think  in  this  country,  it  would 
be  better  to  go  Into  greater  detail  In  an 
Act  of  parilament  and  not  leave  so  much  to 
the  Governor  in  Council,  Howerer,  this  U 
following  the  English  practice.  What  is 
the  comjwsitlon  of  the  conncll  ?  *  The  com- 
position, procedure  and  powers  of  tbe  comt- 
cil  shall  be  as  prescribed.'  When  yon  go  to  the 
Interpretation  clause,  yon  find  prescribed 
means,  '  Prescribed  by  this  Act  or  br 
regulations,'  and  regulations  means  'Be- 
gulations  made  by  tbe  Governor  in  Conn- 
cil  under  the  authority  of  tbis  Act'  If  llii* 
Act  does  not  prescribe  anything.  It  is  i" 
be  done  by  regulations.  So  that,  practi- 
cally, as  this  Bill  does  not  deal  vWi 
tbe  powers  of  the  conncll,  tiie  powers 
tbe  conncll  are  such  as  are  fixed  by  tbr 
Governor  Jn  Council  by  regulation.  Tba 
it  rests  wltb  the  Governor  in  Council  ib 
instruct  tbe  minister,  and  to  control  hto. 
nod  to  compel  him  to  submit  to  that  counHI 
whatever  subjects  the  Oorernor  In  CoDocil 
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thinks  necessary,  and  If  the  Governor  in 
Council  prescribes  the  powers  of  the  coun- 
cil, and  gives  the  council  power  to  deal 
with  certain  questions,  the  minister  cannot 
prevent  It ;  and  at  any  rate  the  minister 
will  act  with  hla  colleagues  and  under 
their  direction.  If  I  had  been  asked  to 
draw  the  clause,  I  should  hare  drawn  it 
differently.  But  I  think  It  Is  going  to  he  a 
great  improvement  on  tire  present  system,  as 
it  substitutes  seven  heads  for  one  heed. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLB-iIify  bon.  friend 
from  Halifax  is  rather  lecturing  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— When  be  Is  in 
the  chair  I  tblnk  be  has  a  perfect  right  to 
lecture  tbe  House,  but  I  do  not  tblnk  he 
should  dictate  as  to  whether  this  clause 
should  go  or  not.  We  are  trying  to  help 
the  government.  No  one  is  opposing  it. 
Some  of  us  have  liad  exi>erience.  Perhaps 
my  bon.  friend  has  had  more  than  tbe  vest 
of  us.  My  bon.  friend  talked  about  Eng- 
land. It  is  not  analogous  at  all.  There  Is 
an  Army  Act  enacted  every  year  in  Eng- 
land. That  bas  nothing  to  do  with  tbe 
Militia  Act.  There  is  a  Volunteer  Act  in 
Ecgland,  and  each  branch  is  governed  by 
Its  own  law,  and  equipment,  drill  and  every- 
thing else.  Therefore,  this  Bill  is  not  analo- 
gous at  all.  It  Is  a  BUI  brought  In  by  the 
government,  of  which  I  entirely  approve. 
There  should  be  some  alteration  made  In 
the  fntnre,  but  it  is  not  necessary  to  bother 
with  it  to-day.  It  has  nothing  to  do  wltb 
the  Army  Act.  The  Army  Act  has  to 
be  brought  into  force  by  a  vote.  You 
must  have  a  standing  army  in  Eng- 
land. We  have  no  standing  army  here  ; 
it  is  a  volunteer  force,  if  you  go  to 
the  bottom  of  It,  but  it  Is  called  rather  the 
Canadian  army.  It  is  called  the  Militia  of 
Canada,  under  the  British  North  America 
Act,  and  I  presume  it  bas  been  thought 
prudent  from  that  day  to  this,  not  to  inter- 
fere, and  tbe  chances  are  that  they  would 
not  interfere  with  the  Act  of  Confedera- 
tion. There  is  nothing  analogous  between 
the  two.  As  to  the  General  Officer  Com- 
manding, I  think  tb^e  Is  a  good  deal  to  be 
said  as  to  whether  there  Is  to  be  a  general 
at  all.  As  I  read  It,  there  need  not  be  a 
general  at  all.  The  minister  can  be  the 
general  himself.    I  read  it  that  we  can 


have  the  head  of  every  department  a  gen- , 
eral.  I  do  not  see  any  objection  to  it.  I 
should  like  to  see  forty  generals  walking 
around,  with  lots  of  gold  on  them,  standing 
on  the  right  and  standing  on  the  left  of  tbe 
Crown.  The  .  ladies,  all  like  tbe  uniform. 
If  our  officers  did  not  bare  good  nniforms 
they  could  not  get  along.  Clause  30  reads  as 
follows : 

30.  There  may  be  appointed  an  officer  who 
shall  hold  raak  not  below  that  of  colonel  ia 
the  mtlltla  or  in  His  Majesty's  regular  army, 
wbo  may  be,  subject  to  tbe  regulations  and 
under  the  direction  of  tbe  minister,  charged 
with  tbe  military  command  of  tbe  mllllla,  aad 
such  officer  shall  have  tbe  rank  of  major  gen- 
eral In  the  militia,  and  shall  be  paid  at  such 
rate,  not  exceeding  six  thousand  dollars  per 
annum,  aa  Is  prescribed. 

2.  In  the  event  ot  a  vacancy  In  tbe  office  of 
general  officer  commanding,  or  in  tbe  absence 
of  that  officer  from  Canada,  the  Governor  In 
Council  may  detach  an  officer  of  tbe  headquar- 
ters staff,  who  shall  be  charged  with  tbe  milt- 
tary  command  of  the  mllltla. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Will  the  general 
chief  of  staff  be  always  a  different  officer 
from  the  adjutant  general  ? 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT — Ob,  clearly,  1  think  so, 
yes.  It  Is  a  new  creation,  an  officer  who  is 
not  now  on  the  staff  at  all  In  the  Militia  De- 
partment. I  may  say  the  real  object  of  this 
clause  nnd  the  method  of  carrying  It  out, 
was  for  tbe  'purpose  of  obtaining  greater 
uniformity  In  the  management  of  the  forces. 
The  general  officers  who  have  come  out  to 
Canada  have  all  had  individual  views,  and 
they  came  out  here  thinking  they  wonid 
carry  their  own  Individual  views  Into  effect, 
so  that  the  result  has  been  that' there  bas 
been  a  lack  of  consistency  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  militia  forces,  and  it  was 
tbougtit  by  invoking  tbe  heads  of  the  staff 
and  the  chief  of  staff,  who  would  be  some- 
what subordinate  to  the  minister,  that  great- 
er uniformity  might  be  obtained  In  the 
management  of  the  forces,  that  the  regula- 
tions win  not  change  from  year  to  year 
according  as  the  general  officer  com- 
manding is  changed.  It  has  been  found 
that  every  general  officer  bas  views 
different  from  his  predecessor,  and  he  de- 
sired to  inaugurate  changes  that  were 
not  perhaps  In  tbe  best  interests  of  tbe 
forces,  nnd  this  Is  a  way  of  securing  uni- 
formity. Every  regulation  passed  must  be 
confirmed  by  tbe  Governor  in  Council.  That 
was  the  practice  In  England.     Tbe  Army 
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•  Ctmncll  In  England  was  named,  not  by 
statute,  nor  by  the  regn^atlons.  nor  w«re  tbe 

regulations  made  In  that  way.  It  was 
named  by  letters  patent,  I  have  the  statute 
before  me,  and  this  council  is  tbe  advisory 
of  the  Secretary  of  War.  Any  regulation 
made  bag  do  force  or  effect  unless  it  Is 
based  on  an  Order  in  Council  and  published 
for  the  information  of  tbe  world,  so  that 
hoD.  gentlemen  I  think  are  foreseeing  very 
many  dlflBcultles  and  inconsistencies  that  are 
not  likely  to  arise.  Tbe  minister  will  have 
to  give  an  account  of  bis  administration  to 
parliament,  and  parliament's  approval  will 
be  bad  from  year  to  year  on  tbe  methods 
that  have  been  employed.  The  Orders  in 
Conucll  must  be  published  and  win  have  no 
force  or  effect  until  they  are  published.  It 
is  simply  the  principle  that  two  heads  are 
better  than  one.  This  body  of  experts  as- 
sembled by  the  minister  about  the  board, 
are  perfectly  free  to  express  their  views  as 
they  think  best,  and  suggest  what  they 
think  best,  and  In  that  method  it  Is  hoped 
a  very  great  ImproTememt  will  be  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbe  Idea  of  having 
a  militia  council  will  do  away  with  all  those 
Inconveniences  which  we  have  experienced 
in  the  ^ast  I  approve  of  all  that,  but  I 
want  to  know  If  the  government  Is  at  liberty 
to  choose  a  commanding  officer  from 
abroad  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— They  may.  That  Is 
Just  possible,  but  not  likely. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Or  they  might  bring 
in  an  inspector.  It  Is  more  than  possible. 
It  Is  probable,  because  tbey  have  applied  for 
one  already  If  rumours  are  correct. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  cbleC  of  staff  Is 
the  only  officer  In  contemplation. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-^oIonel  Lake  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — He  would  come  ns 
chief  of  staff. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— He  will  take  the 
place  of  the  officer  commanding  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  presume  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Those  things  are  not 
well  defined.  The  chief  of  staff,  who  Is  com- 
ing here,  will  be  tbe  commanding  officer  of 
the  militia.  We  must  have  a  commanding 
officer,  and  we  do  not  want  to  give  that 
commanding  officer  all  the  power  be  bad  In 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


the  past,  but  we  want  him  to  be  oiK(rf!li 
Toices  in  the  council.   If  yon  go  to  En^ 

aud  ask  bim  to  come  here.  It  Is  becsnntt 
has  some  expert  knowledge,  and  sometliiti 
to  do  with  military  science,  and  we  woull 
want  that  his  views  be  heard  in  the  m 
cil.  We  do  not  want  blm  to  be  the  pndi- 
mlnant  voice,  but  want  blm  to  be  liaid. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — X  am  not  a  mffitiii 
man,  but  I  think  we  have  drifted  in  tons- 
slug  this  clause,  as  to  who  should  comiintt 
the  militia  council.  The  policy  of  tbe  Act 
Is  to  leave  that  entirely  In  the  hands  of  ih 
government,  as  In  England  ;  It  Is  not  setM 
by  Act  of  parliament.  It  Is  done  by  lU 
government,  and  tbla  Is  tbe  principle 
the  Act.  The  hon.  Secretary  of  Su» 
bee  announced,  in  answer  to  a  qaesia 
that  has  been  'put  to  bim,  that  tbe  imes- 
tion  of  tbe  gov«innent  Is  to  hare  iliii 
council  composed  of  so-and-oo.  That  vffi 
be  a  matter  to  be  decided  on  ttm 
time  to  time  by  the  gOTemment,  ud 
therefore,  the  only  way  to  deal  with  dan* 
7  is  either  to  pass  It  as  it  is,  or  if  the 
gentleman  Is  ready  to  suggest,  Instetd  of 
leaving  tbe  compositlou  of  tbe  conncii  to  tlK 
government,  bow  this  council  shOQld  be 
composed,  and  to  have  it  in  black  and  tIiIk 
In  the  Act ;  bnt  unless  the  boa.  gentlesui 
Is  disposed  to  adopt  that  course  we  are  dis- 
cussing absolutely  for  nothing. 

Hon.  Ur.  LANDBT—I  understand  that 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  Is  under  the  iiDpres«)«D 
he  is  discussing  for  nothing,  because  he  does 
not  understand  the  question.  When  the  hM. 
gentleman  said  he  was  going  to  anoint  the 
chief  of  staff  one  of  tbe  councillors,  1  wanted 
to  know,  and  have  a  right  to  ask,  if  tiisi 
commanding  officer  would  be  the  Inspects* 
or  who  he  would  be.  Perhaps  I  did  not 
It  in  very  clear  terms,  but  at' tbe  coacltuM 
I  got  the  answer,  and  I  know  why  the  id 
gentleman  does  not  understand  it  yet 

Hon,  SiP  MAGKBXZIB  BOWBLL-l*' 
only  dlfferwice  In  this  law  and  tie  iwcti« 
now  Is  that  you  appoint  a  council  that  naT 
j-dvise,  but  It  Is  well  known  that  the  h» 
Minister  of  Mllltla  never  acts  upon  matta* 
of  this  kind  unless  he  has  some  reason 
he  would  not  seek  tbe  advice  of  those  witii 
whom  be  was  surrounded.  At  present,  f- 
there  Is  any  matter  concembig  the  mOi^ 
he  consults  his  deputy— I  am  speaking  o"^ 
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past— wlio  has  knowledge  of  certain  matters 
pertfllDlng  to  the  office.  He  may  be  a  mni> 
tary  man,  and  may  not.  If  the  question  U 
one  affecting  the  forces,  be  calls  in  the  aid 
of  the  adjutant  general.  I  do  not  think  wo 
have  ever  had  a  man  holding  the  potftton, 
In  m7  long  Experience  In  the  matter,  that  I 
vouild  have  more  confidence  in,  and  who 
would  perform  hie  duties  more  assiduously 
and  conscientiously,  than  Lord  Aylmer. 
What  little  I  bad  to  do  with  blm  led  me 
to  that  conclusion.  I  recollect  distinctly  the 
great  opposition  there  was  to  his  promotion. 
I  think  the  government  did  well  in  promot- 
ing him.  But  In  going  back  to  the  point 
again,  the  Minister  of  'Mintla  has  the  same 
means  now  at  his  dU^Kwal  to  acquire  In- 
formation as  he  wUI  have  under  this  new 
council,  provided  It  is  composed  of  the  gen- 
tlemen mentioned  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
That  advice  can  be  no  more  than  the  gen- 
tlemen by  whom  he  Is  now  surroundei 
would  give  him.  The  government  appoint 
the  Inspector  General,  and  they  ask  his  ad- 
vice on  Just  such  questions  as  they  think  pro- 
per. It  Is  not  at  all  likely  be  would  be  consult- 
ed on  questions  of  policy.  That  rests  with  the 
government  altogether  ;  and  so  far  as  that 
goes,  the  success  of  this  couucil  will  de- 
pend In  a  great  measure  upon  the  appoint- 
ments which  are  made,  and  the  power  which 
Is  vested  In  the  council.  We  are  asked  why 
have  we  not  taken  some  objection  to  the 
general  powers  given,  'and  why  are  we  not 
prepared  to  hrlng  down  some  amendment  to 
carry  out  the  views  which  we  hold  ?  We 
have  only  had  this  Bill  in  our  hands  a  few 
days,  and  never  knew  from  one  hour  to  an- 
other what  changes  might  be  made  in  it  In 
the  other  House,  and  it  Is  utterly  impossible 
to  carry  out  the  suggestions  made  by  my 
hon.  friend.  This  council  Is  supposed  to  take 
the  place  of  the  major  general  who  has 
commanded  in  the  past,  and  they  will  sug- 
gest what  wlH  be  done ;  but  the  law  also 
gives  the  power  to  appoint  a  major  general 
at  six  thousand  dollars  a  year,  the  same 
salary  as  the  present  one,  and  it  also  give'^ 
the  power  to  appoint  an  inspector  general, 
whose  duties  are  laid  down  very  clearly  by 
that  report  which  I  have  read.  If  they  do 
cot  carry  it  out,  so  much  the  better,  but 
whether  the  major  general  be  a  Canadian  or 
an  imperial  officer  

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY-Or  a  *  foreigner.' 
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Hon.  Sh-  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Whe- 
ther  he  be  a  '  foreigner '  or  a  Canadian,  you 
cannot  tell  until  be  Is  appointed.  The  in- 
spector general  is  in  the  same  position. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  8, 

WORKS  FOR  DEPBNOB. 

8.  The  minister  stiall  have  the  control  and 
maaagenwnt  (Including  charge  of  the  malateo- 
aoce  and  repair)  ol  all  mllltarr  buildings,  and 
also  of  the  co«atructloii,  maintenance  and  re- 
pair of  all  forts  and  fortlQcatiODS  and  other 
works  tor  defence  In  Canada, 

Hon.  Sh:  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-That 
is  a  departure  from  the  old  law  to  that  ex- 
tent.  All  the  works  were  in  the  hands  and 
under  the  control  of  the  Minister  of  Public 
Works. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILI;E— No. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  la 
dividing  the  Public  Works  Department 
among  a  number  of  ministers.  I  am  inclined 
to  tlilnk  this  Is  an  improvement,  for  the 
reason  that  the  Minister  of  Mllltla  and  his 
officers  would  be  better  able  to  Judge  of 
what  is  necessary  in  military  construction, 
whether  It  be  fortifications  or  drill  sbeds, 
than  the  Minister  of  Public  Works.  The 
power  did  exist  a  number  of  years  ago,  be- 
cause I  remember  very  we^l  when  the  Min- 
ister of  Militia.  Sir  Adolphe  Caron,  had  an 
architect  of  his  own  in  his  department,  and 
that  office  was  afterwards  abolished.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— If  my  hon.  friend 
will  look  at  section  6  'works  of  defence,' 
he  will  see  that  It  is  exactly  the  same  as 

clause  8. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  maintenance 
and  repair— not  construction. 

Hou.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
Is  a  vast  difference. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  9, 

9.  Every  work  In  anj  part  of  Canada,  certl- 
Bed  by  the  commander  of  His  Maiesty's  regu- 
lar forces  in  Canada  to  be  reauired  for  the 
defence  of  Canada,  shall  be  held  to  be  a  public 
work  within  '  The  Bxproprlatioa  Act,'  and. 
for  the  purposes  of  such  work,  the  expression 
'  minister '  In  the  said  Act  shall  Include  His 
Majesity's  Principal  Secretary  ot  State  for 
War. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Certified  by  the  com- 
mander  
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  officer  at  Hall- 
fax— Uajor  General  Parsons. 

The  clanse  was  adopted. 

On  clause  11, 

11.  All  the  male  iabablUDts  of  Oaiuda,  ol  tbe 
age  of  elshteen  years  and  upwarda,  and  under 
sixty,  not  exempt  or  disquaHfled  by  law,  and 
being  Brlttsb  subjects  shall  be  liable  to  ser- 
vice la  the  mllltla  ;  the  Oovernor  /General  may 
require  all  the  male  inhabitants  of  Canada, 
capable  ot  bearing  arms,  to  serre  In  the  eaae 
of  a  '  Levee  en  Masse.' 

2.  MotblBg  In  this  section  shall  prevent  any 
male  Inhabitant  of  Canada,  under  the  age  of 
eighteen  years,  enllatlng  as  a  bugler,  trum- 
peter, or  drummer. 

HOii  Mr.  DeBOUCHEBVILLE-If  the 
father  objects  to  tbe  child  acting  in  the 
capacity  of  bugler,  trumpeter,  or  dnimmer, 
have  tber  a  right  to  take  him  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  think  not.  The 
authority  is  recognized  that  the  parents  have 
control  of  the  children. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— During  the  last  camp, 
I  noticed  a  boy  under  the  age,  and  Ills 
mother  came  after  blm,  and  they  gave  bim 
np. 

The  clause  was  adt^ted. 
On  cjanse  12, 

12.  The  following  persons  only  shall  be  ex- 
empt from  liability  to  service  in  the  militia : 

Members  of  the  King's  Privy  Council  for  Can- 
ada ; 

Judges  of  all  courts  of  jusHoe  ; 
Members  of  tbe  executive  councils  of  pro- 
vinces ; 

Deputy  ministers  of  the  federal  and  provincial 
governments  ; 

Clergy  and  ministers,  of  all  religious  denomi- 
nations ; 

Telegraph  clerics  in  actual  employment ; 

Officers  and  clerks  regularly  employed  In  the 
collection  of  the  revenue  ; 

Wardens  and  offlcers  of  all  public  prisons  and 
lunatic  asylums  ; 

Members  of  tbe  naval  militia  ; 

Members  of  the  police  force  and  Sre  brigade 
permanently  employed  in  Incorporated  cities, 
towns  and  villages  ; 

Professors  in  colleges  and  universities  and 
teachers  in  religious  orders  ; 

Persons  disabled  by  bodily  or  mental  in- 
firmity ; 

The  only  son  of  a  widow,  being  her  only  sup- 
port ; 

Pilots  and  apprentice  pilots  during  the  sea- 
son of  navigation  ; 

Persons  who.  from  the  doctrines  of  their  re- 
ligion, are  averse  to  bearing  arms  or  render- 
ing personal  military  service — ^under  such  con- 
ditions as  are  prescribed. 

2.  Halt-pay  and  retired  officers  of  the  regular 
force  shall  not  be  required  to  serve  in  the  forces 
In  a  lower  grade  than  that  of  their  rank  in  such 
forces. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


3.  No  person  shall  be  entitled  to  ezeajtix 
unless  he  has,  at  least  one  month  belon  it 
claims  such  exQpiptlon,  filed  with  the  cotnfflul- 
log  officer  within  tbe  limits  whereof  he  nuta 
bis  affidavit,  made  t>efore  some  Justin  ot 
peace,  of  the  facta  on  which  he  rest*  his  t\tx 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  asked  how  wm 
members  are  tliere  actually  of  tbe  bit^ 
militia  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  baa  not  been  tamA 
yet 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Tbey  will  be  ttii!r 
exempted. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tlif 
exemptioas  are  extended  from  tbe  old  bt. 
to  privy  councillors,  all  senators,  nwit 
bers  of  tbe  executive  council  of  tbe  pro- 
Tince,  members  of  tbe  provincial  lesiiU' 
tares,  and  deputy  ministers.  That  ^ 
carrying  the  exemption  to  a  pretty  vide 
extent 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Members  of  parllt- 
meut  and  senators  are  not  exempt 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  19, 

19.  The  Governor  in  Council  may  diafwrn 
with  the  services  of  any  officer  or  man  of  tbe 
mllltla  at  any  time  ;  and  any  officer  or  mu 
may  be  permitted  in  time  of  peace  to  recin 
from  wiy  corps  on  giving  to  his  commSBtiai 
officer  six  months*  notice  of  his  Intentloo  so  to 
do. 

2.  This  section  shall  not  apply  to  the  pe^ 
manent  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  this  clause,  a  mac 
may  be  permitted  in  time  of  peace,  to  i«tire 
from  any  corps.  That  Is  analogouB  to  sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Act  with  some  words  added. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  Governor  in  Cons- 
cll  may  dispense  with  his  services. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY~I  understand  tbii 
may  apply  to  any  officer,  but  it  incladea  ii? 
man. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  may  be  sob* 
reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Here  is  politics  cob- 
ing  in  again. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— TH* 
clause  was  inserted  for  some  purpose, 
cover,  I  suppose  some  practice  In  the  pa?^ 
'  The  Governor  in  Council  may  dispense  witt 
the  services  of  any  officer  or  man  at  a^r 
time.'   It  does  not  say  that  It  should  Ik 
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cause.  The  minister  ma^  Buggeat  to  his 
colleagues  the  dismissal  of  any  man  without 
sufficient  cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  regulations 
provide  that  an  officer  la  liable  to  remoTal 
from  the  militia. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI.— But  it 
says  '  From  reasons  which  are  given.'  My  ob- 
jection to  this  clause  is,  that  It  dispenses  with 
the  services  of  a  militia  officer  with  or  with- 
out reason.  In  the  rt^Iatlons,  the  reasons 
given  are,  absence  without  leave  from  man- 
ual training,  medical  unfitness,  misconduct 
or  incapacity,  residing  outside  of  limits,  fall- 
ing to  qualify,  having  reached  the  age  limit, 
disbandment  of  corps,  and  sentence  of  court 
martial.  My  hon.  friend  has  had  more  ex- 
perience than  I  have  had,  because  he  has 
had  command  of  tro<9S,  and  he  will  recog- 
nize at  once,  that  these  are  all  good  reasons 
for  dlHieftising  with  the  services  of  an  officer 
of  militia. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Are  these  the  only 

reasons  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— These 
are  the  only  reasons  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— If  he  was  a  thief  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He 
would  be  mentally  and  morally  nnflt  for  the 
position.  I  think  that  would  be  covered  by 
Xo.  5,  '  Misconduct  or  Incapacity.'  There 
would  be  good  reason  for  dismissing  a  thief. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— la  It  not  a  fact,  that 
tile  Governor  In  Council  would  not  be  Sup- 
posed to  sign  the  dismissal,  unless  for  good 
reasons  ? 

Hou.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman's  supposition  Is  the  correct 
one.  Every  reasonable  man's  supposition 
would  be  that  they  would  not  do  it,  but  you 
give  them  the  power  here  to  do  It,  If  they 
think  proper,  and  If  the  head  of  the  depart- 
nient  In  the  future  should  be  composed  of 
gentlemen  of  the  same  character  as  the  min- 
ister who  recently  lnten?osed  and  Interfered 
with  the  appointment  of  men,  he  would  be 
equally  likely  to  go  further  and  dismiss  a 
man  because  be  was  not  politically  bis 
friend.  Why  should  you  leave  it  open  to 
such  an  abuse  ?  Why  should  we  not  add 
this  clause  in  the  Army  Regulations  ?  If  1 
thought  It  would  carry  In  the  House,  I  would 
Kindly  move  that  this  clause  be  amended. 
73i 


Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — Is  It  taken  from  an 
Act  of  parliament  ?  I  think  It  is  taken  from 
the  regulations. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It  Is 
taken  froip  that  which  Is  made  equal  to  an 
Act  of  parliament,  by  an  autbori^  given  by 
the  Militia  Law  to  the  Governor  In  CoudcH. 
This  book  was  printed  in  1888.  They  would 
not  declare  that  to  be  an  order,  unless  the 
Governor  in  Council  had  the  power  to  pass 
it,  and  consequently  It  is  equal  to  a  law. 
That  is  a  point  we'  had  better  take  a  note 
of.  and  test  the  sense  of  the  Ho^se  on  at  the 
third  reading,  unless  my  hon.  friend  is  will- 
ing to  acc^t  it 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — We  must  presume  the 

Governor  In  Council — 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  It  Is 
quite  fair  to  be  always  assuming  that  the 
Governor  in  Council  are  going  to  act  impro- 
perly. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
very  much  amused  at  my  hon.  friend's  con- 
fidence In  the  present  Governor  in  Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  sufficient  con- 
fidence in  any  government  for  that. 

Hou.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Tbe 

hon.  gentleman  had  not  the  same  confidence 
in  the  Governor  in  Council  in  former  years. 
I  do  not  think  that  ought  to  be  left  open. 
Have  we  not  had  an  instance  where  a  man 
was  called  to  account  and  removed  from 
the  service,  because  the  chief  officer,  Mr. 
Foster,  who  was  in  the  dc^tartment,  had 
the  cheek  and  impudence  to  write,  I  sup* 
pose  at  the  instance  of  the  Minister  of'  Mil- 
itia,—for  what  reason  ?  Mr.  Foster  gives 
the  reason.  He  writes  that  he  is  authorized, 
by  the  hon.  minister  on  the  ground  that  be 
is  charged  with  having  of  late  taken  some 
active  part  In  ptriltlcs  on  behalf  of  the  oppo- 
sition.' He'  was  an  Imperial  officer,  brought 
from  England,  and  was  in  the  department  at 
the  time.  There  is  an  instance  In  which  the 
authority  was  used  improperly,  and  It  was 
substantiated  beyond  a  doubt,  I  have  all 
the  authority  here  to  show  that  Lieut. -Col. 
White,  of  the  west,  has  not  taken  any  part 
in  politics,  further  than  to  attend  a  public 
meeting.  And  supposing  he  had  taken  part, 
I  should  like  to  know,  unless  he  was  in 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1156 


SENATE 


uniform  at  the  time,  if  there  is  any  reason 
why  be  should  be  called  to  account  for  It  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER^DId  Gol.  White  oc- 
cupy any  permanent  position,  or  was  he 
simply  an  ordinary  officer  in  the  active 

militia  V 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— He 

was  colons  of  a  Tolanteer  regiment  Mr.  Fos- 
ter was  a  staff  otHcer  at  beaflquarters,  and 
he  says  be  was  Instructed  to  demand  an 
explanation  from  this  man,  and  be  was 
afterwards  refused  the  right  to  go  to  his 
scbool  of  instruction,  because  he  had  at- 
tended a  public  meeting.  If  that  is  to  be 
the  policy  that  is  to  be  carried  on^  there 
can  be  no  liberty  in  this  country. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  were  good 
grounds  for  the  coarse  pursued  by  the  de- 
partment. 

Hon*.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
should  like  very  much  If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man would  lay  the  case  before  this  House. 
I  have  gone  through  this  mUI  myself,  as  the 
hon.  gentleman  knows.  The  only  difference 
between  tbls  goTemment  and  the  old  govern- 
ment was  this :  When  X  was  called  to  ac- 
count for  daring  to  express  my  opinion  on 
militia  matters,  while  I  was  connected  witb 
the  force,  Sir  John  Macdonald  refused  to 
have  aoy  action  taken  against  me,  holding 
that  vas  a  private  titizeu  conducting  a 
public  journal,  I  bad  a  perfect  right,  when 
not  on  duty,  to  express  my  opinion.  Th» 
present  goverumenti  however,  deny  tpc 
right  to  an  individual  of  expressing  hi» 
political  view^s.  That  Is  the  complaint  1 
make.  The  moment  a  man  takes  off  his 
uniform,  and  retires  to  the  position  of  a 
private  citizen,  he  is  no  longer  amenable 
to  the  King's  regulations  or  the  authority 
of  the  Militia  Department.  If  be  were, 
the  sooner  we  would,  by  Act  of  parliament, 
make  him  a  free  man,  the  better  it  would 
be  for  this  country,  Thte  is  giving  power  to 
the  Minister  of  MHltla— because  that  Ik 
really  what  it  means— 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  Governor  in 
Council. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
really  means  that  the  Minister  of  Mllltla 
when  be  makes  such  a  recommendation  to 
the  Governor  in  Council,  If  the  Gov- 
ernor In  Council  accepts  that  recommenda' 
Hon.  Sir  HACKBNZIK  BOWELL. 


tlon.  the  man  goes  without  cause  I>tiiig  a 
signed  ;  and  If  you  call  the  minister  b 
account  for  it,  be  says  :  '  I  have  aulboiir; 
under  the  Militia  Act*  I  think  the  poro 
1b  an  exceedingly  dangerous  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Does  the  boo.  g«ltI^ 
man  intend  to  amend  that  clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY-No  IntenUon  at  aG i 

Hon.  Mr  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  cannot  Impove 
It  ?  Well,  I  shall  give  notice  of  an  amend- 
ment at  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-lt  Is 
a  good  plan  adopted  by  the  government  to 
cboke  off  discussion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  carping  at  Dotbin;. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Tb- 
Speaker  was  rising  to  speak  when  the  hoj 
gentleman  shook  his  bead,  and  IntiiDatel 
be  should  not  speak.  As  a  supporter  of  tiK 
government,  the  Speaker  sat,  down 
obeyed— he  understood  the  nod  and  acted  up- 
on It 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— A  nod  Is  as  good 
wink. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Wf 
are  not  to  discuss  these  questions.  It  the 
lion,  gentleman  adopts  that  policy,  be  vili 
find  that  there  are  some  who  will  dlsene 
them.  If  the  Speaker  thinks  I  am  wrm 
In  my  deductions,  I  ^ould  like  to  bear 
explain  why. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  tUnk  miK^ 
time  has  been  saved  by  my  not  getting  w 

I  simply  proposed  to  say  that  I  af*' 
very  largely  with  the  views  which  the  hoii- 
gentlemau  expressed  witb  respect  totiifin^ 
dependence  of  members  of  the  militia,  wlw 
they  are  not  In  uniform  or  on  duty,  but  there 
is  nothing  in  this  clause  which  deals 
that.  I  was  going  to  say  further,  that  if 
we  were  engaged  In  drafting  this  Bill  it 
would  be  well  to  have  some  words  iwHtei 
and  put  conditions  on  the  action  of  tbeGw 
ernor  in  Council  ;  but  I  do  not  thlnt  t!»I 
the  danger  of  interference  by  the  Governc 
in  Council  is  so  very  great  because  the  p» 
pie  are  very  sensitive  witb  respect  to  f«'-" 
tical  interference  witb  the  militia,  and  > 
very  small  Interference  of  that  kind  m*^ 
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a  tremendous  uproar  in  this  country.  Tbe 
nrerage  goTernment  and  minister  will  be 
very  slow  to  Interfere  improperly  with  the 
militia.  I  do  not  tuink  that  the  country  is 
running  any  great  risk  In  letting  this  so 
as  it  l3,  for  the  present  at  any  rate. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
doubt  if  the  lion,  gentleman  has  watched 
elosely  what  has  taken  place  in  the  past. 
Take  the  case  of  a  gentleman  In  my  own 
city.  Col.  ronton.  He  had,  in  the  eyes  of 
the  minister,  the  audacity  to  express  an 
opinion  as  to  what  had  been  done  in  the  dis- 
banding of  the  corps  that  was  in  Halifax 
during  the  Boer  war,  and  because  he 
expressed  an  opinion  to  the  effect  that 
the  Tolnnteers  at  that  time  had  not  been 
treated  fairly,  he  was  called  to  account  for 
it.  He  bad  been  colonel  of  the  Argyle 
I.iSlit  Infantry  for  about  six  or  seven  years, 
but  was  on  the  retired  list  when  he  ex- 
pressed his  opinion,  and  I  have  the  letter 
of  the  adjutant  general  directed  to  Col. 
Ponton,  demanding  an  explanation  of  what 
he  had  said  at  that  meetmg,  assuming  the 
right  to  dictate  to  an  Independent  gentle- 
man as  to  whether  he  should  say  the  course 
of  the  department  in  the  disbanding  of  the 
corps  wns  one  that  he  thought  .should  not 
have  been  taken.  What  did  Col.  ronton 
say  y  He  simply  told  the  Adjutant  General, 
Colonel  Montlzambert,  at  Kingston,  In  plain 
language,  that  It  was  none  of  his  business, 
that  be  intended  to  say  what  he  thought 
proper,  that  he  was  not  amenable  to  the 
King's  regulations,  or  the  Minister  of  Min- 
tia  or  the  deputy  adjutant  general.  That 
was  followed  up  until  Lord  Dundonald 
came  here  and  took  the  matter  in  hanil 
ami  ^ut  his  foot  down  on  It,  and  said  : 
'The  man  has  a  right  to  do  as  he  pleases, 
so  long  as  he  Is  not  disrespectful,  or  does 
not  violate  any  rule  governing  the  force.' 
Thei'e  are  other  cases  to  which  I  could  call 
the  hon.  gentleman's  attention,  and  for  that 
reason,  I  fear  to  put  that  power  in  the 
hands  of  the  Governor  in  Council.  A  man 
who  has  no  brains  or  soul  or  heart,  Is  unfit 
for  the  position  he  holds,  and  it  is  exceed- 
ingly dangerous  to  put  such  powers  in  his 
hands. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Those  reflections  aro 
MUite  uncalled  for,  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
knew  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  go  Into  It. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
facts  of  what  case  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Of  Col.  Ponton's. 
The.  hon.  gentleman  is  taking  his  views 
from  Lord  Dundonald. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE   BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Later  I  shall  give  the 
facts. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Lord 
Dundonald  gave  the  facts  in  a  speech  at 
Toronto.  I  have  the  letter  of  Col.  Mouti- 
zambert  In  my  hands,  In  which  he  says  .he 
Is  authorized  to  make  a  demand  for  this  ex- 
planation. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Who  asked 
Col.  Montlzambert  to  demand  an  explana- 
tion V 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  HOWEI-L— He 
writes,  '  I  have  been  instructed  to  call  njion 
you  for  your  reasons  for  making  them,  and 
to  state  whether  the  remarks  attributed  to 
you  were  made  by.  you.*  Who  was  his  su- 
perior ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Lord  Duudou- 
ald. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^No, 
Lord  Dundonald  was  not  here.  He  came 
afterwards,  and  these  papers  were  laid  be- 
fore him. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)- What  is  the 
date  of  that  letter  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
1!)th  November,  1902.  The  further  investi- 
gation of  this  matter,  so  far  as  Ool.  Ponton 
was  concerned,  was  not  gone  on  with  be- 
cause when  the  matter  was  referred  to  Lord 
l!>undonald  he  stopped  further  investigation 
for  the  reason  I  have  given. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— What  time  In 
the  spring  of  1902  did  Lord  Dundonald 
come  to  Canada  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MAClCENZIE  BOWELI.,— I  am 
not  certain  about  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCvvxT— I  will  ask  the  Minis- 
ter of  Militia  for  the  facts. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— My 

point  is  this  :  so  far  as  Lord  Dundonald  Is 
concerned,  this  action  was  taken,  so  far 
as  this  correspondence  shows,  without  his 
knowledge.  The  hon.  gentleman  asks  when 
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did  Lord  Dundooald  come  here  ?  Lord  Dun- 
donald  may  have  been  bere  at  tbe  ttane.  Hy 
point  is  this  :  when  the  letter  was  referred 
to  Lord  Dnndonald  for  bis  report  on  the  ac- 
tion of  Colonel  Ponton,  he  atoj^ed  all  far 
ther  investigation  and  Colonel  Ponton  never 
heard  anything  more  abont  it  The  action 
must  have  been  taken  without  the  knowl- 
edge of  Lord  Dundonald,  even  if  be  were 
here  at  the  time,  and  it  may  have  been  at 
the  instance  of  the  Adjutant  General.  Colonel 
Montlzambert  says  he  was  Instmcted.  It 
could  not  have  been  by  Lord  Dnndonald,  be- 
cause when  it  was  brought  before  Lord  Dun- 
donald, he  stopped  the  matter  at  once,  ac- 
knowledging the  right  of  a  citizen  to  express 
an  opinion  if  he  chose  so  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto>-^e  bon.  gen- 
tleman asked  the  question,  who  wa&  the 
superior  officer  of  the  colonel  who  wrote 
the  letter,  and  when  he  was  answered  that 
it  was  Lord  Dundonald,  he  said  Lord  Dnn- 
donald was  not  in  the  country. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  was 
under  that  impression.  The  point  really  Is 
this :  he  said  he  had  been  Instructed  to  do 
it,  and  it  mast  have  been  by  somebody  above 
him. 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLBMAN— By  Lord  Dun- 
donald. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 
Lord  Dundonald  has  denied  that  dlatinctiy, 
and  said  he  put  a  stop  to  the  Investigation. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  would  suggest  this 
to  the  leader  of  the  opposition  :  he  la  reading 
from  the  regulations,  but  I  think  on  Inquiry 
it  will  be  found  that  the  government  in  Eng- 
land can  dismiss  an  officer  from  the  army 
without  cause.  Otherwise  what  vould  be 
the  consequence  ?  Suppose  we  have  causes 
enumerated,  then  It  would  raise  a  question 
as  to  whether  an  officer  could  be  dismissed 
for  any  cause  not  specified  In  the  regula- 
tions. Suppose  It  was  for  misconduct,  the 
officer  might  refuse  to  accept  his  dismissal, 
and  say,  '  What  yon  call  misconduct  on  my 
part  Is  not  misconduct/  and  the  government 
might  he  obliged  to  go  to  court  and  wait  for 
a  jiKlgmetit  as  to  whether  it  was  misconduct 
or  not  I  do  not  think  under  any  system  of 
government  anything  of  the  kind  can  be 
allowed  that  might  be  open  to  denying  the 
right  of  the  government  to  dismiss  an  officer 
of  the  army.  These  regulations  are  merely 

Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


for  the  guidance  of  the  officers,  but  ttwteli 
always  the  absolute  right  to  dismbi  n 

officer  of  the  army. 

At  six  o'clock  the  committee  rose  let 
recess. 

After  BeceH. 

The  House  resumed  in  Committee  of  tbt 
Whole  consideration  of  Bill  (5)  Ad  Act  k- 
Epecting  the  Militia  and  Defence  of  Ciudi. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY  moved,  in  ameutanenl. 
to  add  after  the  words  '  at  any  time/  Hk 

following  :— 

For  any  ot  the  following  reasoos  :  first,  tb- 
spnce  without  leave  from  manual  tntalai; 
Bccood,  medical  uafltneas  ;  third,  mlscondact  ot 
Incapacity;  fourth,  residing  outside  ot  liolts; 
flfth,  faillDK  to  qualify  ;  sixth,  haring  reacM 
the  age  limit  ;  seventh,  dlsbaoameot  of  corpi: 
eight,  fraudulently  retaining  pay  ot  the  eotpi ; 
ninth,  by  sentence  of  court  martial. 

I  suppose  three  and  eight  may  be  tbesame 
—misconduct 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hOD.  fiM 
means  breach  of  military  ^scipllne.  It 
covers  that 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— In  the  Regnlationi 
and  Orders  of  the  Militia  of  Canadi  tlie 
eighth  reason  for  which  a  man  conld  be  dis- 
missed is  referred  to  by  this  paragrapli. 
'  c  '  '49,  chapter  41,  section  95.  SectioD  36 
the  marginal  note  has  '  fraudulently  retain- 
ing pay  of  the  corps  or  signing  false  pantile 
states.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  te  a  crioiliiil 

act 

The  CHAIRMAN— Look  at  clause  103  o( 
the  Bill  and  you  will  find  it  Is  provided  t« 

already. 

103.  Any  officer  or  mac  who  obtains  bjr  inci» 
of  any  false  pretense,  or  who  ualawtnlly  Ktiii 
or  keeps  In  his  possession,  any  of  the  PV  ^ 
moneys  belonging  to  any  officer  or  iMB,  <■ 
guilty  ot  an  indictable  offeace. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  we  may  strto 

out  eight  and  put  nine  in  its  place. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  may  be  Dunj 
other  reasons  for  which  the  services  of  a" 
officer  might  be  dispensed  with  and.  then- 
tore,  I  am  not  prepared  to  accept  the  1«* 
sentleman's  nmeiMiment.  I  am  not  suffi- 
ciently familiar  with  the  rules  of  the  sa- 
vice  to  say  that  the  hon.  gentleman's  ameod^ 
ment  would  cover  everything,  but  1  tbtot 
the  Governor  in  Council  may  be  trusted  ^ 
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do  what  Is  right  and  proper  without  limit- 
ing them  to  the  causes  set  forth  hj  the  lion, 
sentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  Is  very  good  to  rely 
upon  the  spirit  of  Justice  of  the  Governor 
in  Council  In  tbfory,  hut  In  practice  It  Is 
not  always  reliable.  The  motion  that  1 
mnde  some  time  ago  for  returns  were  to 
illustrate  that  phase  of  the  question.  A 
man  having  served  thirty-nine  years  as  a 
public  servant  has  been  turned  out  of  office 
lately  by  Order  in  Council.  He  denied  that 
he  was  guilty  of  any  wrong-doing,  and  ask- 
ed for  an  Inquiry,  which  was  refused.  He 
■was  not  allowed  to  defelM  himself.  No  rea- 
son was  assigned.  The  government  refused 
bis  appeial.  giving  no  reason.  I  should  not 
like  a  repetition  of  that  way  of  conducting 
business  In  this  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  know  my  hon. 
friend  has  only  the  good  of  the  militia  at 
beart.  Would  it  not  be  subversive  of  mili- 
tary discipline  if  you  were  to  put  something 
in  the  Bill  that  would  tie  the  hands  of  the 
department  ?  No  olflcer  has  a  right  to  ap- 
ply for  a  court  martial.  ^ 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  lu  the  King's 

Regulations. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— We  are  l>ound  by 
the  King's  Regulations. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Only  when  we  are 
on  active  service  ;  but  this  clause  empowers 
the  Governor  in  Council  to  act  at  any  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Does  the  hou.  gen- 
tleman not  think  that  be  would  reach  what 
he  wants  to  reach  by  doing  what  every 
member  has  a  right  to  do — call  for  papers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  would  reach  It  if 
I  were  asking  for  a  return  concerning  any 
case.  I  could  bring  it  before  the  House,  but 
that  would  not  be  preventing  an  Injustice. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Would  not  the 
government  hesitate  before  doing  such  an 

injustice  to  any  officer  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Not  always. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  would  pin  my 
faith  to  the  government  of  the  day  no  mat- 
ter what  party  was  In  power.  I  know  when 
the  Conservative  government  was  in  power, 
InQuence  was  used  against  me,  but  the  gov- 
ernment did  not  Interfese. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— U  there  is  good  reason 
to  drum  a  man  ont  of  the  service,  we  are 

willing  to  give  the  government  power  to 
dismiss  him  ;  but  to  empower  the  govern- 
ment to  turn  out  an  officer  without  any  rea- 
son Is  what  I  object  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— As  colonel  of  a 
regiment,  more  than  that,  as  commander 
of  a  brigade,  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  friend, 
does  he  really  think  that  any  government  of 
the  day  would  turn  a  man  out  without  rea- 
son 1  I  would  ask  my  hon.  friend  to  let 
that  go.  I  have  the  good  of  the  service  at 
heart,  as  he  has,  and  I  think  if  he  would 
drop  his  amendment  it  would  be  better. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  It  were  a  ques- 
tion of  sentiment,  I  would  accede  to  my  hon. 
friend's  request,  but  why  does  not  the  gov- 
ernment, in  the  interest  of  Justice,  accept 
the  amendment  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon,  gentle- 
man will  oblige  me  very  much  If  he  will  let 
the  clause  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— In  consider- 
ing this  clause,  the  case  of  Col.  Ponton  was 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Belleville  as  an  Illustration  of  what  might 

be  done  by  the  exercise  of  this  power,  and 
it  is  claimed  that  the  opposition  to 
this  clause  is  rather  justified  by  that  parti- 
tlcular  case.  In  the  few  minutee  which 
have  Intervened  since  that  incident  was 
discussed,  I  have  tried  to  repossess 
myself  of  the  facts  in  that  case,  and  it  is 
just  as  well  that  they  should  be  shortly 
stated.  Col.  Ponton,  in  referring  to  Capt. 
Conger,  wbo  did  sarrlson  duty  at  Halifax, 
said  that  the  manner  In  which  the  garri- 
son was  disbanded  reflected  on  the  authori- 
ties. He  said  they  were  bundled  out  with 
four  weeks*  pay  and  without  uniform.  That 
nppeored  In  the  Belleville  '  Intelligencer,' 
wUlt-h  the  hon,  gentleman  opposite  knows 
sonietblng  about,  and.  of  course,  attracted 
the  notice  of  the  department,  and  upon  that 
it  was  bi-ought  to  the  notice  of  the  (leneral 
Officer  Commanding  for  necessary  inquiry, 
and  instructions  were  given  by  his  order- 
lies to  the  District  Officer  Commanding  at 
Kingston. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Who  gave  the  order  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I^rd  Dun- 
donald. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELli^Docii 
tlie  hoD.  gentleman  mean  to  say  tbnt  it  was 

by  Lord  Dundonald's  Insttuctions  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KKRR  (Toronto)— By  his  In- 
structions the  letter  was  written.  On  that, 
the  inquiry  was  made  by  Col.  Montlzam- 
bert  and  the  letter  was  written  to  Col. 
Ponton. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Can  the  bon.  gen- 
tleman prove  that  assertion  ? 

Hon.  Jlr.  KERR  (Toronto)— What  kind 
of  proof  does  the  hon.  gentleman  want  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-I  want  the  letter  of 

the  general  giving  the  instructions. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— If  It  was  a 
matter  of  sufficient  imiK>rtance,  I  tuink  we 
could  get  it.  It  was  done  in  November, 
ltK)2.  Ou  that  the  inquiry  was  made  by 
the  District  Officer  Commanding  at 
Kingston.  An  answer  was  received  and 
returned  within  a  few  days  to  the  Gen- 
eral Officer  Commanding  at  Ottawa.  That 
was  early  in  December,  1902.  It  was. 
Of  course,  the  duty  of  the  General  Officer 
Conimandlng,  under  the  circumstances,  to 
have  reported  to  tbe  minister  of  the  depart- 
ment, but  he  never  did  so.  On  the  contrary, 
the  papers  were  pigeon-holed,  and  retained 
until  the  mouth  of  May,  1903. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— What 
papers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— The  Informa- 
tion in  reply  to  the  inqalry  which  was  made 
in  Col.  I'onton's  case.  In  1903  Lord  Dun- 
donald  took  those  papers  from  the  iile  and 
retained  tlieni  in  his  possession  until  after 
his  speech  in  Toronto,  where  he  posed  ns 
the  champion  of  the  liberties  of  tbe  people, 
citing  that  particular  case.  These  papers 
taken  by  him  In  yiay  from  tbe  department 
were  under  his  control  until  July,  1904, 
nnd  were  then  used  in  his  speech  In  To- 
ronto about  the  middle  of  July  last.  I  have 
before  me  a  report  of  Lord  Dundonald's 
speech,  in  which  I  find  tbe  following  : 

But.  gentlemen,  can  this  regard  for  freedom 
be  claimed  with  equal  truth  by  those  who  thus 
accuse  me  of  dragooning  the  people  of  Canada? 
Let  me  Rive  you  only  one  Instance.  Shortly 
after  the  late  General  OfDcer  Commanding,  this 
drngooner  of  your  liberties,  appeared  amongst 
you.  Colonel  Ponton,  of  Belleville,  a  citizen  of 
Canada,  in  pursuance  of  tbe  exercises  of  his  un- 
doubted right  as  a  citizen,  delivered  a  speech 
In  which  he  criticised  some  action  of  the  Hllltia 
Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto). 


Department.  By  order  of  the  minister  b«  ni. 
without  my  knowledge,  called  upon  for  an  c- 
planatlon.  He  stood  upon  bis  rights,  and  tn  r^ 
ply  protested  against  being  subjected  to  ibi 
inquisition,  claiming  the  right  of  free  speed 
In  a  free  Canadian  community.  Now,  what  Hi 
this  enemy  of  the  liberties  of  the  Canadian  fta- 
pie  do  when  the  papers  were  officially  pliced 
'before  him  to  discipline  Colonel  Ponton,  tt 
Belleville  ?  He  ordered  no  further  action  to 
bo  taken  and  closed  the  Incident. 

This  was  with  reference  to  his  *  dragoon- 
ing '  the  people  of  Canada.  It  will  be  bocat 
in  mind  that  the  only  purpose  for  wliich 
tliose  papers  were  in  his  hands  were  for  in- 
quiry and  to  report  upon  that  which  had 
been  published  in  the  press.  It  vrQl  be 
1>orne  in  mind  thai  all  the  time  he  bad 
these  papers  In  his  possession,  he  never  con- 
ferred with  bis  minister  with  reference  to 
tiie  incident  or  answered  in  any  way  lb.- 
inquiry  which  ought  to  have  reached  liU 
minister,  and  that  he  posed  on  the  public 
lilatform  as  a  champion  who  was  interfer- 
ing betn^een  the  monster  minister,  who  was 
tyrannical  with  bis  officera  and  tbe  people, 
in-etendlng  that  there  had  been  an  attempt 
on  the  part  of  the  minister  to  interfere  with 
the  rights  of  Col.  Ponton.  The  Inquiry 
was  simply  an  investigation  into  what  ai>- 
|)eared  In  the  public  papers.  Was  thoro 
any  interference  with  free  speech  In  ass- 
iiig  for  a  report  of  the  circumstances  ami 
what  Justiftoation  was  there  for  making 
such  a  charge  ?  Having  got  Col.  Ponton "< 
reply.  It  was  bis  plain  duty  to  bare  brongbt 
it  before  the  minister  instead  of  retainin? 
it  in  his  possession  until  he  made  use  of  it 
on  the  public  platform. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN-WIII  tbe  hon.  gentle- 
man state  why  these  facts  were  not  made 
public  before  the  farewell  was  given  to 

Lord  Dundouald  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)-!  did  not  thiak 
the  matter  of  sufficient  moment,  nntU  it  wis 
brougbt  forward  by  the  bon.  gentlenutn  from 
Belleville. 

Hon,  Mr,  CLORAX— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man bad  given  these  facts  to  the  pablic 
the  farewell  would  not  have  Jbeen  so  hearty. 

lion.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  am  speak- 
ing now  of  the  attitude  Lord  DundonaM 
has  assumed  with  reference  to  this  matter. 
Who  was  it  did  this  ?  Arr  officer  of  higb 
standing,  who  had  been  In  command  of  tb« 
rallltla,  and  ought  to  have  known  n-betber 
he  had  any  right  to  •make  nse  of  those  docn- 
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ments  on  the  public  platform  as  he  had  doue. 

Even  if  the  report  bad  been  In  possession  of 

the  minister  ;  eren  If  Lord  Dundonald  bad 

reported  on  the  matter  and  discharged  his 

duty,  which  he  did  not  do,  what  was  his 

duty  under  the  King's  Regulations  ?  I  will 

read  rule  2118  of  the  King's  Regulations : 

211S.  Access  to  offlclal  records  Is  only  per- 
mitted to  those  entrusted  with  tlie  duties  of 
tbe  office  or  department  to  which  they  beloDg, 
and  these  records  are  not  to  be  made  public, 
or  commuDicated  to  persons  unconnected  with 
such  offices  or  departments,  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  authorities  concerned.  The  only 
legitimate  use  an  officer  or  soldier  can  make  of 
documents  or  Information  of  which  he  becomes 
possessed  in  bis  official  capacity  Is  for  ihe  fur- 
therance of  the  public  service  In  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duty.  Publishing  official  documents 
Or  using  them  for  personal  controversy,  or 
for  any  private  purpose,  without  due  authority, 
will  be  treated  as  a  breach' of  official  trust. 

Hou.  Mr.  CLORAX— Hear,  hear.  Why  did 
you  not  say  that  before. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— This  Is  the 
champion  of  the  rights  of  the  people,  and 
that  is  a  distinguished  officer's  idea  of  dis- 
charging his  duty  towards  those  under  whom 
he  held  office  in  this  country.  I  thought, 
after  the  observations  made  by  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  BelleTllle.  It  was  fair  to  make 
a  little  Inquiry  Into  this  matter  ;  I  was  quite 
sore  I  bad  read  somewhere  a  different  rer- 
sion  of  what  had  occurred,  from  the  way 
it  was  put  here.  I  was  quite  sure  it  was 
Lord  Dundonald  who  hiul  charge  of  the 
inquiry,  and  when  the  hon.  mem'ber  from 
BelleTllle  said  that  Lord  Dundonald  was  not 
fu  the  country  at  the  time  It  occurred,  I  was 
quite  sure  my  hou.  friend  was  not  well  in- 
formed of  the  facts,  notwithstanding  he  pos; 
sesses  all  the  Information  of  the  '  Intelligen- 
cer.' 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— Ii^m  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto,  he  Is 
jrreatly  at  fault  lu  not  having  given  these 
facts  to  the  public.  They  should  have  been 
given  to  the  public  before"  to-day. 

Hon.  Sir  MAClvENZIE  BOWEI,I>-I  ac- 
quit the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  from 
any  such  charge  as  has  been  laid  at  his 
door,  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Victoria 
(Hon.  Mr.  Cloran),  from  the  simple  fact 
that  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  knew 
nothing  of  the  statements  be  has  made  until 
after  his  interview  to-night  witli  the  Minis- 
ter of  Militia,  so  the  hon,  gentleman  Is  not 


to  biame  for  Jiaving  failed  to  give  utterance 
to  them  until  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— Allow  me  to 

oorrect  a  misstatement. 

Hon.  Mr.  r*.\N  DRY— Order,  order.  The 
bon.  gentleman  from  Belleville  has  the  floor. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEltR  (Toronto)- 1  am  sure  I 
will  be  allowed  to  malce  an  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-Order,  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Tdronto)— I  have  had  no 
conversation  with  the  hon.  Minister  of  Mili- 
tia on  tbe  subject 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-If  the 
hon.  gentleman  will  state  on  his  word  of 
honour  as  a  senator  that  he  did  not  receive 
that  information  since  the  subject  was 
brought  up  here  this  afternoon,  I  will  accept 
it 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  CToronto)— I  said  a  few 
minutes  ago,  I  made  inquiry,  but  I  did  not 

commnnieate  with  the  Minister  of  MlUtla. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
hon.  gentleman  may  not  have  communicated 
with  the  Minister  of  MlUtla  directly,  but 
he  must  have  communicated  with  some  one 

connected  with  the  office  who  had  possession 
of  the  record  ;  I  know  the  Minister  of  Mili- 
tia was  present  here  this  evening,  and  I  ob- 
tained some  information  from  him  myself 
with  regard  to  Lord  Dundonald.  In  the  first 
place,  the  hon.  gentleman  says  that  a  report 
of  the  speech  made  by  Lleutenaut-Colonel 
Ponton  appeared  In  the  '  Intelligencer.'  Why 
did  he  not  mention  the  organ  of  Ills  own 
party,  the  'O.itario.'  as  well?  The  Grit 
organ  pul>lishea  it  in  much  stronger  langu- 
age than  the  '  IntelligcJicer  '  did.  Who  sent 
copies  of  those  papers  to  Lord  Dundonald 
and  instructed  him  to  make  the  Inquiry  ? 
That  is  what  I  should  like  to  know. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  minister. 

Hon.  Sir  JIACKENZIE  BOWELT^Then 
that  is  precisely  what  I  said.  That  is  Just 
the  position  to  which  I  take  special  objec- 
tion. There  is  nothing  in  that  report  fur- 
ther than  a  statement  of  the  manner  lu 
whicb  the  force  was  disbanded  in  Halifax. 
Supposing,  for  tbe  sake  of  argument,  that 
all  that  Col.  Ponton  said  was  true,  did  It 
contain  anything  to  Justify  what  was  done? 
I  may  say  Col.  Ponton,  In  his  explanation. 
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whicb  I  bave  under  m7  hand,  and  which 
It  would  have  been  well  if  tiie  hon.  gentlo- 
man  bad  read  to  the  House,  saya  that  hP 
did  not  use  as  strong  language  as  the  synop- 
sis of  his  speech  would  indicate  ;  but  while 
making  that  explanation  he  says  In  bis  reply 
to  Col.  Montizambert: 

As  I  stated  nothlns  but  facts  in  tbe  speech 
which  I  uttered,  and  as  I  coDllned  myself  to 
what  I  esteem  a  question  of  public  policy,  aud 
as  I  believe  I  expressed  the  sentiments  of 
nlnetjr-nlne  out  of  one  hundred  of  Canadian  citi- 
zens, I  have  nothing  to  apologize  for  and  no- 
thing to  retract,  even  supposing  that  I  am  ac- 
countable  for  what  I  said  or  did,  and  1  said 
nothing  that  I  would  not  again  repeat  at  head- 
quarters or  elsewhere. 

That  is  the  explanation  given  by  Col.  Pon- 
ton of  bis  utterance-  My  position  was. 
when  I  spoke  in  the  first  place,  and  it  was 
denied  by  the  hon.  gentleman  who  has  Jost 
spoken,  that  Col.  Ponton  being  a  retired 
officer,  the  Minister  of  Militia  had  no  rlgbt 
or  authority  to  call  him  to  account.  Col. 
Ponton,  I  claimed,  was  only  exercising  a 
right  that  he  possessed  as  a  citizen  of  Can- 
ada In  giving  free  expression  to  bis  views- 
I  do  not  deny  the  right  *of  any  man  to 
ask  another  for  an  explanation. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTX— H^ar,  beftr. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZia  BOWELL— Tbe 
Minister  of  Militia  or  any  one  else  might 
write  to  Col.  Ponton  asking  if  he  made 
such  and  such  statement,  and  If  bo,  why; 
but  the  Minister  of  MUlUa,  through  bis  offi- 
cers, assumed  tbe  position  of  controlling 
his  utterance.  Tbe  bon.  gentleman  shakes 
bis  bead.  What  other  reason  suggested 
Itself  ?  Supposing  Col.  Ponton  had  never 
been  a  volunteer  officer,  and  had  delivered 
the  speech  to  which  I  have  referred,  does 
anybody  suppose  that  tbe  Minister  of  Militia 
would  hare  ever  thought  of  calling  him  to 
account  for  it  ?  The  thing  is  absurd-  The 
bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  never  touched 
tbe  question  at  all.  He  lias  taken  the  posi- 
tion that  Lord  Dundonald  did  wrong  In 
referring  to  tbe  question.  I  will  not  dis- 
pute that,  but  it  does  not  touch  tbe  mat- 
ter. Supposing  he  did  something  deserv- 
ing of  dismissal,  does  that  affect  the  as- 
sumption of  right  on  the  part  of  the  MlU' 
Ister  of  Militia. to  call  a  civilian  to  account' 
for  what  he  had  said  ?  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  KKUR  (Toroiitol— Not  for  what  | 
he  said,  but  for  the  charge  made  by  Col. ' 
Ponton.  J 
Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I  in 
not  a  lawyer,  used  to  special  pleading,  boC 
I  fancy  I  have  a  little  common  sense.  Tbt 
point  I  raised  is  attempted  to  be  destrojfl 

by  a  reference  to  an  Impropriety  which 
hon.  gentleman  says  Lord  Dundonald  com- 
mitted. What  I  wanted  to  impress  od  tbt 
House  when  I  apc^Ee  before  was  that  tUt 
letter  to  Col.  Ponton  was  instigated  by  tbf 
Minister  of  Militia.  That  was  denied,  ud 
I  was  asked  what  authority  I  bad  for  say- 
ing so.  Tbe  only  answer  I  could  give  wa! 
that  Col.  Montizambert  said  In  his  letter 
that  he  was  instrneted  to  write.  Tbe  Hodsp 
will  remember  that  I  qnaiified  my  stal^ 
ment  immediately  afterwards,  that  it  miglii 
liave  been  shortly  after  Lord  Dundonall 
cnme  to  ^ae  country.  He  came  to  Cauda 
in  July.  1902.  Tbe  letter  of  Col.  Montiiui- 
bert  is  dated  November  20th,  1902.  The 
speech  for  which  Col.  Ponton  was  called  to 
account  was  delivered  on  the  29th  of  Octo- 
ber, BO  that  it  must  have  been  brought  im- 
mediately to  tbe  notice  of  tbe  Minister  ot 
Militia,  who  immediately  directed  that  an 
inquiry  be  made.  Col.  Montizambert  asks 
for  an  explanation  on  November  20th,  and 
the  rejily  of  Col.  Ponton  is  dated  November 
22nd.  Admitting,  for  the  sake  of  argument 
that  Lord  Dundonald  did  wrong  la  refer 
ring  to  that  correspondence,  how  does  it 
affect  tbe  point  at  issue,  the  Interference 
of  the  Minister  of  Militia,  who  now  askg 
for  power  under  this  BUI  to  dismiss  any 
one  from  the  mllltla  7  Accepting  tbe  state- 
ment made  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
Toronto — and  he  has  not  referred  to  a  sin- 
gle document  to  sustain  it — Lord  Dundoo- 
ald  must  have  considered  the  matter  of 
very  little  importance,  when,  as  the  hon. 
Keiitlemnn  says,  he  pigeon-holed  tbe  docu- 
ments. He  mast  have  thought  either  that 
the  matter  wai  very  trifling,  or  that  Llent- 
Col.  Ponton  ?ud  not  violated  any  role  of 
the  servf'^*  Supposing  the  hon.  gentl*- 
man's  statement  is  right  from  beginoing  to 
end,  of  which  he  furnished  no  proof,  I  deny 
tbe  right  of  tbe  Minister  of  Militia,  or  of 
any  officer  commanding  tbe  force,  to  de- 
mand an  explanation  from  any  citizen  of 
this  country  who  is  not  on  actual  serrie* 
for  criticising  tbe  affairs  of  tbe  militia.  If 
he  Is  permitted  to  do  that,  then  our  liber- 
ties are  subject  to  the  prejudices  of  tbt 
Minister  of  Militia,  guided  by  such  a  nua 
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as  tbe  Minister  ot  Agrlcultore.  I  congratu- 
late my  bon.  friend  behind  me  (Hon.  Mr. 
Baher)  on  being  connected  with  a  family 
who  are  willing  to  give  their  time 
and  spend  their  money  in  defence  of  their 
country,  and  I  congratulate  him  still  fur- 
ther on  the  fact  that  be  bas  tbe  en- 
mity of  ft  popinjay  llbe  the  Minister  of 
Agriculture.  That  may  not  be  parliamen- 
tary. However,  If  the  hon.  gentleman 
thinks  it  is  unparliamentary,  I  withdraw 
that  word,  and  apologize  to  the  pop- 
injay for  having  made  the  comparison.  Let 
us  confine  ourselves  to  discussing  the  main 
question  at  Issue,  that  is,  the  right  of  the 
Minister  of  Militia,  or  the  c^cer  command- 
ing the  forces  of  this  country,  to  arrogate 
to  himself  the  power  and  authority  to  call 
any  free  subject,  though  he  may  be  a  vol- 
unteer, when  not  on  duty,  to  account  for 
what  be  may  have  said.  The  difference  be- 
tween my  own  case  and  Col.  Ponton's  Is 
this :  '  When  I  was  called  to  account  for 
utterance  I  made,  it  was  by  the  officer 
commanding,  and  I  was  sustained.  Tbera 
is  no  question  about  that. 

In  tbls  case  Lord  Dundonald,  commanding 
the  forces  In  this  country,  took  tbe  other 
ground,  and,  according  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Toronto, 
Instead  of  making  a  fuss  and  going  to  the 
Governor  General  and  his  ministers  to  de- 
mand tbe  dismissal  of     Col.  Ponton,  he 
pigeon-holed  the  matter.    Whfther  he  tiki 
right  or  wrong,  I  am  not  going  to  discuss ; 
but  In  tbe  ordinary  procedure  of  life,  outside 
of  military  rules  and  regulations,  he  would 
have  done  Just  right  under  the  circumstan- 
ces.* In  this  case  the  minister  and  the  party 
with  which  he  Is  connected,  objected  to 
the  course  taken  by  Lord  Dundonald,  and 
it  has  been  re-echoed  to-night  by  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Toronto  ;  while  In  tbe  other 
case,  tbe  rulers  of  this  country,  from  Sir 
John  Macdonald  doAvn,  refused  to  allow  the 
commanding  olBeer  at  that  time  to  inter- 
fere with  yie  right  of  citizens  of  Canada, 
to  give  utterance  to  their  (4)inions,  whether 
in  parliament  or  out  of  it  as  to  the  manage- 
ment or  mismanagement  of  this  country. 
That  Is  the  difference  between  the  two  par- 
ties, and  there  cannot  be  a  question  of  doubt 
about  It.   This  clause  has  been  put  In  tbe 
Militia  Bill  to  give  tbe  minister  power  to 
dismiss  any  man  in  the  force,  or  to  degrade 


him  If  be  Is  a  retired  officer,  by  deprivhis 
him  of  tbe  rank  which  be  holds,  or  taking 
any  other  course  which  political  vengeance 
might  suggest,  because  it  says  distinctly, 
the  Governor  General  may  dispense  with  the 
services  of  any  officer  or  man  of  the  militia 
at  any  time,  without  giving  any  cause  or 
reason.  If  the  committee  rejected  the  pro- 
IMsitlon  made  by  tbe  bon.  gentleman  from 
Stadacona,  I  should  move-Htltbougb  I  have 
little  hope  of  It  being  carried— to  add  tbe 
words  '  the  Governor  General  may  for 
cause.'  Then  the  government  will  have  to 
give  a  reason  for  the  dismissal.  My  hon. 
friend  from  Bothesay  has  more  faith  in  the 
government  and  members  of  It  tiian  I  bare. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  said  any  minister 
might  do  it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  think  any  minister  would  do  it  I  be- 
lieve  there  have  beeh  ministers  who  would 
never  tbink  of  doing  it ;  but  If  such  things 
have  been  done  In  the  past,  men  holding 
office  not  in  the  militia,  but  in  other  branches 
of  the  service,  dismissed  without  cause,  and 
refused  investigation  by  this  present  gov- 
ernment, what  right  have  we  to  presume 
that  they  would  not  do  tbe  same  thing  In 
the  future  if  a  military  volunteer  officer  of- 
fended them  in  any  particular  way?  Is  there 
any  reason  to  think  they  would  not  avail 
themselves  of  tbe  power  given  under  this 
clause,  with  reference  to  the  dismissal  of  a 
mllltla  officer  ?  I  have  no  faith  In  any  of  the 
promises  they  might  make,  nor  am  X 
prepared  to  agree  with  tbe  bon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  when  be  asks,  is  It  possible  that 
any  minister  would  do  such  a  thing  ?  We 
Iviiow  the  government  have  done  things 
equally  as  bad  as  that  and  they  have  given 
us  no  cause  to  believe  that  they  would  not 
repeat  it.  If  occasion  presented  itself. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  confessing. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  am 
confessing  my  opinion.  I  hope  the  hon. 
gentleman  will  grant  me  absolution. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — ^My  hon.  friend  la 
framing  hia  argument  on  the  question  of 
active  service.  Without  agreeing  or  dis- 
agreeing with  him,  I  will  ask  him  if  it  is  not 
the  fact  that  under  tbe  regulations  we  have 
(R.  and  O.)  no  officer  can  leave  the  ser^ 
vice  without  six  months'  notice,  and  bis 
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resignation  must  be  accepted  Iwfore  he  can 
leave.     Is  be  not  under  active  service  all 

the  time  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE!  BOWELL— Ota. 
no. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Oh,  no,  no. 

Hod.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  think  so. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  wish  to  Interrupt  the  hon.  gentleman, 
but  If  he  were  retired  from  the  force  

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  Is  another 
point 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-lf  the 
hou.  gentieman  were  i*etlred  from  tlie  force, 
and  not  on  active  service,  or  any  service, 
would  be  consider  himself  amenable  to  the 
millUa  authorities  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— My  hon.  friend  Is 
drawing  a  close  deduction  there.  If  an 
officer  is  retired  from  the  service,  he  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  militia,  excepting 
be  Is  granted  the  privilege  of  wearing  a 
uniform  and  standing  behind  the  saluting 
point  He  cannot  be  called  out  If  he  Is 
liable  to  levee  en  masse  be  must  be  under 
sixty  and  bave  bis  rank. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
be  responsible  for  anything  he  does  ? 

Hou.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Was  Mr.  Ponton 
a  reserve  officer  or  a  retired  officer  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-His 
time  had  expired  and  he  was  put  out  on 
the  reserve  list.  He  had  served  the  full 
length  of  time,  and  tbey  gave  him  an  extra 
year. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— He  had  retired  at 
the  time  my  hon.  friend  talks  about  ? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Any  officer  is  re- 
sponsible for  what  he  does  while  he  holds 
a  commission.  A  retired  officer  does  not 
hold  commission.  There  is  no  question 
about  that,  but  peaking  on  this  clause,  it 
Is  a  good  fighting  argument 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Sup- 
posing I  retire  retaining  the  rank  that  I 
hold  at  the  time,  would  the  hon.  gentle- 
.man  say  I  am  amenable  on  account  of  any- 
thing I  say  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  or 
bis  department  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No.  because  the 
hon.  gentleman  is  simply  a  civilian,  bavlnf 

an  honorary  rank. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-No; 
that  rank  had  been  given  to  me  yean 
and  years  after  I  retired  from  the  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>OMVILLE-It  Is  only  honc^ 
ary  rank,  Just  the  same.  The  hon.  gentle- 
man is  retired  from  the  service  the  same  ai 
myself.  He  cannot  be  called  upon  for  dn^. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-But 
after  the  hon.  gentleman  retires  from  the 
service  he  retires  retaining  his  rank. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Honorary  rank. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Thea 
the  hon.  gentleman  may  be  appointed  after- 
wards honorary  lieutenant-colonel  of  the 
battalion  in  which  he  formerly  served  la 
the  service.  They  cannot  very  well  de- 
prive a  man  of  rank,  except  for  cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE — ^In  the  R.  and  0. 
they  have  honorary  colonels  In  England, 
and  there  Is  a  fine  distinction  there.  An 
honorary  colonel  in  England  is  a  colonel 
who  has  gone  through  the  various  grada- 
tions of  rank,  and  the  honorary  colonel  gets 
ii  tlionsand  pounds  a  year  sterling,  becanse 
It  is  a  matter  of  remuneration.  Further- 
more,  the  regulat](ms  say  that  unless  a  gen- 
tleman annually  sends  his  name  In  to  show 
that  he  is  on  deck,  he  can  be  struck  oft  the 
list  of  honorary  colonels.  Therefore  It  Is 
purely  honorary. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  call  the  attention 

of  hon.  gentlemen  to  something  that  oc- 
eiirreil  a  few  months  ago  In  Montreal.  Wc 
know  that  when  the  volunteers  were  called 
out  for  the  Valleyfleld  riot,  the  Montreal 
rcfiiment  furnished  a  certain  numt>er  of  sol- 
diers. Colonel  Cole"  and  Colonel  Cook  baa 
:i  row  in  reference  to  this,  and  It  came  be- 
fore the  court.  Colonel  Cole  had  given  an 
order  to  Colonel  Cook  to  parade  one  night 
with  his  regiment  in  the  drill  hall.  Colonel 
Cook  refused.  He  was  put  under  arrest 
He  appealed  to  the  general.  The  general 
dismissed  the  case,  becanse  he  did  not  ap- 
prove of  what  had  been  done,  and  It  did 
i  not  go  further  In  the  military  circles.  It 
{ tli-opped  there,  but  Colonel  Cook  was  not 
<;iiisHetl.  He  addressed  himself  to  another 
'  ii  ihunnl.  and  sued  Colonel  Cole  for  a  cer 
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tain  amount  for  bavins  unlawfully  pat  liim 
ander  arrest,  and  tbe  whole  question  of 

what  constituted  active  service  enme  up 
before  the  court.  It  was  Judge  Langeller 
who,  la  tlie  first  instance,  decided  tlie  case, 
and  it  was  afterwards  carried  to  the  Court 
of  Appeals,  and  that  court,  bj  the  unani- 
mous deciaion  of  the  dlflerent  judges,  main- 
tained tbe  judgment  of  the  first  Instance, 
and  decided  that  Colonel  Cote  bad  no  right 
to  put  Colonel  Cook  under  arrest,  because 
he  was  not  on  active  service,  though  he 
was  present  in  the  drill  hall  at  tbe  tlma 
the  order  was  given  to  him  by  Colonel  Cole. 
According  to  tjiat  decision,  what  becomes  of 
tbe  case  of  Colonel  Ponton  ?  He  certainly 
was  not  under  the  military  law.  He  was 
not  In  active  service ;  more  than  that,  he 
was  on  the  reserve  list  of  officers.  More 
than  that,  tbe  government  had  iio  right  to 
ask  Colonel  Ponton  to  withdraw  any  expres- 
sions he  had  used  In  that  Interview  or  In 
the  paper,  the  Belleville  '  Intelligencer.'  I 
think  my  hon.  friend  will  admit  that  an 
officer  who  la  not  in  military  uniform,  hut 
in  civilian  dress,  is  not  under  the  King's 
regulations  at  all,  and  has  no  order  to  re- 
ceive except  the  order  that  he  may  receive 
to  begin  his  annual  training — that  is  the 
only  order  to  be  given  him,  or  if  he  is  called 
out  to  suppress  a  riot  But  In  the  case  I 
have  referred  to,  there  was  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  district  officer  commanding  of 
the  Sixth  District  and  Colonel  Cook,  an 
agreement  which  had  been  ignored  by  Col- 
onel Cole,  who  was  the  officer  in  command 
at  the  time,  and  for  those  reasons  the  Court 
of  Appeals  sustained  the  Judgment  of  the 
court  of  first  Instance,  and  declared  that 
the  militia  were  not  on  active  service  on 
those  occasions. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — This  unfortunate  con- 
troversy has  taken  too  wide  a  range,  and  we 
have  wasted  a  lot  of  time.  The  hon.  leader 
of  the  opposition  covered  up  the  real  point 
at  issue.  No  one  found  fault  with  Col  Pon- 
ton. Here  was  a  charge  made  by  Col  Pon- 
ton, which,  if  true,  was  an  extremely  im- 
proper and  unfortunate  condition  of  things, 
that  the  men  had  been  bundled  out  of  Hali- 
fiix  without  an-y  provision  having  been  made 
for  them,  without  their  uniforms.  Col.  Pon- 
ton was  not  called  upon  to  make  any  ex- 
planation of  that.  The  letter  simply  asks 
whether  the  remarks  attributed  to  bim  were 


made  by  him,  and  his  reasons  for  maklnx 
them.  It  was  quite  natural  that  a  gentle- 
man of  standing  in  bis  position,  an  officer 
who  occupied  the  rank  of  colonel,  should  be 
asked  to  state  whether  those  statements 
were  true.  Tbe  gravamen  of  tbe  whole 
charge  was  why  Lord  Dundooald's  name 
was  brought  in,  and  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  got  away  from  that  in  a  very 
Ingenious  manner.  It  was  Lord  Dundonald's 
conduct.  No  one  was  finding  fault  with 
Col.  Ponton. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^What 
was  it  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  Lord  Dundon- 
ald  acted  most  Improperly  and  most  un- 
becoming a  gentleman,  in  his  line  of  conduct 
in  regard  to  that  In  November,  1902,  when 
the  minister  saw  this  statement,  be  asked 
Lord  Dundonald  to  write  to  Col.  Ponton, 
asking  him  to  give  his  reasons  for  making 
that  statement,  in  order  that  he  might 
make  further  Inqoiry.  Lord  Dundonald  paid 
no  attention  to  it  and  never  made  any  report 
of  It,  and  the  minister  foi^t  all  about  It 
from  November,  1902  to  1904. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON-^he  ministers 
have  a  knack  of  forgetting  things. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  reference  was  made 
to  It  by  Sir  Frederick  Borden  until  this 

grandiloquent  speech  In  Massey  Hall,  To- 
ronto, when  Lord  Dundonald  made  this 
statement : 

Gentlemen,  this  Imperial  monster,  this  wolf, 
stood  between  the  Minister  of  HlUtla  and  his 
prey. 

Lord  Dundonald  had  no  right  to  make  that 

statement.  Sir  Frederick  Borden  never  ask- 
ed hira  to  make  a  report,  except  In  Novem- 
ber, 11X)2.  and  never  mentioned  the  subject 
again.  This  matter  was  merely  brought  up 
to  show  that  the  conduct  of  Lord  Dundonald 
was  not  defensible.  It  was  not  the  action 
of  a  gentleman  or  officer  certainly,  to  treat 
the  minister  in  that  way.  He  held  the 
papers,  and  did  not  even  return  them  to  file, 
but  nothing  was  .said  about  It.  The  min- 
ister did  not  follow  it  up.  He  had  no  desire 
to  give  Col.  Ponton  any  annoyance,  and 
nothing  more  would  have  occurred  If  Lord 
Dundonald  had  not  endeavoured  to.  make  a 
point  out  of  such  a  shallow  affair,  as  he 
did  IQ  the  city  of  Toronto,  and  to  use  those 
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extravagant  words  that  be  used  in  leading 
the  public  to  believe  that  Sir  Frederick  Bor- 
den was  going  to  persecute  Col.  Ponton 
because  he  had  not  given  him  an  explanation 
of  the  matter,  whereas,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
Sir  Frederlclc  Borden  never  thought  of  it 
again,  until  It  came  out  in  the  pahllc  press. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/— The 
faon.  Secretary  of  State  has  told  the  com- 
mittee with  a  good  deal  of  suavity  and 

some  adjectives  I  might  use,  that  Colonel 
Ponton  was  not  called  upon  as  an  offi- 
cer of  the  militia  or  as  a  retired  officer,  to 
make  the  explanation.  Has  he  the  letter 
before  him,  signed  '  G.  C.  G.  Montizambert, 
Col.'  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes.  It  reads  :  '  I 
have  been  Instructed  to  call  upon  yon  for 

your  reasons,'  &c. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  do 
not  want  the  hon.  gentleman  to  Interrupt 
me.  The  hon.  gentleman  said  that  Col. 
Ponton  was  not  called  npon  as  an  offlcer 
of  the  militia  to  make  that  explanation.  I 
should  like  bim  to  explain,  if  that  be  the 
caae,  why  the  district  offlcer  commanding 
the  3rd  and  4th  divisions,  who  signs  him- 
self Colonel,  writes  to  a  brother  offlcer  in 
this  way  : — 

Linut.-Col.  W.  N.  Ponton,  R.O.: 

Herewith  In  a  clipping  received  this  morning 
from  Ottawa,  from  the  Belleville  '  lotelltgen- 
cer,'  ot  tbe  29th  ult.,  containing  alleged  re- 
marks made  by  you.  I  bave  been  inatructed  to 
call  upon  you  for  your  reaaons  in  making  tbem, 
and  to  state  whether  the  remarks  attributed 
to  you,  were  made  by  you. 

Does  anybody  think  that  if  you  were 
writing  to  a  gentleman  simply  asking  for 
an  explanation  that  yon  would  nse  tbe  lan- 
guage, '  I  am  Instructed  to  call  upon  yon '  ? 
Would  one  civilian  write  to  another  in  that 
way.  unless  a  complaint  had  been  made 
against  him  that  he  had  slandered  some- 
body ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Slr  Frederick  Borden 
never  followed  it  up. 

Hon.  Sir  MACIvENZIB  BOWELL— Why 
not? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  never  thought  of  It. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Then 
he  did  not  do  his  duty. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— Because  Lori 
Dundonald  did  not  report  to  blm  the  aasve 
be  got. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Wlit 
difference  does  that  make,  I  should  like  tt 
know,  as  to  the  right  of  the  minister  k 
the  officer  commanding,  liord  DondmiaUl 
or  any  other  offlcer,  to  call  vrptm  UeaL- 
Col.  Ponton  as  a  retired  offlcer  of  the  ndO- 
tla,  to  accoant  for  what  be  salil  f  Hut 
is  the  point  I  am  arguing— not  the  im- 
proprieties. If  any  were  committed,  ot  Lord 
Dundonald.  It  would  be  well  if  tbe  bon. 
gentleman  who  has  taken  tbe  other  side  ot 
the  question  would  try  and  confine  himself 
to  that  point;  I  did  not  desire  to  go  behind 
it  I  am  not  defending  Lord  DnndoniU 
for  what  he  aald  in  Toronto,  bat  I  betien 
what  he  said  was  true. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Much  lA) 
about  nothing. 

Hon.  m  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Hu 
tbe  hon.  gentleman  been  reading  Shakes- 
peare ?  I  differ  from  the  bon.  gentlenun 
on  that  point  altogether,  and  without  pro- 
suing  it  further,  that  letter  of  Col.  Uod- 
tlzambert  was  the  demand  of  a  superior 
offlcer  to  a  retired  officer,  to  make  ua  ex- 
planation of  what  he  bad  said  at  a  public 
meeting.  That  is  what  I  complain  of— 
an  offlclal  demand— not  as  tbe  tion.  Sectetarj- 
of  State  said,  an  nnoffldal  dmnand.  If  be  lud 
written  to  him  as  one  gentleman  to  anotiur, 
'  Well,  you  have  written  so-and-so,  you  were 
wrong,  Ponton;  what  were  your  reason*' 
that  would  toe  perfectly  within  the  rights 
of  one  citizen  In  dealing  with  another:  but 
coming  back  to  the  main  point,  I  reitente 
that  be  bad  no  right  to  make  the  demnd. 
and  if  he  did  make  the  demand.  Col.  Pon- 
ton was  quite  right  in  repudiating  bla  ao- 
thorlty  to  do  so. 

Hon.  Mr.  DA>'DURAND— We  bare  bad 
an  hour's  discussion  over  a  small  matter, 
over  a  letter  addressed  to  a  gentleman  iriw 
was  a  Heutenant-coionei  In  the  militia,  wbo 
made  a  statement  of  some  importance,  oai 
who  wns  asked  what  ground  he  had  for 
making  that  statement.  If  that  geutieman 
answereti,  as  I  believe  he  did.  it  ma.^ 
have  been  bis  own  business.  That  was 
the  end  of  the  matter,  and  If  the 
officer  commanding  had  returned  the 
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to  the  governmeut,  and  the  govern- 
ment bad  decided  to  discipline  lilm  as  they 
mJgtit  have  done,  and  the  general  officer 
commanding  had  stood  hetwen  the  tyrant 
and  his  prey,  to  justify  bis  declaration  in 
Toronto,  then  he  could  plume  himself,  either 
in  Toronto  or  elsewhere,  on  haTlng  defoided 
a.  citlsen  of  Canada  against  a  tyrannical 
minister.  But  nothing  of  the  kind  occnrred. 
That  officer  answered  tlie  query  ;  the  Gen- 
eral Officer  Commanding,  received .  that 
answer,  keipt  it  In  a  pigeon-hole  or  In  hia 
pocket,  and  that  was  the  end  of  It  And 
here  Is  this  simple  little  fact  which  we  have 
been  discussing  for  nearly  two  hours,  to 
demonstrate  that  the  Govemor  In  Council 
should  not  have  absolute  authority  to  dis- 
miss an  officer  from  the  mlUtia.  This  Is  a 
very  flimsy  pretext  for  two  hours*  Idle  dis- 
cussion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWEB^I  think  It  would  be 

a  mistake  to  pass  the  amendment  of  the  hon. 
gentleman  from  Stadaeona.  It  is  very  diffi- 
cult to  enumerate  In  a  document  of  this 
kind  ail  the  possible  cases  that  might  arise. 
An  officer  might  be  gnllty  of  hlgta  treason, 
and  I  do  not  think  be  ennmerated  high 
txeason  among  the  offences  for  which  he 
could  be  removed. 

Hon.  Mr.  liANDBY— Would  that  be  mis- 
conduct ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  should  like  to  hear 
that  amendment  read,  because  I  do  not 
understand  that  simple  misconduct  was  one 
of  the  offences. 

The  CHAIRMAN— The  amendment  Is  that 
after  the  word  'time.*  In  the 41st  line,  the 
following  words  be  Inserted  :— 

For  any  of  the  following:  reasons  :  First, 
absence  without  leave  from  annual  training  ; 
second,  medical  unfltnesa  ;  third,  mlscooduct  or 
iDcapaclty  ;  fourth,  residing  outside  of  limits  ; 
fifth,  falling  to  qualify  ;  sixth,  having  reached 
the  age  limit  ;  seventh,  dlsbandment  of  corps  ; 
eiRhth,  by  sentence  of  court  martial. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-That 
includes  almost  every  offence  one  could 
imagine. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN-Mental  unfitness— 
what  U  that  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE- 1  desire  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  ffentleman  from  Stada- 
eona to  the  fact  that  it  would  be  exposing 


the  government  to  be  dragged  into  court.  If 
the  amendment  was  carried,  whenever  an 
officer  was  dismissed  for  cause,  because  then 
the  court  would  have  to  decide  as  to  whe- 
ther the  cause  was  sufficient  or  not 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLl^Is 
that  not  right  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Who  would  be  the 
Judge  ?  It  Is  a  term  that  4s  commonly  em- 
i)odied  In  a  contract,  that  the  employer  may 
dismiss  for  caose,  but  the  conrt  will  decide 
as  to  whether  the  cause  was  sufficient  or  not. 
Surely  the  hon.  gentlemen  do  not  propose 
that  the  government's  hands  shall  be  tied' 
in  that  way?  Under  the  law  as  It  stands  in 
the  stiitute-l)ook.  r^ulatlohs  have  been  made 
by  the  Governor  in  Council.  These  regu- 
lations might  have  been  narrowed  or  extend- 
ed. It  In^Iles  that  a  regulation  may  be 
made  under  the  Act  Indicating  the  causes 
from  time  to  time,  for  which  a  dismissal 
may  be  made,  but  the  government  must  al- 
ways have  the  supreme  power,  and  I  think 
It  exists  in  every  country,  of  dismissing  an 
officer.  If  the  government  see  fit,  without 
being  subject  to  the  control  of  the  court 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  wish  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  under  the  law  the  gov- 
ernment have  the  power  at  any  time  to  dis- 
band any  corps  of  the  active  militia.  That 
Just  means  that  you  have  a  corps  perhaps 
Ave  hundred  strong,  and  the  government 
can,  without  showing  cause,  except  the 
cause  they  chose  to  show  to  parliament 
afterwards,  disband  that  whole  corps  ;  and 
you  undertake  to  tie  the  government's  hands, 
and  to  say  that  If  they  find  It  desirable  In 
the  public  Interest  that  a  certain  officer 
shall  be  dismissed,  they  cannot  dismiss  him, 
although  they  can  disband  a  whole  corps. 

Hon.  Mr,  LANDRY— If  the  government 
wants  to  dismiss  a  man  without  reason,  I 
think  that  throws  a  great  deal  of  odium  on 
the  individual  who  is  the  object  of  the  dis- 
missal. If  the  government  wants  to  dis- 
miss a  whole  corps,  they  will  do  It  only  for 
proper  reasons,  and  they  will  be  able  to  Jus- 
tify the  act;  but  I  think  It  Is  going  too  far 
to  dismiss  a  single  officer  or  private  by  Or- 
der in  Council  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  hon.  friend 
will  see  the  difference  between  the  two  cases 
01  disbanding  the  corps,  and  dealing  with  an 
individual. 
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Hod.  Mr.  POWER— A  big  difference,  yea. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERUUSON— Because  In  dis- 
banding a  corps,  tbey  would  have  to  strike 
men  of  all  political  parties,  and  tbere  would 
be  no  danger,  but  under  tbis  clause  tiiey 
could  select  individuals.  Tbere  would  be 
very  little  danger  In  performing  a  larger 
operation  because  tbey  must  strike  friends 
and  foes,  and  public  opinion  could  be  form- 
ed on  the  question.  Tbere  is  mucb  more 
danger  arising  out  of  dismissing  Indi- 
viduals that  may  be  selected,  who  would  not 
bare  as  many  friends  as  a  regiment  would 
have. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  must 
express  my  surprise  at  the  attempt  of  the 
bon.  gentieman  from  Halifax  to  draw  an 
analogy  between  the  case  he  mentioned,  and 
the  one  which  has  been  referred  to,  which 
gives  authority  to  the  government,  because, 
as  a  rule,  the  Speaker  is  a  somewhat  close, 
and  very  keen  critic,  and  I  do  not  know  any 
man  In  the  House  who  Is  more'  capable  of 
drawing  a  distinction  between  the  disband- 
ment  of  a  corps  and  the  dismissal  of  au  in- 
dividual. I  have  given  him  credit  for  a  good 
deal  more  keenness  than  that.  He  said  that 
a  coriw  might  be  disbanded  for  public  rea- 
sons. Corps  are  usually  disbanded  because 
of  disorganization  ;  that  tbey  are  allowed  to 
run  down.  The  officers  do  not  keep  them  up, 
or  it  may  be  the  locality  no  longer  requires 
them,  and  the  public  Interest  would  be  that 
they  should  not  be  kept  on  the  army  roll, 
showing  a  force  that  did  not  exist.  If  the 
bon.  gentleman  is  sincere  in  what  he  says, 
let  it  be  so  stated;  I  would  suggest  to  my 
bon.  friend  from  Stadacona  that  if  they 
accept  the  pn^osltlon  I  shall  make,  be  should 
withdraw  bis  amendment.  Although  the 
enumeration  of  the  articles  In  the  King's 
Ilegulutioua  are  such  as  to  cover  every  offence 
not  becoming  a  gentleman  In  the  army,  for 
which  they  would  dismiss  a  man.  tbere  is  a 
reason  for  it.  His  conduct  might  be  such  as 
to  Justify  his  removal.  That  Is,  misconduct 
covered  by  the  King's  Regulations,  and  sure- 
ly a  country  that  has  bad  a  standing  army 
for  the  number  of  years  that  England  has 
had  one.  and  having  open  regulations  to 
guide  tliem  as  to  offences  for  which  officers 
and  men  can  be  dismissed,  tbey  certainly 
should  not  be  objected  to  in  Caiuiila.  If 
my  bon.  friend  persists  in  making  that  mo- 
tion, I  shall  very  gladly  vote  for  it,  because 
Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON. 


I  think  tbere  ought  to  be  some  limit  to  tke 
power  of  the  minister  In  this  regard.  If 
motion  is  voted  down,  I  shall  move  a 
amendment  My  Intention  was  to  Insert  tbt 
wor^s  'For  cause',  bnt  after  what  bu 
fallen  from  the  bon.  Speaker  wltb  reference 
to  public  interest.  It  would  be  well  to  mab 
It  read  :  *  For  cause  and  In  the  public  hi- 
terest I  deny  that  it  would  be  In  tiie  pnbJi^ 
interest.  If  a  man  was  dismissed  simpijr 
because  he  held  different  views  from  tbc 
minister. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I  sbooU 
like  the  minister  to  explain  the  meaning  of 
the  words,  *  The  Governor  In  Goancll  may 
dispense  with  the  services  of  any  officer  or 
man  of  the  militia  at  any  time.' 

Does  It  mean  this  :  Supposing  a  man  is 
captain  In  the  mllltia,  can  the  Governor  In 
Council  declare  that  he  is  no  more  a  captain, 
without  giving  any  reason  ?  Is  that  tbe 
meaning  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERYILLB— It  seems 
to  me  this  is  a  very  arbitrary  power.  A 
man  may  be  a  first-class  officer.  Some 
enemy  of  bis  may  spread  a  calumny  agalnft 
him,  and  the  government  may  dishonoor 
an  innocent  man  who  has  been  calumniated. 
I  do  not  think  you  will  find  such  a  case 
In  the  regular  army  In  Europe.  I  under- 
stand, as  the  taon.  gentleman  from  de  Sala- 
berry  said,  that  every  goremment  bad  a 
right  to  change  its  officers.  I  understaaA 
that.  Tou  may  not  have  sufficient  grounds 
to  bring  him  before  a  court-martial  ;  bnt 
the  government  thinks  he  is  not  directing 
the  army  as  he  ought  to.  Tbey  do 
not  take  away  his  rank  from  him,  bnt  I 
am  afraid  tbe  minister  did  not  think  of  tbe 
danger  of  dishonouring  a  man  In  tbe  army 
without  any  cause. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE — The  words  are,  *  Dis- 
pense with  the  services  of  any  officer  or 
man  of  the  militia  at  any  time,'  and  It  is 
suggested  that  the  government  be  deprived 
of  that  right. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— I  tbhik 
the  bon.  gentleman  was  not  listening;  be- 
cause I  put  that  question,  and  it  was  in- 
swered  that  it  meant  that  be  might  be  taken 
away  from  his  rank.  Then  as  I  tbink  it 
was  admitted  on  onr  side,  I  do  not  ttilsk 
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we  ouglit  to  give  the  ppwer  to  the  govern- 
ment to  dlshODOur  a  mao  without  cause. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
government,  since  confederation,  have  never 
had  the  power  which  my  hun.  friend  thinks 
they  should  have. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  will  ask  permis- 
sion to  witbdrav  my  amendment 
The  amendment  was  withdrawn. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I 
Euove  that  the  words,  *  For  cause  *  be  in- 
serted. I  wish  to  make  a  provision  that  if 
a  gentlemaa  is  dismissed  that  he  may  not 
be  disgraced  without  knowing  the  reasons 
for  that  disgrace. 

Horn  Sir  WILLIAM  HINOSTON— I  think 
it  rather  unfortunate  that  this  question 
should  come  up  just  now,  for  in  listening  to 
the  able  speeches  on  both  sides,  it  appears 
to  me,  judging  from  the  frequency — ^tbe  re- 
grettable frequency — with  which  their 
names  have  been  brought  Into  this  discus- 
sion, that  the  Minister  of  Militia  and  Lord 
Dundonald  seem  to  influence  the  very  at- 
mosphere in  which  this  question  is  being 
discussed.  Looking  at  it  in  the  abstract,  the 
amendment  appears  to  me  so  reasonabie 
that  1  do  not  know  why  it  should  be  ob- 
Jeeted  to.  Let  us  fcHTget  for  a  moment 
the  present  occupant  of  the  position 
of  Minister  of  Miiitia,  and  let  us  suppose 
that  some  one  else  were  there  to-morrow, 
or  next  month,  or  a  year  hence.  I  think 
it  would  be  a  great  misfortune  to 
give  to  any  Indiviilual.  on  becoming  Minis- 
ter of  Mtlltia,  freiih  from  a  contested  elec- 
tion, with  all  the  warmth  ahd  excitement  It 
engenders,  the  power  of  dismissing,  without 
cause,  a  man  who  might  have  worn  His 
Majesty's  uniform  for  many  years.  I  think 
it  would  be  most  unfair.  Something  of 
that  kind  was  attempted  with  an  elder 
brother  of  mine,  and  it  came  borne  to  us; 
but  the  British  authorities  sustained  bim, 
and  when  it  was  found  that  there  were  at- 
tempts to  remove  him  without  cause  he  was 
maintained  in  his  position.  I  am  satisfied 
that  few  ministers  would  attempt  to  remove 
an  officer  or  man  without  cause.  Then  why 
not  so  provide  in  the  law.  Otherwise  I 
BboQld  be  obliged  to  vote  that  the  Bill— In 
many  respects  an  excellent  one— be  not  en- 
tertained, because  the  amendment  for  its 
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Improvement  Is  so  very  reasonabie.  If  we 
had  always  a  Minister  of  Militia  who  was 
at  all  times  removed  from  political  influ- 
ence of  every  description,  it  would  be 
a  different  matter,  l>ut  I  think  It  would 
be  a  great  misfortune  to  place  it  in  the 
power  of  any  iitdiriduat — I  make  not  the 
slightest  allusion  to  the  present  occupant— 
the  right  to  dismiss  a  member  of  the  militia 
force  without  cause.  The  present  Minister 
of  Militia  is  a  member  of  my  own  profes- 
sion, and  I  should  be  sorry  to  reflect  upon 
him  in  the  most  remote  manner,  but  there 
may  be  a  change,  and  this  law  is  likely  to 
last  for  some  time  I  sui^se,  and  not  change 
with  the  occupant  to  whom  it  is  proposetl 
to  concede  such  unconstrained  power. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  amendment, 
which  was  lost  on.^the  following  division  :-— 

Yous,  11  ;  nays,  17. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— I  voted  by  mistake. 
I  had  forgotten  that  I  was  paired. 

The  CHAIRMAN— It  makes  no  dUTerence. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMlLLAN— I  may  state  that 
I  am  paired  with  the  Hon.  Mr.  Coffey,  and  if 
I  had  voted,  I  would  have  voted  for  the 
amendment 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  shall 
take  the  opportunity  of  moving  the  amend- 
ment on  the  third  reading,  and  I  now  beg  to 
move  that  the  following  words  be  Inserted:— 

'  The  Governor  General  may  lor  cause,' 

leaving  out  the  words,  '  In  the  public  Inter- 
est* 

The  amendment  was  lost  on  the  following 
division  :— 
Teas,  9 ;  nays,  IG. 
The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  21, 

21.  The  Governor  In  Council  may  direct  that 
any  portion  of  Canada  shall  be  a  military  dis- 
trict for  tile  purposes  of  this  Act,  may  alter  tlie 
limits  of  any  such  district,  may  cause  two  or 
more  districts  to  be  grouped  together  for  the 
purposes  of  command  and  admlaistratloa,  and 
ma%  divide  any  military  district  into  sub-dis- 
tricts, brigade,  regimental  and  company  divi- 
sions, as  appears  expedient. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— By  the  old  Act  Can- 
ada was  divided  Into  12  military  districts, 
and  under  It  there  was  one  military  dlM- 
trict  in  the  province  of  Nova  Scotia,  one 
In  New  Brunswick,  one  In  Prince  Edward 
Island,  one  in  Manitoba,  tiie  Northwest 
Territories,  and  the  district  of  Keewatin, 
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one  in  British  Colambls,  three  In  the  pro- 
Tince  of  Quebec,  and  four  In  the  prorlnce 
of  Ontario.  By  the  new  law,  the  Governor 
in  Council  may  direct  that  any  portion  of 
Canada  may  be  a  military  district  for  the 
purposes  of  this  Act,  may  alter  the  limits 
of  such  district,  and  cause  two  or  more 
districts  to  be  grouped  together  for  the 
purposes  of  command  and  administration, 
And  may  divide  any  military  district  into  sub- 
districts,  brigade,  regimental  and  company 
■divisions,  as  appear  expedient.  Are  the 
.provinces  which  had  two  or  three  military 
districts  before  liable  to  lose  some  of  tliem? 
Will  British  Colombia  lose  its  military  dis- 
trict ?  Will  Prince  Edward  Island  lose 
Its  military  district  ?  The  power  is  given 
to  the  Oovemor  in  Council  to  do  away  with 
all  those  districts.  They  may  create  any 
district  the  Governor  In'Conncil  wants  for 
any  purpose.  I  thinli  before  passing  that 
clause  we  should  have  some  explanation 
from  the  Secretary  of  State.  All  this  is 
done  away  with  by  the  Bill,  and  they  may 
put  it  in  one  province  and  take  It  out  of 
iinotber. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— If  the  boa.  gentleman 
had  read  section  17  of  the  present  law, 
be  would  see  that  substantially  It  is  the 
same  as  the  existing  law.  In  It  is  pro- 
vided bow  Canada  is  to  be  divided,  but  sec- 
tion 17  says  : — 

Her  Majesty  may  alter  the  districts  specified 
in  the  next  preceding  section,  and  increase  or 
diminish  the  number  thereof,  as  Is  deemed  ne- 
cessary, and  may  ngme  the  territorial  divisions, 
which  shall  form  "part  of  the  three  military 
dislrlcta  of  Quebec,  and  the  four  military  dis- 
tricts of  Ontario,  and  alter  the  same  from  time 
to  time. 

So  that  substantially  the  new  Bill  Is  the 
same  as  the  old. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  25, 

25.  The  permanent  force  shall  furnish  schools 
of  Instruction  for  the  militia,  and  provide  in- 
structors therefor  ;  and  It  shall  also  be  avall- 
abis.  at  all  times,  for  general  service. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT-^I  do  not  desire  to 
oppose  this  clause,  but  I  should  like  to 
have  a  provision  that  the  permanent  force 

should  furnish  schools  of  instruction  for  the 
militia,  and  that  the  French  element  of  the 
militia  should  be  provided  with  instructors 
who  understand  the  French  language.  If 
we  do  not  complain  we  shall  never  have  It 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


I  call  the  attention  of  the  minister  to  souw- 
thing  tbAt  Is  required  in  our  rural  diatricti 
We  bad  a  camp  last  year,  and  I  suppon 
we  had  about  eleven  or  twelve  instmcton. 
There  were  only  two  who  '  understood 
French,  and  could  give  the  instructions  to 
the  corps  in  French.  I  understand  in  the  pro- 
vince where  English  Is  wdl  known  that  need 
is  not  felt,  but  in  the  divisions  of  Quebec 
where  the  rural  population  are  French  wbo 
do  not  understand  a  word  of  English,  aH 
the  commands  are  in  English,  and  the 
InstructloDS  are  In  English,  and  It  is  a 
hard  Job  for  people  to  train  under  sach 
conditions.  They  must  learn  the  words 
of  command  by  sound.  I  sbouid  like,  in 
the  interests  of  our  rural  ix^nlatlon,  thit 
those  schools  should  provide  a  certain  num- 
ber of  instructors  who  are  able  to  ^ve  the 
instructions  in  French. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  shall  take  a  note  of 
the  matter,  and  will  call  the  attention  of 
the  Minister  of  'Militia  to  what  I  tbtnk  Is 
an  Important  omission,  and  I  have  no  donbt 
he  will  J^e  governed  by  It.  Of  course,  ■ 
remedy  should  be  provided  for  such  a  con- 
dition. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— My  bon.  friend 
called  attention  to  that  matter  about  a  year 
ago,  and  It  seemed  to  be  a  perfectly  rea- 
sonable suggestion.  I  cannot  see  auy  rea- 
son why  it  shonld  not  be  adopted.  It  would 
seem  to  be  a  waste  of  effort  to  try  and 
drill  men  in  a  language  they  do  not  under- 
stand a  word  of. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^-One 
of  the  qualifications  of  a  British  general  is 
that  he  must  understand  the  French  and 
German  languages.  An  officer  never  could 
be  promoted  to  the  rank  of  general  wldi- 
out  this  qualification,  and  for  a  very  good 
reason;  in  case  of  a  war  it  wonld  be  neces- 
sary to  be  familiar  with  those  languages. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERTILLB-I  was 
told  lately — I  do  not  know  if  It  Is  tme- 

that  Lord  Dundonald  had  told  the  officers 
that  they  must  learn  French  If  they  want- 
ed to  be  promoted  In  Quebec. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— 'More  than  that  at 
the  time  General  Hutton  was  here,  tboe 
was  an  order  passed  imposing  that  obUgs- 
tlon.  but  it  was  Ignored. 

The  dause  was  adopted. 
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On  clause  30, 

30.  There  may  be  appointed  an  officer  who 
shall  hold  rank  not  below  that  of  colonel  In 
the  mtlltta  or  in  His  Majesty's  Regular  Army, 
who  may  be,  Bubject  to  the  regulations  and  un- 
der the  direction  of  the  Minister,  charged  with 
the  military  command  of  the  militia,  and  such 
oflScer  shall  have  the  rank  of  Major  General  Id 
the  militia,  and  shall  be  paid  at  such  rate,  not 
exceeding  six  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  as 
Is  prescribed. 

2.  In  the  event  of  a  vacancy  in  the  office  of 
Ceneral  Officer  Commanding,  or  in  the  absence 
of  that  officer  from  Canada,  the  Governor  in 
Council  may  detach  an  officer  of  the  headquar- 
ters staff,  who  shall  be  charged  with  the  mili- 
tary command  of  the  militia. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— This 
is  a  clause  -wliioh  removes  the  provision  in 
the  old  'la-w,  that  wag  introduced  hj  the 
lute  Alex.  Mackenzie,  providing  that  the 
General  Officer  Commanding  shall  be  an 
officer  of  the  British  army,  holding  a  rank 
not  less  than  colonel.  This  Bill  makes  pro- 
vision that  he  may  be  of  the  British  army  or 
of  the  Canadian  militia  ;  In  other  words  It 
opens  the  door  to  the  appointment  of  ii 
general  officer  commanding  the  forces  from 
the  Canadian  militia.  That  is  really  the 
cbange  that  is  made  in  this  provision.  While 
I  am  not  prepared  to  admit  what  has  beon 
charged,  that  on  account  of  that  restriction 
a  Canadian  officer  may  be  appointed  who  by 
experience  Is  less  fitted  for  the  position  than 
one  who  has  served  In  the  regular  army, 
I  must  add  that  we  have  no  colonels  In  the 
Canadian  militia  who  have  had  the  experi- 
ence, and  who  hare  made  military  tactics 
n  life  study,  who  have  been  educated  to  the 
profession  from  boyhood  up,  and,  conse- 
quently, it  would  not  be  unreasonable  to 
suppose  that  while  a  Canadian  officer  may 
have  the  same  ability  and  talent  and  apti- 
tude for  command,  he  could  not  by  any  pos- 
sibility have  the  same  knowledge  of  the 
requirements  of  an  army  or  militia  force 
as  one  has  been  trained  all  his  life  In 
it.  There  is  also  another  reason  why  I  ob- 
ject to  tuis  ctuinge.  I  very  much  fear  that 
If  a  Canadian  militia  officer  be  appointed 
to  that  high  and  honoured  position,  that 
while  ,he  may  have  the  ability  to  fill  the 
position  with  credit  to  himself  and  advant- 
age to  the  country,  he  would  be  apt  to  be 
Influenced  in  his  management  of  the  mlUtin 
to  a  iuuch  greater  extent  than  one  who  has 
no  personal  Interest  In  Canada  oatshle  of 
his  (^clal  duties.  A  British  officer  would 
l>e  leas  likely  to  be  influenced  for  political 
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or  other  reasons  by  the  minister  of  the  day. 
Those  are  the  reasons  which  suggest  them- 
selves to  me,  that  It  would  be  impolitic, 
unless  the  Canadian  officer  had  been  serv- 
ing in  the  army — apd  that  I  should  very 
much  like  to  see — to  make  the  appointment 
from  the  Canadian  militia.  But  they  are 
drawing  a  distinction  between  a  man  who 
has  served  the  country  and  holds  a  com- 
mission in  the  British  army,  who  is  not  a 
born  Canadian.  It  has  been  argued  that  it 
leaves  an  impression  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  that  it  Is  a  reflection  on  the  ability 
of  the  Canadian  officer.  I  do  not  admit  that 
for  n  moment.  1  have  given  my  reasons 
why  I  think  It  is  preferable,  and  it  can  be 
'done  under  this  law,  to  have  an  officer  in 
that  high  position  who  has  no  intimate  or 
personal  relations  with  the  different  offi- 
cers of  the  country,  that  he  Is  much  more 
apt  to  be  governed  by  military  reasons  in 
giving  advice  to  the  Minister  of  MUitIa 
than  would  a  man  who  is  a  resident  of  the 
country,  who  has  mii^led  with  all  the  offi- 
cers, who  has  been  associated  with  them 
at  mess,  who  may  be  connected  with  them 
by  blood,  or  for  any  other  reason,  and  1 
am  quite  sure  that  is  the  reason  the  theu 
Prime  Minister  of  the  country,  the  Hon. 
Alex.  Madipnzie,  added  that  clause  to  the 
Militia  Bill  when  the  law  was  under  con- 
sideration at  that  time.  These  are  the  rea- 
sions  that  I  have  for  hoping  that  in  the  ap- 
pointment of  an  officer  of  that  kind,  it  is 
very  important  that  some  regard  shall  be 
had  to  the  reasons  which  I  have  advanced, 
why  it  would  be  better  to  have  an  officer 
who  has  served  in  the  regular  army,  whe- 
ther he  Is  a  Gana^an  or  an  Indian  or  an 
Australian.  I  do  not  care  what  part  of  the 
British  empire  he  comes  from ;  if  he  has 
had  experience  In  the  British  army,  so 
much  the  better. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  subject  is  not  a 
living  one,  and  need  not  be  discussed,  he- 
cause  there  is  no  intention  whatever  of 
taking  any  action  in  regard  to  that  clause. 
I  think  that  has  already  been  stated  In  both 
chambers  ;  I  certainly  stated  It  myself,  that 
the  Militia  Council  was  to  supersede  the 
general  officer.  Conditions  may  arise  in  the 
event  of  any  emergency,  or  in  the  event 
of  our  having  to  send  a  force  outside  of  this 
country,  when  It  might  be  advisable  to  adopt 
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the  suggestion  of  the  hou.  gentleman,  and 
place  an  Imperial  officer  at  the  head  of  the 
militia  ;  but  at  present  we  are  going  to 
tuy  what  the  Militia  Council  will  do.  We 
think  it  will  be  more  effective,  and  more 
advantages  will  arise  from  It  than  from  hav- 
ing the  militl&  und«  the  control  of  a  General 
Officer  Comnrandlng.  I  shall  not  go  over  the 
list  of  general  offleo^  We  have  had  a 
great  i.umter  of  officers.  We  had  trouble 
with  the  general  officer  commanding  in  1861, 
and  we  have  also  had  trouble  with  others. 
Their  periods  of  remaining  here  have  been 
short  The7  have  invariably  changed  the 
order  of  things  established  by  their  pre- 
decessor, and  it  l8  on  that  account 
thought  wise  to  depart  from  the  cns- 
tom  of  the  past,  in  order  to  secure  unifor- 
mity In  our  miiitlH  regulations  in  the 
future.  There  is  no  necessity  to  discuss  that 
clanse,  because  there  is  no  intention  what- 
ever to  act  upon  it 

Hon.  Sir  MACKtlXZIE  BOWELL— I  have 
no  doubt  that  is  the  intention  of  the  govern- 
ment, ibnt  the  next  clause  provides  for  the 
officer  to  take  the  position.  The  hon.  gen- 
tleman will  r«neniber  that  when  objections 
were  taken  of  a  similar  ctiaracter  to  that 
which  I  have  Just  given  utt^ance,  the 
Bilnister  of  Militia  said  they  were  taking 
the  power  to  make  the  appointment,  and 
they  were  not  restricted  to  a  military  officer 
in  Canada,  or  one  in  Great  Britain.  That  .s 
the  position  he  took.  1  do  not  think  he  went 
so  far  as  to  say  that  it  was  not  their  Inten- 
tion. I  do  not  BO  read  It ;  I  wish  to  make 
one  exception  to  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  geutlemau.  There  was  a  major 
general  In  Canada  who  served  his  term  and 
left  Canada  without  huy  difficulty.  I  will 
not  give  his  name,  for  the  reason  that  ht 
never  did  anything.  He  remaiued  in  Canada 
his  Ave  years  and  allowed  the  militia  to  do 
as  they  pleased.  While  I  was  Minister  of 
Customs  I  ordered  out  the  corps  in  Winnipeg 
to  go  to  Cross  Lake  to  quell  a  riot  there,  and 
sent  them  home  again.  Sir  John  Macdonald 
mme  to  nit> — the  Minister  of  Militia  wiis 
not  in  the  city  nt  the  time— and  said  ;  •  Bow- 
ell.  I  wish  you  wouild  take  that  matter  in 
hand.*  I  did  so,  and  I  wired  und  sent  n 
force  of  militia  to  Cross  Lake,  and  after- 
wards sent  them  back.  I  met  the  general 
later  on,  and  I  said  to  him,  '  I  have  usurp- 
ed your  authority.'  He  said  '  How  is  that  ? ' 
Hon.  Hr.  6C0TT. 


I  said  '  1  have  ordered  out  the  militia,  sent 
ttiem  to  Cross  I>ake  and  sent  them  boae 
again,'  and  he  said  'All  right '  and  passed  on. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— And  he  did  not 
make  a  speech  at  Montreal  er  Toronto  pro- 
testing against  the  hon.  gentleman's  action. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIB  BOWELL— No, 
he  did  not    The  hon.  gentleman  seems  ta 

have  that  on  the  brain.  The  gentleman  to 
whom  1  refer  never  came  In  contact  witb 
the  government  and  never  did  anything  ex- 
cept to  draw  his  salary  like  a  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  not  a  very 
close  student  of  military  matters,  but  we 
are  now  considering  a  clause  of  very  great 
Importance,  and  we  have  had  a  statement 
from  my  hon.  friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
which  I  think  I  understand,  and  It  Is  this: 
that  notwIUistandlng  that  we  are  keeping  a 
provision  in  the  law  by  which  a  General 
Officer  Commanding  may  be  appointed,  either 
an  officer  of  the  Canadian  mlUtia  or  a  Brit- 
ish officer,  that  it  is  not  the  intention  to 
appoint  such  an  officer;  but  to  operate  this 
advisory  council  and  carry  on  the  mlUtla 
force  by  tiie  advice  of  the  advisory  council 
and  to  carry  on  the  military  force  by  the 
advice  of  the  military  council  without  ap- 
pointing a  Genera]  Officer  Commanding  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  la  the  present 

understanding. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  am  glad  1 
understood  my  hon.  friend  correctly,  bat 
I  will  say  that,  In  my  humble  opinion.  I 
think  they  are  pursuing  a  very  dangerous 
course  by  doing  anything  of  the  kind,  and 
I  cannot  concede  for  a  moment  that  the 
true  interest  of  the  defence  of  Canada  can 
be  served  by  the  minister.  The  present 
minister  may  be,  and  I  think  is,  a  military 
man  to  a  certain  extent.  He  has  given 
a  good  deal  of  attention  to  it,  but  a  man 
of  his  qualifications  may  not  always  be 
obtaihed,  and  I  presume  that  the  intention 
is  only  to  carry  out  this  system  as  long  as 
the  present  minister  Is  In  power,  and  it 
niiiy  be  changed  afterwards.  But  at  any 
rate,  I  do  not  think  it  is  a  wise  provision 
to  attempt  to  run  the  defence  of  Canada 
by  means  of  this  council.  When  we  were 
passing  the  other  clause,  I  did  not  tbfaik 
any  more  was  intended  than  merely  to  hnve 
that  as  an  auxiliary,  but  still  it  was  in 
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■contemplation,  as  I  saw  It  was  In  the  Bill, 

to  appoint  a  General  Officer  Commanding. 

Now  we  learn  that  It  is  not  the  Intention. 

I  think  that  we  are  going  baclEward  Instead 

of  forward  in  the  matter  of  the  defence  of 

the  country.    A  paspet  was  handed  me  this 

evening  which  contains  a  cablegram  from 

London   to-day.    The   cablegram  aippeare 

In  the  Montreal  '  Star,'  a  portion  of  which 

I  shnll  read.  A  good  deal  of  It  Is  not  rele- 

TEht  because  the  subjects  have  been  thresh- 

ed  out  snffldentlr  to-nifi^t    It  Is  in  regard 

to  an  editorial  in  the  London  'Post,*  and 

reads  as  follows  : — 

The  'Post'  severelr  criticising  the  mllltla 
says  the  old  fallacy  that  a  mob  of  men  with  the 
ability  to  occasionally  hit  the  target  constitutes 
aa  army  Is  still  widely  current  fn  Canada,  or  at 
any  rate  the  Canadian  press  would  appear  to  be 
of  the  opinion  of  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurler  and  his 
ministers,  that  the  defence  of  Canada  can  be 
assured  most  cheaply  and  effectively  by  trusting 
to  the  patriotism  of  the  people,  who  they  seem 
to  think  will  be  able  to  improvise  an  army  at 
ft  moment's  notice. 

I  think  that  Is  a  warning,  and  that  there 
is  an  Importance  In  It  that  we  should  not 
disr^rd. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE-My  hon.  friend 
makes  a  great  mistake  here.  He  Is  turning 
down  all  Canada.  He  Is  reflecting  on  them, 
whether  they  be  of  English,  Irish.  Scotch 
or  French  descent.  What  did  we  find  in  the 
Boer  war  ?  Though  we  had  250.000  Bri- 
tish soldiers  there,  the  Boers  walked  through 
them.  Why  ?  Not  because  they  were  braver 
or  better  armed,  but  because  they  knew  the 
conditions  of  the  country  and  used  their 
Intelligence.  Look  at  tlie  Japanese  to-day 
walking  through  the  Russian  hosts.  Why  V 
Because  you  must  have  intelligent  men  to 
fight  successfully.  My  hon.  friend  is  bring- 
ing in  a  Bill  which  Is  intended  to  put  the 
militia,  not  on  an  aggressive  basis,  but  on  a 
basis  which  will  enable  them  to  organize 
better  than  they  were  before,  and  get  in- 
telligent officers.  It  cuts  away  the  cast-iron 
rule  that  we  must  have  an  English  officer. 
There  are  good  English  officers,  and  bad 
English  officers.  A  man  goes  into  the  Bri- 
tish army  as  a  profession,  and  rises  from  a 
lower  to  higher  grades,  and  then  gets  com- 
mand for  five  years,  and  goes.  He  may  be  i 
good  man,  or  a  poor  officer— that  is  to  say, 
lie  may  have  been  thoroughly  Instructed  In 
the  science  of  war.  but  unabie  to  apply  it. 
Are  we  going  to  say  that  with  6,000,000  of 


people  in  this  country,  we  have  no  men  who 
are  lit  to  command  In  a  flght  ?  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  give  me  ten  Perrys,  en- 
trenched, each  with  one  hundred  rounds  of 
ammunition,  and  they  will  kill  eight  hund- 
red out  of  one  thousand  men  who  attack. 
I  cannot  understand  for  a  moment  why  we 
are  going  to  say  that  we  have  not  In  our  own 
country  men  fit  for  any  emergency.  Take 
my  hon.  friend,  the  brigadier  officer ;  1 
would  be  willing  to  trust  myself  under  his 
command  or  as  his  associate.  The  idea  here 
is  that  we  must  have  a  British  officer,  but 
as  my  hon.  friend  has  s^d,  the  government 
have  quarrelled  with  the  whole  of  them. 
They  were  good  men,  but  not  familiar  with 
conditions  here.  They  knew  the  science  of 
war,  but  could  not  apply  it .  Suppose  a  war 
were  to  break  out  to-morrow  here,  who 
would  have  to  face  the  enemy  ?  Not  men 
fighting  under  the  cast-iron  rules  laid  down 
In  the  past,  but  smart  young  fellows  who 
can  bold  the  enemy  at  bay  everywhere, 
Perrys,  who  can  take  cover,  shoot  straight 
and  beat  back  the  assailants.  What  Bri- 
tish officer  Is  better  than  that  ?  Why  should 
not  our  own  men  go  abroad  and  learn,  ,as  the 
Japs  did,  when  they  sent  their  officers  to 
every  civilized  country  in  the  world  to  pick 
up  what  information  they  could  ?  Are  the 
Japs  ony  better  than  Canadians  ?  Nobody 
will  dare  to  say  that  they  are.  We  can 
trust  any  government  ip  this  country. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— We 
are  discussing  it  on  general  principles. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— I  say  we  have 
youug  men— I  could  point  to  one  or  two 
lu  the  House  of  Commons  to-day— smart, 
bright  fellows  ;  give  them  a  chance,  whe- 
ther they  be  French  or  English,  and  they 
will  do  credit  to  the  country.  The  Militia 
Department  is  empowered  to  use  Its  func- 
tions and  give  tbese  men  a  chance.  We 
can  produce  par-excellence  as  good  men  in 
this  country,  be  th^  French  or  English,  as 
can  be  produced  In  any  part  of  the  world. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— Nobody  in  this 
House  will  for  a  moment  Join  in  disparag- 
ing Canadians.  It  Is  true,  as  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman has  said,  that  Canadians  distinguish- 
ed themselves  in  the  Boer  war.  Give  them 
equal  opportunity,  training,  and  experience, 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  they 
will  be  found  to  dlstlogulsh  themselves  in 
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any  position  they  may  be  called  upon  to 
fill.  They  have  proved  that  In  the  past,  and 
nobody  doubts  they  win  do  so  in  the  future. 
It  is  a  question  of  quallftcatton  and  ex- 
perience. Wbeu  ve  speak  of  British  officers. 
We  must  remember  tbat  there  are  Canadians, 
and  not  a  few  of  them,  in  the  British  army, 
and  a  British  officer  who  is  a  Canadian  mny 
be  appointed.  What  I  want  to  see  is  a  quali- 
fied General  Officer  Commanding  appointed. 
It  is  Important  for  Canada  that  the  com- 
manding officer  should  be  a  man  of  expe- 
rience and  wider  training  than  can  be  had  in- 
Canada. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Who  beat  the  Bri- 
tish soldiers  in  the  t'nlted  States  in  the  old 
wars  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGLSOX— We  are  not  tallt- 
Ing  about  the  United  States. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMYILLE— They  were  men 
who  had  no  military  training  whatever,  but 
who  knew  the  country  and  the  surroundings. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— I  do  not  object 
to  interruptions  which  are  relevant,  but  I 
do  not  want  to  be  interrupted  by  an  irre- 
levant remark.  The  whole  thing  Is  to  have 
qualified  men  for  this  position.  Brave  and 
capable  as  the  Canadians  proved  themselves 
to  be  in  South  Africa,  the  results  would 
not  have  been  so  satisfactory  if  .there  had 
not  been  a  Roberts,  a  Kitchener  and  a  Dun- 
donald  to  lead  them ;  and  here  we  are  pro- 
posing to  drift  away  and  leave  the  door 
open  for  a  clumsily  constituted  advisory 
council  to  take  the  direction  of  our  militia 
matters.  It  Is  no  wonder  the  London  '  Post ' 
says  that  we  have  as  much  confidence  In  a 
mob  as  In  a  regular  army.  I  did  not  know 
until  the  debate  was  In  progress  tliat  so 
dangerous  a  proposition  was  before  ns.  It 
does  not  appear  from  anything  we  know, 
how  far  the  minister  will  be  bound  to  take 
the  advice  of  the  miUtla  council,  even  when 
he  does  consult  them.  We  are  practically 
launching  out  on  a  scheme  of  militia  or- 
sanlzation  under  which  a  Minister  of 
litia,  who  may  know  nothing  more  than  I 
do  about  militia  matters — and  I  confess  ! 
frankly  that  is  not  very  much — might  un- 
derjjike  to  run  the  militia'  affairs  of  the 
country  as  he  thought  proper,  with  an  ad- 
visory council  which  he  may  or  may  not 
consult,  and  whose  advice  he  is  not  bound 
to  accept  even  though  he  does  consult  them. 
Hon.  Hr.  FERGUSON. 


Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Marsbfield  seems  to  think  there  wu 
something  very  remarUable  In  the  abolition 
of  the  office  of  General  Officer  Gommandhig. 
We  have  not  In  this  country  given  very 
much  study  to  military'  matters.  We  have 
not  been  called  upon  to  study  them  as  they 
have  had  to  do  in  other  countries  ;  but  we 
know  that  In  Germany  they  have  no  Com- 
mander-in-Chief.  They  have  substituted  a 
chief  of  staff  for  the  commander-ln-chleL 
In  the  United  States  thoy  iiad  a  Commander- 
in-Chief  until  about  a  year  and  a  balf  ago. 
when  they  by  statute  abolished  the  office. 
In  England,  where  thr-y  have  given  a  good 
deal  of  study  to  thiii  question,  tbey  have 
abolished  the  office  of  Commander-in-Chief, 
and  substituted  a  military  council  and  In- 
pector  General  and  Chief  of  Staff  ;  so  we 
are    following    the    example    of  coun- 
tries where  the  subject  has  been  considered 
very   fully,   and   probably   are   not  far 
astray.    The  hon.  gentleman  Bella- 
ville  expressed  a  sort  .of  guarded  regret  that 
the  government  and  parliament  should  de- 
part from  the  course  taken  by  Mr.  Mac- 
kenzie in  1875.    Mr.  Uackensie's  govern- 
ment, and  the  hon.  gentleman  who  leAd» 
this  House  was  then  a  member  of  that  sov- 
ernment,  I  suppose  were  Inflnenced  by  the 
same  views  expressed  here  to-night  by  the 
hon.  gentleman  ;  and  they  thought  it  would 
be  a  better  system  to  have  an  English  offi- 
cer of  experience  at  the  head  of  our  militia 
than  to  have  what  we  had  before  tbent. 
an  adjutant  general,  who,  by  the  way,  was 
generally  an  English  officer  of  experience. 
The  Idea  was  to  take  the  office  out  of  poli- 
tics. It  did  not  take  the  office  out  of  politics, 
because,  with  the  exception  of  the  gentle- 
man to  whom  the  leader  of  the  opposition  re- 
fers, every  General  Officer  Commanding  who 
has  been  in  command  of  the  militia  since 
1875  has  fallen  out  with  the  government  of 
the  day,  and  left  Canada  before  his  term  ex- 
pired. It  Is  only  fair  to  say  that  there  was 
one  other  officer  who  had  no  quarrel  with 
the  government,  and  that  was  the  General 
Officer  Commanding  who  preceded  Lord  Don- 
donald.    The  government  and  the  minister 
had  no  quarrel  with  Major  General  O'Grady- 
Haley. 

Hon.    Sir   MACKENZIE   BOWELL— He 
had  not  time. 
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Hon.  Mr.  POWER— For  some  reason,  the 
War  Office  people  were  anxious  to  send  the 
other  gentleman  here  In  his  place.  There 
were  three  reasons  why  Major  Qeneral 
O'Grady-Haley  gave  satisfaction.  He  had 
served  In  Canada  as  a  comparatiTely  young 
officer,  he  knew  the  eonntry  and  understood 
the  people,  which  the  average  English  officer 
does  not  at  all.  Then  again  General  O'Grady- 
Haley  had  no  ambitions  or  Interests  outside 
of  Canada.  His  career  In  the  imperial  army 
had  ended.  His  only  object  and  bis  only 
duty  here  was  to  serve  the  Canadian  ^v- 
emment  and  do  Ills  duty  by  the  CanadtaD 
militia.  The  average  general  officers  com- 
manding, men  like  the  one  who  preceded 
General  O'Grady-Haley,  and  men  like  the 
one  who  succeeded  him,  were  thinking  per- 
baps  less  about  doing  their  duty  as  com- 
manding officers  of  the  Canadian  militia 
than  tbey  were  of  ipaklng  an  impression  on 
the  home  authorities,  where  tbey  looked  for 
advancement  after  leaving  here ;  and  that 
alone  Is  a  sufficient  reason  why  we  should 
not  have  those  English  officers  coming  out 
here  who  propose  to  go  back  again  after 
their  term  with  us  expires.  Instead  of  try- 
ing to  do  his  duty  by  the  Canadian  militia 
the  officer,  as  a  general  rule.  Is  thinking  of 
making  a  marked  impression  on  public  opi- 
nion in  the  old  country,  with  a  view  of  pro- 
moting his  own  interests  after  he  goes  home. 
Further,  with  respect  to  Major  General 
O'Grady-Haley,  there  has  not  been  much 
said  about  bim,  but  he  was  really  a  most 
competent  officer  and  did  his  work  remark- 
ably well.  The  institution  of  the  school  of 
musketry  and  some  other  improvements 
were  due  to  bim ;  and  my  own  belief  is 
that  when  the  present  little  excitement  has 
simmered  down,  bon.  gentlemen,  and  the 
public  generally,  will  realize  that  General 
O'Grady-Haley,  although  he  did  his  duty  in 
a  quiet  way,  did  It  effectually  and  that  there 
has  been  no  better  general  officer  in  Canada 
since  the  office  was  institnted.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go  into  a  general  discussion  of  the 
subject.  There  was  one  matter  which  was 
Just  indicated  by  the  bon.  gentleman  who 
preceded  me,  and  that  was  the  want  of  co^i- 
tinulty.  An  inferior  system  which  is  con- 
tinuous Is  better  than  frequent  changes  of 
system,  and  as  some  bon.  gentlemen  stated 
a  while  ago,  In  the  case  of  those  English 
general  officers  commanding,  the  first  thing 


an  officer  commanding  did  when  he  came  out 
here  was  to  either  try  to  reverse  the  policy 
of  his  predecessor,  or  to  point  out  that  under 
his  predecessor  the  militia  had  not  been  pro- 
perly bandied.  Take  for  instance  the  case 
ot  General  Hutton.  He  succeeded  General 
Gascoigne.  General  Gascolgiie  had  made  a 
report  for  1897.  In  which  he  spoke  in  the 
highest  terms  of  the  Canadian  militia.  How 
well  they  turned  out,  ftc,  and  any  one  read- 
ing that  report  would  think  that  our  Cana- 
dian militia  were  a  very  superior  body  of 
men.  General  Hutton,  a  man  of  great  abili- 
ty, and  a  most  competent  officer,  when  he 
came  out  here  In  his  first  report  condemned 
the  Canadian  militia,  indicated  that  tbey 
were  very  much  below  par,  and  that  he  was 
very  much  disappointed  in  the  force.  He 
published  another  report  a  year  later,  short- 
ly before  be  went  away,  describing  the  Cana- 
dian militia  as  splendid  fellows.  I  suppose 
the  change  was  all  due  to  tiie  remarkable 
reforms  which  he  had  instituted  during  the 
intervening  twelve  months.  And  so  it  Is. 
We  do  not  get  our  judges,  our  Ministers  of 
Customs  or- men  at  the  head  of  any  of  our 
public  or  private  institutions  from  England, 
and  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  look  to 
England  for  our  general  officers 'command- 
ing. I  am  glad  to  know  that  the  govern- 
ment do  not  propose  to  have  any  more  of 
those  officers,  and  I  am  rather  sorry  that 
there  is  any  provision  at  all  for  a  General 
Officer  Commanding.  There  Is  just  one  other 
point  about  General  O'Grady-Haley.  He  did 
not  separate  himself  from  the  force,  did  not 
reserve  bis  confidence  from  his  Canadian 
subordinates,  and  that  bas  not  Iwen  the 
case  with  bis  successor  and  other  general 
officers  commanding.  They  found  here  Can- 
adian officers  quite  competent  to  do  their 
work  and  men  who  from  their  official  posi- 
tions should  have  received  the  confidence  of 
the  General  Officer  Commanding.  These 
Canadian  officers  have  not  had  that  confid- 
ence. The  practice  has  been  tat  the  General 
Officer  Commanding  to  Import  from  England 
younger  officers  whom  he  got  around  him 
and  to  whom  lie  did  give  his  confidence,  the 
confidence  he  withheld  from  the  men  who 
bx  virtue  of  their  superior  official  positions 
were  entitled  to  receive  his  confidence. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  deny  in  toto  the 
remarks  made  by  my  bon.  friend  against 
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General  Huttou  and  Lord  Dundouald.  I 
tasT^ened  to  serve  under  both  of  tbem.  I 

am  uot  speaking  from  a  political  point  of 
view.  I  will  not  refer  to  the  Dundooald 
incident,  taking  It  from  a  political  point  of 
view. ,  I  am  speakng  of  those  two  men  as 
soldiers,  as  we  knew  them  In  camp.  Gene- 
rat  Hutton  greatly  improved  the  militia 
when  he  assisted  at  onr  camps.  He  was 
truly  a  soldier.  He  told  (tome  very  hard 
troths,  but  I  think  be  gave  a  good  stimulus 
to  the  Canadian  militia.  So  did  Txird  Dun- 
donald.  Without  wishing  at  all  to  interfere 
in  the  political  battle  that  Is  now  going  on, 
I  take  this  occasion  to  speak  of  liord  Dun- 
douald as  a  soldier,  and  I  say  that  he  was 
(>.<ctrc>n]ply  popular  amongst  our  militia.  Both 
General  Hutton  and  Lord  Dundouald  under- 
stood French  very  well,  and  were  able  to 
come  in  contact  with  everybody  In  the 
camps.  ITnder  Lord  Dundonald  our  men 
learned  to  make  entrenchments,  a  thing 
that  bad  been  ignored  before  In  the  train- 
ing of  our  militia,  and  we  learned  a  lot  of 
tilings  practically.  The  soldier  bad  not 
merely  bis  rifle,  but  he  also  carried  a  pick 
and  shovel  and  learned  how  to  make 
trenches,  and  go  through  the  necessary  de- 
tails of  w6rk  In  the  field.  All  those  things 
were  taught  by  General  Hutton  and  I^ord 
Dundonald,  and  in  that  respect  I  wish  to 
give  my  testimony  In  favour  of  those  two 
generals.  General  Herbert,  who  preceded 
them,  I  think,  bad  commenced  those  im- 
provements. I  have  nothing  to  say  against 
General  O'Grady-Haley.  He  was  a  very 
quiet  gentleman,  and  came  to  camp  like  an 
ordinary  officer.  He  did  bis  duty,  there 
is  uo  doubt  about  that,  but  I  do  not  think 
he  bad  the  vim  the  others  bad  lu  making 
Improvements.  I  Just  take  this  occasion 
to  do  an  act  of  justice.  T^rd  Dundonald 
has  been  accused  of  trying  to  engender 
racial  prejudices  In  Canada.  Speaking  in 
the  name  of  the  French  Canadian  element 
in  our  militia,  having  been  in  contact  for 
two  years  with  Lord  Dundonald,  I  say  in 
justice  to  bim  that  amongst  the  French 
element  of  our  militia  Lord  Dundonald  was 
the  most  popular  general  we  ever  bad. 
The  government  may  find  that  be  Interfered 
iti  politics,  or  charge  anything  else  against 
liim;  I  do  not  discuss  that — I  am  speaking 
of  tlie  merit  of  General  Dundonald  In  the 
field  and  In  contact  with  our  militia,  and 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT. 


I  say  tbat  not  a  single  French  Can&diu 
has  a  word  of  complaint  against  Lord  Don- 
donald.  We  were  speaking  a  isomeDt  iga 
of  the  experience  of  our  Cnnadlaii  offlcert 
In  the  wars  that  are  now  going  ou  in  Thibet 
and  Manchuria,  our  Canadian  militia  should 
be  represented  by  some  of  our  Oanadiin 
officers  who  would  learn  something  fnn 
observing  the  manoeuvres  <n  the  field.  l 
am  told  that  at  this  moment  tbere  are  i 
few  of  our  officers  In  Japan.  Can  the 
minister  tell  me  the  names  jf  our  Caoadlfla 
officers  who  are  now  serving  in  Mancbn- 
rla  ? 

Hon.  Sir.  POWER— Tbere  Is  Thaeker. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  be  tbe  only  oael 
I  thought  three  had  been  sent.  Three  names 
were  mentioned.  I  know  Tbacker  Is  tbero 
now.  but  are  there  no  others  1 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  am  not  aware  if  tbwe 
are  any  others. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  know  tbree  were 

named,  and  I-  regretted  that  an  officer  re- 
presenting the  French  Canadian  militia 
had  not  been  named  among  tbem.  In  Jn&> 
tice  to  tliat  element,  the  government  might 
have  uametl  one. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  do  not  wish  to  speak 
positively,  but  I  think  tbe  Japanese  authori- 
I  ties  refused  to  have  more  than  one.  either 
I  tlint  or  the  English  authorities  would  not 
<  allow  more  than  one. 

I  Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-If  that  is  so,  I  would 
not  press  my  demand.  If  tbree  Canadian 
officers  are  detailed  for  such  experience  In 
any  other  war,  I  should  like  a  French  Caoi- 

I  dlan  to  be  appointed  as  one,  to  share  with 

I  his  brother  officers  in  the  fruits  of  that  ex- 

I  perlence. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  POWELL— The 
]  hon.  Speaker  has  passed  an  nnneceswary 
I  reflection  on  the  commanding  officers  In  the 
;  past  by  saying  their  only  object,  apparently, 
I  was  to  so  conduct  themselves  here  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Imperial  authorities  as  to  obtain 
I  promotion  at  tbe  end  of  tbeir  term.  I  am 
,  not  prepared  to  admit  tbat  statanent 
I  Every  man  who  serves  in  tbe  army  looks  for 
j  promotion,  wlmtever  his  position  may  l>e;  but 
,  I  do  not  think  that  the  general  officers 
I  commanding  in  Canada  deserve  the  severe 
criticism  that  has  been  passed  upon  ttaem. 
'  While  tbere  have  been  difficulties  between 
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the  goTernment  and  former  commanding 
officers,  I  have  yet  to  learn  that  any  of  those 
difficulties  arose  on  atcount  of  party  feeling 
or  politics.  I  hnye  read  in  the  newspapers, 
however,  that  difficnltles  arose  between  the 
Minister  of  Militia  and  General  O'Grady- 
Haley.  I  cannot  remember  now  wtaat  those 
difficulties  were,  bnt  I  know  I  saw  It  men- 
tioned in  elttier  a  Canndlnn  or  Eng- 
lish paper,  that  difficulties  had  arisen, 
and  that  when  General  O'Grady-Haley 
went  borne,  his  services  were  utilized 
in  some  capacity  equal  to  that  which 
he  occnpled  here.  He  was  thought 
well  of  by  the  Imperial  authorities 
who  managed  the  army.  However,  that 
is  a  matter  of  very  little  consequence.  The 
difllculties  that  have  arisen  in  the  past  be- 
tween the  commanding  officer  and  the  gov- 
ernment have  not  been  of  a  political  char- 
acter as  far  as  I  know.  The  difficulty  with 
Lord  Oundonald  was  not  that  he  Introduced 
politics  Into  the  service,  but  that  -he  ob- 
jected to  the  Introduction  of  politics,  and 
had  a  row  accordingly. 

HoiH  Mr.  DAN  DURA  NI>— That  was  a 
pretext  only.  That  Is  generally  admitted 
all  round  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— No,  It  Is  not  admitted 
at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDUBAND— He  said  so 
himself. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  beg 
the  hon.  gentleman's  pardon.  What  he 
said  was  that  he  took  advantage,  In  mak- 
ing that  speech,  to  expose  the  Introduction 
of  politics  into  the  militia,  knowing  the 
con  sequences  wiiich  wonld  follow,  in  the 
Interest  of  the  militia.  I  always  thought, 
»nd  said  so  to  gentlemen  la  the  other  House, 
that  some  of  his  acts  were  Indiscreet  The 
reason  he  gave  was  that  he  could  not  trust 
those  with  whom  he  was  associated,  and 
that  he  had  to  put  the  case  in  the  hands 
of  the  opposition.  Now,  I  am  not  prepared 
to  defend  that  ;  I  am  not  going  to  discuss 
it.  What  I  did  say  was,  that  bis  difficulty 
arose  out  of  the  position  taken  by  one  mem- 
ber of  the  cabinet  on  political  grounds,  to 
Ignore  a  certain  family  in  bis  constituency. 
Lord  Dundonald  resented  that,  and  he  made 
It  public  at  the  expense  of  his  position, 
knowing,  as  he  says,  the  consequences 
which  would  follow,  and  be  said  he  did  it 


because  he  wished  to  throw  the  searchlight 
upon  the  management  of  the  militia  In  that 
particular.  That  is  the  position.  I  have 
read  pretty  carefully  what  he  said,  and 
what  has  been  said  on  the  other  side.  I 
have  already  admitted  that  I  thought  his 
action  was  indiscreet ;  that  be  might  hare 
tilien  another  course,  though  I  do  not  hesi- 
tate to  say  that  the  man  who  will  deliber- 
iitt'ly  sticrigce  himself  for  what  he  believes 
to  be  the  interest  of  the  country,  deserves 
commendation  and  praise  from  every  Cana- 
dian. In  reference  to  the  race  question,  un- 
fortunately the  man  that  introduced  that 
question  was  the  Minister  of  Militia.  No 
one  ever  thought  of  accusing  Lord  Dundon- 
ald of  exercising  his  authority  against  any 
class  or  creed  in  this  country.  It  was  an 
exceedingly  unfortunate  expression  that  was 
used  by  the  Minister  of  Militia  iu  dlscas- 
sing  this  question  in  the  House  of  Cokn- 
mons,  when  he  said  Lord  Dundonald  had 
treated  a  certain  officer  in  the  province  of 
Quebec  in  a  certain  way,  and  that  he  hoped 
it  was  not  because  he  was  a  Frenchman. 
That  was  the  introduction  of  the  race  ques- 
tion. It  set  the  heather  on  flre.  .  Many  of 
the  opposition  newspapers  took  It  up  at 
once,  and  denounced  it.  That  was  followed 
immediately  afterwards  by  the  government 
papers  of  Quebec,  particularly  French 
papers,  accusing  the  opposition  of  raising 
the  race  cry  because  they  denounced  the 
Minister  of  Militia  for  having  done  so. 
Every  one  who  knows  the  circumstances 
knows  that  to  be  the  fact.  I  am,  as  I  gi-ow 
older,  more  strongly  impressed  with  the 
wickedness.  In  a  country  like  ours,  of  rais- 
ing that  question  upon  any  occasion.  We 
should  look  upon  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity as  British  subjects,  with  equal 
rights  and  privileges,  and  when  we  have  posi- 
tive evidence  that  any  man  In  authority  at- 
tempts to  use  his  power  against  any  creed 
or  race,  I  care  not  who  he  may  be,  we 
sliould  denounce  him  from  one  end  of  tne 
country  to  the  other.  We  should  learn  to 
live  more  as  British  subjects  should  live, 
having  as  we  have  in  Canada  representa- 
tives of  people  from  all  parts  of  the  world. 
I  do  not  suppose  that  anywhere  there  are 
more  races  represented  in  one  place  than 
in  I^ndon,  and  yet  you  never  hear  the  race 
question  raised  there  in  the  way  It  is  in 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1178 


SENATE 


Canada.-  and  it  Is  regrettaWe  that  it  should 
be  raised  here  on  any  occasion. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWSR— I  should  like  to  say 

one  or  two  words  to  explain  an  apparent 
misapprehension  that  has  arisen  in  the 
minds  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stadacona 
and  the  leader  of  the  o[^osition.  If  I  left 
the  impression  that  the  English  general 
officer  commanding.  General  Button  or  Lord 
Duudonatd,  were  not  pleasant  with  the  mili- 
tary officers  generally,  I  certainly  did  not 
mean  to  do  that.  What  I  want  to  say  is 
that  they  did  not  give  to  the  members  of  the 
headquarters  staff  with  whom  they  were  as- 
sociated, the  contldence  to  which  they  should 
have  given,  and  that  in  the  case  of  the  late 
officer  commanding,  that  confidence  was 
given  to  subordinate  officers  who  were 
brought  here  from  the  old  country.  That 
is  one  point  which  I  think  it  well  to  ex- 
plain. The  other  was  that  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  seemed  to  be  under  the  impres- 
sion that  I  had  stated  the  only  object  of 
the  general  officer  commanding  was  to  stand 
well  with  the  Imperial  authorities.  Either 
I  did  not  express  my  meaning  correctly,  or 
the  hon.  gentleman  misapprehended  me. 
What  I  said  was  that  Major  General 
O'Grady-Haley  had  only  one  object  here, 
and  that  was  to  do  his  duty  as  to  the  Cana- 
dian officers,  because  he  had  no  future  in 
England,  but  the  other  gentlemen  who  ac- 
cepted  the  position  were  divided  between 
their  duty  to  Canada  and  their  expectations 
of  promotion  on  the  other  side  of  the  water. 
With  respect  to  the  Lord  Dundouald  epi- 
sode I  think  that  has  been  talked  thread- 
bare. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— I  am 
very  glad  the  hon.  gentleman  has  made  that 
explanation,  because  I  should  not  like  it  to 
go  abroad,  particularly  in  England,  that  any 
one  would  accuse  the  general  officer  of  hav- 
ing bnt  one  object  in  view,  to  impress  on 
the  English  government  that  he  bad  per- 
formed certain  duties  In  this  country  which 
would  lead  to  his  promotion.  That  Is  what 
I  understood  the  hon.  gentlesaan  to  say,  and 
that  Is  what  I  attempted  to  explain  away. 
I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  Justifying 
all  the  acts  of  General  Hutton,  of  whom  the 
hon.  gentleman  has  spoken  so  eulogistic- 
ally.  General  Hutton,  we  know,  went  so  far 
In  bis  official  capacity  as  to  Instruct  some 

Hon.  sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL 


officers  not  to  have  any  commnnlcatfon  wiA 
the  Minister  of  Militia  without  his  antbarilj. 
and  another  of  these  'officers,  who,  itiias 
had  a  consultation  with  the  Minister  ef 
Militia  was  instructed  that  he  should  report 
to  him.  That  Sir  Frederick  Borden  sbaad 
have  resented  conduct  of  that  kind  Ib  u; 
officer  of  his  department,  I  am  not  at  iH 
surprised.  He  did  what  I  think  any  indt- 
pendent  man  would  have  done.  ImA  Dus- 
donald  has  never  gone  so  far  as  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDITRAND— The  hon.  get 
tleman  from  Belleville  said  that  the  French 
Liberal  press  had  taken  up  the  race  cry  and 
accused  Lord  Dundonald  and  the  Coosem- 
tlve  par^  of  raising  It  elsewhere.  Just  at 
the  beginning  of  this  quarrel  of  Lord  Dim- 
donald  with  the  government,  I  remember 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Ottawa  'CWieii' 
was  most  reprehensible.  If  not  crlmlDii  It 
publlsbed  articles  which  no  one,  whatew 
his  partisanship  on  the  other  side  of  tliis 
chaml>er  may  be,  would  have  countenanced 
for  a  moment.  I  remember  for  the  first  fe*' 
days  that  followed  the  opening  of  this  inci- 
dent the  *  Citizen '  had  an  article  In  wUdi 
It  spoke  of  French  domination  which  vt* 
unbearable,  that  a  man  could  not  step  into 
the  lobbies  of  this  parliament  without  meet- 
ing messengers  or  clerks  who  could  not 
speak  a  word  of  English,  when,  as  a  mattff 
of  fact,  nearly  ail  the  employees  one  meets 
in  the  lobbies  are  of  English,  Scotch  or  Jt\& 
descent.  I  am  simply  mentioning  tnie  of  tbe 
incidents  that  I  can  remember,  but  there 
were  ai'ticles  in  that  vein  for  a  week  hi  the 
Ottawa  'Citizen'  which  I  am  quite  snrf 
would  be  condemned  by  any  reasonable 
man.  A  member  of  the  Senate  could 
make  a  remark  on  that  question  withont 
being  styled  by  the  *  Oitteen '  as  a  senator 
from  Quebec,  which  was  of  course  with  tie 
Intention  of  trying  to  show  that  there  w« 
some  Hue  of  clevage  between  the  two 
vinces.  It  was  kept  up  for  a  number  »r 
days.  I  hope  If  it  has  subsided  lately  it 
has  been  due  to  the  leader  of  the  opposition 
in  the  other  chamber,  because  the  i/on.  ?et!- 
tleman  was  appealed  to  see  that  some  ol 
those  who  supported  him  in  Ontario  riwoM 
stop  the  campaign  which  was  started  an* 
carried  along  by  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FERGUSON— There  cerWnlr 
was  a  wave  of  excitement  Inaugurated  about 
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the  time  this  trouble  was  started.  The  un- 
fortunate words  of  the  premier,  probably 
not  Intentional,  but  neTertheless  a  very  un- 
fortunate irord  to  use  In  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  that  discussion,  gave  rise  to  things 
being  said  from  another  point  of  view  that 
were  regrettable.  The  article  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman refers  to,  the  only  one  I  saw  !n  the 
Citizen,  I  candidly  say  was  very  regrettable, 
and  certainly  could  not  receive  tbe  support 
of  anybody  in  this  country,  whatever  politi- 
cal party  he  may  belong  to.  Even  more  re- 
grettable than  that  was  the  language  of  tbe 
aiinister  of  Militia  when  be  tried  to  insinu- 
ate what  he  had  not  the  manliness  to  say  in 
an  open  way.that  Lord  Dundonald  bad  pass- 
ed over  a  French  officer  on  account  of  his  na- 
tionality. I  am  told  that  not  one  French 
officer  Joined  in  the  cry  the  Minister  of  Mili- 
tia attempted  to  raise  agalDBt  Lord  Dun- 
donald. and  there  was  not  one  crltldam 
against  Lord  Dundonald  on  the  ground  of 
bis  slighting  anybody  because  of  his  nation- 
ality. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI.— I  have 
not  read  the  articles  to  which  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman referred,  but  I  venturtf  this  state- 
ment, that  these  articles  In  tbe  Citizen  were 
tbe  result  of  the  articles  written  In  tbe 
Liberal  press  of  Lower  Canada.  Unfor- 
tunately, when  these  incendiary  articles  are 
published,  there  are  generally  some  reports 
of  them  published  la  Ontario  newspapers, 
and  they  are  taken  as  the  expression  of  the 
whole  French  Canadian  people.  I  generally 
keep  newspaper  clippings  of  this  kind  and 
i  could  educate  tbe  House  on  the  race  cry 
as  discussed  in  the  Liberal  papers  of  Que- 
bec, 'La  Presse '  and  'Le  Canada,*  and  others. 
The  articles  In  tbe  '  Citizen,'  no  doubt,  were 
in  reply  to  just  such  attacks  as  those  which 
I  have  before  me.  No  doubt  the  unfortunate 
expression  used  by  tbe  premier,  on  the  ques- 
tion of  nationality  did  lead,  as  my  bon.  friend 
says,  to  a  good  deal  of  discussion  which 
never  would  have  arisen  had  he  not  used 
that  expression.  I  am  not  so  charitable  as 
my  bon.  friend  on  my  right  who  says  that 
the  word  was  used  no  doubt  without  con- 
sidering the  meaning  which  would  be  at- 
tached to  It.  I  believe  the  premier  when  he 
Used  that  expression  meant  exactly  wbat  he 
said. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh.  oU. 


Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLI^I  am 
expressing  my  own  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman is  surely  carried  away  by  passloD 
when  be  makes  such  a  statement 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— Because  if  he 
took  the  context  of  the  phrase  which  he 
alludes  to,  he  would  see  that  it  cannot  be 
construed  as  the  bon.  gentleman  puts  It 
now. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— That 
Is  the  bon.  gentleman's  opinion. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  is  not  an 
opinion  ;  it  is  a  question  of  fact.  If  the  hon. 
gentleman  takes  the  whole  phrase  and  tbe 
context,  he  will  find  that  what  I  say  is  true 
and  he  will  feel  a  little  humiliated  at  hav- 
ing expressed  himself  as  he  did. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

On  subclause  2  of  clause  30, 

2.  Id  the  evflDt  of  a  vacancf  Id  the  office  of 
general  officer  commandlnK.  or  in  the  abseDce  of 
that  officer  from  Caoada,  the  Oovernor  in  Coun- 
cil may  detach  an  officer  of  the  headquarters 
staff,  who  shall  be  charged  with  the  military 
command  of  the  mllltla. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  bave  a  vacancy 
now.  Who  is  dlscliargliig  tbe  duties  of  the 
office  at  present  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Lord  Aylmer. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Lord  Aylmer  is  the 
adjutant  general.  In  this  case  If  the  Mil- 
itia Council  is  created,  we  will  have  one  man 
filling  two  positions,  chief  of  the  general 
stalT  and  adjutant  general — is  that  the 
case  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  already  ex- 
plained ;  I  see  no  inconsistency  in  the  ad- 
jutant general  for  tbe  time  being  acting  as 
chief  of  staff,  or  general  officer  commanding 
for  that  matter. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— I 
should  like  to  call  attention  to  the  changing 

of  this  word  '  detached 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT~It  Is  a  mere  technical 
error,  a  misprint,  as  I  am  Informed  by  the 
clerk  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— We 
are  dealing  with  the  Bill  as  It  is  be- 
fore   us.     Some    years  ago,   when  the 
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bon.  senator  for  Bichmoad  (Hon.  Hr. 
Miller)  was  Speaker,  when  a  atmllar  qneg- 
tlon  arose,  decided  that  even  a  chanxe  in 
a  technical  error  rendered  it  necessary  to 
seud  the  Bill  to  the  House  of  Commons.  I 
do  not  object  to  the  word,  but  we  are  deal- 
ing with  the  Bill  as  it  is  In  onr  bands,  and  If 
that  decision  is  of  any  value,  if  we  change 
this  clause,  it  will  hare  to  be  sent  back, 
trhat  would  not  delay  the  Bill :  the  House 
would  accept  it 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  minister  to  the  fact  that  the 
Bill  as  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons 
reiul  in  this  way  : 

2.  In  the  eveot  ot  a  vacancjr  In  the  office  of 
general  officer  commanding,  or  in  the  absence 
o(  that  officer  from  Canada,  the  commaod  of 
the  mllltla  shall  devolve  upon  the  next  senior 
combatant  officer  on  the  headquarters  staff. 

The  Bill  went  to  committee,  and  when  it 
came  out  of  committee,  it  read  : 

In  the  event  ot  a  vacaacy  in  the  office  ot  the 
general  officer  commanding,  or  la  the  absence 

of  that  officer  from  Canada,  the  Oovernor  In 
Council  may  detach  an  officer  of  the  head- 
quarters «taff  who  shall  be  charged  with  the 
military  command  of  the  mjlitia. 

It  cannot  be  a  clerical  error  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  asked  Mr.  McCord 
whether  It  was  a  typographical  error.  I 
asked  in  case  we  should  change  It,  if  It 
would  be  necessary  to  send  It  back  to  the 
House  of  Commons  and  he  said  no,  the 
word  *  detail  *  was  the  word  origlnaUy  used. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— What 
is  the  difference  7  Worcester  gives  this  de- 
finition to  the  word  detached: '  to  nenA  away 
as  a  part  of  the  military  force,  or  of  the 
fleet  for  particular  service,  used  especially 
in  military  language.* 

Taking  the  meaning  of  the  word  as  given 
here,  I  think  it  is  better  to  leave  the  clause 
as  it  Is. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  31, 

31.  There  may  be  appointed  an  officer,  who 
shall  hold  rank  not  below  that  ot  colonel  In 
the  militia  or  in  His  Majesty's  regular  army, 
who  may  be,  subject  to  the  regulations  and 
under  the  directions  of  the  minister,  charged 
with  the  military  Inspection  of  the  mllltla,  and 
such  officer  shall  be  paid  at  such  rate,  not  ex- 
ceeding six  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  as  is 
prescribed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Was  Colonel  Lake 
asked  to  fill  this  position  ? 

Hon.  Sir  UACKENZIB  BOWBLL. 


Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  am  not  mn 
be  has  been  asked. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  it  wun 

nounced  In  the  House  that  he  w&s. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Possibly.  It  has  a 
come  to  my  knowledge,  at  all  events. 

Hon.  Sir  If ACKBNZIE  BOWELL-Tbt 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  may  rememtw  tit 
I  asked  the  same  question  some  time  m 
and  if  I  remember  correctly  lie  said  k 
would  make  Inquiry.    It  was  stated  in 
public  press,  and  I  think  also  In  the  How 
of  Commons,  that  the  Minister  ol  Wt' 
bad  asked  Colonel  Lake  to  get  permWri 
from  the  imperial  authorities  to  be  ilnN 
to  come  to  this  country  to  flssame  tr- 
position.  He  may  remember  I  said  I  tlioo^ 
it  an  extraordinary  course  to  take,  when  tb* 
Imperial  authorities  have  the  power  mitt 
the  appointment.    The  law  bad  not  Ikt. 
passed,  bnt  still  it  was  an  unnsoal  conrte 
to  take. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  38, 

38.  The  Qoveraor  In  Council  may  etUbM  i 
general  ataff.  headquarters  staff,  and  fllmr.' 
staff,  and  may  appoint  a  chief  of  the  leMii' 
staff  and  such  ofUcera  to  the  respectlre  suB 
as  are  deemed  necessary,  and  shall  defisetAt- 
dutles  and  authority. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  Is  under  this  daw 
there  was  some  talk  of  getting  fhi  serrim 
of  Colonel  Lake. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- All  these  offlcffi 
exist.  Will  the  chief  of  the  general  stil 
be  in  the  future  the  commanding  offlcrr? 
Could  we  have  from  the  Secretary  (rf  Sua 
a  reply  to  this  question  :  Is  the  chief  «I 
the  general  staff,  who  Is  to  be  named  nod^ 
this  clause,  to  be  the  commanding  oScff  of 
the  militia  f 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  really  could  not  K- 
I  presume  he  would  be  the  senior  oSnf 
commanding.  There  Is  not  to  be  a  genffJ' 
officer  commanding  the  militia  in  the  mos 
in  which  the  mllltla  has  been  comroaod'' 
before,  as  the  hon  gentleman  has  been  id* 
vised  several  times.  The  militia  eoondl  It 
superseding  the  general  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  agree  wiHi  tin 
hon.  gentleman  that  the  council  is  goinjt^ 
continue  the  traditions  of  the  mltlda  intb< 
country,  but  under  clause  30  a  Brltbb  9 
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i^anadian  officer  may  be  appointed  as  Major 
jeoeral  Commanding  the  MiUtia. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  the  Major  General, 
jot  chief  of  the  staff. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— By  clause  30,  an 
tfficer  called  the  Major  General,  may  be  ap- 
;K)lDted  to  command  the  Canadian  mllltla. 
[  am  asking  If  the  GoTcrnor  General,  by 
i&uae  36,  vlll  name  that  man  if  he  Is  nam- 
!d  the  chief  of  the  general  stafT  ? 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cannot  be  more  de- 
Inite  than  I  hare  been.  I  said  at  the  begin- 
ling  It  was  not  Intended  to  take  any  action 
Erltb  regard  to  clause  30.  That  is  what  I  am 
idTlsed— I  nnderstood  that  clause  waa 
aot  to  be  acted  on  at  present 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Shall  we  strike  It 
rat  of  the  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  It  may  be  used  at 
wme  future  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— If  It  Is  used,  wUl 
he  officer  be  chief  of  staff  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  cannot  say. 

The  clause  waa  ado{)ted. 

On  clatwe  SO, 

».  Commissions  ol  officers  In  the  mllltla  shall 
w  granted  br  His  Majesty  during  pleasure,  and 
tU  warrant  and  non-commissioned  officers  shall 
}e  appointed  In  such  manner  and  shall  hold 
mch  rank  as  are  prescribed  by  the  regulations. 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRT— Is  that  the  same  as 

the  old  law  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER^Except  the  word 
warrant . 

Hon.  'Mr.  SCOTT— Clause  42  la  said  to 
wrrespond. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  it  the  same  thing? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  that  it 

Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Can  we  not  be  In- 
Tormed  7 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBATJDEAU  (Rlgaud)— Rend 

it 

■  Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  find  It  is  greatly 
different 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDritAND— Why  does  the 
bOQ.  gentleman  not  explain  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  want  to  ascertain 
If  the  hon.  gentlemeu  know  the  law. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  reads  ; 

Commiaslons  of  ofllcera  in  the  milttla  shall 
be  granted  by  His  Majesty  daring  pleasure. 

That  Is  word  for  word. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  the  officers. 

Hod.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  the  remainder  .of 

the  section  reads  .* 

Non-commlsrioned  officers  shall  be  appointed 
by  the  officer  commanding  the  corps. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— And  the  new  law 
la  what  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  8ucb  maoaer  las  pre- 
scribed by  regulation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— There 
is  a  material  difference  in  these  two  clauses. 
I  am  not  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Secretary 
of  State  say  there  is  no  difference,  but  I  was 
surprised  at  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Hali- 
fax, for  I  do  not  know  a  closer  critic  In  the 
House,  almost  to  a  fault.  This  amendment 
takes  the  power  which  was  given,  under 
section  42  of  the  Act  of  the  old  law,  to 
the  commandlDg  officer,  and  declares  that 
the  appointment  shall  be  made  of  non-com- 
mlssloned  officers  by  warrant  and  so  on,  by 
regulations  made  by  the  department,  or,  in 
other  words  it  give.s  the  power  and  re- 
spousihllity  to  the  Minister  of  Militia  here 
to  do  that  which  in  the  English  army, 
and  which  In  the  Canadian  army  prior 
to  this  proposed  change  is  vested  in  the 
commanding  officer. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  they  are  to  be 
appointed  under  regulations  to  be  made. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— And 
those  ■  regulations  to  be  made '  can  have 
no  other  object  than  to  vest  the  power  In 
the  central  authority  In  Ottawa  instead  of 
with  the  colonels  commanding  the  regiment 
Who  can  know  better  than  the  colonels 
what  men  In  the  regiment  are  best  fitted 
for  the  positions  of  sergeants,  corporals 
and  lance  corporals  ?  He  Is  in  contact 
with  them  every  day.  He  knows  exactly 
their  ability.  The  captain  knows  the  abi- 
lity of  each  man  In  his  company  A  man 
may  be  well  educated,  a  man  may  know 
his  drill  thoroughly  and  yet  he  Is  not  ca- 
pable of  communicating  that  knowledge 
to  the  company  that  he  Is  '  drilling.  No 
one  knows  that  better  tihan  my  hon.  friend 
to  my  left  There  are  some  men  parti- 
cularly adapted  for  It   Why  should  thfr 
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right  or  authority  to  appoint  such  officers 
be  taken  from  the  commanding  officer  of  a 
regiment  ?  Under  these  regulations  he 
will  never  know  what  to  do  unless  the 
reguIationB  are  of  a  character  to  invest  in 
the  commanding  officer  the  same  powers 
that  be  has  now  under  the  present  law  on 
the  statutes.  SupjMJse  an  officer  commits 
an  error  and  does  that  which  should  de- 
prive him  of  bis  rights.  He  may  get 
drunkt  He  may  misbehave  himself  on 
parade.  What  does  ttae  colonel  do  ?  He 
orders  the  stripes  to  be  taken  from  that 
man  at  once  and '  he  is  reduced  to  the 
ranks.  Why  should  he  not  have  that  power 
Instead  of  having  it  done  by  the  Minister 
of  Militia  framing  a  resolution  ?  I  think 
this  Is  going  to  injure  the  efficiency  of 
the  mllltlfl.  A  commanding  officer  should 
not  have  this  power  taken  from  htm,  nor 
should  be  be  restricted  in  any  way.  I  have 
no  fault  to  find  with  the  provision  that 
the  government  should  make  the  appoint- 
ment That  is  the  practice  in  England  and 
in  this  country.  But  here  Is  a  material 
change,  and  I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  what 
has  suggested  It,  unless  It  be  from  the 
purpose  of  the  centralizing  the  power  In 
Ottawa  that  has  been  exercised  by  com- 
manding officers  in  the  past  without  any 
complaint,  as  far  as  I  ever  heard,  by  the 
colonels  of  the  regiments.  In  other  words 
it  Is  taking  from  the  commander  an  au- 
thority and  power  which  he  should  pos- 
sess, and  vesting  it  in  regulations  which 
are  to  be  adopted  by  the  Minister  of  Mi- 
litia here.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  hear 
an  explanation  and  a  reason  given  for  this 
change.  I  think  It  Is  a  very  bad  change, 
to  use  stronger  language,  a  change  which 
would  be  detrimental  to  the  well-being 
and  the  proper  regulation  and  manage- 
ment of  all  companies  and  of  the  regi- 
meuts.  In  an  Independent  company,  the 
captain  has  that  power.  He  appoints  Mb 
corporals  and  sergeants,  and  does  so  from 
the  knowledge  he  has,  and  yet  he  could 
not  do  that  unless  he  complies  with  the 
regulations  made  at  Ottawa.  They  may 
be  all  right  and  they  may  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  lion,  gentleman 
assumes  that  the  regulations  are  always 
to  be  in  the  most  objectionable  form  he 
can  conceive.    He  has  no  right  to  draw 

those  Inferences,   and  it  is  quite  unfair. 
Hoa.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWSLL. 


He  assumes  a  motive  In  every  irt;)r 
can  It  Is  not  a  reasonable  ttalng.  !k» 
may  be  some  grounds  for  this.  I  u  k 
familiar  with  the  details  of  tbe  mux 
but  I  am  quite  sure  that  every  tw^ssi 
honour  and  propriety  and  right  ^w. 
every  change  in  this  Bill.  No  motlnlBs 
ever  been  suggested. 

Hon.   Sir   MACKENZIE  BOWELL-f! 
have  heard  that  speech  fifty  times  tfrti^ 
I  am  dealing  with  the  principle  InrolTeiiij 
not  with  the  party  that  makes  the 
tlon,  and  the  hon.  gentleman  has  no  rib 
to  say  that  I  impute  motives  to  any  peno- 
I  say  It  may  be  abused  for  a  purpote.  ai 
after  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  drina 
me  to   It   I   shall   say  that  I  bive  m 
doubt  it  will  be  abused.   I  may  be  mm^ 
that,  but  the  power  Is  taken  to  do  it  Gin 
us  a  reason  why  It  is  changed  ?  It  Es 
to  abuse,  no  matter  who  Is  the  minister,  bit 
I  if  there  is  a  good  reason  for  it  tbe  hon.  geo^ 
!  tleman  will  And  no  one  more  willing  to  *fJ>- 
;  draw  the  inferences  than  myself.  HkIiib. 
I  gentleman  says  that  there  is  no  rasonts 
'  suspect  that  any  wrong  may  follow  froiij;- 
!  nor  is  there  reason  to  suppose  that  tbwere 
I  gulations  will  not  be  what  they  ought  to  ^■ 
I  Tliere  must  be  some  reason  for  the  clian;& 
Give  us  the  reason,  and  If  It  is  a  good  one.  I 
shall  withdraw  all  that  I  have      ^  ^ 
ence  to  It ;  but  to  take  it  on  the  mere  IfR 
j  dixit  of  tbe  Secretary  of  State  to  say  'W 
I  have  not  right  to  criUclse  It  becan»  It  ■> 
there  and  nothing  wrong  will  flow  bm  '- 
that  iB  not  at  all  convincing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  the  hm.  te^^ 
man's  opinion,  every  clause  is  wrong. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL--^ 
every  clause  is  not  wrong.  I  said  th«» 
improvements  in  the  BUI,  and  the  bra- 
tleman  is  drawing  upon  his  ImagiM*'' 
which  he  has  no  right  to  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Will  the  hon.  J 
tleman  tell  us  why  that  clause  was  eh«««- 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  really  cannot  I  *s 
not  familiar  with  the  details  of  the  Bill 
all.  I  cannot  pretend  to  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  SbooM  W  * 
clause  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentlesis 
criticises  every  clause  In  tbe  Bill. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— This  is  the  first 
clause  I  bare  asked  to  staod,  In  order  to 
give  the  hon.  gentleman  time  to  inquire  why 
tlie  change  has  been  made.  It  Is  a  very 
serious  change.  You  are  taking  away  from 
the  commandtng  officer  or  a  regiment  his 
whole  command  of  Ills  regiment.  If  you 
take  that  power  away  he  has  no  more  au- 
thority. It  Is  a  very  serious  matter,  but 
there  may  be  reasons  for  it,  and  I  would 
ask  that  the  -clause  be  allowed  to  stand. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  make  inquiry  of 
the  gentleman  who  drafted  It  We  com- 
menced the  discussion  on  this  Bill  at  3 
o'clock,  and  it  Is  now  nearly  half-past  eleven, 
and  although  many  of  the  clauses  are  a 
counterpart  of  the  present  law,  we  have 
only  reached  clause  38. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-It  is 
not  those  clauses  which  are  a  counterpart 
of  the  law  that  we  are  discussing.  I 
should  like  to  know  what  Ve  are  here  for, 
unless  it  is  for  us  to  swallow  bolus  bolus 
every  measure  presented  to  us  without 
discussion  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  wUl  ask  the  Minister 
of  Mllitta  to  give  me  some  information 
on  that  clause,  and  I  will  inform  the  House 
before  the  Bill  is  read  the  third  time. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWELL—  It  Is 
understood  that  if  the  reasons  given  are 
not  sufficient  to  Justify  us  in  passing  the 
clause,  that  we  will  more  to  strike  It  out 
on  the  third  reading. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  will  make  no  promise 
farther  than  to  speak  to  the  minister. 

The  CHAIBMAN-I  find  tliat  the  word 
'detail'  was  written  in  the  blue  print  be- 
fore It  came  to  this  House,  therefore,  any 
amending  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
done  here  was  simply  to  make  the  copy 
we  are  working  on  conform  to  the  blue 
print 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  House  declined 
to  take  my  explanation,  I  said  that  the 
clerk  came  here  and  said  It  was  a  mistake 
and  that  the  word  should  be  'detail.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
the  hon.  gentleman  want  the  amendment 
continued  on  the  record  ! 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  I  was  forced  to 
take  this  course  by  the  hon.  gentleman 
refuslDg  to  accept  my  explanation  of  it 


On  cranse  54, 

51.  Officers,  warrant  officers  and  non-com- 
missioned  officers  of  the  permanent  force  shall 
be  entitled  to  daily  pay  and  allowances  at  rates 

to  be  prescribed. 

2.  The  Governor  In  Council  m&y,  from  time  to 
time,  fix  the  sums  to  be  paid  to  privates  of  the 
permanent  force,  regard  being  bad  to  length  of 
service,  good  conduct  and  efficiency  ;  but  the 
ordinary  pay  shali  not  exceed  the  amounts  fol- 
iowing,  that  is  to  say  : 

For  privates,  per  diem,  76  ce^ts. 

For  buglers  under  eighteen  years  of  age,  per 
diem,  40  cents.' 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— During  our  last* 
camp  we  had  those  increases  by  a  special 
order,  but  it  turned  out  that  some  of  the 
non-commissioned  officers  were  paid  higher 
than  the  officers.     That  Is  a  fact 

The  GHAIRMAN-In  error. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No.  The  sergeant- 
major  was  paid  more  than  the  lieutenant 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  63. 

63.  The  Governor  In  Council  may  make  regu- 
lations tor  the  management  of  existing  rifle  as- 
sociations and  clubs,  and  those  hereafter  form- 
ed ;  for  prescribing  the  constitution,  objects 
and  duties  of  such  associations  and  clubs,  and 
the  conducting  of  their  business  and  rifle  meet- 
ings ;  and  for  turnishlng  rifles  and  ammuni- 
tion for  the  training  and  practice  of  persons, 
whether  they  are,  or  are  not,  members  of  the 
militia. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — ^There  are  some  asso- 
ciations formed  In  the  cities  lu  the  different 
provinces,  and  they  generally,  up  till  lately, 
had  ammunition  and  a  certain  allowance 
paid  towards  their  organization.  I  beard  re- 
cently that  was  cut  out  I  would  suggest 
that  eVery  organization  or  club  for  rifle 
practice  should  be  encouraged.  It  is  the 
basis  on  which  the  efficiency  of  our  militia 
rests.  Rifle  shooting  should  be  taught  In 
pi'eference  to  parade  movemente.  and  I 
think  It  should  be  encouraged.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Secretary  of  State  will  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Minister  of  Militia  to  that  point 

On  clause 

CADET  CORPS. 
85.  The  minister  may — 

(a.)  Authorize  boys  over  twelve  years  of  age, 
who  ane  attending  school,  to  be  formed  Into 
school  cadet  corps  ; 

(b.)  Authorise  boys  over  fourteen  years  of 
age,  and  under  eighteen  years  of  age,  to  be 
formed  Into  senior  cadet  corps  ; 

(c.)  Authorize  senior  cadet  corps,  or  any  por- 
tion thereof,  to  be  attached  to  any  portion  of 
the  active  mllltla  tor  the  purpose  of  drill  and 
training. 
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Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— It 
will  be  Interestins  to  kaow  whether  tbe  mfn- 
iBter,  in  framing  this  law,  got  permission 
from  the  labour  organizations  In  tbe  country 
to  insert  a  provision  of  this  kind  In  the  Bill, 
because  I  have  seen  In  Toronto  resolutions 
passed  by  labour  unions  condemning  this 
practice,  asserting  that  they  had  no  right 
to  authorize  boys  to  join  these  cadet  corps, 
those  particularly  who  were  attending  school. 
There  Is  a  great  deal  of  pandering  to  that 
element  Just  now,  and  it  would  be  well  to 
know  If  the  government  has  got  the  consent 
of  these  orgaDlzatlons  to  this  clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  would  l>e  purely 
voluntary. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^That 
is  a  good  answer,  to  the  question  I  asked. 
The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  70, 

70.  The  Governor  Id  Council  may  place  the 
mlUtla,  or  any  part  thereof,  on  active  service 
anywhere  In  Canada  and  also  beyond  Canada, 
for  the  defence  thereof,  at  any  time  when  it 
appears  advisable  so  to  de  by  reason  of  emer- 
gency. ' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Will 
the  minister  explain  to  us  why  the  change 
iB  made  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  read  clause  71  It  will-  help  him 
to  understand  it 

71.  Whenever  the  Governor  In  Council  places 
the  militia,  or  any  part  thereof,  on  active  «er< 
vice,  tt  parliament  is  then  separated  -by  such 
adjournment  or  prorogation  as  will  not  expire 
within  ten  days,  a  proclamation  shall  be  Issued 
for  the  meeting  of  parliament  within  fifteen 
days,  and  parliament  shall  accordingly  meet 
and  sit  upon  the  day  appointed  by  such  procla- 
mation, and  shall  continue  to  sit  and  act  in  like 
manner  as  If  It  had  stood  adjourned  or  pro- 
rogued to  the  same  day. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— The 
question  I  ask  is,  why  the  change  is  made 
from  the  present  law  by  adding  the  words 
'for  tlie  defence  thereof.   The  old  law 

reads: — 

Her  Majesty  may  call  out  the  militia,  or  any 
pan  tbereo',  for  active  service  either  within 
or  without  Canada  at  any  time  when  it  appears 
advisable. 

The  new  clause  reads 

The  Governor  in  Council  may  place  the  mlUtla 
or  any  part  thereof,  on  active  service  anywhere 
in  Canada  and  also  beyond  Canada,  for  the  de- 
fence thereof,  &c. 

The  old  clause  gave  wider  latitude  to 

the  government  than  this  clause  dora. 

HOD.    Mr.  L.ANDRT. 


Hofc.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon  genfltu 
knows,  probably,  If  he  has  followed  ik 

del»at«'  In  the  other  House,  that  thii  ri 
debated  for  several  days,  and  this  tim 
was,  I  think,  a  compromise  betwea  Ot 
parties. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAND— My  coaw 
tion  is  that  it  Is  to  harmonize  it  wltbilt 
regulations  in  Great  Britain. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOW£U/-4[ 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  turn  to  the  im 
Act  be  will  find  there  is  power  and  an- 
tliority  which  is  not  given  in  this  Bin,  tv 
the  Minister  of  War  to  apply  to  the  mi- 
litia, and  ask  them  to  go  put.  There  is 
nothing  of  that  kind  here.  This  is  a  pet 
emptory  declaration  that  they  sball  not 
be  called  ont  for  that  purpose.  It  is  ut 
necessary  to  go  into  the  reasons  wWrt  In- 
duced England  to  adopt  that  p<^,  Int 
we  must  not  forget  that  they  have  i  rerj 
large  standing  army,  not  only  in  Great 
Britain  but  all  over  the  world,  and,  coo- 
sequently,  the  same  power  would  wt  be 
used  in  regard  to  the  militia  that  ihm 
would  be  In  Canada  where  we  liave  w 
standing  army,  beyond  what  may  be  call- 
ed the  regular  corps,  and  the  provi^i^ 
iti  the  Army  Act  are,  In  case  tbe  mllitii 
may  be  required,  His  Majestr— wbl* 
means  of  course  tbe  Minister  of  War- 
may  ask  them  to  volunteer  Indivldiiallj 
and  also  to  turn  out  as  Cwmpaniea  and  tfr 
giments  ;  so  it  recognizes  the  r^lit  of 
Crown  to  do  that,  while  1  admit  it  is  i»i 
positive  or  peremptory.  It  strikes  one  vho 
has  paid  any  attention  to  the  administn- 
tion,  that  the^e  is  a  reason  for  pnttii; 
this  in,  and  if  I  give  expression  to  ^ 
reasons  which  appeal  to  me,  I  lay  mysdt 
open  to  the  charge  of  adversely  crltid^ 
these  olauses,  a  right  which  tbe  ht* 
.Secretary  of  State  thinks  we  are  on- 
(inly  exoivisinn-  Of  course,  as  a  senatw. 
my  impression  is  that  this  Bill  was  »efli 
here  expressly  for  the  purpose  of  beui! 
criticised.  We  know  the  difficulty  tlui 
arose  when  the  Boer  war  broke  out.  whm 
it  was  sn^ested  by  some  officers  of  0^ 
volunteer  force  that  their  corps  sbonld  b* 
allowed  to  volunteer  In  aid  of  the  defow 
of  the  empire  ;  the  premier,  in  an  ini^ 
view  with  a  reporter  of  the  govwnniffl! 
organ  In  Toronto,  tbe  'Globft'  expws*' 
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veiT  strong  opinions  ngalnst  the  sendiiif; 
of  liny  Canadlnns  volunteers  out  of  tlic 
country,  and  questioned  tlie  right,  under 
tbe  clause  which  I  have  read  here,  from 
the  old  iavr.  or  the  power  to  do  so.  Of 
course  my  hon.  friend  recollects  that  In- 
terview as  well  as  I  do,  no  doubt  Now 
while  there  miifbt  be  supposed  to  t>e  a 
doubt  under  the  old  law  which  says  : 

Her  Majesty  mar  c^H  out  the  militia,  or  aoy 
part  ttiereof.  for  active  service  either  within 
or  without  Canada. 

Those  who  took  a  different  view  at  that 
time  contended  that  this  gave  the  right 
to  the  government  to  allow  volunteers  to 
leave  the  country,  even  without  the  con- 
sent of  parliament.  The  present  Bill  re- 
moves that  power  and  authority,  because 
It  declares  that  they  cannot  be  sent  out  of 
the  country  for  the  defence  thereof. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-I  beg  the  hon. 
wntlemnn's  pardon,  they  can. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-The 
Governor  General  may  '  place  the  militia  or 
any  part  thereof  on  active  service  in  any 
part  of  Canada  and  also  beyond  Canada  for 
the  defence  thereof.'  The  hon.  gentleman 
is  right,  but  the  condition  is  that  it  must 
b«-  Cor  the  defence  of  Canadian  territory  and 
not  in  aid  of  tbe  Imperial  authorities,  sbould; 
their  services  be  required. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— It  is  not  for 
agression  or  contest. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEM^I 
admit  it  Is  not  for  aggressive  purposo.s. 
When  we  assist  lo  the  defence  of  the 
empire,  It  is  not  a  war  of  aggression.  I 
do  not  know  that  there  Is  anything  in  the 
law,  however,  that  prevents  a  company,  or 
men  in  a  company,  from  volunteering  for 
service  abroad.  I  would  mncb  rather  have 
seen  the  clause  left  as  it  is  in  the  original. 
However,  the  wisdom  of  parliament  thinks 
differently,  and  the  fact  that  clause  71 
provides  for  the  assemblylng  of  parliament 
to  obtain  authority,  removes  the  objection 
to  a  very  great  extent  which  I  would  have 
to  the  adoption  of  the  clause.  PTaving 
put  myself  on  record  on  that  point,  I  have 
no  more  objection  to  It. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
7B 


On  clause  74. 

74.  The  Army  Act  tor  tbe  time  being  in  force 
In  the  United  Kingdom,  the  King's  Regulations, 
and  all  other  laws  applicable  to  Hfs  Majesty's 
troops  in  Canada  and  not  inconsistent  witti  this 
Act  or  the  regulations  made  thereunder,  ehall 
have  force  and  effect  as  if  they  had  been  enact- 
ed by  th«  parliament  ot  "Canada  for  the  govern- 
ment of  the  militia,  and  every  officer  and  man 
of  the  mflitla  shall  be  subject  thereto  from  the 
time  of  being  called  out  for  active  service,  and 
also  during  the  period  of  annual  drill  or  train- 
ing under  tbe  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  also 
Hi  a:iy  Oilier  t:;ne  whiie  upon  military  duty  or 
In  the  uniform  of  his  corps  upon  or  -vithlii  any 
I  rifle  range  or  any  armoury,  or  other  place 
where  arms,  guns,  ammunition  or  other  military 
stores  are  Itept.  or  any  drill  shed  or  other 
building  or  place  used  for  mllltla  purposes,  or 
during  any  drill  or  parade  of  his  corps  at 
which  he  is  present  in  the  ranks,  when  going  to 
or  from  the  place  of  drill  or  parade,  and  also 
whether  in  uniform  or  not  at  any  drill  or  par- 
ade of  his  corps  at  which  he  Is  present  as  a 
spectator. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDIIY— ^'ould  the  hon.  min- 
ister give  us  the  meaning  of  that  clause  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  vei-y  much  the 

same  in  spWlt  as  section  8*2  of  the  law  as  It 

now  stands.    That  section  provides  that  the 

active  militia  shall  be  subject  to  the  King's 

Uegulations  and  Orders  for  the  Army. 

f 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  is  the  diffe- 
rence ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  looks  about 

the  same. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  tiud  armoury  and 
rifle  range  have  I)een  added.  It  goes  too  far. 
If  a  man  is  near  a  rifle  range  be  falls  under 
the  King's  Regulations. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— These 
words  are  added  '  Whether  In  uniform  or 
not.'  He  is  to  be  held  amenable  to  tbe 
King's  Regulations  if  he  is  there,  even  as  8 
spectator.  Many  volunteers  go  to  witness 
tbe  drill  of  their  corps  and  go  in  uniform. 
Under  the  old  law  they  would  be  amenable 
then  to  the  King's  Regulations,  but  this 
makes  them  amenable  to  the  King's  Regula- 
tions whether  they  are  there  in  uniform  or 
not 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)-'It  is  tbe  same 
in  the  Act  as  it  stands. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  he  is  a  spectator 
in  nnform  all  right ;  but  If  not,  why  should 
he  be  under  the  King's  Regulations  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— It  does  not  make  any 
change  In  the  existing  law. 
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Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^— If  he 
goes  there  with  his  corps  it  is  all  right,  but 
8upposlDg  a  man  Is  ill  and  not  able  to  per- 
form the  drill  and  goes  there  as  a  spectator, 
as  a  civilian  ;  be  may  have  leave  of  absence, 
and  if  In  nniform  would  be  Just  as  liable  to 
military  punlabment  as  the  man  who  is 
really  on  duty;  but  this  makes  blm  amenable 
to  the  King's  Regulations  even  when  be  Is 
there  without  uniform. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUKAND— If  be  is  on  leave 
of  absence  or  sick  leave,  I  do  not  think  be 
falls  under  this  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— We  must  give  the 
commanders  of  these  regiments  the  credit 
of  having  a  little  common  sense.  The  hon. 
gentleman  will  not  allow  tbe  Governor  in 
Council  credit  for  having  common  sense, 
but  surely  he  will  not  deny  that  the  officers 
have  some. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  the  Army 
Act  and  King's  Regulations  which  are  spe- 
cified here,  should  be  published  by  the 
military  authorities  of  tbe  country. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Are  they  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— They  are  not  pub- 
lished. We  are  under  the  King's  Regula- 
tions and  the  Army  Act,  and  we  know  noth- 
ing about  them  except  those  of  us  who  get 
copies  from  England  and  changes  are  made 
In  the  Army  Act  every  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAtJD— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman's point  is  well  taken. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— They  should  be  pub- 
lished in  Canada.  As  we  are  bound  by  the 
law.  we  should  at  least  have  an  opportunity 

of  knowing  what  the  law  Is. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  no  doubt  of 
that   I  win  speak  to  the  minister  about  it. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 
On  clause  82, 

82.  The  civil  authorities  by  whom  such  requi- 
sition may  be  made  are  : 

(a.)  If  the  place  where  such  riot  or  diaturb- 
ance  occurs  or  is  anticipated  is  municipally  or- 
ganized, the  mayor  or  warden  or  other  head  or 
acting  head  of  the  municipality,  tosether  with 
two  Justlcea  of  the  peace,  or  in  the  event  of 
Buch  mayor,  warden  or  other  head  or  acting 
head  refuslns  or  being  unable  to  act,  the  county 
or  district  court  Judge  or  one  of  the  county  or 
district  court  Judges  having  Jurisdiction  In  such 
place,  acting  alone,  or  It  there  Is  no  such  Judge 
then  any  Judge  of  a  superior  court  who  haa 
Jurisdiction  there  ; 
Hon.  ICr.  POWER. 


(b.)  If  the  place  where  such  riot  or  SSm- 
ance  occurs  or  Is  antlclpatftd  is  not  monldpili 
organized,  the  county  or  district  court  jndii,): 
one  of  the  county  or  district  court  Judsei,bi<' 
ing  Jurisdlctioa  In  such  place,  or  tf  there  li  a 
such  county  or  district  court  Judge,  ttsau; 
Judge  of  a  superior  court  who  has  JortiiUc'Jc 
there. 

2.  Wherever  under  subsection  i  of  tlili  s» 
tion  a  Judge  is  designated  as  the  civil  anilLori:! 
by  whom  a  requisition  may  be  made  andtlUTE 
is  no  such  Judge,  or  the  judge,  or  all  thejnl{ii, 
who  might  have  acted  are  absent,  or  nniblei: 
act,  the  requisition  may  be  made  by  Mjfilfi 
or  magistrate  having  Jurisdiction  at  Uie  plitt 
where  such  riot  or  disturbance  occurs  orlsu- 
ticipated,  who  may  do  alone  whatever  isintii- 
rized  by  tbe  Criminal  Code,  1S92,  to  bedocft: 
any  two  or  more  justices  of  the  peace. 

S.  Where  the  requisition  is  made  by  i  ja^e. 
any  statemeotb  of  tact  contained  thereia  M. 
be  (Inal  and  blading  upon  all  parties  la  taj 
concerned. 

i.  Wbere  the  requisition  is  made  by  jntitH 
of  the  peace,  any  statement  of  fact  therein  co- 
tained  shall  not  be  open  to  dispute  by  tholl- 
(;er  upon  whom  the  requisition  is  made. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-I 
understood  the  hon.  gentleman  from  dt 
Salaberry  bad  an  amendment  to  propweto 
this  clause.  If  he  Intends  to  propose  an; 
amendment,  it  will  he  Just  as  well  tbat  bf 
should  let  us  have  It  now.  so  that  we  cu 
think  over  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE-It  is  merely  to  add 
tbe  words  '  or  refuse  *  in  clauses  81  and  S£ 
after  tbe  word  '  unable.' 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-ffi" 
tbe  hon.  Secretary  of  State  accept  the 
amendment  7 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  the  minister  aii 
he  would  prefer  to  have  the  Bill  pass  witb- 
out  amendment  This  little  Incoaslstaicr 
is  tbe  result  of  an  amendment  moved  by 
an  hon.  gentleman  in  the  House  of  Coia^ 
mons.  However  the  minister  informs  me  Q>it 
he  does  not  think  an  amendment  is  nee«- 
sary,  though  he  admits  the  clause  ts^ 
be  Improved,  but  it  Is  not  worth  wliil* 
making  a  change  at  this  stage  of  the  se» 
slon. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  wooW  not  tak* 
Ave  minutes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Bill  would  ba" 
to  go  back  to  the  House  of  Commons  and  H 
delayed  there. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I* 
seems  extraordinary  that  a  mlnlstw  of  ft* 
Crown  should  go  to  a  private  member  id* 
ask  his  permission  to  make  ^  ^ 

Bill. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT-No.  I  asked  the  Mlnls- 
ter  of  Militia  and  he  said  be  did  noiC  want 
any  amendment  made  to  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID~I  give  notice  that  I 
shall  more  amendments  to  clause  82  and 
86  at  the  third  reading  of  the  BUI. 

Hod.  Mr.  FERGUSON— It  Is  an  extraor- 
dinary' position  to  take  when  we  see  a 
plain  defect  in  the  BUI,  that  we  cannot 
amend  it.  It  Is  a  govemment  Bill  and 
they  are  all  powerful  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mona  and  it  would  not  take  long  to  carry 
the  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG,  from  the  commttc-;, 
reported  that  they  had  made  some  pn^ess 
with  the  BUI  and  asked  leave  to  sit  again. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  eleven  A.M. 
to-day. 

— ^  

THE  SENATE. 

Ottawa,  ^Tuetdav.  Augiat  9»  1904, 

The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Eleven 
a,m. 

Prayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

DELAYED  RETURNS. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  would  the  bon.  Se- 
cretary of  State  let  us  know  if  he  has  those 
returns  I  asked  for  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
does  not  expect  that  I  should  perform  mir- 
acles. I  conld  not  see  anybody  between 
one  o'clock  this  a.m.  and  now.  I  have 
done  nil  In  my  power  and  failed  to  iret 
them,  nnd  the  hon.  gentlemiin  must  only 
take  the  bent  course  he  can.  I  cannot  be 
constantly  ballaragglng  the  department. 

RBCIPROCITT     WITH    THE  UNITED 
STATES 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Before  the  Or- 
ders of  the  Day  are  called  I  wish  to  direct 
attention  to  a  despatch  which  appeared  in 
the  *  Citizen '  this  morning  : 

FOR  RECIPROCITY. 

Senator  Lodge  Declares  In  Favour  of  Recipro- 
city with  DomlDion  of  Canada. 
BoKton,  Aug.  6.— The  opening  ot  the  presi- 
dential campaign   by   the   North  Dorchester 
75J 


Republican  club  ot  this  city  took  place  at  Point 
Shirley,  Winthrop,  to-day,  with  Senator  Henry 
Ca;bot  Lodge  and  Herbert  Parker,  attorney- 
general  of  Massachusetts,  as  speakers. 

Senator  Lodge's  address  was  his  first  pubUo 
utterances  In  the  campaign.  He  was  given  a 
cordial  receptlos.  The  senator  devoted  hit 
time  principally  In  defining  the  attitude  of  the 
Republicans  on  the  question  of  reciprocity 
with  Canada.   He  said  In  part  : 

The  Republican  national  convention  at 
Chicago  declared  as  follows  ; 

We  believe  In  commercial  reciprocity,  wher- 
ever reciprocal  arrangements  can  be  elteetod 
consistent  with  the  principles  of  protection 
and  without  injury  to  American  agriculture, 
American  labour,  or  any  American  industry. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  In  his 
reply  to  the  committee  of  notiflcation,  apoke 
as  follows  : — 

We  believe  In  reciprocity  with  foreign  na- 
tions In  the  terms  outlined  in  President  Mc- 
Kinley's  last  speech,  which  urged  the  extension 
of  our  foreign  markets  by  reciprocal  agree- 
ments whenever  they  could  be  made  without 
injury  to  American  industry  aud  labour. 

With  this  utterance  of  President  Roosevelt, 
I  agree  absolutely  and  entirely,  and  I  know 
no  Republicans  who  do  not  agree  wltli-  him 
precisely  as  I  do.  , 

I  should  have  given  notice  of  motion,  i 
suppose,  before  bringing  this.  up. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  is  not  worth  while 

giving  notice  of  motion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Would  the  bon. 
Secretary  of  State  call  the  attention  of 
his  colleagues  to  this  movement  in  the 
United  States,  in  view  of  the  Allen  Ijabour 
Bill  which  is  so  strongly  upposed  In  many 
parts  of  this  country  ?  I  have  received  n 
deputation  from  the  strongest  LIbernIs  In 
Kingston  aud  letters  from  people  on  both 
sides,  shipping  firms  and  the  largest  for- 
warders In  Ontario,  opposing  the  Bill.  1 
thought  it  might  be  possible  that  the  gov- 
ernment, In  view  of  this  declaration,  and 
in  view  of  the  general  consensus  of  opinion 
against  the  passing  of  this  Alien  law, 
might  withdraw  It.  and  not  obstruct  nny 
feeling  of  reciprocity  that  may  exist  In 
the  United  States,  by  any  action  on  the 
part  of  Canada. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
pays  me  a  very  poor  cumpHment  if  he 
thinks  I  am  going  to  bring  a  parngrapli  of 
that  kind  before  my  colleagues.  They  are 
not  taking  the  sninllest  interest  in  it  ;  it 
Is  the  greatest  humbug  I  ever  heard  of. 
Senator  Lodge  Is  simply  trying  to  draw  off 
some  of  the  Democrats.  Massachusetts 
has  gone  largely  for  reciprocity  with  Can- 
ada.    This  is  chaff,  and  it  has  been  put 
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out  111  McKinJey's  day  and  ever  since  over- 
jind-over  again.  It  does  not  meim  any- 
thing. Of  course  if  we  give  tliem  the  Can- 
adian market  for  notbing,  and  tbey  reduce 
their  tariff  from  60  or  70  per  cent  to  30  pe"* 
cent,  they  are  willing  to  enter  into  some 
such  nrrangement 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Massachusetts 
has  been  agitating  in  favour  of  reciprocity 
with  Canndn  for  some  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes,  but  Senator 
Lotlse  is  SI  humbug.  He  will  not  bring 
oviM-  anybody  to  his  side  bat  the  simplest- 
minded  poiiions. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUR  AND— Lodge's  re 
;ipi-oclty  is  on  the  same  lines  as  MeKlniey's 
reciprocity  ;  tiiey  would  talie  aiiytliins;  we 
.vouid  give  them  and  give  nothing  in  n>- 
turn. 

Hon.  Mr.  STTTJ.IVAN— You  do  not  iinow. 
The   Si'EAiiER— Orders  of   the  Day. 

MILITIA  BILL. 
IN  COMMITTEE. 

The  House  resumed  in  Committee  of  tiie 
Whole,  consideration  of  Bill  (5)  An  Act 
respecting  the  Militia  and  Defence  of  Can- 
ada. 

On  clause  82,  subclause  (a), 

(a.)   It  tbe  place  wliere  such  riot  or  disturb- 

ance  occurs  or  Is  anticipated  Is  municipally 
organized,  the  mayor  or  warden  or  other  head 
or  acting  bead  of  the  municipality,  together 
with  two  justicfls  of  the  peace,  or  in 
the  event  of  such  mayor,  warden  or  other 
hraii  or  acting  head  refusing  or  being  unable 
to  act,  the  county  or  district  court  Judge  or 
one  of  tbe  county  or  district  court  Judges  hav- 
ing Jurisdiction  in  such  place,  acting  alone,  or 
if  tbern  is  nd  such  Judge  then  any  Judge  of  a 
superior  court  who  has  jurisdiction  there  ; 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  Is  a  change  tliere. 
As  tlie  Inw  stood  the  mayor  could  or  could 
not  act,  as  he  pleased — ^the  mayor  and  two 
Justices.  Now  it  Is  proposed  to  make  it  com- 
pulsory on  the  mayor  or  warden  to  be  one  of 
them,  but  if  be  refuses  absolutely,  a  Judge 
of  the  county  court  having  jurisdiction  in 
the  locality  may  act.  and  if  there  is  no  such 
judge,  then  a  judge  of  the  Superior  Court. 
It  seems  a  fair  and  reasonable  proposition. 

Hon.  ..Mr.  McMTJLLEN— This  Is  exceed- 
ingly important  and  it  is  easily  seen  that 
Hon.  Mp.  SCOTT. 


there  Is  au  inclination  to  bow  to  tbe  libotr 
orgunlKutlous  in  tbe  amendment  of  th 
clause.  I  must  confess  that  persDnail;.! 
do  not  like  it  Now  supposing,  a  monthorst 
before  an  election,  a  riot  Is  tbreatened  ad 
the  labour  organizations  say  to  the  mjv. 
'If  you  sign  that  requisition  to  calloQt^ 
militia  you  will  not  have  our  votes,'  Ttf 
mayor  would  be  deterred  from  taking  iej 
part.  If  it  is  thirty  or  forty  miles  fromtSf 
county  town  and  the  Judge  had  to  beiontti 
up,  it  would  take  some  time,  and  wliile  loot 
lug  for  the  Judge,  property  might  be  inJnKi 
or  possibly  destroyed.  I  shall  move  an  nn'- 
eudment,  that  in  the  event  of  the  mayor  re 
fusing  to  act,  any  other  magistrate  may  sit 
in  his  place.  I  do  not  believe  in  allofflni 
organizations  to  riot  and  destroy  proi>erti 
anywuere.  I  know  of  an  instance  wliere  a 
strike  took  place,  and.  if  this  cinase  iu^ 
been  the  law,  the  mayor  would  posiWjt*- 
fuse  to  act.  He  would  say  :  I  am  uotgoi"* 
to  Injure  my  standing  in  the  coiuinunlty ;  I 
\v«nt  to  be  elected  mayor  again.  If  I  siP 
the  retjuisition  to  call  out  the  mlliiu  ^'^ 
result  will  be  that  these  people  will  vo^f 
against  me,  and  I  am  not  going  to  do  it' 
Tiiis  happened  forty-three  miles  from  the 
town  where  the  Judge  could  be  got 
application  had  to  be  made  to  th?  Judge,  aud 
delay  hud  occurred  in  getting  an  order,  tinw 
would  have  been  lost  and  property  des- 
troyed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Perhaps  it  wonld  I)* 
better,  before  taking  a  vote  on  that,  to  con- 
sider the  other  paragraphs,  l)ecatise  they 
are  alternatdve  propositions. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— if  there  is  tw 
thing  to  cover  the  point  1  am  willing. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— In  Ontario,  poUce 
magistrates  are  better  quallfled  to  act  ttaa 
tile  mayors.  Do  they  come  lu  under  tl* 
BUI  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— A  police  mngistrate  ^ 
equivalent  to  two  magistrates. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKKXZIK  BOWKLI.-l!' 
some  cases  only. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMTJLLKN  moved,  that  in 
event  of  the  mayor  refusing  to  act  nny  oiSM 
third  Justice  within  tbe  coonty  " 
called  upon  to  act 
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lion.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  hon.  gentlemftu 
will  wait  until  we  get  to  the  last  pitragrnplj. 
provision  will  be  made  for  that. 

The  sub-clause  was  adopted. 
On  sub-clause  2, 

2.  Wherever  under  subBection  1  of  this  sec- 
tion a  Judge  is  designated  as  the  civil  authority 
br  whom  a  requisition  roAj  b6*made,  and  there 
U  no  such  Judge,  or  the  Judge,  or  all  the  Judges, 
who  might  have  acted  are  absent,  or  unable 
to  act,  the  requisition  may  be  made  by  any 
Judge  or  magistrate  having  Jurisdiction  at  the 
place  iWhere  such  riot  or  disturbance  occurs 
or  Is  anticipated,  who  may  do  alone  whatever 
Is  authorized  by  '  The  Criminal  Code.'  1892.  to 
be  done  by  any  two  or  more  Justices  of  the 
peace. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELl^Tbere 
are  certain  localities  where  riots  are  very 
likely  to  occur,  particularly  on  railway,  con- 
struction and  public  works  where  It  Is  al- 
most Impossible  to  reach  a  judge. 

Hon.  Jlr.  Mcmullen— Hear,  beiir: 

Hon.    Sir    MACKENZIE    BOWELI^In  ; 
case  of  failing  to  find  the  other  two,  one 
might  have  to  travel  hundreds  of  miles  to 
get  the  necessary  signatures.. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — It  Is  profjosed  to  add  to 
subsection  2  the  following  words  : 

And  If  there  Is  no  such  Judge,  or  the  Judge 
or  all  the  Judges  who  might  have  acted  are 
absent  or  unable  to  act,  a  requisition  may  be 
made  by  any  Judge  or  magistrate  having  Juris- 
diction where  such  riot  or  disturbance  occurs 
or  is  anticipated,  acting  with  two  Justices  of 
the  peace,  and  If  there  Is  no  such  Judge  or 
magistrate  residing  and  being  in  or  at  auch 
place  and  unable  to  act,  any  three  justices  of 
the  peace  having  jurisdiction  therein. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Will  that  cover 
the  point  where  the  mayor  or  warden  de- 
clines to  act,  that  the  three  justices  of  the 
peace  can  net  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KEUR  (Toronto)— There  are 
many  parts  of  the  country  where  you  could 
not  get  three  justices  of  the  pence. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— In  Ontario  the 
only  resident  judge  is  the  connty  Judge. 
The  other  judges  are  all  centralized  at 
one  portion  of  the  province,  and  in  many 
instances  are  hundreds  of  miles  awikjy.  The 
judge's  residence  is  always  the  same — that 
is  the  weak  point. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— And 
three  magistrates  could  not  be  got  In  any 
new  part  of  the  country  ? 


Hon.  Mv.  McMULLEN— As  long  «b  the 
law  plainly  sets  out  that  in  case  the  ward- 
en or  mayor  declines  to  act  in  the  premises 
nny  other  third  justice  can  take  bis  place 
nnd  sign  the  requisition  to  call  out  the  mi- 
litia, that  will  suit ;  but,  as  the  leader  of  the 
opposition  says.  In  some  cases  the  Jndge 
lives  many  miles  away  from  the  scene 
of  the  riot.  In  parts  of  the  county  of 
Grey,  the  judge  lives  75  miles  from  where 
a  strike  might  take  place.  In  the  town 
wliere  I  live,  be  is  43  miles  away  It 
might  take  a  day  to  find  hhn  and  get  the 
application  signed,  nnd  another  day  to  get 
back,  and  nil  that  time  the  riot  might  be 
in  progress  and  people  terrorized  and  prob- 
ably injured.  When  an  .incident  of  that 
kind  occurs,  any  resident  Justice  of  the 
peace,  or  two  or  three  of  them,  should 
have  the  power  to  cell  out  the  militia. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— What 
the  bou.  gentleman  says  is  quite  correct. 
The  county  in  which  I  live  extends  125 
miles  north  from  the  Bay  of  Quints.  But 
the  senior  and  junior  judge  live  at  Belle- 
ville ;  that  shows  the  difficulty  there.  Then 
the  warden  lived  75  miles  north  of  the 
front  of  the  county  and  there  would  bo 
just  as  much  difficulty  In  reaching  blm. 
There  Is  no  locality  that  I  know  of  where 
you  yould  get  three  magistrates  together 
except  In  the  centre  pf  population.  Back 
where  the  Canada  Central  Railway  Is,  the 
one  that  is  being  extended  from  a  place 
called  Bancroft,  75  miles  north  of  Belle- 
ville to  connect  with  the  Canada  Atlantic 
Railway,  25  or  30  miles  still  further  north, 
where  would  you  get  three  magistrates  ? 
All  the  damage  may  be  done  while  you  are 
searching  for  the  right  men  to  sign  a  re- 
quisition. I  think  if  yon  make  that  two 
magistrates  you  would  accompllsb  the  ob- 
ject we  have  in  view. 

Hon.  Mr  DANDURAND— I  doubt  very 
much  if  there  Is  any  danger  In  leaving  to 
the  mayor  a  certain  share  of  responsibility. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULT.EN— If  he  chooses  to 

exercise  this  function. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— There  is  al- 
ways sutBclent  public  opinion  to  bear  upon 
him  In  such  emergencies  to  act  if  there  is 
nny  danger  to  property. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- But  the  law  pro- 
vides for  two  cases,  where  it  is  a  mnniciiial 
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oi^aulzatlon  and  wbere  it  is  not  n  mnni- 
Hpal  organisation. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^If 
the  minister  insists  on  keeping  the  number 
unchanged  ;  say  tb«  mayor  and  tbe  reeve 

of  fl  municipality. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— He  would  be  a 
magistrate  of  course. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEIJ/— 
Would  be  be  a  magistrate  In  tbat  sense  of 
the  word  ? 

Hon.   Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— Not  always.  In 
Ontario  the  reeve  Is  not ;  the  mayor  is  ; 
tbe  law  bas  beei^  altered  in.  that  respect. 

Hon.  Sb:  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  am 
speaking  of  the  rural  districts  Whnt  I 
am  pointing  out  is  the  difficulty  of  carry- 
ing out  this  law  in  the  rural  parts.  Take 
the  cflse  of  Senator  Edwards  :  Back  in  the 
Gatlneau  country  they  are  building  rail- 
ways ;  could  he  get  three  magistrates  there, 
and  If  so,  within  what  distance  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— If  the  mayor  of 
a  town  Is  ex-offlclo  a  magistrate,  the  reeve 
of  n  township  ia  not.  And  even  If  he  were, 
be  would  be  just  as  bad  as  tbe  warden  or 
mayor.  He  would  be  looking  for  re-elec- 
tion, and  would  not  jeopardize  the  labour 
vote  by  signing  a  reqjilsitlon  to  call  out  the 
mlliUa. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BO  WELL— That 
Is  only  lu  labour  centres. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— The  safest  thing 
is  to  give  the  warden  or  mayor  power  to 
take  part  in  suppressing  a  riot,  but  in  the 
event-  of  their  decllulng  to  act  empower 
any  other  magistrate  to  act 

Hon.  Mf.  POWER— There  Is  this  to  be 
borne  In  mind  with  respect  to  the  question, 
that  It  was  considered  at  considerable 
length  in  tlie  other  chamber  ;  and  the  de- 
cision arrived  nt  there  was  that  if  tbe 
warden  refused  to  act,  then  a  Judge  was 
to  be  cH  1  led  in.  A f ter  ail  the  county 
or  district  court  Judge  Is  as  likely  to  be 
Independent  of  the  labour  people  as  two 
or  three  Justices  of  the  peace  would  be. 
There  Is  no  reason  why  we  sliould  come  In 
direct  conflict  with  the  other  House  In 
connection  with  a  matter  to  which  tliey 
have  devoted  special  attention.  If  some 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


sucb  amendment  as  tbat  suggested  by  tkt 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  is  made  furtbt 
down  in  the  section,  It  will  have  the  dear- 
ed  result  that,  -is,  If  tbe  warden  does  dk 
act  and  If  the  Judge  does  not  net  then  ^ 
three  magistrates  act. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— That  will  not  snit 
my  proposition.  You  have  to  go  to  tiie  judge 
and  go  to  the  warden  ;  that  means  delaj. 
That  does  not  Improve  it  at  all.  I  want  tl» 
Bill  amended  to  provide  that  If  tbe  waida 
or  mayor  refuses  to  act  any  third  Justice 
can  take  bis  place  and  call  out  tbe  miUtiL 
If  you  have  to  go  to  the  mayor  and  wardeo 
and  Judge  before  calling  on  a  Justice  of  tbe 
peace,  tliat  involves  delay, 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^l 
wish  to  take  objection  to  the  docti'lue  laid 
down  by  the  Speaker.  He  bas  told  the  Set 
ate  that  because  the  Lower  House,  who  re- 
present the  very  class  of  people  to  vhoa 
my  hon.  friend  has  called  attention,  bu 
given  a  great  deal  of  thought  and  attentioo 
to  this  clause,  ergo  we  should  not  laterfere 
viith  It  I  have  always  understood  that  ooe 
of  the  functions  of  the  Senate  was  to  cbeclt 
the  popular  branch  where  we  thought  tiey 
were  Interfering  with  the  rights  of  tbe 
people.  That  is  supposed  to  be  one  of  tbe 
advantages  of  a  second  chamber,  tbat  It  is 
not  amenable  directly  to  tbe  popular  will,  or 
to  put  it  in  another  way,  to  the  mob ;  and 
yet  the  hon.  Speaker  says  that  the  Senate 
ought  to  accept  the  decisions  of  tbe  House 
of  Commons,  because  they  represeot  tbii 
very  class  of  people.  We  want  to  protect 
our  people  against  snch  influence.  One  would 
think  in  reading  the  clause  that  it  ts  ■ 
worded  as  to  prevent  the  possibility  of 
meeting  those  difficulties.  The  duty  of  tbe 
Senate  Is  to  correct  this  if  they  think  tbe 
House  of  Commons  is  wrong,  and  not  to 
pass  it  merely  because  the  House  of  Com- 
mons bas  given  great  consideration  to  tlii* 
matter.  I  do  not  see  why  the  warden  sboili 
be  selected  ;  he  is  living  often  in  tbe  centn 
of  the  county  or  at  one  end  of  it  and  be  niT 
be  a  long  distance  from  the  scene  of  the  riot 
If  the  government  are  wedded  to  this  pw- 
posni  there  Is  no  use  In  pressing  an  am«d- 
raent 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— In  so  far  as  1  lO 
concerned.  I  decline  to  dicusss  this  guestiffl 
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a%  aiM'lled  to  labouring  men  any  more  timn 
to  any  one  else.  I  am  one  of  those  who  be- 
lieve that  the  labourers  of  the  country  are 
Jast  as  peaceable  and  law-abiding  as  other 
people,  and  riots  are  just  as  possible  from 
other  sources  as  from  that  source.  It  Is 
simply  for  the  fceneral  good  aud  maintaining 
the  peace  of  the  community  that  I  discuss 
it.  The  question,  as  affected  by  the  resi- 
dence of  judges,  raries  In  different  parts  of 
Canada.  In  the  province  of  Quebec  there 
are  district  judges.  I  suppose  it  Is  so  In  the 
maritime  provinces. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— But  In  Ontario  the 
county  judge  and  the  judges  residing  at 
Toronto  are  the  only  judges.  In  the  old  Act, 
If  I  recollect  right,  the  sherifC  of  tbe  county 
came  In. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— Two  Justices  of 

the  peace. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— The  sheriff  did  not, 
under  any  circumstances,  have  jurisdiction  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No.  the  sheriff  bad  no 

power. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— Under  any  cir- 
cumstances, tlie  necessity  of  liaving  to  go  or 
to  send  to  Toronto  from  the  most  easterly 
portion  of  Ontario  la  not  workable,  and  some 
provision  should  be  made  whereby  imme- 
diate action  can  be  taken  if  the  warden  or 
county  judge  declines  to  act. 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCHELL— I  think  It  would 
be  a  serious  thing  to  give  the  power  of  call- 
ing out  the  militia  to  too  many  justices  of 
the  pence.  We  have  a  gi'eat  many  justices 
of  the  peace  over  this  country,  and  It  would 
be  easy  to  get  two  of  them  in  almost  any 
■  county  to  sign  a  requisition.  It  is  a  very 
serious  thing  to  call  out  the  militia  at  all. 
This  Bill  provides  probably  enough  means 
for  calling  them  out  in  place  of  giving  to 
two  magistrates  In  every  county  where  we 
have  fifteen  to  twenty  or  thirty,  the  power. 
It  would  be  a  serious  matter  to  give  the 
right  of  calling  out  the  miUtla  to  too  many 
people. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— We  are  discussing  this 
too  much  from  our  local  standpoint.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  connty  of  Cumberland,  which 


I  represented  for  a  long  time  In  the  local 
legislature.  It  is  50  miles  wide  and  100 
miles  long.  It  Is  not  at  all  likely  that  any 
riot  will  take  place  in  that  county  except 
in.  the  towns.  Generally  riot  occurs  in 
mining  districts  where  It  would  be  very 
easy  to  get  two  nntglstrates  to  call  out  tbe 
militia.  In  fact  I  might  say  there  are  cases 
where  it  would  be  almost  difficult  to  get  a 
magistrate  not  in  the  employ  or  under  the 
control  of  the  managers  of  tbe  mine.  Now, 
there  is  a  local  case  where  it  would  be  a 
very  dangerous  thing  to  give  that  power 
to  two  magistrates.  The  vase  of  the  de- 
struction of  property  has  been  cited,  but  If 
you  refer  td  history  you  will  find  that  there 
Is  bloodshed  very  often  rti  those  cases,  and 
It  very  rarely  occurs  until  the  mllltin  are 
called  out.  It  ought  to  be  a  very  estreme 
case  when  that  is  resorted  to.  When  strikes 
and  riots  occur,  there  Is  Intense  excitement 
in  the  community,  and  It  requires  in  those 
cases  very  clear-headed,  judicious  men  to 
deal  with  It.  In  my  own  county  I  would 
say  that  the  mayor  or  warden  and  then 
tht>  Judge  are  all  accessible,  but  I  cannot 
say  bow  it  is  in  the  case  of  some  counties 
that  have  been  cited  here.  It  may  be  more 
difficult,  and  we  should  legislate  to  provide 
for  all.  I  am  prepared  to  look  at  it  in 
the  broaidest  light  The  reeve  has  been 
iipoken  of  ;  in  the  maritime  provinces  we 
do  not  know  what  reeve  means. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS-It  means  the 
mayor  of  a  municipality. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— We  call  tbera  mayors 
always. 

Hon.   Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^The 
reeve  in  Ontario  is  the  head  of  a  townslilp 
I  municipality. 

Hon.  Mr.  BLACK— I  am  perfectly  satis- 
1  lied  with  tile  Bill  as  it  is,  but  it  would 

not  meet  the  local  conditions  in  the  county 

from  wbicli  I  come.  I  would  not  thinit 
lit  wise  legislation  to  allow  tbe  raiipistrates 
'  ha*:ily  "to  decide  this  thing.      I  would 

rather  delay  a  little  to  get  at  tbe  judge, 
'  because  sometimes  It  Is  not  best  to  be 

linsty  In  such  masters.  Of  course  it  reflects 
■  upon  a  certain  official  part  of  our  population 
!  to*  say  that  they  are  not  all  as  Intelligent 
]  and  discreet  as  we  would  like  them  to  be. 
I  In  our  section  of  tbe  country,  we  often 
'  have  justices  of  the  peace  who  are  not  the 
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wisi^st  of  nieii,  niid  :ii.v  •■spei'ience  tins  been 
that  in  tbe  appoimiucut  of  these  officials 
tlie  man  that  should  be  justice  of  the  pence 
tvill  not  accept  tbe  office,  and  tbe  man  who 
shoulil  not  have  been  a  justice  Is  the  nian 
who  wiiiits  to  be  appointeil.  I  wouM  not 
like  to  leave  anything  to  their  decision. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAX— In  tbe  county  of 
Fronteiiac,  It  would  be  quite  a  Job  to  find 
tlie  warden.  He  lived  Inst  year  on  Wolfe 
Island,  four  miles  across  the  lake  from 
Kinfistoii,  which  is  tbe  nearest  point  to  It.  In 
the  county  of  Lennox  the  warden  came 
fi-oni  Amherst  Island,  a  very  difficult  point 
to  get  to;  in  fact  the  warden  Is  the  most 
difficult  man  to  get'at  in  any  of  tbe  counties 
near  wliicli  1  reside.  Whether  tboy  are 
more  conveniently  situated  elsewhere,  I 
cannot  say.  Of  coui-se  telegrai)lis  are  more 
generally  used  now.  I  do  not  know  who 
sngKcated  putting  the  warden  next  to  the 
mayor.  The  mayor  can  be  got  iit,  hut  the 
warden  is  the  most  difficult  of  all  those 
|)eot>le  to  reach. 

Hon.  Mr.   BEIQUE— I  think  we  should 

be  ail  agreed  on  this,  that  the  warden  or 

mayor  or  judge  or  magistrate  are  tbe  proper 

authorities  to  deal  with  the  matter  If  tbey 

can  be  reached.   It  Is  only  In  cases  where 

they  are  not  on  the  spot,  or  where  they  i-e 

fuse  to  act,  that  we  have  to  provide  for 

justices  of  the  peace.    It  would  not  be  re 

quired,  1  take  it,  in  the  old  provinces.  It 

may  be  required  in  tbe  west.    \  think  we 

would  meet  the  difficulty  by  adopting  the 

amendment  suggested  by  the  hon.  Secretary 

of  State,   together  with  tbe  amendment 

which  I  am  going  to  suggest  in  subsection 

2,  by  adding  after  the  word  'absent'  In  line 

X{  the  following  : 

Or  not  to  be  found  within  tea  miles  from 
the  place  where  the  riot  or  disturbance  occurs 
or  lit  aoticlpted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEKVILLE— The  hon. 
senator  thinks  that  snch  a  difficulty  could 

not  arise  in  the  older  provinces,  but  only 
in  the  Northwest.  I  submit  that  great 
danger  may  arise  in  the  old  provinces  in 
localities  where  neither  judges,  reeves  nor 
magistrates  can  be  found. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  no  troops. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVIX/LE— We  paie- 
ffd  a  Bill  to  construct  a  railway  running 
Hon.  Mr.  Bt^ACK 


some  hundreds  of  miles  north  of  the  Et 
Lawrence,  through  tbe  province  of  Quebec, 
the  greater  part  of  It  a  long  distance  fnai 
all  settlements.  Supposing  there  are  tn 
or  six  hundred  men  employed  on  that  lin^ 
and  they  go  on  strike  and  iMgln  to  HA 
where  would  yon  find  a  magtatrate  ot  jodgi 
in  all  that  region  ?  That  is  a  contingBiQ 
which  the  government  should  try  to  meet 
[  should  like  indeed  to  have  an  explanaticffl 
how  In  a  case  of  that  kind  anybody  rnii 
he  found  to  issue  the  warrant  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUItAXD— Tbe  liou,  t-en 
tlennin  speaks  of  tbe  possibility  of  u  rii^l 
occurring  during  the  construction  of  the  .N">- 
tlonal  Transcontiueiital  Itjiilwny.  If  we 
cannot  find  a  justice  of  tbe  iHsice,  we  nii- 
not  find  militia.  It  will  be  necessary  to 
reach  a  place  where  the  mlUtia  cau  be  x- 
dered  out,  aod  the  interested  parties  Till 

j  have  to  come  to  the  settled  parts  of  tin 
country  to  find  magistrates  or  iniliti;i. 

i     On  this  question  of  enlarging  tlie  juris- 

'.  diction  of  tbe  parties  to  whom  we  luny  ;i|v 
l)Iy  to  have  the  militia  called  out,  the  rea- 
son given  is  that  the  parties  mentioned  in 
I  be  Bill  before  ns  would  not.  perhaps,  be 

i  available.  Wherever  there  la  possibility 
n  riot  there  will  be  a  sufficient  aggr^tion 

I  of  men  to  find  there  magistrates  and  may- 
ors of  towns  or  cities     If  you  go  mDCb 

1  beyond  those  aggregations  of  men,  yonwQl 

j  have  no  riot,  and  there  Is  hardly  a  place 

1  where  such  an  occurrence  could  take  place 

i  where  you  will  not  find  some  of  the  partie* 
mentioned  In  the  Bill  available.    As  ^ 

j  their  refusing  to  act  I  sh»re  the  view  ex- 
pressed  by  the  bon.  gentleman  from  Cam- 

'  berland  (Hon.  Sir.  Bhick)  that  It  Is  a  sonifr 

I  what  risky  thing  to  allow  justices  of  tbf 
l)eace,  even  three  of  them,  to  linve  tbe 

'  power  to  call  out  the  militia.  One  stnrai- 
headed  man  being  justice  of  tbe  peace,  or 

I  not,  who  is  bent  on  getting  out  the  mHitis- 
will  find  three  weak-headed  men  calW 

j  justices  of  the  peace  to  give  their  sl?i* 
ti:res  to  any  kind  of  a  requisition.  It  sem 

I  to  me  there  Is  n  considerable  responslWlitr 
involved  In  calling  out  the  mllltta,  finaneisl 
responsibility,  and  responsibility  to  thepeo- 

I  i»Ie.  Should  we  not  leave  to  men  in  hfrt 
places,  the  mayor  and  warden,  that  respon- 

!  slbility  which  will  finally  fall  upon  the  peo- 

I  t>le  who  elected  them  ?  I  am  convinced  t\»^ 
we  should  leave  some  re^ronslbilttj  vltb 
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the  constituted  authorities  that  nre  imswev- 
RhU-  Utv  titeir  actions  and  wUl  have  to  pay 
lieavy  bills.  We  have  had  complaints  all 
round  for  the  last  two  or  three  years  of  the 
lieavy  bills  for  calling  out  the  mlUttn  need- 
lessly. So  I  am  convluced  we  should  not 
enlarge  the  iminber  of  parties  who  niltrfat 
Lave  the  power  to  call  out  the  nillitla,  and 
that,  with  the  names  in  the  Bill,  we  are 
sure  we  have  men  with  n  greater  sense  of 
responsibility,  and  it  would  be  danserous 
to  extend  it  to' three  justices  of  the  pence. 

Hon.  5Ir.  DeBOUCHEIEVILI.E  —  The 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Lorimler  (Hon.  Mr. 
Dandurnnd)  tool;  it  upon  lilniself.  and  I 
thank  him  very  much  for  doiu;c  so,  to  an- 
swer a  question  I  put  to  the  leader  of  the 
House. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAXDURAND— I  have  to 
apologize  to  tlie  hon.  gentleiniin.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXUIIY— That  l8  his  usual 
■course. 

Hon.  Mr.  I>eBOUUHBRVILLE— I  sup- 
pose the  government  will  not  endorse  every- 
thing be  says.  His  answer  was  that  a 
riot  talcing  place  at  such  a  distance,  would 
render  it  difficult  to  get  the  militia  there. 
Does  the  bon.  gentleman  believe  that  in 
■case  there  was  a  riot  of  the  men  working 
on  the  National  Transcontinental .  Hallway, 
and  they  were  destroying  tlie  railway  plant, 
that  they  should  not  be  interfered  with  be- 
cause it  would  take  two  or  three  (isys  to  in- 
form the  commander  of  the  militia  to  send 
the  troops  to  quell  the  riot,  and  that  it  would 
take  two  or  three  days  longer  to  get  (hem 
there  ?  Should  the  government  allow  rioting 
-and  destruction  of  property  to  go  on  1  The 
hon,  member  shakes  bis  bead.  I  suppose 
withdraws  what  be  said.  I  have  asked  the 
question  not  In  any  Spirit  of  opposition.  1 
shall  be  very  glad  If  the  government  think 
there  is  nothing  very  serious  involved  in 
my  question  ;  If  they  do  think  such  u  ditlt- 
culty  might  arise,  would  it  not  be  better 
for  them  to  make  provision  to  meet  It  ?  I 
am  ready  to  concede  that  they  want  to  do 
what  Is  right.  Should  there  not  be  some 
means  provided,  under  such  circumstances, 
where  a  Judge  or  reeve  or  magistrate  could 
not  be  found,  to  call  out  the  militia  ?  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — The  hon.  gentleman 
knows  that  troops  are  not  available  In  Can- 
ada at  all  the  corners  of  concession  lines. 


Sometimes  they  are  three  or  four  hundred 
miles  away  from  the  scene,  and.  therefore, 
it  mny  take  some  time  to  get  troops  to  the 
scene  of  a  riot,  so  I  think  there  will  be 
ample  time  to  Induce  some  municipal  au- 
thority to  act.  It  is  exceedingly  difficult  to 
I  frame  a  Bill  to  meet  all  contingencies  that 
I  may  arise  in  a  country  like  Canada.  Tliis 
[  clause  has  been  framed  to  try  to  meet  all 
I  possible  cases.    At  the  same  time  onecan- 
I  not  allow  the  power  to  be  too  readily  ex- 
i  (-rcised.    The'  people  would  not  approve  of 
it.    There  are  some  Justices  that  have  not 
very  level  heads.    There  are  men  who,  in 
■u-diuHry  conditions,  have  good  sense  but 
who  lose  their  heads  In  times  of  ezcite- 
,  mont,  and  therefore  It  would  not  be  safe 
I  to  trust  It  to  one  or  even  two  Justices.  The 
I  precaution  here  Is  one  that  Is  really  essen- 
'  tial.    Wherever  a  Judge  is  available,  he, 
:  iiaving  a  calm  judicial  mind,  is  not  likely 
j  to  be  carried  awny  by  any  impmper  motive 
or  fear  and  would  not  too  hastily  act.  1 
I  think  the  alternatives  that  we  have  luen- 
tiontd  in  this  Bill  will  not  arise,  in  fact  I  did 
not  think  it  was  necessary  to  insert  any 
,  of  them,  and  after  a  conference  with  some 
I  gentlemen  who  had  given  It  a  gveat  deal 
^  of  thought,  they  considered  that  we  were 
I  creating  po-ssible  contingencies  that  are  not 
j  likely  to  arise,  because  the  Judges  all  over 
the  country  ai-e  available. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEHVlLLE-But  If 
I  there  are  no  judges  to  be  found  ? 

.    Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  are  always  Jud- 
'ges  In  the  districts.    They  may  be  a  long 
i  way  off.    There  is  no  doubt  about  that, 
■  but,  at  the  same  time,  the  troops  are  a 
j  long  way  off,  and  the  person  who  would 
I  get  the  Judge  would  band  the  papers  over 
I  to  the  district  officer  commanding,  so  that 
I  I   think  that  element  may  be  discarded, 
j  Wherever  you  have  troops,  you  have  some 
Judicial  authority  who  can  be  call^  upon 
to  act,  because  the  troops  that  would  be 
called  out  would  be  those  scattered  in  cities 
and     towns.      You    would    scarcely  get 
them  in  the  rural    municipalities.  Wher- 
ever there  are  towns  or  cities  a  .;udge  Is  al- 
ways available.    If  a  Judge  happened  to 
leave  his  district,  there  Is  some  one  to  re- 
present him.    There  is  the  depnt)'  Judge, 
and  the  Judge  of  the  higher  courts  The 
provision  Is  very  ample,  and  I  do  not  know 
that  we  can  improve  upon  it  because  there 
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ai-e  so  many  nlteruntlve  propositions  that 
ui'k  uut  likely  to  be  exbausted. 

lion.  Mr.  McMULLEN-I  am  quite  williug 
to  leave  tlie  clause  ns  It  was  in  tbe  old 
Act ;  tbat  Is  that  the  reeve,  mayor,  or  war- 
den may  be  one  of  tbe  Judges,  but  in  this 
case  be  must  be,  and,  if  be  refuses,  no  other 
magistrate  can  do  it  and  you  have  then  to 
go  to  tbe  warden,  and  if  he  declines  to 
act  you  have  to  go  to  tbe  judge.  Let  me 
give  yon  what  will  be  the  ^ult.  In  the 
county  In  which  I  live.  Sapposiug  that 
a  riot  tnlces  place  in  the  town  where,  I 
live,  it  Is  forty-three  miles  from  tbe  county 
town  and  tbe  warden  Uvea  fifty-two  miles 
from  the  county  town,  away  In  the  south- 
east comer  of  tbe  county.  He  may  or 
may  not  refuse  to  act  Tbe  probabilities 
are  that  be  will  not  act.  He  would  say 
*  If  I  sign  that  requisition,  oil  the  labour 
In  the  town  will  be  a^inst  me.  It  Is  not 
necessary  that  I  should  do  it.'  You  may  go 
to  the  warden  and  he  will  say  '  show  me 
the  statute,'  and  when  be  reads  tbe  statute 
he  will  say  '  The  mayor  of  your  own  town 
can  do  it,  and  why  should  your  own  mayor 
not  do  it  ?  Why  do  you  come  flfty-two 
miles  to  get  me  to  do  it?'  And  he  de- 
clines to  sign  the  requisition.  Then  you 
go  to  one  of  the  Judges  and  say  to  him  *  1 
want  yon  to  call  out  the  militia.'  And  he 
will  ask  'what  for?*  And  you  will  say 
'  a  riot  in  Mount  Forest  and  we  want  tbe 
milftta.'  He  will  say  '  Why  does  your 
mayor  not  sign  it  ? '  You  wilJ  say  '  He  did 
not  want  to  sign  it.'  He  will  ask  you 
'  What  does  the  statute  say.'  The  statute 
says  tbat  If  the  mayor  and  warden  i*eru8o 
go  to  tbe  Junior  Judge. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — There  Is  never  a  case 
of  tbat  kind.    The  Judge  acts  at  orfce. 

Hon.  i\Ir.  Mcmullen— No,  no.  If  you 
go  to  Vie  Junior  Judge,  be  will  ask  '  Why 
do  yon  not  go  to  the  senior  Judge  ?  *  You 
say  'We  were  to  him,  and  he  sent  ns  to 
you  and  says  that  It  is  better  that  the 
senior  Judge  should  net,'  and  they  keep 
tbe  deputation  dancing  back  and  forward 
between  tbe  Junior  and  the  senior  Judge — 

Hon.  Sir.  DANDURAND— Does  the  hon. 
gentleman  think  there  is  a  possibility  of 
a  mayor  in  Mount  I'''orest,  seeing  lives  and 
property  Injured,  refusing  to  protect  it  ? 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT, 


Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  think  it  ii 
quite  possible.  I  belie\*e  at  the  presot 
moment  If  there  was  a  riot  yon  omild  tm 
get  our  present  mayor  to  sign,  because  he 

would  come  to  the  conclusion  tlmt  if  iw 
took  such  an  action  tbe  people  would  vote 
against  htm. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— This  is  a  tedious 
discussion,  but  a  highly  important  matto*, 
because  it  Is  one  in  which  difficulties  amy 
arise  in  one  way  or  another.  Primarily  I 
tblnk  tbe  cost  of  calling  out  tbe  troops 
should  not  be  Imposed  upon  the  coQnty, 
or  a  district  without  those  who  have  to 
pay  the  piper  being  consulted.  On  tbe 
other  band,  there  Is  difficulty  that  perhapt, 
just  as  my  hon.  friend  stated,  the  author 
Ities  will  refuse  to  sign.  But  In  tbla  pro- 
vision, tbe  reeve  of  the  township,  who  is 
the  mayqr  of  the  townsbip,  does  not  come 
In  at  all.  He  is  not  a  Justice  of  the  peace. 
He  is  simply  by  virtue  of  bis  office,  a  maglt- 
trate  for  the  time  being.  '  He  1>  tbe  cbM 
magistrate  but  he  is  not  a  Justice  of  tke 
peace.  He  could  not  sign  this  requisition. 
Now,  I  suppose  that  in  all  instances  it  is 
tbe  whole  county  that  would  have  to  pay 
the  expense  and  not  the  individual  town- 
ship that  might  be  involved.  I  believe 
that  the  chief  magistrate  of  the  tomiship, 
in  any  district  where  such  difficulty  mlsJit 
arise,  is  one  of  those  who  should  be  con- 
sulted. For  Instance,  there  may  be  trirlal 
attempts  to  call  out  the  militia.  The  locti 
authority  may  refuse,  and  a  judge  at  a  dis- 
tance might  override  that  refusal  and  force 
the  calling  out  of  militia  when  it  is  not  re- 
quired at  all.  These  difficulties  will  occnr, 
and  I  think  we  should  take  some  time  to 
arrive  at  the  best  and  the  most  Judicial 
way  of  dealing  with  this  matter.  I  am 
one  of  those  who  believe  that  In  every  In- 
stance the  chief  magistrate  who.  In  niffl) 
districts.  Is  the  mayor  of  the  munifip«liiy 
or  tbe  reeve,  Is  one  of  those  who  sfaonM 
be  consulted. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Suppose  you  send 
to  a  distance,  tbe  magistrate  cannot  come 
in  and  see  whether  there  is  any  necoiitr 
for  It  or  not,  and  Is  he  going  to  sign  tbe 
requisition  on  the  statement  of  some  mes- 
senger who  was  sent  ?  If  that  be  so,  the 
troops  may  be  called  out  without  any  rest 
cause  at  all.  I  think  it  should  be  compulsory 
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oil  tUe  chief  magistrate  to  sign  the  requl- 
attlon. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  amendment  of 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberrr  la  a 
very  desirable  one,  because  it  removes  any 
doubt  As  tbe  clause  is  framed  now,  tbere 
migbt  be  some  doubt  as  to  whether  you 
have  to  go  to  the  mayor  or  warden  or  Judge, 
no  matter  how  far  away  his  residence  might 
be,  and  I  think  It  Is  very  desirable  that 
an  amendment  suelt  as  proposed  by  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  should 
be  adopted,  so  as  to  provide  that  If  a  riot 
takes  place  where  tbere  was  no  mayor  or 
Judge  living  in  the  immediate  neighbouT- 
bood,  then  resort  conld  be  had  to  a  Justice 
of  the  peace,  and  I  hope  tbe  committee 
will  adopt  that  amendment  and  deal  with 
the  amendment  Of  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  later. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— I  would  like  to  change 
the  suggestion  I  made.  Instead  of  making 
tbo  amendment  where  I  suggested  in  line 
3.3,  I  would  leave  tbe  sub-paragraph  as  It  Is, 
and  add  at  tbe  end  of  the  paragraph  tbe 
following :—  * 

And  In  caae  none  of  the  above  authorities  are 
to  be  found  within  ten  miles  of  the  place  wbere 
tlie  riot  or  disturbance  occurs,  or  Is  anticipated, 
tlie  requisition  may  be  signed  by  three  Justices 
ot  the  peace. 

Hon.  Mr.  MITGHELL-I  believe  that  the 
amendment  which  has  just  been-  moved 
will  mix  up  the  BUI  too  much.  It  says  '  If 
they  ciinnot  be  found'.  It  will  result  In 
lawsuits.  People  will  get  magistrates 
In  tbe  country  to  call  out  the  militia. 
I  think  you  might  better  have  a  Bill  that 
would  be  explicit  and  not  leave  It  open  to 
all  kinds  of  misunderstandings.  This 
BUI  says  *  if  tbey  cannot  be  found  *■  I 
might  say  I  cannot  find  them.  I  mlRht 
get  tbe  militia  out  for  a  coriioration.  It 
Is  the  corporation  that  generally  calls  out 
the  militia,  and  not  the  union.  If  I  were 
a  magistrate  and  I  wanted  to  get  the  militia 
out  to  shoot,  I  would  not  look  very  hard 
for  the  mayor  or  warden,  and  I  would  run 
the  risk  afterwards  of  proving  he  was  not 
within  ten  miles. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  may  say  that  In  the 
last  alternative  I  read  to  the  House,  pro- 
vision was  made  for  tbe  three  Justices  of 
tile  peace.  It  will  come  in  at  tbe  very  end. 
Subsection  4  reads,  as  follows 


4.  Where  the  requlBltlon  Is  made  by  Justices 
of  the  peace,  any  statemeDt  of  the  fact  therein 
contained  shall  not  be  open  to  dispute  by  the 
offlcer  upon  whom  tbe  requisition  Is  made. 

When  a  requisition  Is  made  by  a  Judge 
or  magistrate  bavin.-?  the  power^that  Is  in 
certain  districts  in  Quebec,  for  instance, 
wbere  there  are  judges  who,  like  our  stipen- 
diary uuisristrates.  bavinj?  the  power  of  two 
justices  of  the  peace,  acting  with  two  Jus- 
tices—or by  three  justices  of  the  peace — 
That  is  the  last  alternative.  One  of  those 
amendments  makes  provision  for  a  final 
appeal.  If  all  the  other  provisions  fall,  to 
three  Justices  of  tbe  peace.  Those  amend- 
ments I  have  suggested  here  have  had  the 
advantage, of  being  prepared  in  the  Depart- 
ment of  Justice,  where  a  great  deal  of 
thought  has  been  given  to  tbe  subject,  and, 
therefore,  if  any  amendments  are  to  be 
made  they  cover  it  and  migbt  perhaps  re- 
lieve us  from  some  of  tbe  responsibility  in 
accepting  their  amendments. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER-I  think  it  is  to  be 
regretted  that  the  bon.  gentleman  from 
de  Salaberry  ^Id  not  adhere  to  bU  original 
Intention  of  putting  the  amendment  In,  so 

as  to  show  that  this  last  amendment  should 
be  resorted  to  when  the  judge  or  warden 
was  more  than  ten  miles  away.  I  think 
tbe  amendment  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  is  0  proper  one,  but  there  should  be 
something  to  make  clear  tbe  meaning  of  the 
earlier  paragraph. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLBN— The  trouble  with 
the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Secretary  of 
State  is  simply  that  you  have  to  go  through 
all  the  operation  of  applying  first  to  two  jus- 
tices of  the  peace  and  the  mayor.  If  the 
mayor  won't  sign  yon  liave  to  go  to  the 
warden,  and  If  he  won't  sign  it  you  have  to 
i  t,'o  to  tbe  ron'nty  jutlgo,  and  you  bove  to 
"I'Pl.v  to  the  junior  judge,  and  then  you  have 
to  go  to  the  third  justice  of  tlie  peace  after 
that,  and  when  you  fro  to  tbnt  uian.  lie  siiys 
li"  docs  not  know  miytliiiijr  alio-,  t  iSic  l;iw. 
You  will  read, over  the  law.  and  be  will  say 
■  The  wiirden  and  mayor  should  sign,  and 
then  the  county  Judge '.  If  they  have  all 
refused  be  will  say  '  I  do  not  know  that 
1  will  sign '. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— The  hon.  genUe- 
roan's  plan  would  not  get  over  it.  The 
proper  way  is  to  make  It  compulsory  on 
somebody,  the  mayor  or  the  Judge.  Suppos- 
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Ing  tUree  magistrates  understand  tbnt  the 
other  authorities  bare  refused,  they  'wlll 
refuse  also,  then  where  are  you  ? 

Hou.  Mr.  DANDURAND-The  hou.  gen- 
tleman would  not  give  any  discretion  to 

those  magistrates. 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCHELL-I  do  not  believe 
tlint  n  mflRlstrate  suould  have  nnythlng 
whatever  to  do  with  calling  out  the  militia 
to  be  paid  for  by  the  nmnleipallty.  I  thinli 
tho  inn.vors  slioultl  hare  that  responsibility. 
Tliey  should  be  depended  upon  and  should 
act  for  the  people  in  the  municipality,  and 
not  justices  of  the  pence  apirainted  by  tbe 
local  government 

Hon.  Mr.  McMUIiLEX— That  is  very  true, 
but  bow  can  you  get  them  to  act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— Tbe  law  was  good  as 

it  was.  There  Is  always  a  warden  of  the 
municipality  who  is  responsible. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Tbe  amendment  reads 

as  follows  :— 

Acting  with  two  Justices  ot  Ihe  peace,  and 
It  there  Is  no  such  Judge  or  magistrate  presid- 
ing and  being  in  or  at  such  place  and  able  to 
act.  Bcr  three  Justices  ol  tbe  peace  baviag 
jurisdiction  there. 

Tbe  amendment  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  propose  to  insert 
after  the  words,  '  Unable  to  act '  In  line 
33.  the  words  '  Or  not  to  be  found  within 
ten  miles '. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  object  to  that. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWKR-I  thinli  it  Is  desirable 
to  make  clear  wben  you  can  cull  upon  tlios.' 
Inferior  officers.     That  is  substantially  the 
amendment  suggested  by  the  hou.  gentle- 
man from  de  Salaberry.     Tbe  judge  may 
be  at  tho  other  end  of  tht'  county,  but  he 
Is  absent  anyway.     His  borne  is  at  tbe  i 
other  end  of  the  county.    Supposing  a  riot 
took  place  In  the  eastern  end  of  the  county 
of  Halifax,  tbe  county  judge  resides   at  I 
the  city,  and  the  riot  may  take  place  a 
hundred  miles  away,  at  a  place  to  be  reach- 
ed only  by  water  or  over  a  coach  road,  and  i 
if  you  wanted  to  appeal  to  th^  three  jus-  j 
tices  of  the  peace,  you  could  not  claim  that 
the  judge  was  absent  or  unable  to  act.  He  ; 
Is  at  home  and  able  to  act.    It  Is  desirable 
then  that  there  should  be  something  of  this  ' 
kind.  I 
Hon.  Mr.  SULUVAN. 


Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— What  will  btiiw  « 
a  strike  at  such  a  place  ?  There  Is  nobodf 

living  there. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— There  might  be  i 
strike,  although  I  do  not  say  that  tbere  ii 
likely  to  be  one.  We  have  a  mayiw  wl» 
resides  in  the  city,  and  we  have  a  watdei 

who  ri'side*!  In  a  part  of  the  couiitv  retnoi? 
from  the  [)lH<'e  where  I  have  supposwl  the 
riot  to  be  lakhi^;  place.  Vou  cannot  «i 
lit  that  warden,  because  yon  would  burt 
lo  travel  thirty  miles  by  couch  tt»  n?a<.-l: 
blm  and  I  think  the  amendmrat  of  tbe 
hou.  gentleman  from  de  Salaberry  Is  i 
very  necessary  one  to  provide  that  wben 
the  officer  whom  yon  might  go  to  Is  too  to 
away,  be.vond  a  certain  reasonable  limit 
you  can  call  upon  justices  of  the  peace. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  think  we  are  con- 
structing Imaginary  po<<sibilitief:.  I  am 
not  aware  tbnt  in  the  past  any  difflciilty 
has  arisen  in  finding  proper  nuthoritv  to 
sign  requisitions.  Those  riots  do  not  occur 
in  remote  rural  places.  If  they  are  like^ 
to  occur^^  the  provincial  authorities  irill 
necessarily  have  stipendiary  magistrates 
there  to  look  after  the  peace.  The  railwiji 
will  see  that  tbey  will  have  maglstrntes 
:it  band  In  the  event  of  having  trouble. 
These  possibilities  are  distant  and  remote. 
We  are  losing  a  great  deal  of  valuable 
time  by  creating  obstacles  that  will  not 
arise. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Although  I  am  ot 
opinion  that  my  amendment  would  be  In 
the  right  drectlon  I  call  attention  to  this 
fact,  we  are  dealing  with  an  Important 
measure  at  the  end  of  tbe  session,  sod 
it  would  be  well  not  to  Introduce  by 
way  of  amendments  matters  wblch  may 
lead  up  to  a  great  deal  of  dIscussIoD  In 
the  other  House,  and  pass  tbe  Bill  as  It  Ib. 
and  next  session  it  can  be  amended.  I 
thought  of  suggesting  other  minor  amend- 
ments, but  as  they  are  not  of  serloas  inr 
portauce  I  thought  tbe  best  course  wu  to 
defer  the  matter  until  next  session,  wbea 
we  could  perfect  the  Act 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN—I  am  quite  Trifl- 
ing to  accept  the  amendment  of  tbe  boo. 
Secretary  of  State  under  the  dream- 
stances.  It  has  been  considered  by  tbe 
Department  of  Justice  and  I  am  willing  to 
accept  It 
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Hod.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — Let  us  fore- 
go the  amendment  now.  There  Is  a  great 
deal  of  consideration  to  he  given  to  this 
clause.  It  may  not  suit  the  conditions.  A 
good  deiil  ctui  be  said  on  both  sides.  I 
bovu  refrained  from  discussiou  of  it  be* 
cause  I  think  it  Is  not  expedient  to  do  so. 
1  would  subtest  to  let  the  matter  stand  to 
be  dealt  with  at  another  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— We  have  passed 
eighty  clnuses  without  a  single  amend- 
ment, and  I  think  we  have  done  very  well. 
We  have  now  struck  an  important  clnnse 
and  I  think  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Sec- 
retary of  State  Is  u  fair  one,  and  1  am 
wiilhig  to  accept  that. 

The  clause  was  ndoi>ti>d. 

On  sub-clause  4  of  clause  82, 

-t.  Where  the  requisition  ia  made  by  ihe 
justices  of  he  peace,  any  stacement  of  the 
fact  iberela  contained  shall  not  be  open  to 
dispute  by  any  ofDcer  upon  whom  the  requisi- 
tion Is  made. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — I  propose  to  amend 
this  clause  by  adding  after  the  words  '  by 
the '  In  the  first  line,  the  following  words  : 

A  Judge  or  magistrate  having  the  powers  of 
two  Justices  of  the  peace  acting  with  two  Jus- 
tices of  the  peace  or  by  three  Justices  of  the 
peace,  no  statoment  tbereio  contained  shall 
be  open  to  dispute  by  the  ofScer  upon  whom 
the  requisition  Is  made. 

The  amendment  waa  adopted. 
On  clause  83, 

83.  The   -requisition     provided  for    the  next 
preceding  section  may  be  in  the  following  form, 
or  to  the  like  effect,  and  the  form  may  be 
varied  to  suit  the  tacts  of  the  case  : — 
county  of 

To  wit  : 

Whereas  it  has  been  made  to  appear  to  our 
satisfaction  that  a  riot  or  disturbance  of  the 
peace,  beyond  the  powers  of  tbe  civil  authority 
to  suppress  (or  to  prevent  or  to  deal  with) 
and  requiring  tbe  aid  of  the  active  militia  to 
that  end,  has  occurred  and  Is  In  progress  (or 
ia  anticipated  as  likely  to  occur)  at 

(Where  the  bead  of  the  municipality,  etc., 
has  declined  or  is  unable  to  Join  in  the  requi- 
sition, say) 

And  whereas  tbe  warden  (or  as  the  case  may 
be)  of  the  has  declined  (or  is  unable 

through  )  to  Join  In  this  requi- 

sition : 

These  are  therefore  to  require  you  to  call  out 
the  active  mllltfa  present  In  or 
such  portion  thereof  as  you  consider  necessary 
tor  the.  purpose  of  suppressing  or  preventing, 
or  dealing  with)  cuch  riot  or  disturbance. 
Dated  at   .         ,  this  day  .  19 

Warden,  etc.  (or  as  tbe  case  may  be)  or  j  p. 

J.P. 
J.P. 


Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  came  in  a  little  too 
late,  but  I  have  a  very  important  amend- 
ment to  make  to  clauses  82  and  8.'!  eltiier 
at  tbe  end  of  clause '82  or  83,  and  I  am 
contldent  that  It  Is  in  the  Interests  of  the 
inunicipulItE^.  I  beg  to  move  tlint  the 
following  be  added  us  paragniph  C. : 

II  the  place  where  such  riot  or  disturbance 
occurs  or  is  anticipated  Is  a  port  or  harbour 

under  the  control  of  the  government  or  of  the 
harbour  comniiBsloners.  the  requisition  shall 
also  be  signed  by  the  chairman  of  the  Har- 
bour Commission,  or  tbe  ofBcer  in  charge  of 
the  port. 

In  order  to  understand  this  amendment, 
it  is  ohiy  necessary  to  add  another  amend- 
ment which  I  propose  to  make  In  three 
words  to  clause  80.  which  concerns  the  pay- 
ment of  the  military  force  when  it  is  called 
on  by  the  civil  nuthoritips.  Clause  Si!  lu-ovides 
that  in  all  cases  the  municipality  will  have 
to  pay  the  cost  of  the  militia  when  It  will  be 
called  on.  I  want  to  say  a  very  few 
words,  because  I  understand  It  is  not  too 
late  to  brlug  the  question  before  the  House. 
It  is  this  :  that  the  law  which  obllKcs  thv 
municipality  to  pay  the  cost  of  the  services 
of  the  mllttia  In  all  cases  is  unjust  and  un- 
fair, and,  perhaps,  contrary  to  the  prlncl- 
ples  of  the  constitution.  What  does  the 
constitution  say  ?  It  provides  that  the 
military  service  shall  be  under  the  control 
of  the  federal  government.  It  Is  a  very 
excessive  power  which  was  given  to  tbe 
federal  parliament,  and  I  remember  one 
of  the  grievances  of  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  establishment  of  confederation 
was  that  this  clause  was  giving  too  much 
power  to  the  federal  parliament.  1  do 
not  want  to  discuss  that,  because  it  is  now 
too  late,  but  I  say  that  the  consequence  of 
the  power  given  to  the  federal  parliament 
is  that  when  the  militia  is  called  out,  the 
government  must  pay  for  Its  services  and 
that  it  appertjiins  to  the  government  to  jfive 
tlie  services  or  to  help  the  civil  authorities 
without  obliging  the  nuinicipalitic^  to  ]i:\y 
for  these  services.  Why  was  the  militia 
orsanized?  It  was  to  protect  the  country 
against  internal  or  external  violence,  against 
Inside  and  outside  enemies.  In  both  cases, 
the  government  should  pay  for  the  services 
that  the  militia  Is  called  to  render  to  the 
country.  And  why  were  the  civil  author- 
ities to  call  out  the  militia  in  certain  cases  ? 
It  was  because  it  was  considered  the  muni- 
cipalities had  not  the  power  nor  the  means 
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t-y  support  militia,  or  a  permanent  force  for 
sncb  Incidents  as  occnr  In  time  of  strikes. 
The  condition  Is  that  In  all  those  cases,  if 
you  want  the  service  to  be  appreciated.  It 
must  be  gratuitous,  and  the  goTernment 
must  pay   for  the  services.     Suppose  n 
strike  occurs  on  the  Grand  Trank  Pneiflc 
Railway,  In  a  district  far  distant  from  a  town 
where  there  is  a  small  muDlcIpulity?  Sup- 
posing the  municipality  has  to.  pay  for  the 
service  of  the  militia,  It  would  amount  to 
ten  times  the  revenue  of  the  municipality 
aud  perhaps  more.     But  I  do  not  want  to 
go  80  far  as  that     I  wish  to  sum  up 
what  I  hare  to  say  in  three  statements. 
First,  because  the  ports  aud  harbours,  nt^ 
cording  to  the  constitution,  and  according ; 
to  the  special  law,  chap.  47  of  57  and  68  , 
Victoria,  are  under  the  control  of  the  gov-  | 
ernment,  when  they  have  been  so  designated  j 
by  an  Oriler  in  Council.   Orders  in  Oounc-il  ' 
have  been  {Tassed  in  many  instances,  declar-  | 
\dk  that  such  port  is  a  public  port,  and  i 
the  consequence  is  that  the  iK>rt  and  harbour  , 
are  under  the  control  of  the  government,  i 
Consequently,  vessels  when  In  such  n  port  I 
or  harbour,  are  not  under  the  control  of  the  [ 
municipality.  They  are  under  the  control  of  I 
the  federal  government.    Shipping  is  under  I 
the  control  of  the  government.     The  goods 
which  are  in  a  harbour  are  under  the  con-  ^ 
trol  of  the  municipality.  Very  often  thev  j 
are  from  different  parts  of  the  country. 
When  a  riot  occurs  in  a  port  or  tiarbonr 
the  service  which  Is  rendered  by  the  mllltta  [ 
Is  a  public  service  rendered  to  the  whole  ' 
of  tlie  country,  and  the  whole  of  the  country  . 
ought  to  pay  for  sucli  service.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  PORGET-Hear,  bear.  ! 

I 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— And  when  a  disturb- , 
ance  occurs  in  a  port  or  harbour  under  the  ' 
control  of  the  harbour  commissioners,  the 
vessels  are  not  under  the  control  of  the 
municipality,  and  the  goods  which  are  there 
to  be  protected  are  not  under  the  control 
of  the  munclpality,  but  even  the  place  where 
the  riot  occurs  is  not  a  municipal  property, 
and  is  sometimes  the  property  of  the  gov- ' 
ernment,  or  the  harbour  commissioners.  So 
that,  for  all  these  reasons,  I  contend  that 
when  a  riot  or  disturbance  occurs  In  a  port 
or  harbour  being  the  property,  or  under  the 
control  of  the  government  or  harbour  com- 
Hon.  Mr.  DAVID. 


mtssioners,  the  municipality  sbonld  bin 
nothing  to  do  with  it  The  government  hu 
a  permanent  force.  They  say  when 
municipality  pays  it,  it  is  because  the  per 
manent  force  not  being  necessary,  tbey  an 
obliged  to  9PPly  to  the  active  miUtla.  U 
the  volunteer  force  Is  not  sufficient  to  qsd 
a  disturbance,  the  permanent  force  mnit  be 
called  out  The  permanent  force  mnst  bt 
increased  by  one  thousand.  I  think  with 
two  thonsand  soldiers,  the  government  «Q1 
have  sufficient  force  in  such  cases  to  dosU 
that  is  required.  (Tonfllcts  may  occnr  l» 
tweeu  the  municipalities  and  the  gorou- 
meut.  I  am  sure  there  will  be  a  gmt 
deul  of  friction,  because  the  Btraggle  be- 
tween capital  and  labour  will  increase.  We 
are  only  at  the  commencement  of  a 
struggle  between  labour  and  capital,  mi 
the  militia  will  be  called  upon  under  minj 
circumstances  to  suppress  riots,  and  there 
may  be  many  cases  of  rioting  and  insurrec- 
tion. Under  such  conditions  nobody  will  con- 
t(Mid  that  the  government  Is  not  obliged  to 
furnish  the  force  necessary  to  suppress  riot- 
ing and  violence.  There  are  many  circum- 
stances where  therp  Is  not  much  difference 
between  a  riot  and  an  Insurrection,  and 
very  often  a  riot  Is  the  commeocentNt  ^ 
nn  Insurrection.  If  the  municipalities  GW- 
tinue  to  be  obliged  to  pay  for  the  services 
rendered  by  the  faiilltla,  I  am  sure  befne 
long  It  will  baiqien  that  when  a  strike 
will  occur  In  the  harbour  of  Montretl, 
the  municipality  will  refuse  to  call  out  thf 
militia,  liecause  they  will,  with  reason,  astj 
thut  they  are  not  obliged  to  meet  the  expjn- 
ses  of  such  service,  when  these  services  are 
rendered  In  the  interests  of  the  vbole 
country.  If  the  House  is  not  ready  to  a^ 
cppt  the  other  amendment,  which  I  ^iVaH 
propose  to  clause  8C,  saying  that  after  the 
case  is  provided  for  in  this  paragraph,  tt* 
municipality  will  have  nothing  to  pay  If 
you  are  not  ready  to  accept  the  other  amend- 
ment, I  think  this  amendment  wUI  be  ok- 
lesB. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  could  not  accept  the 
other  amendment  and  I  do  not  tbink  tiie 
Senate  Is  in  apposition  to  place  amendments 
of  that  kind  In  a  money  Bill,  attacbbis  i 
penalty  to  the  Crown,  so  that  the  Crown 
Instead  of  the  munlc^ality,  shall  bear  the 
expense. 
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Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— The  qnestlon  of  money 
does  not  arise,  because  the  goremment  will 
call  on  the  permanent  force. 

Hon.  Hr.  POWER— There  will  be  the 
expense  of  transportation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DiSVID— It  is  not  a  necessary 

consequence  of  the  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  think  the 
House  would  be  disposed  to  make  any  ex- 
ception In  favour  of  Montreal  and  Quebec. 
I  think  they  ought  to  have  police  force 

enough  to  keep  under  control  the  body  of 
men  who  ]ook  after  a  ship.  If  the  police 
supervision  in  Montreal  had  extended  far 
enough,  the  strikes  would  not  have  been 
serious.  It  was  simply  on  account  of  the 
lethargy  of  the  authorities. 

IIou.  Mr.  DAVID— The  hou.  Secretary 
of  State  may  aay  what  he  likes  against 
my  amendment,  but  his  remarks  do  not 
apply  to  all  the  ports  under  the  control  of 
the  Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  never  occurred  any- 
where else. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI,-TIie 
principle  involved  in  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  gentleman,  so  far  as  tlie 
maritime  provinces  are  concerned,  and 
where  the  harbour  commissioners  are  under 
the  control  of  the  government,  I  think,  Is 
a  very  good  one;  but  I  question  whether 
we  have  the  power  to  enact  it  It  is  throw- 
ing on  the  government  a  liability,  and  the 
Semite  has  no  power  to  do  that.  It  incurs 
a  liability  or  charge  upon  the  revenue, 
which  is  against  our  constitution  to  meddle 
with. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  am  not  ready  to  say 
that  my  opinion  is  better  than  that  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  who  has  had  more  ex- 
perience, but  I  reserve  my  amendment  for 
the  third  reading,  and  will  consider  bow 
I  can  answer  the  objection. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND— It  is 
scarcely  fair  to  speak  of  the  cities  of  Mont- 
real and  Quebec  as  not  open  to  special  pri- 
vileges, but  so  it  is  ;  the  Harbour  Commis- 
sion of  Montreal  is  really  and  truly  a  gov- 
ernment department.  The  majority  of  the 
members  are  appointed  by  the  government 
They  are  ruled  by  the  government,  and  the 
territory  which  they  administer  is  not  un- 


der the  control  of  the  city,  nor  Is  It  owned 
by  the  city,  and  the  port  is  essentially  a 
port  of  the  Dominion.  It  is  a  fair  argument 
therefore,  that  the  expenses  of  administer- 
ing that  port  and  policing  it,  ought  well  to 
be  considered  by  the  government,  and  I 
think  the  amendment  which  has  been  sug- 
gested by  the  last  speaker  is  a  fair  and  rea- 
sonable one. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  drew  atten- 
tlon  to  the  fact  that  the  port  of  Montreal 
goes  much  beyond  the  limits  of  the  city  of 
Montreal,  and  difficulties,  friction  and 
strikes  may  take  place  at  the  west  or  east 
of  Montreal,  and  it  may  develop  on  the 
front  of  the  city  of  Montreal,  coming  from 
the  neighbouring  municipalities,  and  yet 
when  the  militia  Is  called  out,  It  is  always 
!  the  city  of  Montreal  that  has  to  pay  for 
:  the  maintenance  of  that  mllltfn  during  the 
time  of  riot 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— I  am  not  one  of 
those  who  want  to  impose  ui>ou  Montreal 
anything  that  is  unfair,  but  I  cannot  con- 
ceive why  the  port  of  Montreal  should  not 
take  care  o^  matters  of  this  kind,  Just  as 
all  other  districts  of  the  country  do. 

Hon.  Mr.  SIJI-LIVAN— So  it  does,  but 
there  are  two  claims  put  forward,  because 
it  is  a  public  port,  and  because  the  govern- 
ment have  jurisdiction  over  certain  ports. 
They  have  jurisdiction  over  the  entire  dis- 
tance between  Montreal  and  Quebec.  Their 
jurisdiction  Is  not  confined  to  Montreal.  It 
extends  along  the  St  Lawrence  river  from 
Montreal  to  Quebec, 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND— Not  at 
all. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— The  Harbour  Com- 
mission control.  Just  as  they  do  In  Mont- 
real, the  entire  distance,  but  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, I  for  one  cannot  conceive  why 
this  matter  should  be  dlfTerent  in  the  city 
of  Montreal  from  any  other  portion  of  Can- 
iida.  or  any  ports. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— That  is  what  we 
claim. 

Hon.  Mr.  EDWARDS— It  is  true  the  city 
of  Montreal  Is,  in  a  sense,  a  national  port ; 
but  the  whole  country  Is  contributing  to 
maintain  It  as  a  great  national  port,  and  I 
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do  not  see  wliy  It  sliould  be  made  an  excep- 
tion In  this  respect  at  alL 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— The  amendment  is 
withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr,  DAVID— It  Is  not  Intended  sim- 
ply to  make  the  amendment  apply  to  Mont- 
real. If  It  were  adopted,  It  would  be  more 
beneficial  and  advantageoas  to  other  ports 
than  Montreal,  because  Montreal  is  rich 
enough  to  pay  for  such  services  ;  but  sup- 
pose n  riot  takes  place  in  a  port  which  is 
attached  to  tlie  tuunieiiiality.  take  Maison- 
neuTo  as  na  example  :  suppose  a  riot  takes 
Iilace  in  the  port  of  Maisonneuve,  the  mnni- 
clpulity  is  small,  and  the  whole  of  its  rev- 
enue would  be  absorbed  by  the  expenses 
of  the  mllltla  for  one  or  two  weeks.  I  think 
it  is  a  mistake  to  sny  that  this  amendmeut 
Is  especially  in  favour  of  Montreal.  A  riot 
raay  be  caused  by  labourers  coming  from  all 
parts  of  the  world,  Italians.  Spaniards, 
Germans  and  all  nationalities — people 
engaged  in  the  works  under  the  control 
of  the  government.  Well,  Is  It  fair  and 
just  that  the  expenses  in  such  a  case — I  do 
not  speak  of  Montreal  but  I  speak  of  any 
port  in  Canada — that  the  expenses  In  such 
a  case  should  be  borne  by  the  municipality  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Are  there  not  pro- 
vincial police  In  Montreal  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  should  like  to  ask 

a  question.  It  is  a  very  serious  mattery 
Who  has  charge  of  the  troops  on  an  occa- 
sion of  this  kind  ?  Supposing  that  any 
catastrophe  should  occur,— fortunately  there 
has  opt  been  any  so  far,  but  it  may  occur 
at  any  time— is  the  military  authority  to 
guide  and  direct  the  troops  altogether,  and 
in  the  event  of  firing  on  a  mob  or  using 
deadly  weapons,  Is  the  officer  to  take  the 
full  responsibility  ?  Has  the  mayor  or  the 
civic  authority  the  power  ot  preventing  a 
useless  sluugbter  of  people  ?  Is  tti&B  any 
provision  made  for  It  or  not? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  senior  Judicial 
anthorit.v  ciilling  out  the  troops  must  be 
present  and  read  the  Kiut  Act,  and  give  the 
people  fair  warning  before  any  attempt  is 
made  to  fire  on  them. 
Hon.  Hr.  EDWARDS. 


Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Who  reads  B» 
Act  ? 

Hon.  Jlr.  SCOTT— Tbo  mayor  or  judicai 
autiiority  \\\io  s.,;u&  tlie  requisition. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Xot  only  tliat  but 
ilie  senior  otflcev  in  cbar^je  must  get  tbe 
order  in  writing,  before  he  directs  the  troi^ 
to  fire. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Every  precantion  i* 
taken. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— from  the  committee, 
reported  that  they  had  made  some  pr<^:r« 
in  the  committee,  and  asked  leave  to  ilt 
again. 

BILL  IXTRODUCEl). 

Bill  (172)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Customs 
Tariff,  1897.-(Hon.  Mr.  Seott). 

The  Senate  adjourned  till  three  p-m. 

Second  Sitting. 

The  SPDAKER  took  tbe  Chair  at  Tluft 
o'clock. 
Routine  proceedings. 

POST  OFFICE  ACT  ASffiXDMENT  BIU 
THIRD  READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called: 

Third  reading  Bill  (153)  An  Act  to  amend  tlie 
Post  Offlce  Act. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  said  :  The  hon.  gentle 
man  (Hon.  Mr.  Ferguson)  suggested  tlut 
the  powers  which  were  intended  to  be  co& 
ferred  on  the  superintendent  were  reallv 
struck  out  by  this  BIU.  I  submitted  bi$ 
view  to  the  Deputy  Postmaster  Genenl 
and  stated  that  I  in  some  degree  concurred 
In  the  (^pinion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  (Bon- 
Mr.  Ferguson),  and  therefore  be  consulted 
to  an  amendment,  restoring  the  latter  ptrt 
of  clause  12  of  the  Postal  Act  The  latter 
part  of  the  clause  contains  the  antfaorit;  tv 
the  chief  post  offlce  ln^>ector  to  make  bis 
inquirlee,  and  striking-  that  out  rather  toot 
away  the  power  and  Jurisdiction  of  tbe  la- 
spec  tor.  Under  tbe  present  Bill  t^e  chief 
soperlntendMit  i»  substituted  for  the  post 
offlce  inspector,  and  ttie  amendment  I  pro* 
pose  is  to  strike  out  tbe  first  nine  Haes 
section  12  instead  of  tdie  whole  section.  inA 
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to  retaiu  the  powers  which  are  contained  in 
that  section  for  the  chief  Buperlntendent.  J 
therefore  move  that  the  cUtuse  he  ameude<1 
by  striking  out  the  first  nine  lines,  and  In- 
serting the  following  words  ;  '  The  chi&t  posi 
office  snperlntendMit  shall  have  power  to' 
My  motI<Hi  Is  that  the  Bill  be  not  now  rea-i 
the  third  time,  but  that  it  be  amended  In  tbe 
direction  I  bare  Indicated. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIi;  BOWiEIiLr-«Is 
that  the  correct  procedure,  to  amend  a  Bill 
at  the  t2ilrd  reading  ? 

Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT— Onr  practice  has  been 
to  amend  It  either  by  refmii^  the  BUI  back 
to  8  Committee  of  the  Whole,  or  to  make 
correction  in  the  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— I  tbluk  Bourinot.  In 
his  work,  saya  the  Bill  must  be  re-commltted, 
but  the  Senate  has  often  adiHtted  the  conrsf 
proposed  by  tbe  hon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Ur.  SCOTT  mored  that  tbe  BUI  he 
not  now  read  tlie  third  time,  but  that  it  be 
referred  back  to  Committee  of  the  Wbole  for 
the  purpose  of  making  tbe  suggested  amend- 
ment 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  I  bave  said,  when 
section  12  was  struck  out  it  was  thought 
there  were  other  (dauses  in  the  Post  Office 
Act  wblcta  enabled  tbe  official  to  make  tbe 
inquiry,  but  the  bon.  member  for  Marsbfleld 
maintained  there  was  no  power,  and  by  re- 
pealing clause  12  we  were  depriving  the 
chief  superintendent  of  the  powers  which 
originally  belonged  to  the  chief  Inspector, 
and  be  said  a  part  of  that  clause  ought  to  be 
retained;  On  submitting  bis  opinion  to  the 
Deputy  Postmaster  General,  and  coinciding 
myself  witb  tbat  view,  they  authorized  the 
change. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND,  from  the  com- 
mittee, repwted  tbe  BUI  with  an  amend- 
ment, which  was  concurred  in. 

Tbe  Biil  was  tbeu  read  tbe  third  time  and 
passed. 

MILITIA  BH.h. 

THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resumed  In  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  consideration  of  Bill  (5)  An  Act  res- 
pecting tbe  Militia  and  Defence  of  Canada. 
76 


On  clause  ISO, 

136.  Tlie  following  ActB  of  the  parltament  of 
Canada  are  repealed.  Id  so  far  eb  the  active 
and  reserve  militia  land  force  Ib  concerned  : — 
Chapter  41  of  the  reviaed  atatutes  intituled 
'  An  Act  reipectlns  the  MlUtia  and  Defence  of 
Canada  ;  '  chapter  19  of  the  atatutes  of  1898, 
intituled  '  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Militia 
Act  and  chapter  18  of  the  Statutes  ot  1900, 
intituled  *  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Militia  Act.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLB— If  those 
Acts  are  repealed,  tbe, Acts  on  the  statutes 
before  them  come  In  force»  do  they  not  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  BUI  will  not  come 
Into  force  until  there  is  a  proclamation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOnCHERVILi;E— But  If 
50U  repeal  those  three  Acts  of  tbe  revised ' 
statntes  and  another  one  passed  in  1S1>8, 
tbe  old  law  will  come  Into  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  BUI  we  are  now 
passing  will  supersede  all  those  Acts. 

HoOk  M>.  DeBOUOHBBVZI/DB— Thetf 
why  do  yon  say  h«e  that  sncb  and  sncb 
Acts  are  repealed  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Because  all  preceding 
MiUtfB  Acts  are  repealed  when  this  comes 
in  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWBB^The  Int;erpretatlon 
Act  in  the  revised  statutes  cpntalns  an  ex- 
press provision  tbat  the  repeal  of  a  repeal* 

Ing  Act  shall  not  revive  the  original  Act 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWBLL-Thls 
repealing  clause  repeals  all  Acte  affecting 
the  active  and  reserve  mlHtla  land  forces, 
so  tbat  any  law  or  portions  of  laws  iiow  on 
tbe  statutes,  referring  to  tbe  navy  forces 
stUl  remain  In  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-Yes. 

Tbe  clause  was  adopted. 

On  clause  19, 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— In  the  brief  that  was 
handed  by  tbe  department  to  me,  clause  19 
was  said  to  be  sImUar  to  section  15  of  the 
Act  as  it  stands.  On  examination,  I  found 
it  did  not  agree  with  that  clause.  On  look- 
ing through  the  Act  lu  tbe  revised  statntM, 
and  tbe  amendments,  I  did  not  find  there 
was  any  Act  correi^ondlng  to  clause  19  : 
therefore,  after  a  conversation  with  tbe  Mln< 
later  of  Mllltia,  we  have  decided  to  substi- 
tute section  IS  as  It  stands  in  the  original 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1209 


SENATE 


Act  for  clause  19.  I  more  tbe  substitution 
of  section  16,  wblcb  Is  as  follows : 

No  officer  or  man  of  an  active  militia  corps 
raised  and  maintained  by  voluntary  enlistment 
■hall  be  permitted  to  retire  therelrom  In  time 
of  peace  without  giving  to  his  commanding 
olBcer  sir  months'  notice  of  his  Intention  so  to 
do. 

The  latter  part  of  clause  19  corresponds, 
but  of  course  tbe  two  first  Unes  do  not  cor- 
respond. 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 

lion.  Sir  MACKKNZIE  BOWELL-Has 
tbe  boD.  gentleman  called  the  attention  of 
thi'  mllitiu  authorities  to  tbe  other  clause  to 
■  wblcb  we  took  very  serioua  objection  ?  That 
is  the  taking  from  the  commanding  officers 
the  right  to  appotot  tbelr  own  non-commia- 
sioued  officers  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  .SCOTT— There  are  fioiue  clauses 
as  to  which  I  have  made  notes  here,  and  I 
Btaall  take  tbe  earliest  opportunity  to  see  the 
minister  about  them.  In  the  short  time  I 
have  bad  at  my  disposal,  X  taave  bad  no  op- 
portuuity  to  see  him. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWEL^-We 
cannot  deal  with  It  then  this  session  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Not  In  the  short  time 

at  our  disposal. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKE.NZIE  BOWELL-I 
should  be  glad  to  see  that  change,  because  I 
think  it  would  he  in  the  Interest  of  the 
service. 

lion.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  shall  bring  It  to  thu 
notice  of  the  minister  and  possibly  something 
may  be  done. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG,  from  the  committee, 
reported  tbe  Bill  with  amendments,  which 
were  concurred  In. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  Bill  he 
read  the  third  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  have  not  given  up 
my  auiendnieiits.  I  have  contidence  that 
they  are  good,  and  time  will  prove  that  they 
are.  I  want  to  jinieiul  clause  «*J  by  adding 
after  paragraph  B  the  fbllowing  :— 

It  the  place  where  such  riot  or  diaturbance 
occurs  or  is  antlclpaied  is  In  a  port  or  harbour 
under  the  control  of  the  government  or  of  a 
harbour  commission,  the  requisition  shall  also 
be  signed  by  the  chairman  of  the  harbour  com- 
mission or  by  the  officer  In  charge  of  the  port. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


Besides  being  signed  by  tbe  mayor  and  the 
persons  mentioned  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b), 
the  requisition  shall  bare  to  be  slgneA  by  the 
chairman  of  the  hart>our  commlssiooen, 
or  by  tbe  officer  in  charge  of  tbe  port  I 
offer  this  amendment,  because  1  intend  to 
move  anothw  amendment  to  provUte  Hut 
when  a  riot  takes  place  in  a  harbour  or  pott 
under  the  jjirladlctlon  of  the  government  or 
ur  the  harbour  commissloo,  that  the  muni- 
cipality  Is  uot  t>ound  to  obtain  tbe  services 
of  tbe  militia.  I  think  it  Is  proper  to  give  a 
guarantee  to  the  government  that  tbe  mili- 
tta  will  not  be  called  out  Indiscriminate 
under  circumstances  where  there  woold  be 
no  good  reason  to  call  lliem  out ;  and  then 
I  want  to  give  to  the  government  a  certain 
guarantee  that  before  acting  the  lequt- 
sition  will  have  to  be  signed  by  the  persons 
named  In  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b>,  and  also 
by  the  chairman  of  the  harbour  commission. 
Of  by  tbe  officer  in  charge  of  tbe  port  when 
not  administered  by  a  harbour  commissiim. 
but  which  Is  under  the  Jurisdiction  and 
direct  control  of  the  government  I  want  to 
Kay  once  for  all,  that  this  amendment  will 
apply  not  only  to  Montreal  and  Quebec, 
as  some  hon.  gentlemen  have  iuslnaated, 
but  to  all  the  ports  and  harbours  of  Can- 
ada. There  is  a  clause  in  tbe  statutes  whldi 
perhaps  I  ought  to  read,  which  provides 
that  by  Order  in  Council  tbe  govern- 
ment has  a  right  to  declare  that  a 
port  In  any  part  of  Canada  shall  be 
considered  a  port  under  tlie  control 
of  tbe  government  I  have  here  a 
book  showing  that  there  are  t>etweeD  tiO 
and  75  ports  In  the  same  position  or  worse 
than  Montreal,  because  I  am  sure  then?  are 
perhaps  50  of  them  which  are  less  able 
than  Montreal  to  pay  the  expenses  connect- 
ed with  the  calling  out  of  the  militia  In 
case  of  riot  and  disturbance.  And  boo. 
gentlemen  must  not  foi^t  that  the  amend* 
ment  applies  to  places  where  the  inoniei- 
pality  has  no  control  ;  that  It  applies  to 
ports  and  harbours  which,  under  the  con- 
stitution, and  under  special  statutes,  ai« 
under  the  direct  control  of  tbe  govenimeot 
or  of  a  harbour  commission,  which  smoants 
to  the  same  thlijg,  because  when  a  iK>rt  or 
harbour  is  under  the  jurisdiction  or  con- 
trol of  a  harbour  commission  It  means  tbe 
government  Then,  when  a  riot  takes  place 
In  such  a  harbour,  It  takes  place  on  wharfs 
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which  are  the  property  of  ihe  government. 
Do  not  forget  tbia  important  point  to  sliow 
the  distinction  of  a  riot  taKing  place  within 
tbe  limits  of  a  town  or  manicipallty,  and  a 
riot  in  a  port ;  the  difference  is  generally 
that  the  riot  takes  place  on  governmeut 
property,  or  on  the  harbour  commissioners' 
property,  which  amounts  to  the  same  thing. 
As  I  said  this  morning,  what  Is  the  object 
of  calling  out  the  militia  at  such  a  time  ? 
It  is  to  protect  the  property  of  the  govern- 
ment, to  protect  steamers,  and  all  kinds 
of  vessels,  foreign  shipping  generally, 
which  are  under  the  protection  of  the  gov- 
ernment and  not  of  the  municipality.  It 
is  to  protect  goods  which  are  not  necessnri- 
ly  the  property  of  citizens  at  tlie  port,  but 
are  destined  for  other  parts  of  Crmada. 
Moreover,  when  a  riot  takes  place  under 
certain  circumstances  It  generally  Is  find 
will  <be  on  account  of  a  question  of  wages, 
because  of  difficulty  between  the  govern- 
ment and  wage-earners  employed  on  gov- 
ernmeut works.  Not  in  manicipal  works,  but 
In  government  works.  Why  .should  the  mnni- 
cipallty  pay  for  the  militia,  when  tliey 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  disturbance, 
when  it  Is  not  due  to  municipal  questions, 
and  when  sometimes  the  government  Is 
the  cause  of  the  riot,  which  Is  very  often  a 
question  of  wages,  and  the  riot  is  provoked 
by  men  coming  from  all  parts  of  the  world, 
employed  by  the  government,  and  contractors. 
Is  It  not  nnreasonabla  to  say  that  in  such 
a  case  the  municipality  will  not  be  responsi- 
ble for  the  payment  of  the  militia  ?  Let 
the  government  employ  the  permanent  mili- 
tia. The  government  Is  obliged  to  pay 
for  the  permanent  force,  so  that  the  gov- 
ernment will  have  no  reason  to  apply  to 
the  volunteer  militia  in  such  cases.  Al- 
though there  Is  much  more  to  be  said  on 
this  question,  it  Is  sufficient  to  show  to  the 
hon.  memliers  of  this  House,  that  the 
question  Is  more  serious  than  it  is  thought 
to  be  by  many,  and  I  do  not  Iiesitato  to 
predict,  although  I  am  not  a  prophet,  that 
before  long  there  will  be  frictiou  and  con- 
flicts between  the  government  and  the  mu- 
nicipalities on  that  question,  very  serious 
conflicts,  very  serious  difficulties,  because  a 
riot  may  take  place  In  a  great  port  which 
Is  attached  to  a  small  municipality.  The 
other  ports  are  more  interested  than  Mont- 
real. It  is  said  that  this  Is  Intended  specl- 
76i 


ally  for  Montreal,  but  I  ara  making  this 
more  in  the  interests  of  other  ports  of  the 
Dominion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — I  suppose  this  mo- 
tion is  similar  to  the  previous  motion,  that 
the  Bill  be  sent  back  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  to  make  this  amendment? 

The  SPEAKER— No.  When  this  motion 
was  rejected  in  committee,  the  bon.  gentle- 
man gave  notice  that  he  would  move  the  am- 
endment on  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill, 
which  he  had  a  perfect  right  to  do.  It  can 
be  done  either  way,  but  Inasmuch  as  the 
iiou.  gentleman  moved  the  amendment  In 
committee,  and  it  was  rejected,  he  gave  no- 
tice that  he  would  move  it  at  the  third  read* 
lug.  I  think  the  usual  way  is  not  to  refer 
the  Bill  back  to  the  committee  under  such 
circumstoncea. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  have  anoUier  aaueDd- 
meut  to  propose  to  another  clause  of  the 
BUI ;  both  might  be  taken  t(«ether. 

The  SPBAKBB— One  at  a  time. ' 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  the  hon. 
gentleman  could  move  the  two  amendments 
together.  Will  be  not  lose  his  right  to  move 
a  second  amendment.  If  be  does  not  move 
them  both  at  once  3 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— I  would  not  move  the 
oue,  if  I  did  not  believe  the  other  would  be 
acc^ted. 

Hon.  Mr,  YOUNG — I  understand  this  mo- 
tion is  similar  to  one  made  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  that  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
MiUe  lies  is  desirous  of  moving  a  second 
amendment  with  reference  to  the  payment 
of  military  forces,  when  they  are  called  out, 
the  payment  to  be  made  by  the  government. 
If  he  does  not  get  the  latter,  he  does  not 
want  the  former.  Would  it  not  be  more  con- 
venient if  the  House  dealt  with  the  two,  If 
the  House  would  ileal  with  the  latter  am- 
endment especially.  I  submit  with  all  due 
deference,  to  my  hon.  friend  from  MUle  lies 
that  It  Is  contrary  to  the  rules  and  iiractlce 
of  the  Senate  to  impose  a  clause  of  that  kind 
In  a  Bill  which  'will  mean  the  expendttnre 
of  puhlic  money.  I  (luote  from  Bonri.iiot  at 
page  626,  if  bon,  gentlemen  desire  the  au- 
thority. 
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Hou.  Mr.  DAVID — I  am  not  ready  to 
move  tbat  nmefdment,  because  I  &nd  th&t 
there  has  been  u  change  and  a  tnodiScatlon 
in  tlie  nx>in'eciai  on  of  the  law  on  tbnt  sub- 
ject. I  have  m  :  bad  time  to  consult  many 
authorities,  and  I  do  not  pretend  to  be  post- 
ed as  I  should  be,  but  I  say  that  they  are 
less  severe  tliau  they  were  before,  and  that 
now  the  Senate  is  permitted  to  insert  .am- 
endments, and  it  is  for  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  suy  if  they  will  accept  the  amend- 
ment or  not,  and  they  will  generally  ac- 
cept it,  unlesa  it  be  evidently  in  violation  of 
the  rules.  Boorinot  says  : 

Many  other  ealrtei  will  also  be  found  of  the 
House  accepting  Senate  ameDdmenta,  rather 
tbaa  delay  the  paBsage  of  a  Bill  at  an  advanced 
period  of  the  iesslon.  It  is  quite  regular,  how- 
ever, to  agree  to  amendmenta  which  allect 
charges  upon  the  people  Incldentallr  only,  and 
have  not  been  made  with  that  object. 

In  order,  however,  to  expedite  the  buslnesa 
of  the  House,  the  privilege  claimed  and  exer- 
elaed  by  them,  ol  laying  aside  Bills  sent  from 
the  Senate  iwcause  they  Impose  pecuaiary  pen- 
alties ;  nor  of  laying  aside  amendments  made 
by  the  Senate  because  they  introduce  into  or 
alter  pecuniary  penalties  in  Bills  sent  to  them 
by  this  House.  Provided  that  all  sueb  penal- 
ties thereby  imposed,  are  only  to  punish  or 
prevent  crime's,  and  offences,  and  do  not  tend 
to  lay  a  burden  on  the  aubject,  either  aa  aid 
or  supply  to  Her  Majeaty,  or  for  any  general 
or  special  purposes  by  rates,  tolls,  assessments 
or  otherwise. 

It  is  frequently  found  convenient  to  intro- 
duce Bills  Involving  public  expenditure  In  the 
Senate,  and  In  such  a  case,  the  money  clauses 
are  embodied  in  the  Bill  as  presented,  in  order 
to  make  it  more  intelligible.  When  the  Senate 
goes  into  committee  on  the  Bill,  these  ciauees 
are  ordered  to  be  left  out.  They  are  printed 
in  red  ink  or  italics  in  the  engrossed  Bill  sent 
up  to  ttie  Commons,  and  are  technically  sup- 
posed to  be  blank.  These  clauses  are  always 
considered  in  a  previous  committee  by  the 
Commons. 

I  contend  tbat  it  Is  not  a  question  of 
money,  and  tbat  the  payment  by  the  fj^overn- 
ment  of  the  militia  Is  not  a  necessary  con- 
sequence of  the  adoption  of  the  amendment 
because  the  government  may  employ  the 
permanent  inllitla.  If  they  employ  the  per- 
manent milltin,  nobody  will  contend  that 
the  government  will  ask  the  municipality 
to  pay  the  expense,  because  the  government 
pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the  permanent 
force.  In  such  a  case,  the  government  will 
not  ask  the  municipality  to  reimburse  money 
which  the  government  pays  out  in  the  usual 
way.  It  is  only,  I  suppose,  when  the  active 
militia  is  called  out  that  extra  expense  for 
maintenance  is  incurred.  I  say  nothing 
Hon.  Mr.  TOUNO. 


obliges  the  government  to  call  out  the  ac- 
tive militia.  They  may  send  to  the  munid- 
pality  only  the  members  of  the  permanent 
force.  Then  I  say  it  is  not  an  absolute  ae- 
cesslty  that  the  government  should  incnr 
the  expense  of  calling  ont  the  militia.  If 
they  can  use  the  permanent  force. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— I  am  in  full  sym^- 
thy  with  the  motion  made  bj  the  hon.  war 
ator  from  Utile  lies. 

The  SPEAKBB^I  think  tber«  is  a  polat 

of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  I/ANDRY— I  say  on  the  point  of 
order  that  I  do  not  think  It  can  be  taken 
now.  The  only  moticm  before  this  House  Is 
the  first  motion  moved  by  the  hon.  gentle- 
man from  MDle  Des. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— That  is  all. 

Hou.  Mr.  LANDRY— And  that  first  mo- 
tion does  not  Involve  any  expenditure  of 
public  money  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG — The  hon.  gentleman 
from  Mille  lies  presented  the  two  amend- 
ments. The  first  was  r^arded  as  unimpor- 
tant unless  the  second  was  adopted  by  the 
House.  Therefore  I  thought.  In  fairness  to 
the  House  and  In  fairness  to  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman, that  we  had  better  deal  with  the 
question  of  the  second  amendment  aa  it  in- 
volves the  first 

Hon.  Mr.  CI-ORAN— No,  it  does  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  must  take 
things  ns  tjiey  are.  As  a  matter  of  fact  be- 
fore this  House  now  there  is  only  the  first 
motion  moved  by  the  hon.  memper.  I  ask- 
ed the  bon.  gentleman  to  take  the  two 
jimendments  together,  because  if  be  had  pot 
only  one  and  one  was  voted  down,  I  thought 
he  would  lose  the  rlglit  of  proposing  another 
amendment.  The  hon.  Speaker  said  he  did 
not  think  the  point  would  apply,  evidently 
not  accepting  the  proposition  which  I  made 
that  the  two  motions  should  be  put  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDDRAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman assented  to  the  proposition  to  move 

them  both  together. 

Hon.  Mr.  liANDRY— No,  only  one  was  pat- 

Hon.  Mr.  CLORAN— As  there  Is  only  one 
motion  before  the  Honse,  and  that  is  the 
first  one  proposed.  I  may  state  that  I  ■>* 
In  perfect  sympathy  with  the  movemoit 
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wbicb  is  made  to  protect  the  rights  of  tlie 
mnnlclpality.  I  think  this  Is  one  of  the 
most  Important  nmendments  suggested  In 
regard  to  the  administration  of  the  Militia 
Act  The  point  the  hon.  senator  from  Mllle 
Ilea  dealres  this. honourable  House  to  accept 
ia  that  where  a  riot  takes  place  on  govern- 
ment property  that  the  adjoining  munici- 
pality on  one  side  of  the  river  or  the  other, 
ou  the  east,  west,  north  or  sonth,  shall  not 
be  called  upon  to  pay  the  eitpeuaes  of  quell- 
ing that  riot,  and  I  think  that  the  principle 
which  the  hon.  senator  has  laid  down  is 
right  and  just.  A  riot  takes  place  on  gov- 
ernment property,  property  on  which  the 
government  pay  no  taxes  to  the  municipallQr. 
Take  the  Lnchlue  canal  or  the  Soulanges 
canal,  which  are  altogether  government  pro- 
perty, paying  taies  to  no  municipality  along 
the  ten,  twelve  or  fourteen  miles  of  the 
length  of  that  canal.  A  riot  takes  place, 
and  the  militia  is  called  out  to  protect  the 
property.  AYhose  property  ?  The  govern- 
ment property  ?  What  municipality  are  yon 
going  to  force  to  pay  for  the  quelling  of  a 
riot  on  that  property  ?  You  cannot  force 
any  of  them.  Why  force  a  municipality 
on  the  south  side  or  the  north  side  of  that 
canal  to  pay  for  such  a  thing  ?  Why  force 
the  city  of  Montreal  to  pay  large  amounts 
for  militia  expenses  incurred  in  the  protec- 
tion of  government  property,  lustead  of 
forcing  St  Lambert  or  Longneuil  to  pay  for 
it  ?  J  say  that  the  hon.  senator  from  Mille 
lies  has  asked  us  to  place  in  this  MlUtla 
Bill  a  principle  safeguarding  the  rights  of 
muufcipniities  when  the  property  which  is 
protected  by  the  calling  out  of  the  militia 
is  government  property.  Take,  for  In- 
stance, the  port  of  Montreal.  There  is  a 
stretch  of  propeity  and  merchandise  on 
that  line  and  on  those  wharfs  worth  mil- 
lions which  does  not  belong  to  the  city  of 
Montreal,  and  with  which  Its  administration 
have  nothing  to  do,  which  property  does  not 
contribute  one  cent  towards  the  cost  of  the 
mnuicipai  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
Montreal.  Why  mil  upon  the  city  to  pro- 
tect properly  which  contributes  nothing  to- 
wards the  city  treasury  ?  Why  call  upon 
the  city  of  Montreal  to  pay  out  tens  of 
thousands  of  dollars  for  the  protection  for 
which  It  is  not  responsible  ?  If  the  House 
will  accept  this  amendment  with  the  other 
amendments,  I  will  maintain  the  position 


which  I  hold  joiuti;  with  the  bon.  senator 
from  Mllle  lies  ;  but  if  it  is  going  to  be 
an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  this  Bill  being 
adopted  immediately  and  sent  down  to  the 
House  of  Commons  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
senator  to  withdraw  his  amendment  at  pre- 
sent for  this  reason  :  I  have  consulted  with 
the  minister  responsible  for  this  Bill  and 
when  the  matter  was  laid  before  blm  he 
said  we  were  right,  and  if  it  could  be  reme- 
died by  a  Bill  next  year,  it  would  be  done. 
As  a  matter  of  justice  and  of  law  you  ean- 
not  call  npon  me  to  pay  money  for  protec- 
tion  of  property  which  contributes  no  rev- 
enue to  the  city  of  Montreal.  I  could  nnder^ 
stand  If  the  harbonf  commissioners  were 
obliged  to  pay  taxes  on  the  full  value  of  their 
property,  that  the  city  of  Montreal  would  be 
obliged  to  afford  them  the  protection  which 
they  afford  to  other  citlzeus  who  pay  taxes 
into  the  city  treasury.  But  that  corpora- 
tion is  a  distinct  corporation  from  the  cor- 
poration of  Montreal— and  I  suppose  it  Is 
the  same  In  ail  the  ports— a  distinct  corpora- 
tion who  are  not  liable,  to  the  municipality 
for  a'liy  taxes.  It  is  not  fair  to  sanction  a 
principle  which  involves  Injustice,  and  if 
the  bou.  senator  has  confidence  in  the  wis- 
dom of  th3  government  and  ihelr  desire  to  do 
right  by  the  mualclpalUies,  and  If  It  is  the 
desire  of  this  House  not  to  accept  the 
amendment  to-day  If  my  bon.  friend  is  will- 
ing I  would  be  content  to  have  this  amend- 
ment withdrawn. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVII>— X  withdraw  nothing. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLOEAN— Then  I  stand  with 

the  bon.  gentleman. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND-I  would  think 
It  very-  unfortunate  If  we  had  to  vote  on 
this  motion,  when  it  is  In  fact  inci- 
dental to  the  larger  question  involved  In  the 
second  motion.  If  the  second  motion  Is 
objected  to  on  a  point  of  order,  then  the 
liou.  gentleman  from  Mllle  lies  will  with- 
draw that  motion  even  if  it  were  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAVID— Not  necessarily. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— I  thought  the 

hon.  gentleman  said  he  did  not  care  for  the 
motion  If  it  were  not  followed  up  by  the 
other  motion  providing  for  a  charge  upon 
the  public  treasury  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  militia  while  on  duty. 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1200 


SENATE 


Hon.  Mr.  OLORAN— I  did  not  deal  with 
the  point;  because  I  thought  It  was  coming 
up  later  ;  but  I  wanted  to  point  oat  that 
the  second  ameDdment  Involved  no  ques- 
tion of  expenditure  on  tbe  part  of  this 
Bill.  His  demand  is  to  prevent  the  gov- 
ernment from  charging  tbe  municipalities 
for  tbe  protection  of  tbe  property  of  tbe 
government  It  is  not  a  qDestlon  of  spend- 
ing money.  We  are  not  asking  tbe  govern- 
ment to  spend  money,  but  we  want  to  lay 
down  tbe  principle  that  the  government 
has  no  right  to  charge  the  municipality 
with  expenses  which  it  bas  not  lawfully 
and  rightfully  Incurred. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  clearly  a  ques- 
tion of  Montreal  vs.  tbe  Dominion. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hon.  gentleman 
seems  to  assume  that  the  government  have 
something  to  do  witb  tbe  harbours  all 
over  the  country.  I  am  not  aware  that  they 
bnve.  It  Is  ttie  first  I  have  ever  beard  that 
they  had.  I  think  the  harbour  roasters  of 
Kingston,  CoUingwood  or  any  otber  place 
would  be  very  much  annoyed  If  they  heard 
that  the  government  had  any  right  to  dic- 
tate terms  to  them  as  to  tbe  harbour  pro- 
perty. The  city  of  Montreal  has  helped  the 
harbour  of  Montreal  in  large  sums. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDU  RAND— And  they  pay  a 
'low  rate  of  interest 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  idle  to  place  tbe 
city  of  Montreal  on  a  different  basis  iu 
this  matter  from  any  other  portion  of 
the  Dominion,  and  I  do  not  suppose  the 
House  would  be  disposed  to  entertain .  a 
proposition  by  which  the  treasury  of  the 
country  will  be  taxed  especially  for  the 
benefit  of  the  city  of  Montreal. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGeiT— I  do  not  think  It  Is 
the  city  of  Montreal  alone.  I  tblnk  It  Is 
unfair  to  mention  Montreal. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— What  other  cities  be- 
sides Montreal  and  Quebec  are  there  ?  We 
do  not  hear  of  it  from  St.  John  or  To- 
ronto ? 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— I  represent  the  dis- 
trict of  Sorel,  and  in  that  district  the  gov- 
ernment owns  u  great  deal  of  property  and 
owns  the  Sorel  shops.  I  do  not  know  ex- 
actly the  name  of  the  municipality  where 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


they  are  located.  The  government  employs 
three  or  four  hundred  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  THIBAUDEAU  (Rlgand)- Dou- 
ble that 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— Supposing  there  was 
a  strike  there  to-morrow  and  the  milltii 
were  called  out,  would  it  be  fair  to  saddle 
that  municipality  with  the  expeine  of  ta 
or  flftera  thousand  dollars  ?  I  do  not  sup- 
pose their  reven'ue  la  more  than  15.000  or 
?fl.000  a  year.  Many  of  tbe  men  who  wort 
in  the  shops  reside  In  Sorel.  I  do  not  tblnk 
they  bare  tbe  means  of  paying  for  snch 
protection  ;  they  are  too  poor.  A  strike  might 
be  provoked  there  on  account  of  the  men 
not  being  paid  enough  wages,  and  would  It 
be  fair  that  the  municipality  where  tbe 
shops  are  should  be  compelled  to  pay  for 
the  expense  of  quelling  that  strike  ?  I  think 
it  would  be  most  unjust. 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS~The  same  thing  would 
apply  to  other  government    works.  The 

Grenvllle  or  Carillon  canal,  for  iDstaoce, 
where  a  riot  might  tsxke  place.  It  would  be 
cqmiilj  unfair  to  call  on  the  adjoining  mnni- 
(.-ipailty  to  pay  for  the  protection  of  gov- 
ernment property  thwe.  It  Is  not  a  matter 
of  the  city  of  Montreal  against  tbe  Domin- 
ion ;  It  Is  simply  a  question  of  tbe  govern- 
ment defending  their  own  property,  and 
not  calling  upon  the  Adjoining  municipali- 
ties to  pay  for  something  In  which  they 
are  not  specifically  Interested.  I  would  sup- 
port tbe  amendment. 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCHELL— Do  I  understaDd 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  lay  down  tbe  prin- 
ciple that  all  properties  not  taxable  shall 
protect  themselves  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS— No,  but  If  the  govero- 
ment  owns  the  property   tbe  government 

should  protect  It 

Hon.  Mr.  MITCHELL— Does  tbe  hon.  gen- 
tleman contend  that  all  properties  which  are 
not  taxable  In  tbe  province,  which  do  not  pay 
municipal  taxes,  shall  be  called  upon  to  pro- 
tect themselves  in  case  of  trouble  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  OWENS— The  motion  Is  not  deal- 
ing with  that  question  at  all.  It  Is  dealin? 
with  government  property,  and  the  govern- 
ment should  protect  tbe^  own  property. 

Tbe  House  divided  on  tbe  amendment 
which  was  lost  on  the  followtiu;  division : 
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Baker, 
Beique, 

Bernier, 

Bouctaervllle,  de, 
Bowell 

(Sir  Uackeuie), 
CloraD, 


Gontenta . 
Th«  Honourable  MeaaieurB 

Danduraad, 
David, 
Drumraond 

(Sir  George). 
Landry, 
Owena. — 11. 


Non-ConteatB  : 
The  Honoarable  Mesaieura 
Black,  Thlbaudeau 
Kerr  (Torooto),  (Rlsaud), 
Uacdoaald  (P.B.I.).  Tbibaudeau 
McHuUeD,  (de  la  Valltdre), 

Ultchell,  Wataon, 
Power  (Speaker),  Teo, 
Scott,  Young.— U. 
Templeman, 

Hon.  Mr.  FROST— I  nm  paired  with  tbe 
Hon.  Sir  Jobn  Carllng,  bo  that  my  name 
must  be  struck  off. 

Hon.  Mr.  eCOTT— Perhaps  Sir  John  darl- 
ing would  vote  the  same  way. 

The  SPEAKER-I  do  not  see  that  it  Is  a 
government  question. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  Is  a  government  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  FOROBT— If  it  Is  a  government 
Bin  I  have  a  right  to  vote. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE]  BOWBLL— If  the 
lion.  gentleman  Is  paired  with  any  one,  his 
duty  is  to  adhere  to  the  pair. 

The  name  of  Hon.  Mr.  Frost  was  struck 
off.  leaving  the  division  yeas,  11 ;  nays,  13. 

Hon.  Mr.  DAYID—Wltb  the  leave  of  the 
Honse  I  withdraw  my  second  ammdment 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRT— I  beg  to  move  that 
Bill  No.  5  be  not  now  read  the  third  time, 
but  that  It  be  ^imended  by  striking  out  In 
clause  38  all  tbe  words  after  '  shall  be  ap- 
pointed,' In  tlie  ninth  line  down  to  the  end 
and  replacing  them  with  the  following : 

By  tbe  officer  commanding  tbe  corpa  or  re- 
glmeot  to  wbtch  they  belong  and  shall  hold 
their  rank  during  pleasure. 

That  Is  replacing  the  old  law  and  giving 
to  the  eominandtng  officer  of  each  regiment 
tbe  right  wlii?h  he  has  had  heretofore,  to 
name  the  non-commissioned  officers  of  his 
regiment. 

The  amendment  was  declared  lost  on  dlvl- 
slon. 

The  motion  for  tbe  third  reading  of  the 

Bill  was  carried,  and  the  Bill  was  then  read 
the  third  time  and  passed. 


LAND  TITLES  ACT  AMBNDMENT  BILL. 
THIRD  READING. 

The  House  resolved  Itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Bill  (158)  An  Act  to*bmend 
the  Land  Titles  Act.  1894. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— This  is  a  Bill  of  a  some- 
what technical  character.  It  has  been  found 
necessary  to  make  some  changes  to  admit 
of  certain  documents  to  be  registered  in 
the  Northwest  Territories.  Under  the  Land 
Titles  Act  the  rule  is  that  only  straight 
conveyances  are  to  be  roistered.  There 
are  a  number  of  agreements  and  docu- 
ments which  would  be  very  convenient  for 
the  people  up  there  to  have  registered,  to 
give  them  In  that  way  a  degree  of  legality 
which  they  cannot  otherwise  possess,  nnd 
therefore  these  amendments  are  made  with 
that  view.  The  explanation  furnished  me 
of  the  reasons  for  the  change  Is  that  agree- 
ments for  the  sale  and  purchase  of  lands 
in  the  Territories  cannot  be  registered  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Titles  Act,  the 
transfer  must  be  absolute.  Therefore, 
when  the  Hudson  Bay  Comijany,  or  any 
company  who  had  received  a  land  grant 
from  the  Crown,  sells  a  parcel  of -land  to 
an  Individual,  and  the  latter,  prior  to  receiv- 
ing his  transfer  from  such  company,  obtains, 
either  for  the  purpose  of  paying  such  com- 
pany the  purchase  money  for  such  land 
or  for  erectlug  buildings  tliereon,  purchasing 
stock,  or  other  purpose  satisfactory  to  him- 
self, a  loan  from  another  company  upon 
the  security  of  tbe  laud  tbe  mortgage  exe- 
cuted to  secure  tbe  repayment  of  such  loan 
caunot  be  filed  with  the  registrar  as  the 
law  stands  at  present.  The  delay  lu  the 
execution  of  a  transfer  from  an  individnal 
to  an  individual  does  not  occur,  as  it  does 
lu  cases  of  purchases  of  lands  from  tbe 
large  companies  referred  to.  Tbe  reason 
that  tbe  Hudson  Bay  Company  Is  named 
in  the  amendment  Is  that  only  a  small  pro- 
portion of  that  company's  lands  has  been 
granted  to.lt  by  Canada,  its  title  being  de- 
rived under  the  original  charter  from  Great 
Britain.  True,  the  grant  Is  from  the  Crown 
in  both  Instances,  but  grants  from  tbe  Crown 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Land  Titles  Act 
are  grants  under  the  provisions  of  the  Do- 
minion Lands  Act,  or,  In  other  words,  grants 
from  the  Crown  as  represented  by  the  Do- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1208 


SENATE 


miuioii.  The  amendments  bare  been  press- 
ed for  for  several  years,  not  only  by  the 
land  companies  and  loan  companies  and 
the  solicitors  of  sacb  companies,  but  by 
settlers  and  persons  interested  iu  their  wel- 
fare nnd  advancement.  The  amendment 
of  subsection  2  of  section  33  of  the  Act  Is 
necessary  if  section  73  Is  to  be  amended  as 
proposed,  and  advantage  has  been  taken' of 
the  amendment  of  subsection  2  of  section 
3S,  to  provide  for  another  very  necessary 
amendment,  the  entering  in  the  day-book  of 
maps  and  plans  to  be  Iille<l  with  the  r?fris- 
trar  under  the  provisions  of  the  Railway, 
Irrij^ntfon  and  other  Acts,  but  not  regts- 
.lered.  At  i)ri*sent  it  is  not  coiisldertMl  that 
the  registrar  Is  acting  contrary  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  subsection  In  qnestion,  as 
it  now  stands,  in  entering  such  maps  and 
plans  In  the  day-book,  and  as  he  has  not 
another  record  book  In  which  to  enter  them, 
it  is  now  difficult  to  keep  track  and  trace 
of  them  in  his  office. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  Bill  without  amend- 
ment. 

Tlie  Bill  was  then  read  the  third  time  and 
I>assed. 

CUSTOMS  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
THIRD  RBADINO. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (370)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Cus- 
toms Act. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  Honse  resolved  itself  Into  a  commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill 

(In  the  Cbmmlttee.) 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  explanation  fur- 
uished  u)c  by  the  department  is  that  the 
abject  of  section  1  is  to  make  the  provl- 
.sions  of  the  customs  laws  in  regard  to  cus- 
toms '  duty '  also  applicable  to  *  special 
duty,' — applying  to  the  collection  of  the 
special  duty  and  to  penalties,  for  evasion 
or  non-payment  of  the  same.  Vide  Customs 
Act,  sections  G  and  7,  re  collection,  and  sec- 
tion 102,  &c.,  re  penalties.  Under  sections 
2  and  3  the  provision  for  collection  of  an 
additional  sum  Is  dropped  on  account  of 
ttie  new  provision  regarding  «pe^<«l  duty. 
Hon.  Hr.  SCOTT. 


In  case  of  the  undervaluation  of  dutiable 
goods  not  snbject  to  special  doty  or  oHM^ 
wise,  there  are  penalties  provided  under  sk- 
tion  I^,  &c.,  of  the  Cnstoms  Act  for  evad- 
ing any  part  of  the  duty  properly  payable. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELT.^Tliis 
is  harping  back  to  the  old  law.  The  liw 
previously  imposed  a  duty  "opoa  an  articJ* 
composed  of  more  than  one  material  upw 
that  which  bore  the  highest  duty  nnda 
the  tarlflF.  That  was  repealed,  nnd  a  rttf 
cumbersome  clause  was  Inserted  in  place 
it,  under  which  you  had  to  consider  the 
value  of  tbe  component  parts  of  the  artld& 
and  that  of  which  It  contained  the  most  I 
pointed  out  at  the  time  the  great  difficnlty 
arising  under  the  law.  Now,  I  observe  that 
they  are  going  back,  slightly  modifying  tbe 
clause,  and  I  think  that  exjierlence  bas 
taught  them  that  the  going  back  to  tbe  old 
law  would  be  an  Improvement. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  explanation  given 
me  by  the  department  as  to  section  4,  re 
entry  at  not  less  than  invoice  value  :  This 
amendment  is  deemed  necessary  to  aid  in 
securing  the  entry  of  goods  upon  true  In- 
voices representing  actual  sales  by  the  ex- 
portena.  The  object  of  clause  four  is  to 
promote  uniformity  In  regard  to  tbe  valua- 
tion of  imported  goods,  and  to  discourage 
litigation.  This  is  a  necessary  power  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  the  resolutions  this  year  In  respect  to 
special  customs  duties. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI^I  see 
a  d.^iculty  will  arise  ont  of  this  as  well  a« 
under  the  old  law.  There  Is'  no  doubt  about 
that.  The  department  in  Ottawa  In  tbe  past 
had  the  power  of  revising  the  decision  of 
:iny  otflcinl  In  the  department,  no  matter 
what  it  was,  in  any  part  There  was  a 
special  power  given  for  that  purpose.  The 
only  point  that  strikes  me  In  this  that  if 
new  is  to  make  it  final  and  conclusive  ex* 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  Act  That 
would  mean  It  would  not  take  anything 
from  the  right  to  put  It  into  appeal.  I  think 
the  amendment  Is  a  very  good  one. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment 

The  Bill  was  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 
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IXLAND  REVENUE  ACT  AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (173)  An  Act  furtlicr 
to  nmend  the  Inland  Revenue  Act. 

Tlie  Bill  wns  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  tlic  rule  he 
suspended  and  that  the  Bill  he  now  read 
the  second  time.  He  said :  The  only 
change  is  hy  the  addition  of  the  words  '  un- 
less otherwise  directed  by  the  department,' 
In  the  15th  line. 

By  clause  7  of  the  Act  it  is  provided  that 
the  Minister  of  Inland  Revenue  may  refuse 
to  grant  any  lloense  ;  at  the  same  time 
clause  20  says  in  substance  that  the  license 
shall  be  used  by  the  collector  upon  the 
favourable  report  of  the  inspector. 

The  change  proposed  Is  with  the  view  of 
couclliating  the  two  enactments. 

The  amendment  proposed  by  the  second 
clause  is  in  the  foUowing  words  :  '  or  when 
mnuiifiictured  from  sugar,  syrup,  molasses 
or  other  saccharine  matter  not  otherwise 
provided  for.' 

This  amendment  Is  proposed  with  the  view 
of  making  clear  our  right  to  collect  duty  on 
spirits  made  with  domestic  molasses.  Our 
law  provided  for  n  duty  on  spirits  made 
with  foreign  molasses.  But  It  is  not  very 
clear  whether  we  can  collect  duty  on  our 
domestic  product. 

The  amendment  made  by  the  third  clause 
la  Id  the  addition  to  the  section,  the  following 
words  to  be  found  on  line  15  :  *  Except  that 
malt  Imported  Into  Canada,  crushed  or 
ground,  shall  be  subject  to  a  duty  of  2i  per 
pound.' 

We  have  no  provision  In  our  law  autlioi-iz- 
Ing  us  to  levy  a  duty  on  crushed  and  ground 
mnltt  commonly  called  malt  flour.  Lately 
large  Importations  of  malt  flour  have  been 
made  and  It  is  to  be  presumed  that  that 
malt  flour  will  supersede  malt  In  the  brew- 
eries or  distilleries.  Then  It  should  be 
taxed  to  the  same  extent  as  the  malt  Itself. 
The  sum  of  2i  of  duty  on  malt  flour  Is  equl- 
raient  to  H  cvxta  on  the  malt  itself. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— From 
the  explanation  the  Bill  Is  simply  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  revenue  In  certain 
cases,  and  to  cover  cases  that  are  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  present  law  ? 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
passed  thi-ough  all  Its  stages. 


CANADA  EASTERN  RAILWAY  PUR- 
CHASE BILL. 

FIRST  AND  SBGOND  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (163)  An  Act  authoriz- 
ing the  government  of  Canada  to  purchase 
the  Canada  Eastern  Railway  and  to  take 
possession  of  the  Frederlcton  and  St.  Mary's 
Railway  bridge. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  suspension 
of  the  nile  and  the  second  reading  of  the 

Kill. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-^hlS 
[till  has  been  on  the  tapis  for  some  little 
time.  I  remember  when  they  were  runnhig 
the  last  election  in  the  province  of  New 
Brunswick  It  was  then  mooted  that  Mr, 
Blair,  the  then  Minister  of  Railways  and 
Canals,  was  in  negotiation  with  Mr.  Gibson, 
the  principal  owner  of  this  road,  for  Its  pur- 
chase, and  It  was  denied  with  a  very  great 
deal  of  vehemence,  and  a  good  deal  of  earn- 
estness hy  the  press,  and  also  by  those  who 
are  connected  with  the  government.  At 
the  same  time  It  was  not  only  cun-ently  re- 
ported, but  believed  that  negotiations  were 
proceeding  for  the  purchase  of  the  road. 
Since  that  time  the  schen^e  for  the  pur- 
chase has  culminated,  and  now  we  have  a 
BUI  presented  to  the  House  to  pay  some 
$800,000  for  this  road ;  and  the  govern- 
ment are  also  taking  power  to  take  orer 
St  Mary's  bridge  In  aid  of  which  the  govern- 
ment had  loaned  some  years  ago  $300,000 
towards  Its  cousti-uctlon. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  absolute  own- 
era  of  the  bridge.  The  government  had  a 
mort^cage  on  the  bridge,  and  It  has  been  for- 
feited. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— No,  it 
has  not  been  forfeited.  This  Bill  does  not 
go  as  far  as  that  The  government  ad- 
vanced for  the  conatmctlon  of  the  bridge  so 
much,  and  took  a  mortgage  on  It  some  six- 
teeu  yean  ago.  If  my  Information  Is  cor- 
rect, not  a  cent  has  been  paid  since  that 
time. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVXLLB— Neither  principal 

nor  Interest. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELI/— Now 
It  is  proposed  to  take  that  bridge  over  and, 
according  to  the  last  clause.  It  will  be  found 
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tbat  they  are  not  to  close  that  mortgage  to 
which  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has  refer. 

red,  for  twelve  months,  on  the  ground  that 
tbey  want  to  give  the  owners  of  the  bridge 
an  opportunity  of  paying  off  the  mortgage 
and  taking  posseselon  of  It  as  owners.  In  the 
future,  in  case  the  National  Transcontinental 
Railway  goea  to  Fredericton,  and  crosses 
that  hridge.  It  may  possibly  be  of  some  value. 
The  object  of  that  ameudment  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  giving  the  iwwer  to  the 
government  to  close  the  mortgafie  Anally  at 
the  end  of  twelve  months  and  take  posces- 
slon  of  tlie  hridge,  was  to  prevent  the  owners 
of  the  bridge  ut  some  future  period,  should 
the  government  take  |>ossesslon  of  it 
without  foreclosure,  compelling  the  govern- 
ment to  account  for  the  receipts  dur- 
ing the  (period  it  was  In  their  possession. 
We  know  in  Ontario  what  the  law  Is  In 
respect  to  mortgages.  The  original  Bill  as 
Introduced  had  no  provision  of  that  kind. 
The  hon.  member  for  Hamilton  pointed  out 
the  difficulties  in  which  the  gOTernment 
might  be  Involved  in  the  future  In  case  the 
bridge  should  become  a  valuable  property, 
and  a  demand  be  made  upon  the  government 
for  a  statement  of  receipts  and  expenditures. 
Under  the  law,  they  would  have  a  right  to 
demand  that  they  should  account  for  them. 
It  was  pointed  out,  and  It  Is  a  grave  ques- 
tion—at least  so  some  legal  gentlemen  say- 
as  to  whether  the  Dominion  has  a  right  to 
go  even  that  far  in  assuming  the  ownership 
of  the  bridge.  However,  that  Is  not  a  point 
that  we  need  discuss  now,  If  I  am  wrong, 
the  hon.  gentleman  will  put  me  right 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVIIXE-The  right  of  fore- 
closure exists  under  the  Act  without  going 
to  the  court 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-Yes, 
we  are  to  give  now  ?800,000  for  a  property 
which  is  certainly  not  worth  that  sum.  If 
that  be  a  paying  road,  as  it  has  been  repre- 
sented, then  the  owners  would  not  be  likely 
to  part  with  it  Tbey  have  been  trying  for 
years  and  years  to  sell  that  road  to  the  gov- 
ernment The  Information  that  I  have  to- 
day is  tliat  competent  engineers  have  been 
over  that  road  and  their  report  is  that  it 
will  cost  at  least  $4,000  per  mile  to  put  It  In 
a  pro|ier  shape  for  use.  Then,  In  addition 
to  that  we  have  no  statistics  to  show  what 
the  earnings  or  cost  of  the  road  have  been, 

Hon.  sir  HACKEXZIE  BOWELL. 


nor  the  aid  which  it  has  received  from  tbt 
Dominion  government  the  local  govenunest 

and  the  ouunlclpalitles.  When  this  qvt- 
tlon  was  first  mooted  a  month  ago  I  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  If  he  would  emlearooi 
to  obtain  the  information  which  would  be 
necessary  to  enable  this  House  to  deal  with 
a  question  of  the  kind.  None  of  that  Infor- 
mation has  been  laid  before  parliament  lio 
one  knows  what  the  original  cost  was,  whtt 
subsidies  were  given  In  aid  of  it  or  whit 
state  the  road  is  in  at  the  present  momest 
My  Information  Is,  as  I  have  already  stated, 
from  engineers,  that  it  would  require  at 
least  $4,000  per  mile  to  put  it  in  running 
oi'der.  Then  there  is  another  point  we 
ought  to  know  t>efore  the  road  is  purchased. 
What  Is  the  weight  of  the  raUs  laid  on  Oat 
rond  ?  Perhaps  the  hon.  member  for  Botlw- 
say  could  tell  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILI^B— I  do  not  know. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIK  BOWELI^I  have 
been  told  that  the  weight  of  those  rails  li 
only  fif^-slx  pounds  to  the  yard. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMTILLB— I  should  Judge 
about  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— Tbey  ore  over 

sixty  pounds. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— If  they 
are  flfty-alx  pounds  to  the  yard,  what  does 
that  mean  ?  It  means  a  re-railing  of  the 
whole  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLK— Not  necessarily. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Does 
anybody  suppose  that  the  heavy  engines  of 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  of  which  this  to 
to  form  a  branch,  and  the  heavy  traffic  it 
Is  expected  will  run  over  It  will  l>e  safe  on 
rails  weighing  fifty-six  pounds  to  the  yard? 
Every  change  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
lins  been  to  Increase  the  weight  of  rails  la 
order  that  they  may  do  the  business  o(  the 
road  more  rapidly,  and  the  engines  uptm  It 
are  very  large  and  powerfuL  We  knov 
that  from  the  large  estimates  that  have  bees 
voted  by  parliament  for  that  purpose,  to 
that  we  are  really  buying  a  comparntively 
worn-out  road,  and  Involving  the  country 
in  another  heavy  expenditure.  I  venture  to 
predict  that  Instead  of  $800,000,  the  road 
will  cost  before  It  Is  in  a  position  to  make 
It  up  to  the  standard  of  the  Intercolonial 
Railway  a  couple  of  million  dollars.  I  do 
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not  tblDk,  judging  from  tbe  Iniprovemeiits 
thnt  have  been  made  on  the  Drummond 
Comity  Railway,  and  which  were  absolutely 
necessary  to  enable  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way to  use  It  even  as  a  feeder,  thnt  It  enn 
be  done  for  less.  We  do  not  suppose  for  a 
moment  tbat  the  Intercolonial  Railway  with 
Its  heavy  rails  and  powerful  engines  will 
use  a  line  to  Prederlcton  with  fifty-six 
pound  mils.  Common  sense  will  force  every 
one  to  come  to  that  conclnslon.  Then,  why 
should  we  buy  tbat  road  ?  The  only  rea- 
son that  I  have  beard  or  seen  advanced  is 
that  if  the  government  do  not  purchase  it 
nud  ninlce  It  a  feeder  to  the  Intercolonial 
Railway,  It  will  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  and  thereby  di- 
vert certain  trade  which  naturally,  it  is 
contended,  belongs  to  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way. Tbe  trnftic  on  tbat  line,  I  take  it  for 
granted,  would  go  over  the  Intercolonial 
Hallway,  provided  tbat  was  tbe  cheapest 
and  most  profitable  way  to  send  It  Wh> 
tlien  do  we  want  to  bay  up  this  road  ?  Is 
it  to  be  understood  that  all  tbe  lateral  lines 
In  tbe  provinces  of  New  Brunswick  and 
Nova  Scotia  are  to  be  purchased  by  tbe  gov- 
ernment ?  la  it  to  be  a  new  system  of  gov- 
ernment ownership  and  management  of  rail- 
ways In  the  maritime  provinces  tbat  is  to 
be  adopted  ?  That  la  a  question  wbich  wo 
may  fairly  ask.  Then  I  should  llbo  to  ask 
the  bon.  Secretary  of  State,  who  is  respon- 
sible for  the  utterances  of  the  premier,  how 
the  government  reconciles  the  declaration 
made  by  the  premier  not  a  month  ago  to  a 
deputation  which  waited  upon  bim,  asking 
for  assistance  to  survey  the  Georgian  Bay 
canal,  with  this  new  policy.  The  premier 
replied  tbat  he  was  opposed  to  government 
ownership  of  railways,  but  was  In  favour 
of  government  ownership  of  waterways.  I 
presume  be  made  that  statement  with  tbu 
idea  tbat  there  should  not  be  another  water- 
way connecting  the  upper  lakes  with  the 
St  Lawrence  owned  by  a  private  Corpora- 
tion. I  am  not  prepared  to  dispute  tbat 
policy,  but  wliat  I  want  to  know  is  bow  bo 
and  the  cabinet  reconciled  tbat  declaration 
with  the  fact  that  they  must  have  been 
then  In  negotiation  for  the  purchase  of  this 
Bastem  Extension  Railway  In  tbe  province 
of  New  Brunswick  ?  If  the  public  is  to  be 
constantly  told  that  the  men  who  rule  and 
control  the  country  are  not  In  favour  of  a 


certain  policy,  while  at  tbe  sam'e  time  they 
are  In  active  negotiation  for  the  purchase 
of  a  road,  pursuing  a  course  diametrically 
opposed  to  their  declaration,  what  con* 
fidence  can  tbe  people  have  In  them  ?  How 
many  iron  bridges  are  there  on  this  road  ? 
It  crosses,  as  I  understand,  a  number  of 
streams.  Whether  they  are  large  rivers  or 
not  I  am  not  prepared  to  say,  but  from  tbe 
information  I  have,  there  Is  not  an  iron  or 
steel  bridge  on  tbe  road.  If  tbat  be  the 
case,  it  will  necessitate  tbe  reconstruction 
of  every  bridge  on  that  line.  Even  If  some 
of  the  bridges  are  of  steel,  they  are  only 
built  for  the  purpose  of  local  trade,  with 
light  engines,  and  small  trains.  Tbe  conse- 
quence is  that  we  shall  be  saddled  with  this 
136  miles  of  road  at  a  cost  of  $800,000,  and 
tbe  cost  of  maintaining  and  keeping  in  re- 
pair a  bridge  in  which  we  have  an  interest 
of  $300,000  and  arrears  of  Interest  for  about 
15  or  16  years  at  four  per  cent,  with  tbe 
prospect  of  renewing  all  the  rails  for  tbe 
136  miles,  reconstmcUng  all  the  bxldgea, 
and  retleing  the  road — in  fact,  almost  re- 
building the  whole  line.  That  is  the  re- 
sponsibility tbe  government  Is  assuming, 
and  In  tbe  face  of  tbe  declaration  made  by 
tbe  premier,  it  Is  for  the  country  to  say 
bow  far  confidence  can  be  placed  In  decla- 
rations made  by  the  government  If  the 
policy  is  to  purchase  all  the  local  roads  in 
New  Brunswick,  tbe  system  had  better  be 
carried  out  at  once  to  its  full  extent  Tbe 
declaration  was  made  In  the  House  tbat 
during  last  year,  or  a  few  years,  past  this 
road  In  tbe  state  in  which  It  Is,  has  had  a 
surplus  over  expenditure  of  about  $2,000— 
a  very  small  amount,  that  would  be  swal- 
lowed up  by  tbe  construction  of  one  small 
bridge  at  any  time.  To  any  one  who  has 
given  the  question  the  slightest  attention 
or  consideration,  it  must  be  evident  tbat 
this  is  an  Improvident  bargain,  entailing  on 
the  country  an  expenditure  which  ought 
not  to  be  Incurred.  It  Is  taklpg  over  pro- 
perty that  the  owners  have  been  trying  to 
Ret  rid  of  for  years,  because  It  is  an  incubus 
upon  their  finances,  no  matter  what  they 
might  say  to  tbe  contrary,  and  foisting 
upon  the  government  an  unprofitable  un- 
dertaking. If  we  live  a  few  years  after  tbe 
purchase  of  flilB  road,  If  my  predictions  are 
not  fulfilled  in  respect  to  It,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  acknowledge  my  error. 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— -I  hare  a  few  flgares 
relatint^  to  the  constrnctlon  of  tbe  road, 

and  to  its  reputed  value  and  the  subsidies 
it  has  received.  I  hope  before  another  stage 
to  have  some  further  iuformation.  The 
length  of  tbe  road  with  bridges  is  130}  miles. 
The  i-oad  and  the  rolling  stock  together  cost 
V2,0»8,412:  cost  per  mile,  $15,429.29  with 
the  rolling  stock.  The  cash  cost,  however. 
Is  put  down  at  113.000  per  mile,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  Mr.  Schreiber.  and  the  total  cash  cost 
Is  estimated  at  ?1,T68.C00. 

Hon.  Mr.  1''0RC;rT— What  is  meant  by 
the  first  cost  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  S(:OTT— I  presume  that  Included 

commissions  and  discounts  and  rolling  stock. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— That  Is  to  say,  tbev 
paid  in  cash  $1,T(*»S.(H)0.  and  Ibey  valued  it 

at  $2.0it8,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  subsidies  the  road 
received  were,  first,  from  New  Brunswick, 
»4<MMXX).  The  province  waives  all  right  to 
nn,v  I'onsirteratiou,  owing  to  the  road  being 
taken  over  by  the  government  of  Canada. 
The  Dominion  have  given  a  subsidy  of  $360,- 
400,  and  they  received  old  rails  from  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  from  time  to  time 
equal  to  $24,439,  making  a  contribution  from 
the  Dominion  and  from  the  provinces  of 
$774,839.  The  road  was  commenced  about 
1875,  and  nine  and  one-half  miles  was  built 
then.  In  1884  and  1885  the  line  was 
ibuHt  from  Ohntham  Junction  to  Gib- 
son, 108  miles.  In  1886  eight  and  one-half 
miles  was  built  to  ludiantown,  and  In  1891 
five  and  three-quarters,  and  four  and  three- 
quarters  were  built  to  Nelson  on  tbe  Mlra- 
michl.  That  makes  ISQ}  miles.  In  addi- 
tion to  that  there  are  sidings  of  eight  and 
one-quarter  miles.  Aa  to  the  rails,  the  re- 
port handed  to  me  places  the  weight  65 
pounds.  58  pounds  and  60  pounds.  I  have 
not  the  proportionate  quantity  for  each  mile. 
There  are  rails  on  the  line  of  tbose  various 
wei  gilts. 

Hon.  Sir  M.VCKENZIE  BOWELI^I  sup- 
pose the  50-pouud  rails  are  the  old  rails 
worn  out  on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  when 
given  to  them  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— No,  they  were 
new  rails.  The  rails  on  the  sidings  would 
t>e  old  rails. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — Mr.  Schreiber  ob^ 
mates  it  will  cost  about  $1,000  p«  mile  ft 
put  the  road  In  good  repair.  It  is  now  to 
good  condition,  as  appears  by  the  repirt 
of  several  en^neers. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBT— Not  conntlng  the  n- 
newal  of  rails  7 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN-i-They  do  not  ia- 
tend  to  put  on  new  rails  at  that  price. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Clearly  not  As  to 
the  reasons  for  buying  the  road,  it  has  Ikcs 
urged  by  tbe  members  from  the  prorloe* 
of  New  Brunswick,  and  the  Minister  «f 
Railways,  that  If  it  were  acquired  by  tbe 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway  valuable  territory, 
a  natural  feeder  for  the  Intercolonial  Rafl- 
wy,  would  be  lost,  and  that  If  the  road  ii 
put  in  good  couditiou  ami  close  connijr- 
tlons  made  with  the  Intercolonial  Bailwa; 
its  value  will  be  very  much  enhanced. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-WUl 
the  bon.  gentleman  tell  me  where  it  wiU 
connect  with  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— On  the  MiramteW. 
It  comes  across  from  there— starts  fnrai 
Chatham  junction. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  was  ufged  that  tl« 
traffic  of  a  very  large  section  of  New  Bruns- 
wick would  go  to  the  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way rather  than  to  the  Intercolonial  Ralr 
way,  and  that  the  trade  was  certain  to  Ifi- 
crcase  in  the  future.  I  hope  that  the  pro- 
phecy will  be  fulfilled. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— I  should  like  to  know 
about  tbe  old  rails.  Were  tbe  second-haad 
rails  from  the  IntercolonlAl  Hallway  used  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT-I  think  not 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET — Were  the  new  raib 
bought  by  the  government  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— As  they  are  pot  down 
as  Barrow  steel  rails,  I  presume  they  were 
new  rails. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET-New  rails  that  the 
fiorernment  had  no  use  for  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  could  not  tell  aor 

thing  about  the  history  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET- The  bon.  gentlemao 
<:ny8  the  government  bought  It  because  tti«y 
do  not  want  to  see  it  go  into  tbe  hands  of 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Ralhray  ? 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— And  to  mnke  It  a  feeder 
of  a  very  valuable  territory  to  the  luter- 
colonlAl. 

Hou.  Sir.  FORGBT— Is  It  to  tbe  know- 
ledge of  the  hon.  gentleman  thnt  the  Cana- 
dian Pacific  Hallway  made  an  offer  for  the 
road  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  do  not  know  anything 
about  the  history  of  the  road. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— The  hon.  gcntlemau 
Baid  thnt  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
wanted  to  buy  It,  and  that  the  government 
considered  that  the  Dominion  had  better 
bay  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  say  that  i-epresenta- 
tfons  had  been  made  that  the  road  wonld 
probably  fall  Into  the  hands  of  the  Canadian 
Pacific  Railway.   I  said  It  was  so  reported. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— The 
lion,  gentleman  is  in  error  as  to  the  char- 
acter of  the  rails.  I  was  in  the  government 
at  the  time  these  rails  were  given,  and  as  in- 
dicated by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Rothe- 
say, when  the  rails  begam  to  wear  out  on 
the  main  line  they  were  taken  up  tind  a 
better  class  of  rails  laid  down.  The  raits 
taken  up  were  put  ou  the  switches  of  the 
Intercoloidal  Railway  and  the  surplus  rails 
taken  up  from  the  old  track  were  donated 
in  aid  of  local  roads,  and  this  Is  one  of  them. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Only  the  branches. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL-Per- 
baps,  but  the  rails  they  received  from  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  were  given  to  them  as 
rails  that  were  not  required,  having  beeu 
taken  up  and  replaced  by  rails  of  a  better 
quality.  I  have  no  doubt  the  hou.  gentle- 
man from  Wellington  will  remember  very 
well  the  transaction  at  the  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— Tes. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Be- 
cause the  first  rails  that  were  given  under 
anch  circumstances  were  given  by  the  gov- 
ernment of  which  my  hon.  friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  was  a  member,  the  govern- 
ment of  the  late  Alexander  Mackenzie,  and 
the  same  policy  was  pursued  by  Sir  John 
Macdonald's  government  after  It  came  back 
to  power. 

Hon.  Mr.  8C0TT-I  think  I  stated  the 
value  of  the  old  rails  given  by  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway  was  $24,439. 


Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— That  would  not 
go  very  far. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWBLL— That 
would  be  only  worth  old  Iron,  and  that  Is 
nil  the  Intercolonial  Railway  could  have 
done  with  them  if  tbey  had  sold  them. 

At  six  o'clock,  the  Speaker  left  the  chair. 
After  Bn«m. 

Mr.  DOMVILLE  resumed  the  debate.  He 
said :  This  is  entirely  a  provincial  question. 
We  have  to  consider  first,  Is  the  railway 
built,  second,  why  was  it  built,  and,  third, 
who  built  it.  Without  going  into  any  elabor- 
ate figures,  we  find  that  the  Dominion  gov- 
ernment gave  a  subsidy  and  the  local  gov- 
ernment also  aided  the  enterprise,  and  the 
government  of  the  day,  whether  right  or 
wrong,  laid  down  a  standard  of  what  the 
rails  were  to  be.  They  were  to  be  flfty-slx 
pounds,  and  fifty-slx-pound  rails  were  laid 
down.  It  would  be  a  mistaken  argument  to 
take  the  position  that  the  road  was  no  good, 
because  if  that  were  true,  where  are  all  the 
other  railways,  and  why  are  we  trying  to 
develop  and  open  up  this  country  ?  One 
would  Infer  from  the  remarks  of  my  hou. 
friend  from  Belleville  (Hou.  Sir  Mackenzie 
Boweil)  that  this  road  was  uo  good.  Can 
we  for  a  moment  suppose  that  the  Dominion 
government  and  the  local  government  would 
have  subsidized  this  company  to  the  extent 
of  $774,000  to  build  a  railway  that  was  no 
good  ?  We  must  Inquire  why  that  road 
was  built  It  cuts  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way at  rlglit  angles,  ami  extends  to  I''rederlc- 
ton,  pupsing  through  a  fine  agricultural  coun- 
try, as  good  as  any  we  have  in  New  Bruns- 
wick, excepting  perhaps  the  river  fronts. 
It  gives  a  straight  line  from  the  Gulf  of  St. 
Lawrence  to  Frcderlcton,  and  a  short  route 
for  the  transportation  of  fresh  fish  in  cold 
storajre  to  the  United  States  markets.  The 
wiiole  of  the  Mlrainicbi  const  is  luterested 
ill  tills  line.  Is  tltero  any  one  who  will  say, 
if  tlmt  road  liad  to  be  built  to-morrow,  thnt 
the  13(j  miles  couUl  be  constructed  for  $800,- 
OOO  ?  That  would  be  only  $0,000  per  mile. 
Why,  the  rails  are  worth  to-day  nearly  $3,000 
per  mile,  and  If  the  road  Is  any  good  at  all 
It  is  dirt  cheap  at  the  price  named.  I  do 
not  say  that  ihe  road  will  not  require  re- 
pairs ;  every  railway  does.  The  Grand 
Trunk  Railway  which  was  built  half  a 
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century  ago  and  passes  through  the  very 
finest  part  of  Ontario,  has  never  been  a  pay- 
ing line ;  even  to-day  they  are  ouly  paying 
dividends  on  some  of  the  preferential  stock. 

Take  the  Intercolonial  Railway;  has  that 
ever  paid  anything  ?  No,  I  care  not  who 
may  run  it,  it  will  go  behind.  Every  rail- 
way goes  behind  until  the  country  has  de- 
veloped a  trade,  and  tlien  it  becomes  « 
paying  proposition.  The  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  has  had  a  different  experience.  It 
runs  through  the  great  grain  and  cattle  lands 
of  the  west  The  business  has  been  well 
managed,  and  they  have  been  able  to  hold 
their  own  and  pay  dividends.  If  we  are 
seeking  to  develop  Canada,  why  should  not 
the  maritime  provinces  get  a  share  of  the 
benefit  ?  Having  spent  a  great  deal  of 
money  on  these  local  roads,  why  not  go  a 
little  further  and  say,  '  Ton  have  struggled 
to  open  up  the  province  of  New  Brunswick; 
we  will  assist  the  further  development  by 
talking  over  theae  roiids  and  managing  them 
Ourselves.'  it  would  be  a  mistake  to  say 
that  while  we  are  paying  bo  much  attention 
to  the  great  west  we  are  going  to  neglect 
the  maritime  provinces.  Perhaps  some 
hou.  gentlemen  may  argue  that  we  have 
nothfaig  to  do  with  this  railway,  i  talte 
the  ground  that  every  railway  Is  a  high  road 
with  rails  upon  it,  that  the  engine  has 
taken  the  place  of  horses  for  the  trans- 
portation of  freight  Any  railway  which 
Is  building  up  the  maritime  provinces  will 
earn  a  revenue  for  this  country.  My  taon. 
friend  from  Hastings  (Hon.  Sir  Mackenzie 
Bowell)  complains  because  the  rails  are  only 
.56  pounds  to  tbe  yard.  Who  ordered  5fi- 
pound  rails  ?  Not  tbe  present  government, 
but  their  predecessors  who,  in  their  wisdom, 
thought  such  rails  were  suitable.  As  to 
the  condition  of  those  rails,  I  am  not  thor- 
oughly informed,  but  I  have  no  doubt  from 
what  I  do  know  that  they  are  in  good  order, 
and  that  the  road,  for  a  road  of  that  kind, 
It  in  fairly  good  condition.  As  to  tbe  equip- 
ment, what  road  can  you  build  to-day  for 
anything  like  tbe  cost  of  this  ?  Take  the 
Canadian  Northern  ;  tbe  papers  brought 
down  to  the  House  show  that  the  road  has 
cost  between  $16,000  and  1^17,000  with  bridges 
and  some  of  It  fl9,000  a  mile.  At  these 
figures,  what  would  it  cost  to  build  this 
road  which  we  are  now  getting  for  $800,000? 
Over  ?2,000,000.     It  cannot  be  an  injury 

HOD.    Mr.  UOMVILLE. 


I  to  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway;  tt  does  not 
draw  traffic  from  It  and  if  It  belpa  to  MH 

'  up  St  John  and  Fredericton,  is  not  Oat 
doing  a  great  deal  towards  tbe  develop- 

memt  of  this  country  ?     What  fault  eu 
be  found  with  that?     No  bon.  genUeiau 
Nvlll  take  the  ground  that  nothing  shall  be 
done  for  the  maritime  provinces.   We  bin 
I  in  the  province  of  New  Brnnawlck  the  BB^ 
touche  Railway,  the  Kent  Gonnty  Railway, 
the  Albert  Railway,  tbe  St  Martin's  utd 
Upton  Railway,  the  Havelock  Railway,  the 
Norton  Railway,  which  Is  commonly  etScA 
the  Central.    All  these  railways  have  cost 
BO  much.     Are  we  going  to  assnme  that 
because  they  have  t>een  constructed  it  it 
not  the  duty  of  tbe  gorerament  of  tlw  dar 
to  have  nothing  more  to  do  witb  them ! 
We  have  given  $10,000  or  $12,000  a  mile  in 
■  the  way  of  subsidies  to  aid  construdloii; 
are  yon  going  to  say  to  the  people  then 
sball  be  no  prosperity  in  the  maritiine  pro- 
vinces, and  that  these  roads  are  not  to 
be  placed  in  a  paying  condition?     I  take  It 
as  a  cardinal  principle  that  tbe  gOTenment 
should  belp  those  railways,  collect  tSum 
together  and  run  them  tu  connectloo  wfth 
the  Intercolonial  Railway,  without  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  up  so  many  managements. 
If  you  take  tbe  ground  that  we  do  not  re- 
quire the  Intercolonial  Railway,  you  slmp^ 
;  say  that  we  should  not  have  come  Into  coit 
federation.    When  we  did  go  into  confede 
ration  bow  many  people  believed  in  tt? 
Take  up  the  aonats  of  New  Brunswick  and 
Nova  Scotia  and  you  will  find  that  nobod.T 
wanted  to  have  anything  to  do  with  cod- 
I  federation  or  with  Canada  in  those  daji 
I    Those  ideas  have  passed  away,  and  do- 
'  body  thinks  now  of  breaking  away  froa 
j  the  confederation.   Everybody  believes  i9 
I  bulldhig  up  a  great  nation  and  develc^iiiS 
the  transportation  routes  of  the  conntr? 
!  As  to  the  bridges  on  this  railway,  I  do  tut 
j  know  whether  they  are  of  iron  or  of  steH 
'  I  do  not  believe  there  are  many  bridges  oc 
the  line,  because  It  does  not  croee  m&rtj 
rivers,  but  if  a  road  like  this  had  etff' 
bridges  auch  as  you  find  on  the  westcre 
roads,  you  could  not  build  it  to-morrow  la 
$2o,000  ii>er  mile,  because  we  know  th# 
shorter  the  mileage  the  greater  the  ration  of 
expense  In  putting  up  bridges.  Tlie  ownws 
of  this  road  have  lost  money.    Tl»e  figORs 
produced  here  show  ttiat  the  road  cost  II 
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cash,  $1,768,000.  The  subsidies  from  tin- 
Kovernment  amount  to  $774,000  :  where  did 
tbe  balance  come  from  ?  The  nnfortunate 
promoters  who  put  their  money  into  tlit- 
project  thought  It  would  benefit  themsplvcf 
and  develop  the  conntry,  but  they  liave 
lost  money.  The  $800,000  they  ore  receiv- 
ing will  not  pay  them.  That  amount  would 
not  build  the  moat  ordinary  roadbwl.  Cul- 
verts haive  to  be  put  in,  rails  laid,  ana 
right-of-way  secured.  Nobody  wlil  say  thai 
130  miles  of  loadbed  could  be  constructed 
for  $800,000.  The  government  are  acquiring 
for  $800,000  a  property  which,  with  a  com- 
paratively small  additional  expenditure,  will 
be  a  benefit  to  the  maritime  provinces,  and 
especially  to  New  Brunswick.  It  may  be 
argued  that  the  government  should  not  own 
railways.  I  contend  that  the  government 
should  either  have  no  railways  or  owu  all 
the  railways.  In  the  maritime  proviuces  the 
government  own  the  Intercolonial  Railway  . 
then  let  them  acquire  these  branches.  Hav- 
ing assisted  them,  they  should  get  the  pos- 
session of  them  and  put  them  In  proper 
shape  for  traffic.  The  St.  Martin  Railway 
was  closed  up  for  a  year  ;  the  Buctouche 
road  stopped  running  for  a  time,  aud  ail 
these  other  railways  have  been  doing  in- 
different work.  Why  ?  Because  they  have 
uot  had  the  fostering  hand  of  the  govern- 
ment. They  have  not  been  in  the  hands  of 
strong  corporations  that  could  put  them  on 
n  i)aylng  basis.  I  have  no  doubt  if  the  gov- 
ernment would  take  up  these  branch  roads 
at  once,  and  put  them  In  proper  shape,  and 
administer  them  properly,  while  they  might 
not  pay  directly,  they  would  pay  Indirectly. 
If  they  are  run  successfully,  even  though 
they  do  not  yield  a  revenue  above  expenses, 
they  will  develop  our  agricultural  and 
mining  interests  aud  thus  contribute 
to  the  prosperity  of  the  Dominion. 
I  remember  my  experience  the  first 
time  I  came  to  Ottawa,  Id  1872.  We 
li.'id  to  take  the  railway  to  Holton,  from 
Holtou  drive  to  Madawaska,  and  at  Mada- 
wnska  take  the  railway  to  Danville  Junc- 
tion, on  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  ;  and 
when  we  came  to  Prescotf  Junction  it  took 
two  or  three  days  to  get  to  Ottawa  from 
Prescott  That  occurred  on  several  occa- 
sions. That  condition  o'  things  has  passed 
away.  I  remember  the  difficulty  we  bad  In 
getting  to  the  Northwest  When  I  went  out 


to  the  Red  River  first.  It  was  something  to 
be  able  to  talk  about  that  I  had  visited 
Winnipeg  and  the  prairies.  To-day  we  can 
take  a  puiiman  here  and  be  in  Witmlpeg 
inside  of  three  days.  Canada  has  expand- 
ed, and  our  Ideas  must  expand  with  thd 
growth  of  the  country.  I  venture  to  say 
that  in  three  or  four  years,  those  of  us  who 
will  then  be  surviving  will  feel  how  little 
we  now  appreciate  the  expansion  of  the 
country.  Taking  that  ground,  we  ought  not 
to.  pass  strictures  on  those  railways  and 
bridges.  If  we  must  find  fault,  let  us  cen- 
sure the  governments  that  in  tbe  past  sub- 
sidized this  railway,  because  If  the  ground 
is  taken  that  the  line  Is  useless  to-day,  It 
was  equally  useless  then. 

If  the  governments  of  the  day,  both  the 
Dominion  and  the  local  governments, 
thought  in  their  wisdom  that  it  was  a  line 
well  worth  building,  and  assisted  the  pro- 
ject with  money  grants,  uow  that  the  com- 
pany come  In  forma  pauperis,  and  say  '  We  , 
have  tried  to  do  the  best  we  could  with 
the  railway,  but  it  has  beeu  a  losing  con- 
cern. We  have  struggled  against  adversity, 
but  having  lost  all  our  money,  we  want  you 
to  take  this  line  off  our  hands,  help  ua  to 
get  out  of  It,  help  tlie  country  and  oiwrate 
the  railway.  So  far  we  have  been  able  to 
carry  It  on  but  not  successfully,  either  from 
want  of  means  or  of  railway  knowledge. 
Not  being  railway  men  to  a  great  extent, 
we  have  not  made  it  pay,  and  we  are  will- 
ing to  lose  the  difference  between  $2,000,000 
and  $800,000  out  of  our  own  pockets. 
Personally  I  have  no  Interest  In  the 
matter  at  all.  I  am  only  Interested 
its  a  New  Bmnswlcker  In  the  de- 
velopment of  New  Brunswick.  I  have 
great  faith  In  New  Brunswick.  I  have 
faith  in  this  road  when  it  Is  run  by  the 
government  ;  although  it  does  not  pay  at 
present,  it  Is  going  to  pay  indirectly  in  the 
good  service  it  will  give  to  the  people,  and 
by  the  country  that  It  passes  through  being 
developed,  and  producing  a  traffic  that  will 
eventually  pay  for  the  rannlng  of  the  road. 
It  has  been  stated  by  my  hon.  friend  that 
tills  deal  is  the  result  of  a  political  pull.  I 
cannot  see  that  tliere  is  anytliing  political 
in  It.  The  bridge  was  an  unfortunate  bridge. 
Why  did  the  government  grant  money  to- 
wards the  construction  of  an  nnfortunate 
bridge?  Take  the  bridge  at  St.  John,  I 
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foaglit,  when  I  was  in  the  Ck>mmona,  wltli 
all  my  might  to  preveut  them  grnntlng  the 
money.  They  gnve  more  money  to  baild 
a  bridge  across  the  rh-er,  than  It  ever  cost. 
A  Mr.  Tucker— not  the  member— came  ap 
to  Ottawa,  and  was  not  able  to  pay  the  fees 
to  get  the  Bill  through.  The  promoters  had 
to  wait  til)  the  following  session  to  raise 
the  -fees  for  the  Bill,  and  what  did  they  do  ? 
There  is  a  bridge  across  the  River  St.  John. 
I  do  not  know  what  tolls  they  are  charging 
to-day  but  they  were  charging  four  dollars 
a  car  for  evei-y  car  that  went  over  that 
bridge.  Who  pays  it  ?  The  Canadian  Pad- 
He  Railway.  Who  gets  the  money  ?  People 
that  never  Invested  a  shilling  In  the  enter- 
prise. It  is  owned  by  a  private  corporation, 
who  draw  large  dividends  by  charging  a 
heavy  toli  on  the  bridge.  They  are  control- 
ling the  trade  across  the  River  St.  John, 
but  they  never  put  a  dollar  of  their  own 
Into  the  bridge.  Then  the  Fredericton 
bridge  was  constructed,  because  it  was  sup- 
posed that  It  was  an  absolute  necessity  to 
make  the  connection  between  the  Canada 
Eastern  Railway  and  the  west  to  allow  fresh 
sulmou,  smelts  and  other  dsb  to  be  sent  to 
market  quickly,  by  that  short  cut.  They 
could  not  get  through  there  unless  they  bad 
a  bridge.  It  must  have  been  poor  policy  to 
have  granted  them  government  aid.  I  am 
not  prn>ared  to  say  It  was  not.  It  was 
thrown  away  as  far  as  the  government  was 
concerned,  bTicause  those  people  who  got  the 
money  have  nothing  lo-tlay.  The  govern- 
ment got  the  bridge  back,  and  the  company 
has  to  submit.  The  money  has  been  ex- 
pended, and  it  is  gone.  I  do  not  think  the 
bridge  at  St.  John  Is  safe.  I  do  not  believe 
a  heavy  train  could  run  over  it  at  all.  It  is 
tested  to  the  last  half  Inch.  It  Is  a  bridge 
built  years  ago  for  lighter  rolling  stock  than 
we  have  to-day,  and  every  time  I  travel  over 
it  I  feel  glad  when  I  orrive'at  the  other  side, 
to  know  that  I  am  safe.  That  is  a-fact  Now 
I  wish  to  take  three  positions :  first  of  all. 
that  the  government  of  the  day  who  voted 
money  for  these  enterprises  must  have 
known  what  they  were  doing.  They  must 
have  appreciated  the  fact  that  the  railway 
was  necessary. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— It  was  done  for  a 
liiirpose. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Perhaps  it  was 
done  for  a  purpose,  and  perhaps  this  was 
Hon.  Hr.  DOMVILLB. 


done  for  a  purpose,  but  did  they  succeed  li 
the  purpose,  considering  sll  the  money  tbej 
paid  out  ?  Perhaps  they  might  not  n^ 
ceed  In  this  scheme.  The  whole  qoestke 
comes  down  to  this  :  Is  the  railway  tbm 
necessary  ?  Is  it  going  to  be  of  any  iw 
for  New  Brunswick.  And  being  in  an  un- 
fortunate position,  is  the  goTownent  3» 
tifled  In  taking  up  tiie  road  and  making  it 
a  part  and  parcel  of  the  Intercolonial  Bail- 
way  ?  I  do  not  see  anything  else  to  coe- 
slder  at  alL 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRY— Who  are  tbey  bor- 
ing it  from  T 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— Buying  it  bom 
the  creditors. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Wbo  are  tbey  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  bon.  gentle- 
uian  does  not  want  me  to  name  tbem.  I 
do  not  believe  Mr.  'Gibson  will  get  a  dollar 
out  of  1^  and  I  tbink  be  bas  sonk  a  for- 
tune In  It  I  do  not  tfalnk  tbere  is  a  dal- 
lar  in  It  which  goes  to  bim.  I  could  ^ 
tbe  bon.  gentleman  to  whom  tbe  money 
g/oee. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  what  we 
are  askii^. 

Hon.  Mr.  DOMVILLE— The  hon.  gentle- 
man will  have  to  put  a  notice  on  tbe  order 
paper  if  he  wants  the  information.  If  hos. 
gentleman  on  both  aides  of  tbe  House 
would  only  have  a  little  kludly  feelln&  it 
would  be  all  right  We  have  a  very  laigtf 
and  prosperous  country,  and  If  bon.  mem- 
bers would  only  view  the  question  as  t 
view  ill,  that  tbe  government  of  Canada 
while  distributing  Its  boTiuses  here  nod 
there,  while  endeavouring  to  bnlld  up  this 
great  country.  Is  perfectly  right  In  saying 
tliat  ROQiething  Is  due  to  tbe  marftime 
provinces.  I  do  not  think  there  Is  any  one 
in  the  province  of  New  Bninswiolc  wbo 
tmderstands  the  situation,  who  will  not  Jus- 
tify the  purchase  of  this  railway  by  tbe 
pioverument.  I  do  not  care  what  hts  poli- 
tics are  or  who  he  Is.  be  will  say  that  the 
government  have  made  a  most  Judicions 
purchase.  I  state  without  fear  of  contra- 
diction that  this  is  a  railway  for  the  gen- 
cm)  advantage  of  the  provinces,  and  a 
railway  that  Is  for  tbe  general  advantage  of 
the  maritime  provinces  must  be  for  the  gm- 
eral  advantiige  of  the  Dominion;  then,  never 
mind  wbo  gets  tbe  money.  Tbe  question  is 
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whether  you  have  a  cheap  property,  and 
Tvh(>ther  that  property  Is  an  advantage  tu 

Canada.  If  the  Senate  votes  about  eighty 
millious  of  money  to-morrow,  as  they  are 
going  to  do,  and  if  they  are  willing  to  have 
our  railway  system  developed,  then  tlio 
least  thing  they  can  do  is  to  allow  this  Bill 
to  go  through.  You  will  be  doing  a  gen- 
erous act  and  the  people  of  Canada  on  both 
sides  of  politics  will  appreciate  Uie  fact 
tbnt  the  Senate  have  recognized  that  we 
have  done  what  we  could  to  better  the 
conditions  of  that  Uttte  province  known  as 
New  Brunswick. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN— I  can  well  re- 
member In  the  early  history  of  my  poli- 
tical life  hearing  a  good  deal  regarding 
the  Canada  Eastern  Railway.  I  remem- 
ber that  It  was  called  Gibson's  road,  and 
I  can  remember  very  well  when  voting 
subsidies  for  the  construction  of  that 
road,  it  was  said  that  we  were  voting 
moffey  for  the  purposes  of  building  up 
the  personal  interests  of  one  onan.  Mr. 
Gibson  was  at  that  time  a  good  friend  of 
my  hon.  friends  opposite.  He  has  changed, 
I  thiuk,  once  or  twice,  In  his  lifetime 
[K>litlcally. 

Hod.  Sir  MACKENZIB  BOWELL— He 
knows  where  bis  interest  lies. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEN — ^And  it  appears 
to  me  he  is  willing  to  support  the  party 
in  power.  He  was  a  man  of  that  kind, 
so  far  as  I  remember.  He  secured  at 
one  time  the  retirement  of  Mr.  Temple  in 
order  to  provide  a  seat  for  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Foster,  who  was  elected  there  afterwards, 
and  sat  for  that  constituency  for  a  com- 
slderable  time.  It  was  during  the  time 
Mr.  Foster  was  here,  as  representative  of 
the  county,  that  a  grant  was  made  for  the 
purpose  of  building  the  Frederlcton  bridge. 
We  criticised  very  pointedly  the  grant  to- 
wards the  construction  of  that  bridge.  It 
was  not  a  grant.  It  was  a  loan.  The 
E^veroment  loaned  f300,000,  and  in  addition 
to  that  they  paid  a  bonus  of  $16,000  to 
every  $100,000— that  Is.  $46,000  as  a  bonus 
and  $300,000  as  a  loan  towards  the  con- 
struction of  that  bridge.  1  remember  dis- 
tinctly myself  following  the  matter  up,  and 
every  year  asking  for  a  return  of  the 
amount  of  interest  that  was  collected  on 
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that  Investment  and  luquirfng  why  the  In- 
terest was  not  collected.  I  believe  it  was 
not  collected  under  either  government.  I 
do  not  know  whether  their  receipts  during 
the  time  the  Conservatives  were  in  power 
were  larger  than  they  .have  been  recently. 
Whatever  the  condition  may  be,  I  believe 
they  have  both  virtually  treated  the  com- 
pany that  built  that  bridge  In  the  same  way. 
Neither  government  has  collected  any  In- 
terest as  I  understand-  The  bridge  has 
been  built  some  sixteen  years,  and  the 
interest  was  $12,000  a  year.  That  would 
amount  to  about  $200,000,  without  com- 
Iiound  interest,  and  $300,000  that  has  been 
loaned,  which  virtually  makes  about  half  a 
million.  When  this  Canada  Eastern  Rail- 
way was  bnllt  It  was  looked  upon  as  a 
lumber  or  timber  line.  It  was  built  for 
that  purpose.  It  was  considered  that  there 
was  a  large  amount  of  timber  in  the  dis- 
trict, and  Mr.  Gibson  has  utiUzed  that  road, 
for  fifteen  or  sixteen  years,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bringing  timber  to  hlg  mill,  which 
Is  erected,  as  I  understand,  at  Frederlcton, 
at  the  bridge.  The  road  has  been  lu  ex- 
istence sixteen  years,  and  we  are  pay- 
ing about  $5,800  a  mile  for  It  As  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  am  entirely  opposed  to  the 
purchase  of  branch  lines  In  any  province 
to  be  added  to  the  Intercolonial  Railway. 
I  am  opposed  to  that  policy  on  the  ground 
that  there  are  no  branches  with  the  ex- 
ceptlon  of  one,  I  think,  that  has  been  added 
to  the  Intercolonial  Railway  which  has  not 
been  virtually  a  drain  upon  the  main  line, 
rather  than  an  assistance.  I  opposed  the 
construction  of  the  Pictou  branch.  I  op- 
posed the  construction  of  the  Oxford  and 
New  Glasgow  line.  All  these  lines  that 
were  built  virtually  duplicated  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway,  and  what  Is  the  con- 
dition to-day  7  We  have  sixty-six  mil- 
lions of  money  virtually  sunk  In  the  Inter- 
colonial Railway,  upon  which  the  country 
is  paying  at  least  three  per  cent  Interest 
That  Is  about  $2,000,000  o  year  of  Interest 
paid  by  the  taxpayers  of  this  Dominion, 
and  In  addition  to  that,  last  year  they  had 
to  pay  a  million  and  a  half  of  money  to 
keep  the  line  running  and  make  up  ex- 
penses. With  all  that  experience  In  the 
past,  we  are  adding  to  It  by  the  purchase 
of  this  road. 
The  price  to  be  paid  for  this  branch  may 
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be  reasonable — I  do  not  know  Trhether  it 
Is  or  not — but  it  is  quite  clenr   after  it 
has  been  operated  for  sixteen  years,  that 
it  is  not  In  a  condition  In  wbicli  it  can  be 
utilized  either  by  the  mor^ageea  of  the 
road  or  the  party  who  owns  It.  and  the  only 
liope  for  Its  future  is  to  unload  it  on  to  the 
Intercolonial  Railway.    When  we  consider 
the  fact  that  there  are  wooden  bridges  along 
that  line  that  are  sixteen  years  old,  what 
kind  of  condition  must  they  be  In  ?  The 
country   will   bare   to  replace   all  these 
wooden  bridges  with  iron  bridges,  and  that 
Is  going  to  be  a  serious  expense,  and  If  the 
Intercolonial  Railway  Is  gtMng  to  use  their 
heavy  engines  on  that  branch,  they  will 
have  to  put  on  heavy  rails.    The  56-pound 
rails  will  not  carry  the  large  engines  which 
are   run  on   the   Canadian   Paclflc  Rail- 
way, the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  the 
Intercolonial    Railway.    They    hare  the 
old  style  of  rails,  and  a  lot  of  wooden 
structures,  virtually  rotten,  and  a  poor  road- 
bed.   I  have  not  seen  the  country,  but  I 
am  opposed  to  the  purchase  by  the  govern- 
ment of  this  railway  for  the  reasons  that 
I  opposed  other  additions  to  the  Interco- 
lonial Railway.    We  should  have  confined 
ourselves  to  the  main  line  and  not  have 
•added  anything.   What  was  the  experience 
of  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  years  ago  T 
The  Grand  Trunk  added  a  number  of 
branches  to  Its  main  line.   I  know  from  the 
general  manager  of  that  road  that  they  con- 
sidered that  those  branches  in  place  of  be- 
ing an  advantage  were  a  disadvantage  un- 
til such  time  as  they  accumulated  a  certain 
amount  of  trade,  and  got  solidified  and  In 
first-class  shape,  and  were  relald  with  good 
steel  rails.  In  some  cases  they  commencad 
to  pay,  but  it  would  have  been  better  for 
the  Grand  Trunk  Railway  and  Great  West- 
ern if  they  had  held  to  the  main  line  of 
their  road  instead  of  adding  largely  to  these 
systems  by  buying  up  and  building  branch 
lines.   That  was  their  experience,  and  the 
country's  experience  with  regard  to  the  In- 
tercolonial Railway  will  be  Just  the  same. 
This  Is  the  commencement  of  a  system  that 
may  be  followed  out.   We  are  beginning  by 
this  purchase.    I  have  heard  it  said  that 
there  are  n  great  many  more  lines  In  Nova 
Scotia  and  New  Brunswick  that  would  like 
to  sell  out    We  are  beginning  a  system 
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which  may  result  in  the  country  owning  t!ie 
whole  railway  system  of  the  maritime  pw- 
vincea.  Influence  will  be  brought  to  beer 
on  the  government,  and  It  will  be  said. 
*  Well,  you  bought  Gibson's  Hue,  why  harf 
3*ou  not  a  right  to  buy  my  line.'.  I  can  t»- 
member  when  our  friends  opposite  were  in 
power.  Sir  John  Macdonald  stating  across 
the  floor  of  the  House,  that  they  had  nr- 
tually  grUlironed  New  Brunswick  with 
roads';  that  they  subsidized  them  until  the 
country  was  covered  with  railways.  W« 
are  now  beginning  to  buy  them  np.  I  bare 
no  desire  to  deprive  Nova  Scotia  and  Kew 
Brunswick  of  their  fair  share  of  puNfc 
money.  I  am  quite  willing  they  slioold  kxA 
forward  to  successful  development  of  uf 
resources  they  have,  through  their  coontrj 
being  opened  up.  At  the  same  time  I  ver; 
much  fear  that  a  system  of  this  kind  wiU 
result  in  further  expense  and  new  bridges. 
My  hon.  friend  from  Rothesay  in  lils  q>eedi 
mentioned  two  or  three  or  foor  lines  that 
were  doing  no  work.  Is  It  expected  that  we 
shall  buy  those  lines  also  ?  Influence  wiD 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  government, 
and  they  will  be  urged  that  they  should  take 
up  those  lines  and  rebuild  them,  and  pot 
them  In  proper  shape.  I  am  entirely  op- 
Itosed  to  doing  that 

We  have  had  a  gicea.t  many  railways  baift 
In  past  years,  like  the  Bale  des  Cbalem 
and  many  other  roads  that  should  never 
have  been  built ;  that  there  was  not  a  trade 
which  would  justify  the  construction,  awl 
they  have  been  and  are  to-day,  monumenti 
of  the  grossest  folly  in  some  cases.  I  do 
not  know  whether  this  road  is  in  that  po^ 
tioD  or  not  It  may  have  done  a  large 
timber  trade  in  the  past  I  daresay  it  has; 
but  the  timber  trade  there  is  getting  pretty 
well  cleaned  out,  and  now  there  Is  little  f« 
the  road  to  do,  unless  it  Is  made  a  connect- 
ing link  with  some  system  that  will  secnre 
freight  and  in  that  way  it  may  be  made 
to  earn  something.  I  would  very  mneb  pre- 
fer. In  the  face  of  our  expwience  regardlns 
government  roads,  that  we  should  decttx 
altogether  to  have  anything  to  do  with  tUs 
road.  I  would  rather  see  something  given  t» 
help  it  out  of  Its  difficulty,  and  let  tbe 
owners  work  It  rather  than  we  should  m- 
deavour  to  put  it  In  running  order.  My 
hon,  friend  said  It  has  cost  about  tvrenty- 
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five  thousand  dollars  a  mile.  If  It  wns 
built  sixteen  years  figo,  I  do  not  think  it 
cost  within  ten  thousand  doliarg  a  mile  of 
tbat.  We  built  about  125  miles  in  our  dis- 
trict, and  1  can  aay  after  it  was  built,  steel 
rails  and  ali,  the  cost  was  only  about  six- 
teen thousand  dollars  a  mile,  so  that  this  rail- 
way muBi  run  through  a  hilly  country  if  It 
cost  anything  like  twenty-flve  thousand  dol- 
lars a  mile.  I  observe  that  the  company 
received  $350,000  from  the  Dombilon  to; 
wards  its  construction  and  $400,000  from  the 
proviuce,  and  when  you  deduct  those 
amounts,  and  give  credit  for  the  amount 
of  money  the  road  must  have  earned,  which 
would  be  more  than  running  expenses,  1 
have  no  doubt  that  the  party  that  is  selling 
it  is  getting  a  good  portion,  if  not  all,  of  the 
money  they  have  put  into  It  They  are  get- 
ting $800,000  out  of  It,  after  getting  the 
¥750,000  or  $860,000  to  help  build  It.  I 
do  not  know  how  Mr.  Scbrelber,  as  chief 
engineer,  formed  bis  opinion  in  regard  to  the 
value  of  the  road.  I  have  not  seen  bis 
figures  or  estimates,  and  I  do  not  know 
what  value  he  puts  upon  the  wooden  bridges. 
1  sbould  like  to  know  that,  and  also  the 
value  be  places  upon  tbe  Iron.  He  says  it 
can  be  repaired  for  about  a  thousand  dol- 
lars a  mile.  It  is  amazing  to  me,  if  a  bridge 
sixteen  years  old  can  be  strengthened  so 
tbat  it  will  carry  the  engines  of  the  day,  for 
a  thousand  dollars  a  mile.  There  must  be 
very  few  bridges  on  It  My  hon.  friend 
said  something  with  regard  to  tbe  govern- 
ment ownership  of  roads.  I  have  no  con- 
fidence whatever  in  the  government  being 
able  to  run  a  railway  as  cheaply  as  a  private 
company.  I  think  we  have  experience  in  all 
lines  of  public  expenditure,  that  where  the 
government  is  called  upon  to  go  Into  the  con- 
stractioQ  of  any  public  works,  a  railway 
or  a  building,  as  a  rule  these  things  cost 
tbe  government,  I  do  not  care  who  is  in 
power,  from  twenty-five  to  thirty  per  cent 
more  tbau  It  would  cost  tbe  individual.  Tbat 
Is  about  the  average.  Then  with  regard  to 
tbe  government  operating  a  road,  what  is 
the  secret  about  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway  ? 
The  secret  about  the  Intercolonial  Railway 
Is  tbat  the  employees  have  Ttrtnally 
taken  the  government  by  the  throat  They 
have  formed  combinations.  They  have  stipu- 
lated conditions  upon  which  they  work.  They 
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have  made  their  own  terms  tot  their  own 
services. 

The  telegraph  operators  hare  a  combiDa- 
tlon  there.  They  made  a  demand  upon 
tbe  government,  and  they  increased  the 
rates  beyond  those  paid  on  any  road  In 
Canada,  and  they  have  that  combination 
to-day.  A  telegraph  operator  cannot  go 
on  the  Intercolonial  Railway  and  look  for 
a  job,  and  the  government  cannot  put  bim 
there.  The  Minister  of  Railways  caunot 
employ  a  man  wlthovt  the  consent  of  the 
association.  That  Is  the  condition  Into 
which  things  have  drifted.  As  long  as  you 
allow  tbe  operators  of  the  road,  tbe  sta- 
tion men  and  so  on,  to  control  the  arrange- 
ment and  operation  of  the  line,  to  dictate 
their  hours,  dictate  their  wages  and  every- 
thing  connected  with  the  road,  you  will 
never  be  able  to  run  a  railway  and  make 
it  pay.  The  govermuent  have  lost  control. 
I  know  It  Is  pretty  hard  for  a  government 
to  fight  combinations  of  tbat  kind.  They 
would  naturally  say  to  themselves,  '  We 
found  things  in  the  condition  In  which  they 
are  when  we  came  Ux.  If  we  lower  men's 
wages  there  Is  a  general  cry  and  they 
will  torn  out  and  vote  against  us  and  our 
friends.'  1  know  of  a  man  who  was  in 
charge  of  tbe  Intercolonial  Railway,  a  man 
who  made  a  determined  effort  to  try  to 
run  It  on  business  principles,  and  what  was 
bis  confession,  after  making  an  honest,  de- 
termined effort  ?  If  it  had  not  been  for 
political  influence  he  could  have  done  It  If 
it  had  not  been  that  he  was  dictated  to 
and  that  be  must  do  something  for  this 
friend  and  that  friend  of  the  party  in  z)ower, 
he  could  have  made  the  line  a  profitable 
business.  But  be  could  not  persist  in  the 
lines  tbat  be  bad  laid  down.  He  had  to 
resign,  and  the  result  is  that  on  the  inter- 
colonial Railway  to-day  I  venture  to  say 
there  are  more  men  enntloyed  to  the  mile 
than  on  any  other  road  In  Canada. 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL— Yes, 
or  in  the  United  States  either. 

Hon.  Mr.  Mcmullen— I  daresay  there 
are.  I  am  not  blaming  one  party  more 
than  another  with  regard  to  the  matter. 
Tbe  two  parties,  to  use  a  vulgar  phrase, 
may  touch  thumbs  with  regard  to  the  re- 
sponsibility in  Ihe  matter,  because  I  criti- 
cised for  years  jthe  expenditure  of  my 
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hou.  friends  opposite.  Althougli  I  believe 
a  very  bonest  uud  determined  effort  was 
made  to  turn  over  a  uew  leaf,  nfter  all 
the  lufluetice  of  member?  through  wbose 
L-oustltueiiftes  tbc  road  run,  wits  broiit;bt  to 
bear,  and  tbey  demanded  that  wmetbing 
abould  be  done;  some  friends  must  get  Work; 
some  sewers  must  be  dug  to  give  them 
employment,  and  by  that  method  the  road 
has  developed  into  what  It  is  to-day,  sixty 
millions  sunk,  and  It  has  run  half  a  million 
behind  la  earning  its  expenses.  I  point  that 
out  to  show  that  It  Is  utterly  hopeless  for 
a  government  to  undertake  the  operation 
of  a  railway.  With  regard  to  the  con- 
tract that  has  been  made  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific,  I  am 
glad  to  know  that  while  a  large  portion  of 
that  road,  from  Moncton  to  Winnipeg, 
has  to  be  built  and  owned  by  the  country, 
before  there  Is  a  rail  laid  down  on 
it  it  Is  leased  to  a  party  that  baa  to  operate 
it  and  pay  as  a  rental  3  per  cent 
on  the  money  invested.  It  is  far  better 
to  operate  it  as  an  Independent  line,  in 
the  face  of  the  expenses  that  we  have  paid 
In  the  past  for  operation  by  the  govern- 
ment I  hope  the  government  will  make 
an  effort  to  get  rid  of  the  Intercolonial 
Bailway.  I  remember  on  one  occasion  tra- 
velling with  the  general  manager  of  the 
Canadian  Pacific  Railway,  Mr.  Van  Homo, 
in  his  private  car.  He  stated  to  me  some 
years  ago,  before  they  built  the  St.  John 
brancji,  that  if  the  government  of  Canada 
would  give  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
control  of  the  Intercolonial  Railway,  he 
would  not  hesitate  to  say  that  they  would 
pay  $1,000,000  a  year  and  operate  It  In 
the  Interests  of  the  country  and  give  Just 
as  good  a  service  as  the  country  was  get- 
ting under  the  operation  by  the  govern- 
ment.    How  much  better  that  would  l>e? 

Hon.  Sir  MACKENZIE  BOWELL-And 
without  raising  the  nites. 

Hon.  Mr.  McMULLEX—Yes,  nm\  give  just 
as  good  a  service.  I  hope  the  Interco- 
lonial Railway  will  not  be  further  ex- 
tended. There  has  been  some  talk  of 
the  government  extending  the  Inter- 
colonial Riillway  by  buying  out  the  Canada 
Atlantic.  I  hope  tlie  government  will  not 
entertain  such  a  proposition.  I  should  Uke 
to  see  them  dispose  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way and  that  Just  as  soon  as  possible,  if 
Hon.  Mr.  HcHULLBN. 


there  has  to  be  a  sacrifice  made.   The  Ualted 
States  had  a  little  experience  in  buildlns 
roads.    Tbey    built    the    Central  Pacific 
or  Southern  Pacific,  and  I  know  that  the 
countiy  lost  over  thirty  millions.  They  nexer 
made  it  pay.  The  United  States  govemmtot 
will  never  put  another  dollar  In  a  railiraj. 
and  I  believe  the  United  States  to  be  the 
shrewdest  nation  on  the  face  of  the  eartlt 
They  do  not  own  a  road  now,  or  attempt  to 
own  any  road.    So  far  as  this  Bill  is  con- 
cerned, I  express  my  regret  that  the  goT- 
ernmeut  have  bought  the  road.    I  8uppo« 
that  they  were  coaxed  or  goaded  into  it 
to  make  some  arcangement  with  the  credi- 
tors, and  it  was  taken  over.     I  am  afraid 
that  Is  tjie  initiation  of  a  scheme  that  irill 
force  them  to  make  other  purchases.  We 
will  find  people  hammering  at  the  doors  ot 
parliament,  urging  that  roads  which  htve 
been  subsidized  years  ago  should  be  takea 
over  and  made  part  of  the  IntercoloiUal 
Railway.  Eventually  we  may  own  the  whrie 
railway  system  of  the  maritime  provinces, 
and  we  will  have  a  load  on  our  hands  whidi 
will  take  from  the  public  treasury  a  lar^ 
sum,  and  parliament  will  have  to  provide 
for  a  large  deficit  on  them  year  after  year. 
I  am  afraid  that  will  be  the  result  if  this 
Is  to  be  continued.   I  -do  not  know  why  the 
government  decided  to  buy  this  road.  Possi- 
bly there  may  have  been  some  reason.  I 
have  beard  no  reason  except  what  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  says  to-day,  but  I  fear  it  will 
result  in  more  purchases  of  that  kind,  and 
we  will  keep  adding  to  our  government  raii- 
ways.  When  the  present  government  go  ont 
of  power,  if  they  ever  do,  the  other  party 
will  come  in  and  If  they  are  ui^ed  to  take 
over  branch  lines,  what  will  be  the  argu- 
ment ?  They  will  say  '  When  the  Beform«« 
were  in  power,  they  bought  the  Canada 
Eastern  Railway  in  Xew  Brunswick,  a  trad 
130' miles  long.    That  Is  a  precedent  Now 
we  want  you  to  buy  these  other  roads.' 
The  result  will  be  that,  whatever  party  is 
In  power,  the  people  will  keep  me\ng  them 
to  buy  unprofitable  lines,  and  add  them  to 
the  Intercolonial  Railway.   I  have  had  sQi-b 
an  experience  in  criticising  for  many  years 
the  management  of  the  Intercolonial  Rail- 
way, In  the  House  of  Commons,  that  I  fiMi- 
ly  gave  It  up.  I  made  up  my  mind  it  was  oi 
very  little  use.    Year  after  year  we 
exposures  of  Jobbery.    I  remember  in  aot 
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case,  It  WAS  declared  that  In  some  sections 
they  were  supplying  flat  curs  to  run  losded 
wagons  ou,  and  box-cars  to  take  a  team  In, 
and  running  tliein  to  St.  John,  and  running 
tbem  to  Halifax,  and  after  tbe  load  was 
taken  off  and  sold,  tbe  empty  wagou  was 
put  on  tbe  flat  car,  and  tbe  team 
and  tbe  other  stuff  was  put  In  tlie  box-car 
and  tbe  whole  carried  back,  perhaps  forty, 
flfty  or  a  hundred  miles.  I  remember  that 
circumstance  being  proven  before  a  com- 
mittee of  the  House.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther such  things  are  done  now  or  not.  I 
cannot  tell,  but  I  have  had  such  a  sickening 
of  goremment  ownership  of  railways  that  I 
earnestly  hope  that  we  will  get  rid  of  all 
we  bare  got,  and  I  will  be  glad  to  see  not 
another  foot  added  to  what  we  possess. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  aud  the  Bill 
was  read  the  second  time. 

The  House  resolved  melt  Into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  Bill. 

On  clause  3, 

There  may  be  paid  for  the  said  railway  and 
undertaking  and  other  property  as  aforesaid, 
out  of  any  unappropriated  moaeys  forming  part 
of  tbe  Consolidated  Revenue  Fund,  the  mm  of 
eight  hundred  tbousand  dollars. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— Is  the  government 

bound  by  that  clause  to  pay  that  sum  7  It 

says  may. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— It  Is  only  per- 
missive, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  hope  the  goTcm- 
ment  will  not  avail  itself  of  those  powers. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  we  can  get  It  cheap- 
er, we  shall  do  so. 

The  clause  was  adopted. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER,  from  the  committee, 
reported  the  Bill  without  amendment. 

The  Bfll  WAS  then  read  the  third  time  and 
passed. 

CUSTOMS  TARIFF  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  tbe  second  read- 
ing  of  Bill  (172)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Cua- 
toms  Tariff,  1897.  He  satd  :  The  Items  are 
in  a  gfiueral  way  a  reduction  of  the  tariff 
of  1897.  For  Instance,  Item  22,  '  paraffine 
wax  candles,  25  per  cent  ad  valorem,*  was 
30  per  cent  Item  323  Is  amended  by  add- 
ing tbe  following  proviso  : 

Provided  that  for  duty  purposes  the  mini- 
mum value  of  an  open  huggy  shall  be  $40,  and 
the  minimum  value  of  a  covered  buggy  shall  be 

tso. 


Tbe  Act  of  1897  Imposed  an  ad  valorem 
diity  of  3r>  per  cent.  That  is  changed  to  a 
specific  duty.  It  appears  that  very  cheap 
buggies  came  in  from  the  United  States 
and  were  entered  nt  a  very  low  figure. 
Clause  9  removes  the  duty  from  artificial 
teeth  after  April  next  It  appears  laxice 
quantities  are  In  stock  In  various  establish- 
ments In  Canada,  and  If  tbey  were  put  ou 
the  free  list  the  Importers  would  lose  a 
large  sum.  One  change,  therefore,  will  not 
take  place  until  April  next.  Clause  15  adds 
to  prohibited  goods  tbe  following :  '  Stal- 
lions and  mares  of  less  value  than  fifty 
•dollars  encb.*  It  appears  in  tbe  Northwest 
very  poor  stock  comes  In  from  the  United 
States,  and  the  Intention  Is  to  exclude  them. 
Tbe  evil  may  exist  In  other  parts  of  Oanr 
ada,  but  It  prevails  to  a  greater  extent  In 
the  Northwest  than  anywhere  else. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
was  then  read  tbe  third  time,  under  suspen- 
sion of  the  rule,  and  passed. 

ALIENS  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  tbe  second  read- 
ing of  Bill  (102)  An  Act  respecting  Aliens. 
He  said  :  This  Bill  provides  a  penalty  for 
making  false  representations  as  to  tbe  con- 
dition of  the  labour  market  in  Canada  in 
countries  outside  of  tbe  Dominion,  We  can 
go  into  details  of  this  Bill  when  It  Is  re- 
ferred to  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  see  that  the  hou. 
member  from  Toronto  Is  on  bis  feet.  Has 
he  an  amendment  to  move  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— No,  I  thougut 
the  bon.  gentleman  was  going  to  raise  a 
point  of  order. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Not  yet 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  BUI 
was  read  the  second  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  tbe  Bill  be 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
to-morrow. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRDMMOND— I  ap- 
peal to  the  government  to  drop  this  BUI. 
It  Is  a  highly  contentions  measure.  I  hope 
they  will  postpone  It  until  another  session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  11  a.m.  to- 
morrow. 
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THE  SEHATE. 

Ottawa,  Wednesday,  Augtut  10, 190^ 

First  Sittimr. 
The  81*BAKER  took  the  Chair  at  Blevjii 
o'clock. 

I  rayers  and  routine  proceedings. 

TRANSLATION  OF  DEBATES. 

Hou.  Mr.  LANDRT— Before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  are  called,  I  desire  to  ask  tne 
liou.  Secretary  of  State  !f  anything  is  to  be 
done,  regarding  tbe  traiislation  into  French 
oC  the  Senate  Debates  ?  We  are  In  tlic 
dying  hours  of  the  session,  and  I  think  it  is 
time  to  lay  my  complaint  before  the  hoiv 
ministers.  We  have  had  no  French  tran^ 
lution  of  the  '  Debates '  since  the  month  of 
April.  If  we  are  to  be  supplied  with  the 
French  copies  of  the  '  Debates '  two  or 
three  months  after  the  session,  tbe  expense 
of  the  translation  is  nseless.  We  should 
get  it  from  day  to  day,  as  soon  as  it  is  trans- 
lated, and  printed.  The  printer  has  a  lot 
of  the  manuscript  translation  before  him. 
It  Is  kept  there,  and  nothing  is  done  with 
it.  If  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  occupies 
Ms  present  seat  next  session  he  should 
apply  the  proper  remedy  so  that  we  may 
bare  tbe  '  Debates  *  furnished  us  from  day 
to  day. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— It  la  a  long-standing 
grievance,  and  dates  back  to  confederation. 
I  have  never  been  on  that  committee,  and  1 
really  do  not  know  ,'what  the  trouble  Is. 
There  may  be  some  reason  at  the  Bureau, 
becauBe,  as  the  hon.  gentleman  knows,  tbe 
Bureau  Is  quite  unequal  to  the  labour  It 
has  to  perform,  and  cannot  keep  It  up  with 
<inythlng  like  fair  rapidity.  We  are  now 
antliorizing  an  addition  to  it,  and  It  Is  quite 
evident  that  we  shall  have  to  send  out  a 
great  deal  of  the  work.  This,  however,  Is  a 
class  of  work  we  could  not  very  well  send 
to  other  offices.  It  has  to  be  done  In  the 
Bureau.  I  understand  that  tbe  translation 
and  printing  have  been  completed  up  to  tbe 
end  of  June.  I  think  It  is  in  a  very  much 
better  position  than  it  was  In  former  years, 
Ro  that  there  is  some  improvement.  We 
hope  the  improvement  will  be  greater  ano- 
ther year,  and  that  the  service  will  be  more 
satisfactory  in  the  future,  than  It  has  been 
in  the  past 

Hon.  sir  GEORGE  DiRUMMOND. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— We  liATe  had  oalj 
one  or  two  coplea  of  the  nnrerlied  editta 

this  year.     If  the  Bureau  could  be  en- 
larged  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— We  are  enlarging  tt 
now.    The  work  of  extending  It  Is  gt^ng* 

on. 

ALIENS  BILL. 
SECOND  READING. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  being  called.  Mcmid 

reading  (Bill  1C2)  An  Act  respecHng  Alteos. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  that  the  BUI  be 
referred  to  Committee  of  the  Whole  HoBse. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— As  the  hon.  gentl^ 
man  did  not  give  any  explanation  on  the 
second  reading.  I  would  ask  blm  to  explain 
tbe  Bill  as  It  stands  now. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  Bill  has  been  sub- 
jected to  very  many  important  changes- 
that  is  the  BUI  as  tt  will  be  sabmltted  to 

the  committee.  It  has  been  criticised  i 
good  deal,  and  one  has  to  acknowledge  that 
there  Is  considerable  opposition  to  It ;  but 
I  think  all  the  objectionable  clauses  bate 
been  removed.  It  has  been  praetlcallT  m 
amended  that  It  will  be  aecepted  by  ihLf 
Chamber  without  hesitation:  clause  4.  wbi*^ 
was  very  stringent  and  far-reaching,  hu 
been  practically  struck  out  The  amendmeBt 
which  I  shall  propose  simply  meets  a  case 
which  attracted  a  good  deal  of  attention 
recently  In  Montreal,  where  an  Italian  agent 
represented  to  some  of  his  fellow-countiT* 
men  In  Italy  that  there  was  a  great  open- 
ing In  Canada,  and  by  giving  him  a  com- 
mission they  were  sure  to  receive  employ- 
ment. The  conseqnence  was  4,000  or  5,000 
Italians  were  stranded  in  Montreal  for  some 
time.  The  amended  clause  will  meet  < 
case  of  that  kind.  It  has  nothing  to  d« 
with  legitimate  engagement  of  labour.  It 
any  employer  of  labour  chooses  to  maltt 
arrangements  to  bring  persona  from  abroad 
he  can  do  so,  supposing  his  object  Is  honest 
and  fair,  and  he  really  means  to  give  them 
employment — that  he  Is  not  acting  for  tbe 
purpose  of  extorting  money  from  the  peo- 
ple. That  will  be  the  whole  affect  of  clanw 
4. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE— Tbe  boa. 
gentleman  wants  to  amend  this  danse  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  will  be  tbe 
effect  of  the  clause  as  amended  7 
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Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  hOD.  gentleman 
asked  me,  as  I  was  unable  to  explain  the 
Bill  at  the  second  reading,  to  give  an  ex- 
planation of  it  DOW,  as  we  hope  it  will  pass, 
and  therefore  I  am  not  reading  the  Bill  as 
originally  printed,  tint  as  I  hope  it  will  be 
amended  In  committee.  The  yery  sweep- 
ing clause  in  the  Bill  as  it  Is  now,  will  be 
reduced  to  making  provision  for  such  a  case 
as  occurred  recently  in  Montreal,  where  an 
Italian  had  induced  a  large  number  of  his 
countrymen  to  come  to  Canada  on  the  as- 
sorance  that  he  would  get  them  empIoT- 
ment  on  payment  of  a  fee.  It  is  only  cases 
of  that  kind  that  will  come  under  clause  4. 
The  Bill  in  Its  original  phraseology  and 
spidt  bad  a  great  many  objectionable  clauses 
In  It  and  those  have  all  been  removed. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Is  that  the  onl.v 
clause  to  be  amended  ? 

Hon.  Ifr.  SCOTT— The  most  Important 
change  In  clause  5,  Is  that  instead  of  the 
minister  being  clothed  with  authority  to  do 
certain  things.  It  is  reserved  for  the  Gov- 
ernor in  Council.  It  is  thought  it  would  be 
safer. 

Mr.  BAKER— The  explanation  by  the 
bon.  Secretary  of  State,  it  appears  to  me, 
makes  the  Bill  more  odious  and  objection- 
able than  it  was  in  Its  original  form,  for 
we  find  it  Is  nimed  at  a  special  case.  Is  the 
parliament  of  Canada  legislating  for  a 
special  case  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  I  only  mentioned 
tbat  as  an  Illustration. 

Hon.  Mr,  BAKER— The  principle  of  the 
Bill  Is  so  Ticions,  the  construction  of  it  Is 
so  bungling,  and  the  affect  of  it  may  be  bo 
disastrous,  that  I  move  that  the  House  do 
not  now  resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on 
the  Whole  on  the  Bill,  but  that  it  go  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  this  day  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  YOUNG— Would  it  not  be  better 
to  await  the  result  of  the  committee's  work 
and,  on  the  third  reading,  the  bon. 
gentleman  will  have  the  same  opportunity 
tbat  offers  now  to  move  his  amendment  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— The  objection  to  that 
Is  tbat  the  Bill  has  been  introdcced  in  the 

very  dying  hours  of  the  Senate.  -  Why 
should  the  Senate  be  called  upon  at  such  a 
time  to  consider  a  Bill  of  such  importance), 


and  far-reaching  effect  ?  It  is  perfectly 
monstrous  that  any  government  should 
delay  legislation  of  this  kind  to  the  last 
moment  of  the  session.  It  is  an  open  secret 
that  the  government  is  at  sixes  and  sevens 
on  this  very  Bill,  and  the  spectacle  is  not 
one  to  be  contemplated  with  satisfaction  by 
any  man  whether  be  is  on  the  right  or  left 
of  the  Speaker.  There  is  no  right  or  left, 
it  is  true,  in  the  Senate,  but  the  Bill  is  so 
objectionable  tbat  even  ou  the  ground  of  the 
lateness  of  Its  introduction  It  ought  not  to 
be  entertained  In  the  Senate. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND-I  admit  this  Is 
most  important  legislation  which  has  come 
late  in  the  session  In  both  Houses,  but  the 
reason  given  by  the  hon.  gentleman  te  re* 
Ject  the  Bill  in  toto,  is  not  absolutely  satis- 
factory to  my  mind.  He  takes  clause  4, 
as  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the  Secretary 
of  State,  and  says  that  his  objection  Is  to  the 
fact  that  it  covers  a  special  case.  If  he 
will  read  the  amendment  to  clause  4,  he 
win  find  It  is  not  made  to  cover  a  special 
case.  It  has  sprung  from  facte  in  a  special 
case  in  Montreal,  bnt  it  Is  general  In  Its 
appUcatlon,  and  absolutely  innocuoue  as  to 
Its  effect.  It  will  be  an  offence  for  any  one 
to  attract  aliens  to  this  country  in  order  to 
defraud  tbem.  It  is  so  absolutely  mild  and 
insignificant,  that  if  the  hon.  gentleman 
had  said  he  opposed  the  Bill  because  this 
clause  is  meaningless  I  could  understand 
his  argument  For  ray  pait,  it  does  not  go 
far  enough,  but  I  would  l;e  satisfied  if  the 
other  clauses  are  not  harder  to  tackle  than 
this  one,  to  pass  the  Bill  this  session,  and 
sse  how  far  we  cnn  amend  it  in  fo'.iowing 
sessions.  But  there  is  a  clause  of  far  more 
Importance  than  that — clause  5.  I  do  not 
know  that  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  has 
given  full  explanations  of  the  amendmente 
which  be  Inteuds  to  move.  Wn  may  strike 
considerable  difficulty  owing  to  the  impoit- 
ance  of  clause  5,  the  newness  of  the  iegls- 
latlon  fl'nd  the  cojisklerable  umendauentt* 
which  are  being  suggested  by  certain  mem- 
bers of  this  body  and  which  will  be  sub- 
mitted In  committee.  I  agree  with  the  bon. 
gentleman  from  Klllarney  (Hon.  Mr.  Young) 
that  we  could,  as  we  have  nothing  else  be* 
fore  us,  and  are  waiting  for  the  Supply 
Bill,  do  our  best  to  see  how  far  we  can 
legislate  towards  bringing  out  of  this  com- 
mittee a  satisfactory  BUI  on  certein  of  ite 
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clfluses.  There  are  very  important  clauses 
iu  this  Bill  Rome  of  wblcli  are  absolutely 
unobjectionable,  clauses  wlilch  were  nnanl- 
niously  accepted  by  tbe  House  of  Commons 
and  which  will  be  found  equally  satisfactory 
to  this  House ;  so  as  we  hare  still  an  hour 
and  one-Quarter  at  our  disposal  to  tackle 
that  beary  piece  of  legislation,  we  should 
go  as  far  as  the  t^me  would  permit  us. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKEll— I  Hubmit  that  the  expla- 
nntlon  of  my  bon.  friend  makes  confusion 
worse  confounded,  and  adds  another  reason 
why  we  should  cry  a  halt.  To  admit  that 
tbe  legislation,  cannot  be  Justified,  but 
bci;;;lng  the  Senate  to  pass  it  iu  the  mean- 
time in  order  that  It  may  be  amended  and 
lickt'd  Into  shape  at  some  future  time  

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUUAN1>— I  did  not  say 
tiiat 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— The  proposition  is  so 
-oiijuctlouable,  that  I  do  not  see  how  It  can 
receive  tbe  support  of  the  independent  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate.  We  are  all  perfectly  inde- 
1  cndent  here ;  we  have  uo  occasion  to 
pander  to  tbe  prejudices  of  any  class  of  sub- 
jects in  tbe  Dominion.  I  say  the  Bill  is  so 
ob  ectionnble  that  it  would  be  wise  and 
hcttcr.  and  more  consistent  with  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Senate  if  tbe  consideration  of 
it  were  stopped  at  this  very  point.  Having 
stated  my  opinion  of  tbe  Bill  however,  I 
am  iwrfectly  ready  to  withdraw  the  motion 
with  tbe  permission  of  the  Seuate,  and  allow 
the  government  to  blunder  on  with  their 
ie^'istntion. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  objection  taken 
by  my  bon.  friend  to  referring  tbe  Bill  to 
(Committee  of  tbe  Whole,  attacks  the  Bill 
itriolf  in  its  present  form. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDUBAND— We  ore  dlscus- 
fins  the  principle. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  tbe  proper 
motion  to  make.  We  cannot  accept  the 
amendments  that  we  do  not  understand. 
Tbe  Bill  is  not  in  a  good  form  to-day  ;  it 
may  be  put  in  a  good  form  in  committee, 
but  as  tlie  Bill  stands  now,  and  my  hon. 
friend's  motion  is  directed  against  tbe  Bill 
as  it  stands  now,  it  is  very  objectionable- 
Clause  4,  provides  : 

4.  Every  persoo  who  does.  In  Canada,  any- 
thing for  the  purpose  of  causing  or  procuring 
th0  publication  or  circulation  by  adTenisement 
Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND. 


or  otherwise.  In  a  country  ouislde  of  Canada, 
of  false  representations  as  to  the  opportunlUei 
of  employment  in  Canada,  or  as  to  the  stau 
of  the  labour  market  in  Canada.  Intsnded  «r 
adapted  to  encourage  or  induce  the  Immlgntitn 
Into  Canada,  of  persons  resident  in  that  cora- 
try.  or  who  does  anything  In  Canada  for  tin 
purpose  of  causing  or  procuring  the  commaai- 
cation  to  any  realdent  in  such  conntry  et  aiy 
such  fals«  representations,  shall.  If  such  false 
rr>pre9entatIonB  are  thereafter  so  published 
circulated  or  communicated,  be  guilty  of  u 
offence,  and  liable,  on  summary  conrlction  be- 
fore two  Justices  of  the  peace,  to  a  penally  of 
not  more  than  one  thousand  dollars  and  not 
less  than  fifty  dollars  for  each  and  every  snA 
offence. 

I  understand  that  tbe  government  to-day 
is  willing  to  withdraw  the  clause  and  sub- 
stitute another  for  it,  but  that  has  not  Iteen 
proposed  yet,  and  as  the  Bill  comes  to-day 
l)Ofore  the  committee,  the  hon.  gentleman 
from  Bedford  (Mr.  Baker)  is  perfectly  justi- 
fied In  asking  for  a  division  of  the  Senate  on 
the  Bill  containing  tbat  and  other  danses. 
Tbe  bon.  Secretary  of  State  said  be  hi- 
ti:nded.  when  the  next  clause  was  under 
discussion,  to  substitute  tbe  authority  of 
the  Governor  in  Council  for  tbe  authority 
foi  the  minister  alone.  Clause  5,  is  as 
follows  :— 

5.  In  every  case  where  the  parliament  of 
Canada  sluce  ttte  first  day  of  January.  1903.  has 
authorized  or  hereafter  authorizes  the  coa- 
stTuctlon  at  the  public  expense,  or  has  aided 
or  hereafter  aids  by  gift  ot  money  or  land  or 
by  loan  or  guarantee  or  other  valuable  con- 
sideration, the  construction  ot  a  railway  or  any 
portion  thereof,  it  shall  be  unlawful  to  let  or 
sublet  tbe  work  of  such  construction  to  any 
alien,  or  to  any  corporation  not  Incorporated 
under  legislation  of  Canada  or  of  a  province, 
and  tbe  majority  of  the  directors  and  the  ma- 
jority In  value  of  the  shareholders  ot  which, 
are  not  British  subjects,  or  to  employ  or  suffer 
to  be  employed  on  said  work  any  person  who 
is  not  at  the  time  of  his  employment  a  British 
subject,  or  a  person  bona  fide  domiciled  fa 
Canada  and  so  domiciled  for  at  least  sis 
months  continuously  immediately  prior  to  mck 
employment,  or  who  is  not  certified  to  by  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  as  having  come  to 
Canada  as  an  immigrant  Intending  In  good 
faith  to  settle  In  Canada,  unless  the  minister 
Is  satisfied  that  there  is  not  available  sufflelent . 
unemployed  Canadian  labour  to  enable  tbe  work 
to  be  properly  prosecuted  and  performed  with- 
in tbe  time  limited  by  law  or  by  contract,  or 
there  is  some  other  reason  deemed  by  the  Gov- 
ernor In  Counell  sufflelent  in  the  public  iater- 
est :  in  which  case,  and  in  so  far  as  the  mtn- 
Ister  may  deem  It  necessary,  and  for  any  par- 
ticular portioD  or  portions  of  the  work,  and  for 
any  specified  period  or  periods,  and  as  to  any 
particular  number  of  persons,  the  minister  may 
consent  In  writing  to  the  employment  ot  per- 
sons whose  employment  would  otherwise  be 
unlawful.  The  term  '  construction '  shall  In- 
clude work  of  surveys  and  all  other  work  pre- 
liminary or  Incidental  to  actual  constmcttoa. 
For  every  wilful  violation  of  any  of  the  pro- 
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"Visions  of  thla  section  the  person,  partoershlp, 
-company  or  corporation  guilty  thereof  Bball  be 
liable  to  the  same  penalties  aa  are  provided 
ill  respect  ot  a  violation  or  any  of  the  provi- 
6  ODB  of  section  1  of  said  Act  of  1897  as  amend* 
ed.  which  panaltlea  shall  be  recoverable  in  the 
-same  manner  as  are  the  penalties  mentioned 
in  the  said  section  I  as  amended. 

The  change  promised  by  the  hon.  Secre- 
tary of  State  Is  only  on  the  question  of  the 
-minister  being  replaced  by  the  Governor  In 
Council. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  are  some  other 
minor  changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  the  only 
-change  the  hon.  gentleman  referred  to. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— The  Honse  is  free  to 
move  other  amendments, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Yea  ;  and  the  min- 
ister Is  free  to  change  his  views  as  he 
pleases. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— With  the  consent  ot 
tbe  HoQse. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  suppose  so,  but  he 
probably  got  that  consent  beforehand. 

Hon.  iMr.  BEIQUE~Dld  the  hon.  gentle 
man  give  his  consent  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No  ;  before  glvlu? 
nay  consent  I  want  to  know  what  the  amend- 
ments will  be,  and  how  the  Bill  will  come 
out  of  committee.  When  it  is  reported  from 
committee  it  will  be  time  enovgh  to  say 
whether  we  shall  approve  or  disapprove  of 
tbe  changes  to  be  made  In  committee.  I 
shall  be  free  to  take  my  position  then.  There 
are  others  who  may  have  taken  their  posi- 
tion before.  They  have  assembled  In  com- 
mittee, and  helped  to  bring  the  government 
out  of  the  bad  position  in  which  they  find 
tbemselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKEJt— All  before  three  o'docb 
to-day  ? 

Hod.  Mr.  LAND-BY— I  do  not  Icnow.  I 
suppose  we  are  at  liberty  to  discuss  all  those 
amendments.  What  T  want  to  find  out  is 
this  :  the  hon.  Secretary  of  State  mentioned 
only  one  change  in  that  clause  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  did  not  want  to  detain 

tbe  House  ;  that  Is  the  reason. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY- Now  we  are  told 
there  are  other  changes. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes ;  and  in  other 
clauses. 


Hon.  iMr.  LANDRY— In  fact,  It  la  a  new 

BUI. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No, 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  suppose  the  pre- 
amble will  remain  as  it  is,  but  even  the  title 
may  be  changed  yet.  It  Is  a  radical  change 
In  the  BUl  we  are  now  asked  to  adopt,  and 
the  motion  made  by  my  hon.  friend  cannot 
touch  that  principle  before  we  go  Into  com* 
ralttee.  His  motion  Is  directed  against  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  as  presented  to  the 
House.  If  his  motion  Is  lost,  then,  when  we 
go  Into  committee,  we  may  make  what  al- 
terations we  like,  and  at  the  third  reading, 
if  the  Bill  as  reported  from  tbe  committee, 
does  not  meet  the  wishes  and  views  of  the 
hon.  gentleman,  he  can  move  the  six  months' 
hoist. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Toronto)— Hon.  gentle- 
men will  see  that  there  are  provisions  in  this 
Bill  which  are  not  controvarsial,  provisions 
for  the  protection  of  the  country,  which  It  is 
Important  should  be  passed,  and  passed 
without  d^ay.  Take  clause  7  and  the  fol- 
lowing clauses.  The  law  has  been  found  to 
be  defective,  and  not  to  give  sufficient  power 
to  the  government  to  protect  the  country 
from  the  Introduction  of  the  class  of  per- 
sons mentioned  there.  For  the  protection  of 
the  country,  clauses  7,  8  and  9  are  immedi- 
ately pressing  and  urgent  Therefore,  it  will 
be  seen  there  are  provisions  in  the  Bill 
Which  ought  to  be  dealt  with.  As  to  the 
other  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  are  con- 
troversial. It  Is  intended  to  suggest  some- 
thing which  may  be  acceptable.  If  it  is 
acceptable,  well  and  good  ;  If  It  is  not,  the 
House  is  open  to  express  Its  opinion  about 
the  matter.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
think  we  would  be  doing  our  duty  by  passing 
Into  committee  and  learning  what  the  posi- 
tion of  the  BUI  will  be. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— This  applies  essen- 
tially to  Immigration.  I  want  to  know  are 
not  some  of  these  matters  i»orIded  for  tu 
the  Immigration  Act  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  -(Toronto)— They  are  not. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUIiLIVAN-Are  they  entirely 

new  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— They  arc 
practically  all  new. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE— We  must 
not  forget  that  tbe  hon.  senator  who  pro- 


Digitized  by 


Google 


SENATE 


posed  the  >lx  months'  hoist  has  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  his  motion.  It  would  be  better 

to  comply  with  his  request,  and  we  can  dis- 
cuss the  Bill  In  committee.  Just  now  wj 
are  lu  a  very  peculiar  position.  I  move  that 
the  hon.  gentleman  be  allowed  to  withdraw 
his  {notion. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— Is  It  not  prt^Jer  to 
discuss  the  principle  of  the  Bill  now  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SOOTT-No. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  think  it  (s.  There 
will  be  no  other  opportunity  offered.  I  think 
this  is  a  most  extraordinary  Bill.  Consider- 
ing the  occasion  and  the  subject,  no  such 
important  legislation  has  ever  been  proposed 
here  before  at  such  a  stage  of  the  session. 
Here  is  tiie  Senate  thinned  out  to  a  remark- 
able extent.  I  admit  tliat  those  who  remain 
are  all  wise  men  except  myself,  but  nt  the 
same  time  it  is  not  treating  the  House  fair- 
ly. The  hour  for  prorogation  is  fixed, 
and  we  cannot  carry  on  this  debate  longer 
than  up  to  three  o'clock.  I  object  entirely 
to  this  word  alien.  Acts  of  this  kind  are 
not  to  be  approved  of  under  any  clreuni- 
Btances.  Some  of  the  clauses  are  of  a  ben- 
eficial character, '  but  they  belong  to  Im- 
migration, and  should  not  be  put  into  an 
Act  of  this  kind  merely  to  give  it  a  colour- 
ing and  pretense  to  carry  It  through.  Speak- 
ing of  Allen  Acts  I  consider  this  an  an-Brl- 
tish  measure.  The  British  i>arliament  has 
never,  except  In  the  gravest  extremity, 
passed  an  Alien  Act.  It  had  always  been 
a  prerogative  of  the  sovereign,  but  up  to  the 
time  of  tlie  French  revolution  it  wiis  seldom 
acted  upon  by  parliament  Then  it  became 
necessary  to  have  an  Alien  Act.  Why  ? 
Because  there  wei>e  7.000  or  SOOO  emigres 
la  England.  The  French  Republic  wanted 
to  be  recognized,  and  what  was  the  answer 
ot  Lord  Grenville  ?  He  said  if  the  repre- 
sentative of  the  republic  was  there  as  the 
ambassador  of  His  Most  Christian  Majesty, 
he  would  be  willing  to  receive  him,  but  as 
the  representative  of  a  republic  he  could 
not,  Talleyrand  was  sent  away  on  very 
short  notice  a  few  days  afterwards  when 
King  Louis  was  killed.  When  Napolebn, 
after  the  peace  of  Amiens,  demanded  that 
the  English  people  should  send  away  from 
their  country  those  who  were  there  as  he 
said,  plotting  against  the  government,  what 
was  the  answer  of  the  British  government. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILL^. 


and  It  waa  endorsed  by  the  whole  conntiy? 
They  eald :  So  long  as  those  people  con- 
ducted themselves  properly,  they  would 
receive  the  protection  of  English  law.  I 
mention  that  to  show  how  seldom,  and  only 
in  what  dire  extremity,  such  laws  are  made 
by  the  British  parliament  We  have  no 
time  to  study  the  effect  of  this  measore. 
Who  on  earth  can  study  it  as  it  goM  along? 
The  lawyers,  who  are  sharp  of  Intellect 
and  trained  to  such  work,  may  be  able  to 
grasp  the  question,  but  I  confess  It  Is  more 
than  I  can  do.  The  Bill  as  put  forth  to  tbe 
first  place,  was  a  great  bid  for  a  certafn 
vote.  It  was  intended  to  take  in  one  b««9 
the  whole  labour  vote  of  the  country.  Kerer 
hefoK  was  there  such  exdtement  started 
i'j  a  moment  as  when  the  terms  of  this  BUI 
were  known.  The  people  all  over  the  conn- 
try,  by  a  consensus  of  opinion  demandri 
it  change,  and  I  think  It  was  wise,  so  far  as 
the  party  was  concerned,  and  in  that  rwpect 
only,  that  the  alien  trouble  could  be  rem- 
edied. I  do  not  see  anything  In  this  BUI 
that  we  could  not  do  just  as  well  withont 
I  do  not  see  anything  that  i«  suffldieBtly 
attractive  to  be  voted  for  except  tbesf 
clauses  which  provide  what  Is  aiready  In 
the  Immigration  Act.  I  do  not  care  how 
much  the  Bill'  may  be  amended.  It  woaW 
t>e  better  to  drop  it  in  the  Interest  of  the 
country  and  every  one  concerned,  even  in 
the  interest  of  the  political  party  at  preset 
In  power.  I  think  that  would  be  the  best 
course  to  take  in  the  public  interest.  The 
Bill  Is  not  in  accordance  with  British  law. 

Hon.  Sir  GEOROi:  lUlU M-MOND-Befort 
the  matter  is  dealt  with,  I  should  like  tu  say 
that  while  I  might  not  be  Inclined  to  uaort 
the  six  months'  hoist,  I  would  have  renewed 
the  appeal,  as  I  Indicated  last  night  in  ime 
sentence,  that  the  government  staonld  pMt- 
pone  this  Bill  for  another  session,  for  the 
reason  that  it  has  come  too  late  and  there 
fs  uot  time  to  give  full  consideration  to 
the  important  questions  dealt  with  in  the 
Bill.  It  may  be  that  the  amendments  made 
In  the  Bill  as  it  is  proposed  to  us  now 
have  removed  in  a  very  large  measure  tli<^ 
objections  made  to  It.  We  will  consider 
these  clauses  when  we  get  Into  committw. 
It  may  be  that  they  are  perfect,  but  thejf 
suffer  from  the  fact  that  they  were  in  veiy 
bad  company  when  they  first  made  their  tp- 
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pearance,  and  for  my  part  I  once  more  ree- 
pectfally  appeal  to  the  goTemment :  on  the 
ground  that  at  this  stage  of  the  session, 
this  matter  cannot  be  considered  In  a  care- 
ful and  systematic  manner  as  becomes  de- 
Uberatlona  of  this  Honse,  and  it  would  not 
be  wise  on  the  part  of  the  goTemment  to 
force  this  measure  through  this  year. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.E.I.)— I  must 
Bay  that  I  am  quite  in  accord  with  the  senti- 
ment expressed  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from 
Kennebec  (Hon.  Sir  George  Drummond)  that 
It  Is  too  Inte  for  ns  to  deal  with  a  mensure 
of  thia  kind.  There  has  not  been  a  session 
since  I  have  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  In  tbls 
House  In  which  Important  Bills  have  not 
come  up  as  now,  during  the  last  stage  of 
the  session,  and  I  think  It  Is  the  duty  of 
hon.  senators  to  take  a  stand  against  such 
a  system  ss  has  been  'prevailing  here  for 
many  years  past  of  haWng  the  most  Im- 
portant Bills  introduced  In  the  Senate  in 
the  last  days  of  the  session,  when  a  ma- 
jority of  the  senators  have  departed  for  their 
homes.  It  would  become  a  fixed  principle 
If  we  do  not  take  a  strong  stand  against  It. 
Many  Bills  have  come  to  this  Honse  late  in 
the  session  which  we  should  have  had  dur- 
ing the  earlier  days.  I  think  tiila  is  a  pro- 
per occasion  on  which  to  take  a  stand  against 
this  practice.  This  Is  certainly  an  Important 
Bill.  It  would  appear  to  me  as  If  the  fourth 
clause  of  the  Bill  was  Intended  to  strike  at 
the  governmeut  Itself,  or  at  their  agents 
abroad,  for  the  statements  that  they  are 
flcndlng  broadcast  through  ditTerent  coun- 
tries to  induce  Immigrants  to  come  to  this 
conntry.  Tlie  hon.  senator  from  Toronto 
l>olnte4l  out  thnt  clause  15  of  tlie  Bill  con- 
tained a  provision  which  he  thought  would 
be  beneficial  to  the  country  It  would  cer- 
tainly be  a  very  bad  measure  Indeed  If  be 
conid  not  find  one  clause  that  would  meet 
with  the  approval  of  the  country.  I  con- 
gratulate the  bon.  member  on  the  strong 
reasons  he  h&s  advanced  to  induce  ns  to 
support  a  Bin  containing  quite  a  number 
of  clfl  uses— namely,  beciiuse  tliere  was 
one  clause  in  It  which  might  meet  with 
general  approval.  It  is  a  somewhat  singu- 
lar coincidence  that  an  Aliens  Bill  was  In- 
troduced in  the  Imperial  parliament  during 
the  present  session.  It  was  debated  there 
for  several  days,  and  at  the  condnidon  of 
the  debate,  extending  over  seven  days,  the 


Attorney  General  said  the  government  would 
withdraw  the  Bill,  because  at  the  rate  of 
progress  it  was  making  It  would  take  615 
days  to  pass  the  Imperial  House  of  Com- 
mons. If  a  Bill  of  that  nature  was  likely 
to  take  such  a  length  of  time  In  the  imperial 
House  of  Commons,  a  Bill  of  a  similar  title 
introduced  In  this  House  should  I  think  bfe* 
expected  to  take  a  little  more  time  and  at- 
tention from  tbe  honourable  senators  than 
we  can  give  It  in  the  closing  hours  of  par- 
liament when  we  are  within  Jnst  three  hours 
of  prorogation. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOVCHERVILLE— It  may 
be  three  days. 

Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.B.I.)  It  is  pos- 
sible, as  the  bon.  gentleman  says,  that  it 
may  be  three  days  ;  but  judging  by  the  small 
attendance  here  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
we  can  extend  the  time  as  long  as  that.  It 
is  proposed  that  certain  amendmento  shall 
be  made  in  the  Bill.  We  know  nothing  of 
what  these  amendments  may  be,  but  I  am 
opposed  to  the  Bill  as  It  is  presented  to  the 
House,  and  I  hold  that  It  Is  the  proper  time 
to  make  tbe  motion  that  this  BUI  be  read 
this  day  six  months,  and  therefore  I  shall 
object  to  tbe  withdrawal  of  the  motion  made 
by  the  hon.  genUeman  from  Misslaquol. 

The  amendment  was  lost  on  ^vision. 

Tbe  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  tbe  Bill. 

In  the  committee  on  clause  2. 

2.  SectioD  3  of  the  said  Act  of  1897.  as  said 
Section  Is  enacted  by  section  1  of  chapter  13  of 
the  statutes  of  1901,  Is  ameoded  by  striking  out 
the  word  '  kDowingly,'  and  by  iDsertlng  after 
the  word  '  Canada '  la  tbe  seveoth  Una  the 
words  'knowing. or  having  reasonable  grounds 
for  believing  that  he  was  then  an  alien  or 
foreigner. 

Hon.  Mr.  S<X>TT— This  section  strikes  out 
the  word  '  knowingly  *  from  section  3  of  the 
Act  of  1897. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVIDLE-I  shall  ob- 
ject to  the  word  '  foreigner '  there.  You  may 
be  a  British  subject  and  a  foreigner. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— This  clause  strlkeii 
ont  the  word  '  knowingly.'  Whether  be  does 
it  knowingly  or  not  he  will  be  prosecuted. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  {Toronto)— It  was  only 
to  meet  a  case  that  was  decided,  where  the 
evidence  was  perfectly  clear,  that  a  man  had 
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every  reason  to  believe  be  was  dealing  vltb 
an  alien  In  violation  of  the  Allen  Labour 
Act,  and  tbe  man  said  that  it  was  not  proren 
that  lie  knew  it,  and  tliese  words  are  added, 
— '  or  having  reasonable  ground  for  believing 
that  be  was  tben  an  .alien  or  foreigner.' 

Hon.  Sir  OEORGI<E  DRUMMOXD— I 
think  the  change  would  make  it  a  little  more 
stringent  in  a  prosecution  at  law. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)-No ;  less 
stringent. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUEI— It  Is  difficult  to  prove 
that  the  person  actually  knew,  and  In  all 
cases  of  that  kind  it  is  open  to  tbe  prosecu- 
tion to  prove,  that  tbe  party  against  whom 
the  complaint  hag  been  made  bad  reasonable 
grounds  for  knowing. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUSFMOND—And 
should  have  known. 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUE— Is  Implied  to  have 
Joiown,  and  the  object  of  the  dause  Is  to 
■substitute  for  the  word  knowingly,  '  know- 
ing or  having  reasonable  grounds  for  be- 
lieving that  be  was  tben  a  foreigner.' 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND-It 
seems  to  me  the  word  knowingly  in  tbe  ori- 
ginal Act  of  1897  is  quite  tight  enough,  and 
I  should  not  like  to  be  a  party  to  any  mea- 
sure which  would  make  It  stronger.  1  there- 
fore oppose  this  clause  in  tbe  modified  Bill, 
because  I  tbluk  it  is  quite  enough  to  enact 
that  if  be  does  it  knowingly  be  Is  liable. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLiE~I  move 
that  the  word  '  foreigner '  be  struck  out. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— I  move  that  tbe 
word  '  alien  *  be  struck  out  and  tbe  word 
'  foreigner  •  left  In. 

Hon.  &fr.  POWER— The  word  *  alien  *  and 
the  word  *  foreigner '  mean  exactly  the  same 
thing. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  wby  repeat  tbe 
word  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  STJLLIVAN— I  do  not  think  they 

would  mean  exactly  the  same  according  ti' 
the  way  English  people  understand  It. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— Is  there  a  difference 
between  the  two  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No  ;  I  think  not 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Then  the  motion  will 
•carry  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Yes. 

Hon.  Mr,  KERR  (Toronto). 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Wbicta  will  the  iio>. 
gentleman  atrike  out  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTOV- Tbe  words  '  or  fradgii- 
er.' 

Hon.  Sir  GGORGE  DAUMMOND-I 
move  that  tbe  whole  clause  be  struck  out 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Section  3  of  tbe  Act 
of  1897  

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  has  been  amend- 
ed by  chapter  13  of  the  Act  of  1901.  Thit 
Is  the  controlling  Act  now.  We  are  amend- 
ing that  Act  by  striking  out  tbe  word  '  know- 
ingly.* A  person  may  assist  without  know- 
ing that  he  is  assisting.  He  may  not  be 
guilty  of  the  fault  you  are  imputing  to  him 
If  you  strike  out  the  word  *  knowii^ly.'  Too 
replace  that  expression  In  tbe  8th  line  by  the 
words  'knowing  or  having  reasonable 
grounds  for  believing.'  I  do  not  find  that 
tills  amendment  will  read  properly.  It  mean! 
nothing  at  all  tbe  way  it  is  stated. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Then  it  is  harmless. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— If  the  amendment  la 
carried  it  will  read  thus  : 

For  every  violation  of  any  of  tbe  proTisions 
of  section  I  of  this  section,  tbe  person,  part- 
uershlp,  company  or  corporation  vloUting  it 
by  knowingly  assisting  la  encouraKioK  or  soli- 
citing Immigration  or  Importation  of  any  aliea 
or  foreigner  into  Canada  to  perform  serrlM 
of  any  kind  under  contract  or  agreement  ex- 
pressed or  Implied,  parole  or  special  with  such 
alien  or  foreigner  previous  to  his  becomittg  k 
raaldent  or  a  citizen  of  Canada,  ftc' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Knowing  or  having  rea- 
sonable grounds  to  believe. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— But  what  does  'know- 
ing •  apply  to  ?  Not  to  tbe  guilty  party, 
and  I  think  the  bon.  minister  wants  lo 
reach  the  guilty  party.  It  does  not  apply  at 
all. 

Hon,  Mr.  SCOTT— I  haTe  no  objection  to 
allow  that  word  to  remain  In,  if  that  la  go- 
ing to  carry  the  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWERr— There  is  not  mudi 
use  In  discussing  tbe  measure  If  there  is  do 

fixed  policy. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  object  Is  to  get 
through  with  the  Bill.  If  the  bon.  gentle- 
man bas  any  objection  to  striking  out  the 
wordi  I  have  no  objection  to  allow  it  to  re- 
main In. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— Tbe  question  bas  itot 
yet  been  put  on  the  amendment  which  wai 
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moved  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Mon- 
torville  to  strike  out  tbe  words  '  or  foreign- 
er', mill  before  tbe  question  is  put,  I  ijioiiose 
to  call  attention  to  this.  We  propose  to 
Insert  certain  words  in  section  1  of  tlie  Act 
pf  1901.  When  we  come  to  look  at  section  l 
of  that  Act  we  find  tbe  words  '  enconraglDg 
or  soliciting  the  immigration  or  fmportatlon 
oi  any  alien  or  foreigner  into  Canada.*  The 
words  '  alien  or  foreigner '  are  used  there. 
Later  on,  It  Is  proposed  to  insert  these  words 
'such  alien  or  foreigner'  so  tbtit  yon  admit 
the  words  '  or  foreigner '  in  the  middle  place, 
aiid  you  leave  them  out  in  tbe  other  two 
places,  and  you  taai^e  to  amend  the  original 
Act  in  the  two  places,  if  you  prop(fe6  to 
amend  this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKRK— I  do  not  like  to  be 
uncharitable,  but  tbe  obserratlott  of  tbe 
hon.  gentleman  from  Halifax  makes  It  quite 
apparent  that  this  Bill  was  carelessly  con- 
structed, if  such  a  word  may  be  applied  to 
any  instrument  that  finds  its  way  to  light, 
without  any  care  or  diligence  whatever.  The 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  has  very  frankly  con- 
fessed that  the  object  was  to  get  tbe  Ulll 
through,  and  it  was  quite  apparent  the  ob- 
ject of  whoever  drafted  it,  was  not  to  draft 
a  Bill  that  would  meet  tbe  approval  of  any 
body  of  legislators  who  gave  an  intelligent 
and  intelligible  consideration  to  what 
might  be  brought  before  them.  The  Bill  as 
It  Is.  Is  really  a  thing,  if  I  may  -use  a  slang 
pbrase,  'that  no  fellow  can  miderstand.' 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— The  hon.  gen- 
tleman Is  throwing  a  slur  on  the  Commons 
whose  child  we  have  received  and  are  now 
examining.  It  is  the  joint  effort  of  the  brains 
of  the  House  of  Commons  wblcb  has  pro- 
duced this  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  not  an  an- 
swer. I  should  like  the  hon.  gentleman  to 
explain  to  us  the  meaning  of  the  clause. 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— I  understand  the 

government  accepted  the  amendment  sug- 
p.fsted  by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Montar- 
vllle.  and  also  consented  to  insert  the  word 
*  knowingly.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  word  'foreigner*  Is 
repented  In  other  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Hon.  Mr.  LAXDRY— It  might  be  struck 
oat  in  the  same  way. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  withdraw  the  pro- 
position. I  bare  no  objection  to  stand  by 
the  other  proposition  that  the  word  'know- 
ingly' remain  there. 

The  committee  divided  on  the  amend- 
ment to  strike  out  tbe  word  '  foreigner ' 
which  was  lost  on  tbe  following  division. 

Yeas,  4.   N'ays,  11. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  hon  leader  of 
the  Senate  accepts  tbe  suggestion  to  strike 
cut  the  word  *  knowingly.' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— If  the  clause  Is  to  re- 
main I  have  no  objection.  I  do  It  to  ex- 
pedite the  business  before  tbe  House. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  would  not  like  to 
take  the  hon.  member  by  aurpiiae  and  aay 
that  we  accept  bis  decision. 

Hon.  Ur.  SCOTT— I  was  simply  making 
a  concession. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  think  that  the 
clause,  taking  out  the  word  '  knowingly ', 
means  nothing  at  all  by  tbe  addition  of 
those  last  words,  *  Knowing  or  having  a 
reasonable  ground  for  believing.*  Does  that 
apply  to  the  guilty  party  who  Is  an  alien  ? 
Must  a  man  hare  reasonable  ground  to  be- 
lieve that  he  is  a  so  and  so,  or  does  it 
apply  to  somebody  else,  to  the  prosecutor 
for  example,  one  who  may  lay  a  complaint, 
IF  he  has  reafum  to  believe  that  the  guilty 
party  was  then  an  alien  or  foreigner  ?  To 
wlnit  does  that  apply  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  BEIQUI&->-A  person  Is  charged 
with  having  Imported  or  contributed  to  im- 
porting an  alien,  and  with  the  word  '  know- 
ingly '  in  the  section,  it  bag  been  held  by  a 
judge  that,  as  It  was  not  proved  that  he 
actually  saw  the  certificate  of  naturalization 
of  the  party,  although  he  know  or  was 
supposed  to  know  that  he  was  an  alien,  be- 
cause he  was  living  in  the  state,  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  accused,  the  word  know- 
ingly as  contained  in  the  Act  had  not  been 
complied  with.  Tbe  proof  was  not  suffi- 
cient to  meet  nil  the  provisions  of  the  Act, 
and  tlie  amendment  la  merely  for  tbe  pur- 
pose of  substituting  for  the  word  '  knowing- 
ly '  or  In  other  words.  Instead  of  compelling 
the  prosecution  to  prove  actual  knowledge, 
to  make  It  sufficient  that  the  prosecution 
prove  that  he  had  reason  to  know  that 
be  was  an  alien. 
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Hon.  Mr.  MACDONALD  (P.B.I.)— The 
contention  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Stad- 

oeona  is,  that  as  the  clause  has  been  niuend- 
ed  that  the  word*  knowing  or  having  rea- 
sonable grooods  for  be'leving  that  he  was 
an  alien,  applied  not  to  the  alien  himself, 
but  to  the  person  making  the  charge.  I 
think  the  clause  should  be  written  ni>*  w) 
tliat  there  would  be  an  opportunity  for 
e%'ery  person  to  understand  it 

Hon.  Mr.  FORGET— I  think  a  word  ahoald 
be  added  there.  A  person  might  do  things 

whlcii  would  look  very  suspicious,  and  he 
might  do  things  that  were  wrong,  but  not 
knowingly.  Yon  cannot  sin  nnleas  you  know 
you  are  sinning,  and  at  the  same  time  he 
might  do  things  which  he  would  not  do  if 
he  knew  be  were  committing  a  wrong.  So 
that  you  are  opening  the  door  there  for  a 
Judge  to  think  that  the  man  knew  be  was 
guilty  anyway.  I  do  not  tUnk  we  should 
strike  out  the  word  '  knowingly.'  A  man  is 
considered  Innocent  until  he  Is  proven  gnllty. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— The  proposition  Is, 
shall  this  clause  be  adopted.  Tbe  hon. 
Secretary  of  State  has  Just  stated  that  he 
was  ready  to  drop  the  word  '  knowingly ' 
if  we  allowed  the  clause  to  pass.  I  move 
that  section  two  be  amended  by  striking 
out  all  the  words  in  the  1st,  2nd  and  3rd  lines 
to  the  word  '  knowingly '.  The  Act  of  18D7 
has  been  amended  by  the  Act  of  1001,  so  that 
it  Is  tbe  Act  of  1001  that  is  now  in  force,  and 
when  you  propose  to  amend  the  Act  of  1900 
as  amended  b;  tbe  Act  of  1901,  you  look  at 
the  statutes  and  you  find  that  '  Canada '  is 
In  tbe  eighth  line  of  clause  8. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— I  think  the  better  way 
is  to  strike  out  tbe  clause  altogether.  If 
we  leave  the  word  'knowingly'  in  the  clause, 
then  there  la  no  object  in  keeping  In  the 
other  words  which  are  proposed  to  be  sab- 
stltnted.  Better  strike  ont  the  whole  clanse. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER— We  are  told  that  an 
interpretation  adverse  to  tbe  decierion  of  my 
hon.  friend  has  been  given  by  some  conrt 
of  competent  jarlsdlctlon. 

Hon.  Mr.  POWER— No. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDHY— After  having  spoken 
to  the  hon.  pentleman  from  de  Salaberry,  I 
amend  my  motion  and  will  substitute  tbe 
word  'fifth*  for  tbe  word  'eighth'  so  that  it 

Hon.  Hr.  BEIQUE. 


will  come  after  tbe  word  '  Oanada '  in  ^ 
fifth  line. 

The  CHAIRMAN— The  proposition  is  that 
all  the  words  after  tbe  word  'amended'  in 
the  eleventh  line,  be  stmck  ont  and  further 
that  the  word  'seventh'  be  replaced  by  tb^ 
word  'fifth.' 

The  amendment  was  ad^^ed. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  suggest  that 
the  clanse  be  withdrawn,  as  there  Is  a  mis- 
understanding about  it. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  move  that  the  danis 
be  struck  ont 

Tbe  motion  was  agreed  to. 
On  clause  3, 

3.  Section  6  of  tli«  said  Act  of  1897.  as  mmend- 
ed  by  sectloo  3  of  chapter  13  of  the  statuiec  at 
1901.  is  hereby  repealed. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— That  is  re- 
pealing the  provision  respecting  the  Attor 
ney  General  taking  proceedings  for  deport- 
ing ;  tbe  other  provisions  of  the  Act  later 
on,  supe^'sede  that 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  is  replaced 
by  cause  6. 

On  clause  4, 

4.  Every  person  vho  does,  to  Canada,  any- 
tbing  for  the  purpose  ot  causing  or  procnrtnc 

the  publication  or  circulation  by  advertisement 
or  otherwise,  la  a  country  outside  of  Canada, 
of  false  representations  as  to  the  opportuni- 
ties of  ainployment  in  Canada,  or  as  to  tbe 
state  of  the  labour  market  In  Canada.  Intended 
or  adapted  to  encourage  or  Induce  the  Immi- 
gration Into  Canada,  of  persons  resident  In  that 
country,  or  who  does  anything  in  Canada  for 
the  purpose  ot  causing  or  procnrlng  the  com- 
munication to  any  resident  of  such  country  of 
any  such  false  representations,  shall.  It  Buch 
false  representatlonB  are  thereafter  so  publlah- 
ed,  circulated  or  communicated,  be  guilty  of 
an  offence,  and  Uable,  ob  summary  conviction 
before  two  Justices  ot  tbe  peaoe.  to  a  penalty 
ot  not  more  tlian  one  thousand  dollars  and  not 
ifns  than  fifty  dollars  for  each  and  every  such 
offence. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto)— I  beg  to  move 
that  this  clause  be  amended  so  aa  to  read 
as  follows : 

Every  person  who  by  false  representations 

does  in  Canada  anything  for  the  purpose  of 
Inducing  another  person  to  come  to  Canada 
with  Intent  to  defraud  such  person  shall  be 
gutlty  of  an  offence,  Ac.* 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHBRVILLB— That  is 
quite  the  contrary  of  this. 
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Hon.  Mr.  KERR — I  think  no  person  will 
object  to  that  In  other  words  a  person 
cirnnot  Induce  iiuy  alien  to  come  In  ordei; 
to  rob  him. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND-I 
think  the  clause  was  Intended  to  mean  a 
great  deal  more  than  that.  Not  only  should 
It  deal  with  the  case  of  a  man  who,  by 
false  representations,  Induces  another  man 
to  come  with  intention  to  defraud,  but  it 
should  deal  with  ipeople  who,  by  false  repre- 
sentations, induce  people  to  come  to  Canada 
or  prevent  pecq^le  from  coming  to  Canada, 
and  that  is  my  view  off  the  situation.  I 
would  move  some  amendment  to  that,  adopt- 
ing the  hon.  gentleman's  amendment  as  a 
substantial  improvement  I  would  add  '  to 
deter  or  to  discourage  Immigration  Into 
Canada  of  any  person  by  false  representa- 
tion.' 

Hon.  Mr.  MoMUIiLSN— That  is  rigbt. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEBR  (Toronto)— The  two  pro- 
positions are  separate  ones.  I  suggest  that 
my  amendment  be  introduced,  and  when 
tliat  is  done  we  will  deal  with  the  one  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Kennebec. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DBUMMOND— I 
should  like  to  ask  whether  the  qualification 
*  with  Intent  to  defraud '  would  not  tmposu 
great  practical  legal  difficulties  In  the  way 
of  conviction  ?  I  suppose  it  would,  but  It 
Is  most  prefer. 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— 1  am  not  quite 
satisfied  with  the  limited  extent  of  this 
clause.  In  order  to  reach  the  party  who 
makes  the  false  representation,  It  must  be 
establlsbed,  and  I  agree  with  the  hon.  gen- 
tle>man  from  Montreal,  who  made  that  same 
remark,  that  it  was  with  Intent  to  defrau<l 
that  party,  because  it  seems  to  me  the  false 
representation  should  be  sufficient  If  you 
Induce  a  party,  by  making  false  representa- 
tions, to  come  Into  Canada,  you  may  qualify 
tiie  false  r^resentatlons  if  you  want  to. 
but  be^des  the  false  representations,  the 
meaning  of  which  we  could  settle,  if  you 
add,  '  with  intent  to  defraud  the  party,'  it 
seems  to  me  we  are  undertaking  a  very 
large  contract.  It  is  ugly  enough  and  in- 
jurious enough  to  induce  that  party  Into 
Canada  on  false  representations.  You  might 
imagine  a  case  where  the  agent  in  Italy,  or 
on  the  continent  might  make  the  false  repre- 


sentations, and  not  be  within  this  country 
or  within  the  reach  of  tiie  law  at  all. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHiBRVILI/E— I  do  not 
believe  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Toronto  is 
serious  in  tbls  a'mendment.  What  is  there 
in  this  wblch  the  hon.  gentleman  wants  t3 
strike  out  which  will  not  be  approved  by 
everybody  ?  What  objection  can  thei-e  be 
to  this  clause  ?  Is  It  not  pwfectty  right  ? 
Why  does  the  <bon.  gentleman  strike  it  out  ? 
If  it  Is  done  in  Canada  It  will  be  punish- 
able, but  If  It  Is  done  outside  of  Canada  the 
party  cannot  be  punished  by  our  law.  We 
have  had  such  cases.  I  think  it  was  said 
some  time  ago  that  this  clause  was  to  meet 
the  case  of  the  Italians  in  Montreal.  It  is 
not  only  the  Italians  ;  the  papers  bave  pub- 
lished other  such  Instances  very  often.  I 
could  not  cite  cases  now  in  which  the  em- 
ployees of  the  government  were  accused  at 
having  made  these  false  representations  in 
England.  You  are  striking  the  Whole  of 
this  out,  atid  providing  that  if,  in  Canada, 
such  a  thing  is  done,  the  party  will  be  guilty. 
I  think  we  should  leave  the  clause  as  it  Is. 
I  should  like  anybody  to  show  me  what 
harm  there  Is  In  this  clause  as  it  is  passed 
by  tiie  House  of  Commons.  Those  hon. 
gentlemen  who  have  read  the  records  wiU 
find  that  this  question  was  thoroughly 
discussed  in  the  House,  and  we  had  plenty  of 
opportunity  to  see  both  sides  of  It 

Hon.  <Mr.  THIBAUDBATT,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  that  they  had  made  some 
progress  with  tbe  Bill,  and  asked  leave  to 

sit  again. 

The  Senate  adjourned  until  three  p.m. 

Second  Sittinir. 
The  SPEAKER  took  the  Chair  at.  Three 
o'clock. 
Routine  proceedings. 

RAILWAY  SUBSIDIES  BILL. 
FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (No.  171)  An  Act  to 
authorize  the  granting  of  subsidies  in  aid 
of  the  construction  of  the  lines  of  railway 
therein  mentioned. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Hon.  gentlemen  will 
probably  have  been  aware  of  the  subsidies 
proposed  to  be  granted  to  a  number  of  Rail- 
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way  companies  by  this  Bill,  the  details  hav- 
ing been  already  anDOnnced  to  the  public. 
I  may  say  that  these  subsidies  are  llmitefl 
to  companies  whose  rights  to  a  subsidy  are 

now  expiring.  Those  that  have  expired  for 
a  year  or  more  will  not  come  within  the 
provlBlons  of  this  Bill ;  It  is  practically  a 
remote.  The  mileage  Is  very  mucb  smaller 
than  uBual,  because  the  subsidies  are  limited 
to  a  few  subsidiary  roads. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  Is  the  total  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  not  made  it  np, 
but  the  mileage  of  aU  these  railways  Ik  less 
than  400  miles. 

Hod.  Bir.  LANDBT— What  is  the  amount? 

I 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  amount  is  $3,200 
per  mile,  with  the  provision  that  If  the  cost  I 
exceeds  $15,000  per  mile,  for  such  portion 
in  excess  of  $15,000  they  get  a  proportion  in 
excess  of  $3,200  not  to  exceed  $6,400  alto- 1 
gether.  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHERVILLE— What  is  | 
the  total  amount  ?  I 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I   cannot    tell  the 
amount,  but  the  total  length  Is  about  4001 
miles.    The  mileage  of  many  of  them  is 
very  short,  running  from  a  mile  and  one- ; 
half  to  eighty  miles.  j 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— We  are  asked  to  , 
swallow  this  Bill  without  knowing  a  word  j 
about  It,  although  we  are  voting  away  sub- 1 
sidles  to  the  amount  of  $2,560,000.  '  ' 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Oh,  no. 

Hod.  Mr.  LANDRY— Perhaps  a  little  more. : 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— No,  not  nearly  as  much 
as  that.  I 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  Is  what  the 
subsidies  would  amount  to  at  the  rate   of ; 
$G,400  per  mile.  { 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— That  is  the  maximum 
rate,  which  will  only  apply  to  small  portions  ; 
of  them.   The  rate  is  $3,200  per  mile. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY — Are  there  any  rail- 
ways included  in  that  list  that  were  not  In- 
cluded in  the  subsidies  voted  last  year  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Only  those  voted  last 
year  and  not  alt  of  those,  because  any  that 
have  not  been  entitled  to  a  subsidy  within  a 
year  past  are  not  included.  In  some  cases 
the  time  is  expiring  in  the  month  of  August. 
Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT. 


They  have  been  commenced,  and  it  is  oul^ 
fair  and  reasonable  that  there  should  be  an 
!  extension.   In  some  cases  the  right  will  not 
expire  until  next  year,  and  It  gives  tbem  a' 

couple  of  years  longer  ;  but  any  companies 
that  becnme  entitled  to  a  subsidy  and  allow- 
ed the  subsidy  to  expire  over  a  year  ago,  are 
not  Included'  in  this  list 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Have  any  of  these 
been  partially  paid  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— 1  do  not  think  so.  1 
move  that  tbe  Bill  be  read  the  second  time. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
!  passed  through  its  final  stages. 

I  BOUNTIES  OX  LEAD  ACT  FURTHER 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  tbe  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (No.  176)  An  Act  to 
amend  an  Act  passed  In  tbe  present  ses- 
sion, and  intituled  an  Act  further  to  amend 
the  Act  providing  for  the  payment  of  boun- 
ties on  lead  contained  In  lead  bearing  ore 
mined  in  Canada. 

The  BUI  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  mil. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  tbonght  we  had 

already  passed  that  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— So  we  had,  but  there 
was  an  error  that  was  overlooked  In  this 
chamber.  We  could  not  go  back  to  con- 
sider the  Bill.   It  was  Intended  to  apply  to 

the  past,  because  some  of  tbe  subsidies  bad 
been  earned  before  the  Qscal  year  termin- 
ated. The  gentleman  who  drafted  It  thought 
it  was  wide  enough,  that  the  word  *  any* 
would  include  what  had  already  been  done, 
but  when  I  saw  it  last  evening,  I  said,  no  I 
did  not  think  it  would,  and  I  sent  for  the 
lew  clerk  and  told  blm  be  had  better  draft 
a  short  Bill  and  send  it  to  the  Honse  of 
Commons  because  the  Bill  we  had  passed 
was  not  broad  enough. 

The  motlou  was  agreed  to,  and  the  Bill 
passed  through  its  final  stages. 

COMPANIES  ACT  AMENDMENT  BILI^ 
COMMONS  AMENDMENT  CONCURRED  IN. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  concurrence  In 
the  ainendment  to  Bill  (1&4)  An  Act  to  am- 
end the  Companies  Act  1902. 
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Hon.  Mr.  LANDRT— What  is  tbe  effect 

of  the  amendment  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT — In  the  original  Act  ot 
1902,  there  was  a  clause  authorizing  tbe 
State  Department  to  Issae  letters  patent  for 
all  purposes  acept  for  the  construction  anil 
organization  of  railways,  telegraphs  and 
telephones.  It  was  not  intended  that  a  c<hi- 
tractor  shonld  be  debarred  from  taking  a 
contract,  for  instance,  to  supply  poles  for 
a  telegraph  line,  or  to  bnfld  a  railway  as.  a 
chartered  company ;  but  the  court  has  held 
that  under  the  langnage  of  the  statute,  tbe 
word  '  cmutmction '  is  so  wide  that  a  com- 
pany authorized  to  construct  public  works 
for  Instance — and  a  number  of  charters  of 
that  kind  have  been  Issued — would  not  have 
power  under  the  Act  to  take  a  contract  for 
the  construction  of  a  section  of  railway. 
In  order  to  remove  that,  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  introduced  a  Bill  in  the 
early  part  of  the  session  to  amend  the  Act 
lu  that  particular,  to  make  it  clear  that  this 
word  *  construction '  had  been  interpreted 
by  the  courts  too  widely.  The  Intentaon 
of  the  Act  was  that  a  company  might  be 
chajrtered  to  undertake  the  construction 
ot  a  railway,  a  telephone  or  a  telegraph 
line,  but  not  to  o^anlze  or  bold  a  charter. 
However,  we  took  up  the  Bill  here  and  pass- 
ed it,  and  it  went  to  the  House  of  Commons 
where  exception  was  taken  to  It  As  the 
Bin  contained  other  clauses  which  were 
Qsefnl,  it  was  thought  better  to  drop  tiim 
clause.  The  Bill  contains,  for  Instance,  a 
provision  In  which  the  leader  of  the  oppo- 
ritlon  took  an  interest  last  session  and  this 
session,  that  Is  where  shares  are  less  than 
$100  and  the  company  desires  to  consolidate 
them,  It  can  be  done.  There  was  an  omis- 
sion Id  the  Act  of  1902.  a  provision  Intended 
to  authorize  the  directors  of  a  company  to 
accept  bills  of  exchange  and  give  promis- 
sory notes  without  obtaining  the  authority 
of  the  shareholders,  or  without  the  passage 
of  a  by-law.  That  Act  had  been  a  long  time 
on  the  statutes,  but  through  an  accident  it 
was  omitted  from  the  Act  of  1902,  and  this 
Bill  has  a  clause  supplying  that  deficiency. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— What  is  the  clause 
struck  out  by  the  House  of  Commons  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  clause  Is  as  fol- 
lows r 
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3.  Nothing  la  this  sectimi,  or  la  any  oliarter 
or  letters  patent  heretofore  or  hereafter  Issued, 
shall  be  deemed  to  preveat  any  .company  to 
which  this  Act  applies  from  acting  as  a  con- 
tractor in  railway,  telegraph  or  telephone  con- 
struction. 

A  company  chartered  for  construction 
purposes  cannot  take  a  contract  for  the  ccm- 
stmction  of  a  railway,  telegraph  or  tele- 
phone.  That  Is  the  effect  of  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— That  Is  the  ef- 
fect of  it  as  far  as  the  Bill  goes,  bat  ther« 
is  a  considerable  question  as  to  tbe  right 
contained  In  the  provision  of  the  law  of 
granting  those  letters  patent  This  clause 
was  more  a  declaratory  clause  than  other- 
wise, because  l^al  opinions  are  not  unan- 
imous on  that  point 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

THE  RULSS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— It  wUl  be  within  the 
recollection  of  hon.  gentlemen  that  at  the 

close  of  last  session  the  hon.  leader  of  the 
opposition  suggested  that  in  order  to  pre- 
serve better  order  and  decorum  than  has 
prevailed,  I  am  sorry  to  say  during  the  ses- 
sion Just  dosing,  the  Speaker  should  be 
vested  with  more  authority  than  he  posses- 
ses under  the  rules  as  they  exist  The  hon, 
gentleman  suggested  that  a  cpmmlttee  should 
be  struck  at  the  beginning  ef  the  pr«ient 
session  for  the  purpose  of  framing  rules 
of  that  character.  Unfortunately,  nothing 
was  done.  A  few  days  before  he  left  here, 
he  made  a  similar  suggestion,  with  the  hope 
tiiat  at  the  beginning  of  next  sesslott,  rules 
would  be  framed  to  confer  on  the  Speaker 
power  to  preserve  proper  decorum  in  Ihe 
Senate,  practically  powers  possessed  by  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
House  is  separating  without  anything  hav- 
ing been  done.  I  would  suggest  that  the 
Speaker  himself,  and  other  hon.  gentlemen, 
might  prepare  suggestions  and  when  we 
meet  next  year,  a  committee  could  be  struck 
to  take  those  suggestions  Into  consideration 
and  from  them  frame  rules  for  our  own  ob- 
servance. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  quite  agree  with 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  gentieman,  and 

I  hope  members  who  are  not  present  here 
to-day  will  be  notified— at  all  events,  that 
those  who  have  occupied  the  position  of 
Speaker  In  the  past,  Sir  Alphonse  Felletier 
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and  Senator  Miller— so  that  they  may  pre- 
pare whatever  snggestiona  they  may  have  to 
offer  at  the  beginning  of  next  session.  That, 
however,  Is  not  very  pressing  nows  What 
Is  more  pressing  Is  to  adopt  the  Allen  Labour 
BUI,  and  I  tlilnk  we  shoald  go  immediately  i 
Into  committee  to  Klve  the  gOTemment  a 
chance  to  pass  that  BUI,  because  If  the  hon. 
leader  of  the  Senate  loses  time  ta  making 
those  pr<^H»ltlotts,  he  may  not  have  his  BUI 
passed. 

Hon.  Mr.  SUIiLIV AN— Instead  of  rejoicing 
with  the  hon.  gendeman,  I  regret  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  considers  It  necessary 
that  a  committee  shoald  be  appointed  tu 
frame  rules,  and  I  hope  it  will  not  be  fomid 
necessary  in  the  future,  but  that  the  rules 
which  govern  gentlemanly  conduct  In  this  \ 
House,  and  which  have  been  found  suffi- 
cient in  the  past,  will  be  enforced  in  thd 
future. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  propose  to  submit  a 
resolution  for  the  consideration  of  the  House, 
expressing  the  desirability  o<  appointing  a 
select  committee  at  the  t>eglnnlng  of  next 
session  for  the  purpose  of  revising  the  rules  . 
and  forms  of  procedure  of  the  Senate,  and  j 
that  His  Honour  the  Speaker  be  requested 
to  examine  the  rules  during  the  ensuing  re- 
cess, with  a  view  to  offering  suggestions  to 
the  committee  to  make  alterations  necessary 
to  remove  alt  doubts  as  to  his  power,  and 
make  it  conform  more  to  the  power  poasesd- 
ed  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— I  object  to  snch  a 

motion  without  notice. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— There  is  nothing  very 
serious  In  It 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY-It  Is  because  It  Is  not 
eerious  that  I  object. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  have  thrown  out  the 
idea,  and  I  trust  hon.  gentlemen  who  take 
an  interest  in  the  subject  will  deal  with  It 

Hon.  'Mr.  LANI>RY— We  must  take  It  up 
in  a  formal  way. 

ALIEN  LABOUIt  BILL. 

BILL  DEFEATED. 

The  House  resumed,  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  consideration  of  Bill  (162)  An  Act 
respecting  Aliens. 

Hon.    Mr.   KBRiR   (Toronto)   moived  the 
adoption  ot  clause  4,  as  amended. 
Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY. 


Hon.  Mr.  LANDBY— As  ammded,  I  hq- 
pose  It  reads  : 

Everjr  person  who  bj  false  represenUUiai 
does  Id  Canada  snytlitDs  for  the  purpo*«  of 
Inducing  another  person  to  come  to  Caaada 
wltb  Intent  to  defraud  such  other  person  staQ 
be  galltF  ot  an  offence,  Ac' 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  (Tor(mto)— Yea. 

Hon.  Bfr.  IiANDRT— I  proposed  to  add. 
after  the  words  '  foand  guilty  of  an  offence' 
the  words  '•wlUlngly  by  false  r^iesoita- 
tions.' 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  {Toronto)— The  man  wte 
makes  false  representations  must  do  ft  wfD- 

Ingly. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— No  ;  the  hon.  g» 
tleman  may  make  a  false  representation  in 
this  House  and  not  do  It  willingly. 

Hon.  Mr.  KERB  froronto)— It  cannot  he 
false  unless  a  man  knows  it  is  false. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY—*  Knowingly  *  Is  the 
word  I  Intended  to  nse. 

Hon.  Mr.  KEiaR  (Toronto)— I  should  Ilk* 
the  hon.  gentleman  to  be  reasonable  aboai 
It.  It  is  the  way  all  our  statutes  are  framed 
It  is  exactly  the  expreeslon  in  our  Crimlsa! 
Code.  As  the  hour  is  getting  late,  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  gentleman  to  deal  with  this 
BUI  80  that  It  wlU  become  Jaw. 

Hon,  Mr.  LANDRY— We  can  If  the  hon 
gentleman  does  not  apeak  too  Ions  on  Uk 
subject  It  Is  proposed  to  g^ve  power  to  two 
Justices  of  the  peace  to  condemn  a  man  to 
pay  fl*(XX>.  That  is  too  much  for  two  Jot- 
ttcea  of  tlte  peace  ;  they  are  not  accustomed 
to  such  a  sum ;  they  nevo-  go  over  $50.  I 
think  It  is  against  the  ^irlt  of  our  law  and 
traditional  tribunals  to  give  power  to  two 
Justices  of  the  peace  to  impose  such  a  pen- 
alty. It  should  be  before  a  superior  coort 
If  the  bon.  gentleman  is  wiliing  to  pot  it 
that  way,  I  do  not  object  to  the  clause. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORCBE  DBUMMOXD-I 
prefer  the  amendment  of  which  I  gat* 
notice  at  the  morning  sitting.  It  Is  to  this 
effect  :  In  line  22,  after  the  word  '  induces." 
to  Insert  the  following :  *  or  to  det«  or 
discourage.'  I  am  quite  wUling  to  toke  th; 
clause  with  those  words  Inserted. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUCHEIRVILLiB— Does  the 
government  accept  the  amendment  of  tlie 

hon.  senator  from  Toronto  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  TEMPLEMAN— Yea 
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Hon.  Mr.  DeBOrCHKRVlLLB— I  should 
like  the  hon.  KeDtleman  from  Toronto  to 
follow  the  uswal  course  and  explain  why 
be  proposed  to  strike  ont  clause  four  and 
substitute  bis  amendment  What  iybjectlon 
has  he  to  clause  four  In  the  Bill  ? 

Hon.  Mr.  KERR  (Toronto) — The  object 
la  to  aTold  contention,  -  The  clause  as  tt 
was  drawn  before  was  objected  to,  and 
there  was  a  difference  of  opinion  on  it  in 
the  Senate,  and  on  that  account  it  baa  been 
changed  to  the  phraseology  of  the  section 
put,  in  what  was  su^wsed  to  be  a  form 
that  would  be  acceptable  to  all.  It  was 
thought  that  no  one  would  in  any  way 
((uestion  the  propriety  of  enacting  that  a 
man  who  induces  a  person  by  false  repre- 
sentations to  come  to  this  country  with  the 
Intent,  when  he  came  here,  that  he  should 
defraud  him  should  be  punished  by  a  severe 
fine.  It  was  understood  that  that  would  be 
accepted  by  everybody. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN— A  gentleman  in 
Kingston  employs  600  or  600  men.  About 
two  years  ago  they  struck.  He  sent  by  an 
agent  to  Germany  or  Scotland  or  some  for- 
eign country. 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Order. 

Hon.  Mr.  SULLIVAN- Well,  say  Ger- 
many. A  number  of  men  came  out  and  went 
to  work.  The  strikers  got  at  them  and  In- 
duced some  of  them  to  stop  work.  Suppos- 
ing they  represented  that  this  man's  agent 
bad  made  false  representations  to  induce 
them  to  come  to  Canada,  would  the  pro- 
prietor of  the  factory  be  liable  to  punish- 
ment for  the  act  of  bis  agent  in  a  foreign 
country  ?  That  ought  to  be  considered.  It 
would  be  too  bad  to  punish  him  for  false 
representations  made  by  his  agent,  when 
his  Intention  may  have  been  to  act  In  good 
faith.  The  fact  Is  it  would  be  better  to 
strike  ont  the  clause  altogether. 

Hon.  Mr.  CLO  RAN— Knowing  the  exces- 
sive legal  ability  and  talent  of  the  hon.  gen- 
tleman from  Toronto,  I  am  a  little  surprised 
tbat  be  should  ask  us  to  Introduce  in  this 
Bill  something  which  Is  already  covered  by 
tbe  criminal  law  of  the  country.  There  is 
no  need  to  say  in  this  Bill  that  anybody 
who  -by  fraudulent  representation  does  a 
thing  to  defraud  another  shall  be  liable  to 
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a  penalty ;  be  comes  under  the  criminal 
code.  He  does  an  act  which  is  governed  by 
tbe  common  law  of  the  country.  I  quite 
agree  with  the  Minister  of  Labour  In  the 
provision  contained  In  this  clause,  and  with 
Sir  George  Drummond,  that  there  should  be 
an  altematlTe — ^tbat  nobody  shall  be  al- 
lowed to  induce  people  to  come  to  Canada 
by  false  representations,  and  tbat  nobody 
shall  deter  or  discourage  people  from  com- 
ing to  Canada  by  false  representations. 
You  would  then  have  a  clause  which  would 
aim' at  the  labour  agitator  who  is  working 
against  tbe  interests  of  the  country,  and 
prevent  others  from  Inducing  people  to 
come  to  the  country  under  false  represen- 
tations. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRlIMMONI>— It  is 
Impossible  to  conceive  that  we  can  get 
through  with  this  Bill.    I  therefore  move 

that  the  committee  do  now  rise.  • 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— Before  that  motion 
Is  put  I  wish  to.  say  that  I  think  it  is  a 
matter  to  be  regretted,  because  there  are 
some  parts  of  the  Bill  that  ought  to  be  pass- 
ed, and  tbe  minister  in*  charge  has  vtated 
bis  willingness  to  make  such  amendments 
ta  the  provisions  as  contained  In  the  print- 
ed Bill  as  would  meet  any  reaaonable  objec- 
tions; but  Jt  apparently  Is  the  determination 
of  some  hon.  gentlemen  to  talk  this  Bill  out. 
It  has  been  charged  that  this  BUI  bas  been 
brought  down  at  a  late  hour  of  the  session. 
There  Is  no  question  about  that  at  all.  The 
reason  for  that,  I  think,  is  quite  apparent  to 
most  people,  tbat  this  Bill  is  practically 
framed  on  the  Information  received  from 
Judge  Winchester's  report.  The  judge  has 
been  investigating  the  charges  against  the 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific  of  employing  United 
States  engineers,  and  the  Bill  could  not  be 
prepared  until  that  information  was  receiv- 
ed by  the  minister.  However,  it  appears  to 
be  the  determination  to  attack  the  Bill.  I 
think  the  reasons  for  the  delay  In  bringing 
the  measure  down  are  fair  reasons,  and  it 
Is  a  pity  provisions  that  should  be  pasded 
by  the  legislature  should  not  be  enactetdi 
this  session.  However,  if  the  committee  are 
determined  to  obstruct  the  Bill,  there  is  no 
particular  reason  why  we  should  sit  here 
with  the  large  gathering  who  have  assembl- 
ed to  witness  prorogation,  as  it  la  evident 
the  Bill  cannot  be  passed. 
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Hon.  Mr.  BAKER — Not  befng  one  of  Vhe 
talkers  I  think  I  can  properly  reeent  the 
Imputation  that  has  been  cast  upon  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— The  hon.  gentleman 
can,  yes. 

Hon.  Mr.  BAKER — wbo  find  the  time 
too  short  to  dtscius  this  Bill  upon  Its  mer- 
its. There  Is  no  responsibility  thrown  npon 
anybody  but  the  government  who  neglected 
until  the  last  moment  to  bring  forward 
this  measure.  They  alone  are  responsible 
for  It.  and  I  say  that  on  behalf  of  those 
gentlemen  who  are  seeking  to  discuss  this 
measure  npon  its  merits,  I  resent  the  im- 
putation that  they  are  doing  It  against  time, 
to  talk  the  BUl  out 

Hon.  Mr.  WATSON— X  am  not  a  member 

of  the  government,  bat  I  would  say  In  reply 
on  behalf  of  the  gentlemen  who  are  pro- 
moting this  6111,  that  they  could  not  pos- 
sibly have  bad  the  information  which  would 
enable  them  to  frame  the  Bill  correctly,  un- 
til they  bad  the  report  of  Judge  Winchester, 
and  clause  5  1b  dealing  almost  entirely  with 
the  report  of  Judge  Winchester  or  the  fact 
that  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  employed 
United  States  engineers.  Investigation  was 
deniauded,  and  the  report  was  oHly  handed 
In  a  few  days  ago,  and  it  was  not  possible 
to  frame  this  clause  until  that  report  wa» 
presented. 

Hon.  Mr.  DO.VIV1L1.E— The  trouble  is 
caused  by  the  Bill  being  presented  at  this 
lute  hour.  I  have  no  doubt  It  is  all  right, 
and  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  agalnsb  it, 
but  at  this  period  of  the  session  It  Is  Im- 
f  ossibie  to  take  it  up  and  deal  fntdligently 
with  it 

Hon.  Mr.  DANDURAND— It  Is  quite  evi- 
dent that  even  if  we  want  to  give  a  cursory 
attention  to  some  clauses  of  the  Bill  that 
at  this  late  hour  we  could  not  do  ample  Jus- 
tice to  It,  and  if  we  are  obliged  to  accept 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  gentleman  from  Bed- 
ford, there  is  one  remark  I  want  to  make, 
and  It  Is  that  this  Is  not  an  Alien  Labour 
Bill,  but  It  ]s  what  we  have  called  an  omni- 
bus BUI.  There  were  very  ninny  things  in  it, 
pf>mc  of  which  no  one  could  object  to  ana 
others  which  should  be  amen<le<l,  but  there 
is  one  special  clause  tlmt  was  drafted  In 
view  of  the  disclosures  that  were  made  be- 
Hon.  Mr.  WATSON. 


fore  Judge  Winchester,  who  conducted  that 
Inquiry  on  the  employment  of  a  number  of 
strange  in  connection  with  tbe  Grand 
Trunk  Pacific.  This  BUI  will  go  over  tiU  we 
meet  again  In  six  months. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— Before  that 

Hon.  Mr,  DANBURAND— Pnliaps  befm 
that,  and  I  bope  that  tbe  Inddents  that 
justified  tbe  goremment  In  acting  on  certain 
lines  will  not  be  Intensified  by  what  will 

happen  during  the  eDBalng  six  montbs,  and 
that  public  opinion  will  not  be  thus  edncat 
ed  as  it  has  been  by  the  hiring  of  sucb  a 
number  o>f  United  States  men  as  were  em- 
ployed, according  to  what  we  bare  learned 
from  tbe  report  of  Judge  Winchester,  on  tbe 
Grand  Trunk  Pacific.  I  hope  ttiat  when  we 
come  back  to  tbls  clwmber  next  session  we 
shall  find  that  due  Justice  has  been  done  to 
Canadian  labour  and  Canadian  skill  and 
Canadian  professional  men. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— That  is  all  we  want 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE— The  hon. 
gentleman  who  has  just  spoken  says  the  BSl 
has  come  so  late  that  we  cannot  examine  it. 
and  tbe  House  has  just  passed  a  BUI  in- 
volving an  expenditure  of  three  or  four 
millions  without  even  seeing  the  Bill.  It 
seems  to  me  very  strange  after  passing  that 
Bill  that  we  should  say  ;  *  We  have  not  had 
time  to  study  this  measure.'  The  principli! 
of  the  BUI  has  been  discussed  in  all  the 
papers  in  the  whole  country  and  In  tbe 
House  much  better  than  that  BiU  which 
voted  three  or  four  millions  without  oo? 
knowing  what  It  was,  and  I  am  surprised 
to  see  that  the  ministers  of  the  gOTomment 
In  this  Honse  have  been  ready  to  accep; 
every  amendment,  and  some  of  the  members 
on  the  other  side  have  been  ready  to  en- 
dorse the  proposition  that  tbe 'Bill  be  tbrown 
out. 

Hon.  Sir  GEORGE  DRUMMOND-I 
hope  the  committee  will  deal  wltb  my  amend- 
ment 

The  motion  was  agreed  to>  and  the  com- 
mittee rose. 

Hon.  Mr.  DeBOUOHERVILLE— I  think  I 
have  a  right  to  move  that  this  Bill  be  re- 
ferred back  to  the  Coqimlttee  of  the  Wliole 
and  I  make  that  motion. 

The  SPEAKER— No  ;  I  do  not  think  sc. 
Tbe  Bill  is  dead.    Prorogation  Is  to  take 
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place  In  seven  minutes,  and  we  cannot  deal 
'With  the  BilL  Notice  of  motion  would  have 
to  t>e  given. 

Hon.  B4r.  LANDRY^  think  the  only  way 
to  revive  that  Bill  woald  be  that  govwn- 
ment  give  notice  so  as  to  pat  it  back  on  tlie 
ord^  paper. 

The  House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 
After  some  time  the  House  resnmed. 

THB  SUPPLY  BILL. 

FIRST,  SECOND  AND  THIRD  READINGS. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House 
of  Commons  with  Bill  (No,  174)  An  Act  for 
granting  to  His  Ma^ty  certain  sums  of 
money  for  the  public  service  for  the  finan- 
cial years  mding  re^ectlvely,  June  80, 
1904,  and  June  80,  lOOB. 

The  Bill  was  read  the  first  time. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT  moved  tiie  second  read- 
ing of  the  BUI. 

Hon.  Hr.  LANDRY— We  have  not  the  Bill 

and  we  are  asked  to  swallow  $77,000,000. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— I  hope  the  hon.  gentle- 
man will  not  aslc  that  I  shall  enter  into  any 
detailed  explanation  of  this  measure.  I 
shall  have  a  very  brief  resume.  The  malii 
estimate  is  $55,017,238.84.  The  supplemental 
estimates  brought  down  from  time  to  time 
amount  In  one  Instance  to  f7,065,266.31  and 
In  another  instance  to  1897,450.  That  is, 
tiie  amount  of  consolidated  account  sums  tip 
to  ¥62,479,966.15.  In  addition  to  that,  cer- 
tain sums  of  money  have  been  voted  from 
time  to  time  the  estimates  charged  with 
the  capital  account.  The  total  amount 
charged  to  capital  account  during  the  cur- 
rent year  Is  ¥12.602,104  making  a  total  of 
consolidated  and  capital  accoant  of  f75>172,* 
069. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— I  do  not  find  the  fig- 
ures given  by  the  hon.  gentleman  to  be  very 
correct.  If  we  look  at  the  Bill  we  find 
that  the  first  Item  given  $55,000,000  Is  In 
reality,  counting  the  capital  with  it,  962,- 
936.000,  and  supplementary  estimates  one 
of  $21,000,  another  of  $10,000.  another  of 
91,865,688.30,  and  another  one  of  $11,889,- 
272.70.  Another  of  $681,070.60,  and  the  last 
one  $897,460,  giving  a  total  of  $77,749,879.86. 
That  Is  what  the  Supply  Bill  Is  asking  to- 
day. 


Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— The  figures  have  been 
prepared  by  the  ofildal  in  the  Finance  De* 
partment  who  Is  charged  with  ttie  prqtai* 
atlon  of  the  estimates,  and  thwefore  I  am 
quite  sure  that  the  totals  that  1  have  given 
are  absolutely  correct  I  have  the  details 
but  we  would  not  have  time  to  go  through 
them. 

Hon.  Mr.  LANDRY— We  have  the  de- 
tails printed  by  the  government  themselves. 

Hon.  Mr.  SCOTT— Notwithstanding  what 
the  hon.  gentieman  says,  I  think  yoa  will 
find  on  comparison  that  my  figures  are  ab- 
solutely correct,  because  I  have  the  detsUle 
all  here  taken  from  the  department. 

Hon.  Mr.  LiLNDRY— It  is  a  simple  mattw 
of  addition,  and  I  too  have  the  figures  given 
by  the  government  themselves,  in  the  differ- 
ent supplementary  estimates  given  to  as, 
and  I  find  it  amounts  to  $77,748,00a 

The  Bill  was  read  the  second  and  third 
time  and  passed. 

BILLS  ASSENTED  TO. 

At  four  o'clock  p.m..  His  Exc^lency  the 
Governor  General  proceeded  In  etate  ta  the 
Senate  Chamber, -In  the  Parliament  Build- 
ings, and  took  bis  seat  upon  the  Throne. 

The  members  of  the  Senate  being  assembled, 
His  Excellency  was  pleased  to  command 
the  attendance  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  that  House  being  present,  the  following 
Bills  were  assented  to,  Id  His  MajMty's 
name,  by  His  Bxcelleney  the  Govanor  Gen- 
eral, viz : — 

Ad  Act  to  aoNiid  the  Act  of  the  pr&sent 
session  respecting  the  Temiscouata  Railway 
Company, 

An  Act  to  aniend  the  Act  of  the  preaent 
session  intituled  ;  '  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the 
Thorold  and  Lake  Erie  Railway  Company.* 

An  Act  respecting  Tfmagami  Railway  Com- 
pany. 

An  Act  reipectlng  the  Edmonton  Street  Rail- 
way Gompasy. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Imperial  lioan  and  In- 
vestment Company  of  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Alliance  Bank  of  Can- 
ada. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Railway  Act,  1903. 

An  Act  to  amend  chapter  61  of  the  statutea 
ol  1903  respecting  the    Reviaed  Statutes 
Canada. 

An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Annie  Christmaa. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal  Terminal 
Railway  Company. 

Ad  Act  to  antend  the  Acts  relating  to  Na- 
turallutlon  and  AUbdb. 

An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Canadian  Credit 
Indemnity  Company. 
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An  Act  to  iQcorporate  tbe  Tbompsoa  River 
ImproTemeot  Companr. 

An  Act  respectlnK  tbe  W«st  Caoadian  Col- 
lieries, Limited. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  RepreBentstion  Act. 
Id03. 

Aa  Act  to  amend  the  Bank  Act. 

Ad  Act  respecting  certain  patents  ol  the 
Canadian  Office  and  School  Fornitore  Company, 
Limited. 

An  Act  respecting  tbe  Pacific  Bank  of  Can- 
ada. 

An  Act  respecting  an  Arbitratltm  between 
His  Majes^  and  the  Grand  Trunk  Railway 
Company  of  Canada. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Fisheries  Act. 

Ad  Act  respecting  tbe  laspectioo  of  Grain. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  General  Inspection  Act. 

An  Act  respecting  the  payment  of  certain 
Railway  Subsidies. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Dominion  Elections 
Act.  1900. 

An  Act  to  amend  chapter  08  of  the  statutes 
of  IMS,  respecting  tlie  bounties  on  Steel  and 
Iron. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Railway  Act,  1903. 

An  Act  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  a  boun- 
ty on  Crude  Petroleum  from  Canadian  Wells. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Animal  Contagious 
Diseases  Act.  1903. 

Ad  Act  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue  Act. 

An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Act  providing 
for  the  payment  of  bounties  on  lead  contained 
in  lead-bearinc  ores  mined  In  Canada. 

An  Act  respecting  the  Caoadian  asaeaament- 
policy-holdera  in  the  Mutual  Reserve  Life  In- 
surance Company. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Land  Titles  Act.  1894. 

An  Act  to  further  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Customs  Act. 

An  Act  authorising  the  government  of  Can- 
ada to  purchase  the  Canada  Eastern  Railway 
and  to  take  possession  of  the  Prederlcton  and 
Saint  Mary's  Railway  Bridge. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Customs  Tariff,  1897. 

An  Act  to  amend  the  Post  Ofllce  Act. 

An  Act  respecting  the  HlHtia  and  Defence  of 
Canada. 

An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Companies  Act. 

An  Act  to  authorise  the  granting  of  Subsidies 
In  aid  of  the  construction  of  the  lines  of  rail- 
way therein  mentioned. 

An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  In  the  pre- 
srnt  session  and  intituled  :  '  An  Act  to  further 
amend  the  Act  providing  for  the  payment  of 
l;ni)ttV<t  0"  lesd  contained' in  lead-bearing  ores 
mined  li  Canada.' 

To  these  Bills  the  Royal  Assent  wu  pro- 
nounced by  tbe  Clerk  of  the  Senate  Id  the 
following  words  :— 

In  His  Hajesty'ft  name,  His  Excellency  the 
Governor  General  doth  assent  to  these  Bills. 

Then  the  Honourable  the  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  addressed  His  Excel- 
lency the  Governor  General  as  follows:— 

Hat  IT  Plbasb  Tour  E3ccslx,bnct  : 

The  Commons  of  Canada  have  voted  the  Sup- 
piles  required  to  enable  the  government  to  de- 
fray tbe  expenses  of  the  public  service. 


In  tbe  name  of  the  Commons,  I  preeeot  t» 
Your  E^xcellency  the  following  Bill  : — 

An  Act  for  granting  to  His  Majesty  ceruin 
sums  of  money  for  tbe  public  service  of  tbe 
flnancial  years    ending    respectively  tbe 
June.  1904,  and  the  30th  June,  1906. 

To  which  Bill  I  humbly  request  Your  Excel- 
lency's assent. 

To  this  BUI  the  C»erk  of  the  Senate^  b; 
His  Excellency's  command,  did  tbemtpon 
say  :— 

In  Hia  Majesty's  name.  His  £xoellencj  Uw 
Qovemor  General  thanks  His  Loyal  SubleeU. 
accepts  their  benevolence  and  assents  te  tUi 
Bill. 

After  which  His  Excellency  the  Governor 
General  was  pleased  to  close  the  Fonrtb 
Session  of  the  Ninth  Parliament  of  ttie 
Dominion  with  the  following 

SPBBGH 

HonouraliU  Otntfenien  of  the  Senate  : 
OeiUletnen  of  the  Hotut  of  Commons  : 

I  am  glad  to  relieve  you  from  further  aCteitd- 
ance  In  parliament  after  a  aeesion  that  hu 
been  protracted  to  a  longer  period  than  I  bid 
anticipated  when  addressing  you  on  tha  olevestk 
of  last  March. 

The  teruM  and  conditions  upon  which  the 
National  Transcontinental  Railway  will  be  Iniilt 
and  operated  having  been  finally  adjusted  and 
agreed  upon,  tbe  work  of  construction  will  pro- 
ceed as  rapidly  as  the  surveys  of  the  V» 
and  the  location  of  the  road  will  permit. 

The  consensus  of  opinion  expressed  on  the 
changes  in  the  tariff  aftorda  very  gratifjrliw 
evidence  that  the  alterations  haTe  met  wltk 
general  approval. 

Tbe  arrangements  made  by  my  ministers  wftk 
the  government  of  Mexico  for  line  of  steamers 
between  that  republic  and  Canada  on  the  At- 
lantic and  Pacific  will.  I  hope,  add  materlallr 
to  our  foreign  trade. 

Tbe  steadily  Increasing  revenue  has  amplf 
justified  the  liberal  aid  granted  towards  U» 
improvement  of  our  rivers  and  harbours  and 
the  construction  of  other  public  works  materi- 
ally benefiting  the  trade  and  commerce  of  <nr 
country. 

The  changes  made  In  tli«  Act  respecting  tbe 
Mllltia  and  Defence  of  Canada,  providing  toi 
the  increased  strength  and  efflcleney  of  tbe 
force  will,  I  do  not  doubt,  meet  with  genenl 
approval. 

Oenlfauen  t{f  the  Htnue  of  Commont  .- 

I  thank  you  for  the  Ubsral  provlaloa 

have  made  for  the  public  service. 
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SoiiouraUe  Oentiemm  of  the  Senntf  : 

Oentlemen  of  the  Bwte  of  Comvumt : 

Hy  ofBcUl  eonnectl<Hi  with  the  Domlnton  of 
Canada  1b  dravlns  to  a  close.  B«  assured  I 
■ball  watch  its  tuture  progress  and  develop- 
meat  with  deep  and  abiding;  Interest  utd  pray 
that  the  peace  and  prosperity  with  wMch  this 
favoured  land  is  now  being  Uesied.  mar  under 
God'B  providence  long  continue. 


The  Speaker  of  the  Senate  tben  said : 
SonounMe  OenUemen  of  the  Senate  : 
Ocntlemen  of  the  Hotue  of  Commont : 

It  1b  His  Excellency  the  OoTernor  Qeneral'a 
win  and  pleasure,  that  this  parliament  be  pro- 
rogued until  Honday,  the  nineteenth  day  of  Sep- 
tember next,  to  be  here  holden,  and  this  par- 
liament is  accordingly  prorogued  until  tb* 
nineteenth  day  of  Septemtwr  next. 
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PART  I-SENATORS 

The  following  abbreviations  are  used  :  Ist  R.,  2Dd  R.,  3rd  R.,  Ist,  2nd  and  3rd  Readings; 
*wltbo<it  remark  or  debate;  Accts.,  Accounts;  Adjn.,  Adjourn;  Adjd.,  Adjourned;  Amt.,  Amend- 
ment; AmU..  Amendmente;  B.,  BtU;  B.C.,  British  Colnmbla;  Can.,  Canada  or  Canadian;  Com., 
CtHmnlttee;  Co.,  Company;  Consdn.,  Coaitderatlon;  Cor.,  Correspondence;  Dept.,  Department; 
Govt.,  GoTemiOent;  His  Ex..  His  Bizcellencr  the  GoTemor  Qeneral;  H.  of  C.  House  of  Commons; 
bicorp..  Incorporation;  Inq.,  Inqulrr;  Man.,  Manitoba;  Hess.,  Melsase;  H.,  Motion;  m.,  moved; 
N.B.,  New  Brunswick;  N.W.T",  North-west  Territories;  N.S.,  Nova  Scotia;  Ont.,  Ontario;  Parlt., 
Parliament;  P.aLI.,  Prince  Edward  Island;  P.O.,  Post  Office;  Ques.,  Question;  Rem.,  Remarks; 
Rep., 'Reported;  Ret..  Returned;  Ry..  Railway;  Bel.,  Select;  8  m.  h.,  Six  Months'  Hoist;  Withdo., 
Withdrawn. 


BAIRD,  Hon.  Q.  T. 

Can.  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.:  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lovltt)  for  2nd  R.,  rem..  638. 
fidmonton  and  Slave  Lake  Ry.  Go.  B.,  198, 

233. 

Ineuranoe  Act  Amt.  B. :  on  M.  CMr.  Keir, 

Toronto)  for  Srd  R.,  rem.,  882. 
Sprague's  Falls  Ufg.  Co.  B.  :  881,  tlS,  499. 
Thompson  Riv.  Improvement  Co.  B.  ;  on  M. 

(Mr.  McHugii)   to  cencur  In  amts..  rem., 

855. 

BAKER,  Hon.  Q.  B. 

Allen  Labor  Law  Amt.  B.  .  1223,  1229,  1236. 

Atlantic  and  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  80,  108,  189. 

Companies  Act  Amt.  B.  :  934. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1208. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Ass'o.:  on  M.  to 
adopt  2nd  report  of  Sel.  Com.,  rem.,  321  ; 
on  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  to  bring  witness  be- 
fore bar  of  Senate,  615. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt,  B.  :  on  2nd  R,  rem.,  660. 

Pac.  Northern  and  Ommlca  Ry.  Co.  B. :  266. 

BEIQUE,  Hon.  F.  L. 

AdJourame'iitB  :  N.  of  M.  to  adJn.  over  Baster, 

49.    M.,  68.    M.  to  amd.,  83. 
Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1228,  1229. 
Alliance  B&nk  of  Canada  B  :  6S0,  713,  817. 
Audit  Act,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  McDonald,  C.B.) 

rem.,  673.  • 

Camphellford,  L.  Ont  and  Western  Ry.  Co. 

B.  :  on  M.  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  184. 
Can.  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lov4tt)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  688. 
Co.'B  Act  Amt.  B.:  934. 
(Criminal  Code  Amt  B.:  266,  S46,  397,  898. 
Debates,  The  Senate  :  on  hiq,  (Mr.  Wood), 

rem.,  390  ;  on  complaint  (M^.  Miller)  rem., 

448  :  M.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  1119;  rem., 

U22. 


BEIQUE,  Hon.  F.  L.—Oo». 
Dom.  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1088. 
Fuel  Ques.  In  Canada,  The:  on  M.  (Mr.  Me- 

Mullen)  for  return,  rem.,  124. 
Qeneral  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.:  1076. 
Grain  Inspectkui  B.:  1063,  1074. 
Q.  T.  R.  Aa-bltratlon  B.:  1047. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  en  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 
'  Toronto)  tor  2nd  R..  rem.,  264,  266,  269. 

318-822  :  on  M.  to  concur  In  amts.,  786, 

737.  742,  743-760,  776,  777,  807,  810.  931,  817. 

On  M.  for  8rd  R.,  823,  824,  826,  828,  829.  8S1. 

832.  834,  835.  886,  887,  838,  839,  842,  848,  844, 

846. 

Jurldlctlon  of  Ezch.  Court  as  to  Ry.  Debts 
Act  Amt.  B.  :  183  196,  847. 

King's  Shining  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 
Domvllle)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  193. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1162,  1165,  115S,  1167, 
1168,  1192,  1196.  1196. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Ass'n.:  on  H.  (Mr. 
Domville)  rem,  182;  on  H.  to-  adopt  rep.  of 
Com.,  rem.,  332,  341.  On  M.  (Mr.  Legrls] 
rem.,  387  ;  on  N.  ot  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  641  ;  on 
H.  to  adopt  rep.  ot  Com.,  648  ;  on  M.  (Mr. 
Gibson)  ex'n.  witnesses,  rem.,  683  ;  N.  of 
M.,  714  ;  on  seventh  rep.  of  Com.,  rem., 
716  ;  M.  to  appeal  from  decision  of  Chair- 
man, 721  ;  rem.,  722,  723.  On  M.  (Mr.  CIo- 
ran)  to  adopt  7th  rea>.  ot  Com.,  rem.,  847, 
848,  849,  860  ;  M..  864;  rem.,  876,  883-886  ; 
on  7th  rep,  904,  910-912,  914  ;  N.  ot  M..  948  ; 
on  M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  rem.,  960  ;  on  7th  rep. 
of  Com.,  980,  984,  992  ;  M.,  1004  ;  rem..  lOOS- 
1016,  1020. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Ajut.  B.:  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2ad  R.,  rem.,  618-626,  668  ;  In  Com,  rem.. 
MS,  567. 

Notices  of  Motions :  on  Speaker's  ruling, 
rem.,  90,  93  ;  on  point  ot  order  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) rem.,  818. 
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BEIQUE,  Hon.  F.  L.— Con. 

Rr.  Act  Amt.  B.:  940,  M4,  947,  978.  974,  979. 
Standing  Committees,  The  :  on  U.  (Mr.  T«m- 

pleman)  to  aaopt  rep.  of  Com.  on  telectioii. 

rem.,  70. 

BERNIER,  Hon.  T.  A. 

Address,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Tor<wito) 
rem.,  68. 

Contingent   Accounts  of   the  Senate:   on  M. 

(Mr.  Wataon)  rem.,  999.  1001. 
Debates,  The  :  on*  complaint  (Sir  Mackenzie 

Bowel!)  rc  delay  In  issuing,  rem.,  31  :  on 

complaint  (Mr.  Miller)  rem..  448. 
French  Translator.  The  Chief  :  on  M.  to  adopt 

3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  and  C.  A.,  rem., 

349,  362.  354. 
Mutual  Rese'rve  Fund  Life  Ass'n.:  on  X.  of 

M.  (Mr.  Legrls)  rem.,  366  ;  on  M.  to  adopt 

rep.  of  Com..  651  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Gibson)  ram., 

684. 

N  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 

2nd   R.,  rem..  62B-B31. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  89B. 

BLACK,  Hon.  T.  P. 

Can.  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  oo  tt.  (Iffr. 

Lovitt)  for  2Dd  R.,  rem.,  ,634. 
Grain  Inspection  B.  :  1055,  1070,  107S. 
Introduced,  366. 
Hllltla  and  Defence  B.  :  1191. 

BOSTOCK.  Hon.  H. 

Introduced,  399. 

BOLDUC,  Hon.  J. 

Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.:  1089. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :   on  M.   (Mr.  Kerr, 

Toronto)  to  concur  in  amts.,  rem.,  734. 
Uutua]  Reaerre  Fond  Life  Asa'o. :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Legrls)  rem.,  388. 
N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  H.  (Mr.  Scott)  tor 

2nd  R..  rem.,  426-436. 

BOUCHERVILLE,  Hon.  B.  de  B.,  C.M.G. 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.:  1226,  1227,  1231.  123S, 
1236. 

Dundonald  Incident,  The  :  on  inq.  (llr.  Lan- 
dry) rem..  393. 
G.  T.  P.  Ry.  Co.  B.:  696. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.:  on  U.  to  concur  in 
arats.  (Mr.  Kerr.  Toronto)  rem.,  7KL ;  on 
<M.  for  3rd  R.,  813,  822,  823. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.:  1128.  1154,  1168,  1192, 

1193.  1201. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Ass'n.;  on  N.  of 
M.  (Mr.  Legria)  rem.,  366,  388  ;  on  H.  to 
bring  O.  D.  Eldridge  to  bar  of  Senate, 
rem..  614  ;  on  M.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com., 
64S. 


BOUCHERVILLE,  Hon.  B.  de  B.— Com. 
X.  T.  R.  Bill  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for  2ad  R.. 
rem.,  364,  493  ;  in  Com.,  rem.,  on  lOth  cL, 
579. 

Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  892. 

Yukon  Ty.  Act  Ajnt.  B.  :  in  Com.,  rem.,  M. 

BOWELL,  Hon.  Sir  M.,  K.C.M.G. 

Address,  Tb«  :   on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  TorfKiU) 

rem.,  39-47,  52-63. 
Adjournments  :    on   N.    of   M.    (Mr.  B£lqae) 
rem.,  49  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  rem.,  71; 
on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem.,  164  ;  on  N.  e( 

M.  (Mr.  Scott)  642. 
Afktns,  Tlie   late   Senator  :    rem.,  1127. 
Animal   Contagious   Diseases   Act   Amt.  B. : 

1099. 

Audit  Act,  The  :   On   M.  (Mr.  McDonald,  C- 

B.)  rem.,  668-672. 
Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  :  930. 

Behrlng  Sea   Seat   Fisheries  :    on   inq.  (Ur. 

'Macdonald,  B.C.)  rem.,  245. 
Berne  Convention,  The  :  720,  989. 
Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.  :  1092.  lOM- 

1098. 

Bountiea  on  Lead-bearing  Ores  Act  Amt.  B.: 
1139. 

Campbelltord,  L.  Ontario  and  Western  Rt- 
Co.  B.  :  on  H.  (Mr.  Wataon)  for  2nd  R., 
rem.,  184. 

Can.  Credit  Indemnity  Co.'s  B.  :  S57. 

Can.  Bastem  Ry.  Pnrcliase  B. :  1209-1213. 

Companiei  Act  Amt.  B.  :859,  931,  982,  933. 

Contingmt  Accounta  of  the  Senate  :  on  IL 
tUr.  Watson)  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com..  raL, 
463  ;  on  U.  (Ur.  Wataon)  rem.,  998,  IW, 
1002. 

Customs  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1208. 

Debates,  Tbe  :  rem.  re  delay  in  Issuing,  IS ; 

on  complafait  {Mr.  Miller)  rem.,  449 ;  oa. 

M.   (Mr.  B6lque)  to  adopt  rep.  of  Gob.. 

rem.,  112L 
Delayed  Returns  :  MS,  1003. 
Dever,  Tbe  late  Senator :  rem..  196. 
Dom.  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1087,  1088. 
,   Dundonald  Incident,  The  :  on  Inq.  <-Hr.  Lu- 

dry)  rem..  391,  392. 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  :  966.  1049,  1050. 
'  Gausa  ',  The  steamer  :  jng.,  668  ;  rem.,  6S) ; 

M.,  719  :  hnq.,  988. 
Qene-ral   Inspection   Act  Amt.   B.  :   997,  9H, 

1074-1076. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.  B.  :  rem..  693,  69«.  697. 
C.  T.  R.  Arbitration  B,  :  964.  996,  997,  104(, 
1047. 

Home  Bank  of  Canada  B.  :  242,  247,  249. 
Honorary  Colonels,   Appotntmenta  of :  Inq.. 
891. 

Ice-breakers  on  the  St.  Lawr»ce  :  Inq.,  M; 
rem.,  630,  701,  876,  891. 
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BOWELL,  Hon.  Sir  M.— Con. 

Immigrants,  Inspection  of  :  rem.,  268. 
Inland  Rev.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1089,  1091.  UOS- 

1106,   1108,  1209. 
loBpectloa  of  Oratn  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1061,  1066- 
-1074. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  112,  114  ;  on  M.  (Mr. 
Kerr,  Toronto)  (or  2nd  R.,  rem.,  254,  257, 
260-265,  327,  330  ;  on  M.  to  concur  Id  amts., 
691,  735.  760,  776,  779,  802-806,  811  ;  on  M. 
for  3rd  R..  814,  837,  840,  842,  846  ;  rep.  from 
Com.,  877. 

Jackson,  Appt.  of  J.  B.  :  Inq.,  73  ;  M.  for 
■ret.,  rem..  128-134,  137,  246.  293. 

King's  ShilUog  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 
Donville)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  192,  272,  276, 
278. 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.:  1137,  1138. 
Lead  Bounties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem., 
394. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1102  ;  1130-1137,  1148, 

1162-1168,,   1102-1166<  U68.    1169,  1171-1172, 

1176-118«^  1189.  1190,  1199,  1808. 
Mining  Concessions  In  Yukon  Terrltorr  :  on 

■M.  (Hr.  Hacdonald,  B.C.)  rem.,  863. 
M(M*nlng  Sittings  :  on  H.  (Mr.  Scott)  rem., 

968. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Assoclatim :  on 
M.  (Mf.  Domvllle)  to  appoint,  select  Com., 
rem.,  72,  107,  177,  199.  218,  223  ,  226  ;  on  M. 
to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  285.  287,  334  ; 
on  question  of  privilege,  336.  338,  339,  348, 
345,  360-362,  363  ;  on  M.  to  adopt  rep.  of 
Com.,  rem..  649  ;  on  M.  (Hr.  Gibson)  to 
ex'n.  witnesses,  rem.,  681;  on  M.  to  adopt 
7th  retport  of  Com.,  851-853;  on  point  of 
order,  890  ;  on  7th  report.  901,  904,  912  ; 
on  M.  (Mr.  Cioran)  953  ;  on  N.  of  'M.  (Hr. 
DomviUe)  959,  960  ;  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald,  B.C.)  993,  994  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandu- 
raod),  previous  quee.,  1038,  1039,  1044. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R.,  rem..  364.  376.  401-415,  436,  492.  493, 
fi23,  558  ;  in  Com.,  rem.  on  10th  cl.,  672. 
573-575,  686,  688  ;  on  11th  cl.,  693,  694  ;  on 
schedule,  698,  603  ;  on  amt.,  604  ;  on  pairs, 
606. 

Navigation  of  Can.  Waters  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem., 
494. 

Notices  of  Motions  :  on  Speaker's  ruling, 
rem.,  88,  91  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  rem.,  168. 

O'Hanlejr,  Report  of  J.  L.  P.,  re  Lachlne 
Canal  Bridge  i  on  M.  (Mr.  Cioran)  rem., 
897. 

Okotoks  and  High  River  Lumhering  and  De- 
relopment  .Oo.  B.:  on  H.  (Mr.  Perley)  for 
3rd  R.,  rem.,  677 

Ontario  Accident  Insurance  Co.  B.  :  243,  866. 

Order  of  Business,  The  :  rem.,  1044. 

Orders  of  the  Day  :  rem.,.  1043. 


BOWELL,   Hon.   Sir  tA.-Con. 

Ottawa  Fire  Insurance  Co.  B.  :  639,  657,  677. 
Pacific  Ciahle,  The  :  M.  tor  ret.  and  rem..  148, 

150. 

Petition  ai  Right  Act  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem-t 

196. 

Politics  in  MiHtIa  Appointments  ;  rem.,  296. 
P.  0.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1077.  1080,  1082.  1U6-1119. 
Preferential   Trade   within   the  Empire  ;  on 

rem.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  rem..  79. 
Printing  of  Parliament  :   rem..  1004  ;   on  M. 

(Mr.  Watson)  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  1123. 
Private  Bills  In  the  Senate  :  on  rem.  (Hr. 

Young)  rem.,  85. 
Privilege.  A  question  of  :  rem..  72. 
Prorogation,  The  :  rem.,  876. 
Railway  Act.  Amt.  B.  :  864.  892.  893-89S  :  940, 

943  :  976,  976,  977. 
Railway  Subsidies  B.  :  1083,  1066. 
Railway  Transportation  of  Senators  :  on  U. 

(Mr.  Cioran)  rem.,  873. 
Reld,  The  late  Senator  :  rem.,  196. 
Reprinting  of  Geographical  Maps :   on  Inq. 

(Mr.  Cioran)  rem..  126. 
Shipping  Casualties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  711,  712. 
Solicitor  Oeneral's  Utterances  In  England : 

726-728,  729. 
Steamboat  Inapeetion  Act  Amt.  B.  :  690. 
Striking  Committee,  The  :  rem.,  48. 
Tlmagaml  Ry.  Oo.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In 

amts.,  rem.,  496. 
Trade  Relations  with  the  United  States  ;  on 

M.  (Mr.  MoMulIen)  rem.,  871. 
Treadgold  Concession,  The  :  H.  Cor  return, 

rem.,  702-704.  707,  709  :  inq..  818. 
Wark,  Presentation  to  Senator  :   rem.,  189, 

190. 

Woolsack,    The  :    on   queBtion   of  Privilege 
■  iMr.  McSweeney)  rem..  28.  30. 
Yukon  Territory  Act  Amt.  B.  :  689,  698,  699, 
700 

CASGRAIN,  Hon.  J.  P.  B.  (de  Lanaudi&re.) 
Adjournments :   on  SC.  (Mr.  Templeman)  to 

adjourn  from  19t)i  to  25th  May.  amt.,  288. 
Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  :  reit.  from  Com.,  930. 
Edmonton  Street  Ry.  Co.  B,  :  643,  674,  701. 
Montreal  Terminal  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  869,  867. 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Ute  Association  :  on 

M.  (Mr.  Domvllle)  rem.,  206,  219. 
N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  tor 

2nd  R.,  rem.,  416-426. 
Petroleum,  Production  of  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Pol- 

rler)  rem.,  240. 
Real  Estate  Title  Guarantee  and  Trust  Co. 

B.  :  161,  187.  399. 

CASGRAIN,  Hon.  C.  E.  (Windsor.) 
Essex  Terminal  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  266,  398.  674. 
lAke  Erie  and  Detroit  River  Ry.  Oo.  B.  : 
243.  266,  298. 
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CHURCH.  Hon.  C.  E. 

Adjournments  :  on  H.  (Ur.  Dandurand)  rem.. 

80,  82  ;   U.,  349. 
Fuel  Question  in  Canada,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

MoMullen)  for  return,  rem.,  121. 
Strait  of  Canao  Bridge  Co.  B.  :  198,  199,  S«6. 

CLORAN,  Hon.  H.  J. 

Address,  The  :   on  U.   (Hr.  Kerr,  Toronto) 

Tem.,  19. 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1235. 

Canada  Tempeirance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  lor 

2nd  R.,  rem.,  625.  629  ,  634,  $39. 
Debates,  Distribution  of  the  :  rem-,  363, 
French  Translator,   The   Chief  :   on   M.  to 

adopt  3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  and  C.  A., 

rem.,  350,  864. 
Imperial  Loan  and  Investment  Co.  B.  :  680, 

688. 

Inland  ReT«ii-ue  Act  Amt.  B.  :  IWO  ;  1106. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :   on  M.  for  2nd  R., 

rem.,  299,  314-316,  319,  322,  828  ;  on  M.  to 

concur  In  amts.,  746,  750-764,  770,  809,  811  ; 

on  U.  tor  8rd  R.  rem.,  822,  828,  824,  833, 

836,  886,  839,  842,  844,  846  ;  970. 
rHercantlle  Asency  Reports :   on  loii.  (Ur. 

McMillan)  rem.,  726. 
Hllltla  and  Defence  B.  :  1147,  1160,  1161,  1204- 

1206. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  ABSoclation  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  Domville)  to  appoint  Set.  Com., 
rem.,  225  ;  flrst  rep.  from  Com.  presented, 
232  ;  on  M.  to  adopt  rep.,  28B,  286,  288.  881, 
238,  340  ;  on  M.  (Afr.  Lesris)  rem.,  878  380  ; 
Ha.  to  adopt  reps,  of  Com.,  399,  416,  494  ; 
AC.  to  adopt  6th  rev.,  rem.,  6(9,  611,  613, 
615  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  to  adjourn,  641  ;  M. 
to  adopt  6th  rep.,  rem..  643.  662,  664  ;  on 
M.  (Mr.  Olbaon)  rem..  682.  683.  684  ;  on  ffh 
rep.  of  Com..  715,  716  ;  on  8th  rep.,  718  ;  on 
H.  (Mr.  B«l(iue),  721,  722  ;  on  point  of  order 
(Mr.  Landry)  rem.,  818,  819  ;  U.  to  adopt 
7th  rep.  of  Com.,  847  ;  rem.,  848,  850  ;  M. 
to  postpone  consideration  of  rep.,  863,  867, 
868,  875  ;  on  9th  rep.  of  Com.,  878,  881  ;  on 
7th  rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  901,  902,  905,  913, 
922,  928  :  on  N.  of  M.  (Ur.  Bgique)  rem., 
949  ;  M..  949,  951.  953,  962  ;  on  7th  rep.  of 
Com.,  985.  986  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Bfiique)  1010  : 
on  M.  (Mr.  Dattdurand)  previous  question, 
1037,  1039,  1040,  1041,  1123. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.:  on  pairs,  rem.,  607. 

Notices  of  Motions  :  on  Speaker's  ruling, 
rem.,  90. 

O'Haniey,  report  of,  re  Lachine  Canal  Bridge: 

M.,  897. 
Railway  Act  Amt.  B.  :  865. 
Railway   Transportation  of   Senators :  M., 

872  ;  rem.,  875. 
Reprinting  of  Geographical  Maps  :  Inq.,  126. 


CLORAN,  Hon.  H.  J.— (Am. 
Solicitor  General's  Utterances    in  ffiiglu4: 

rem.,  728. 
Treadgold  Ooocesslon,  The  :  708. 

COFFEY,  Hon.  T. 

Debates,  The  Senate  :  on  convlaint  (Mr.  toi- 
ler) rem.,  449. 

King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  It  (Sb. 
Domviile)  tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  275. 

Ontario  Accident  Insurance  Co.   B.  :  347. 

Wellarad  and  Grand  Island  Bridge  Co.  B. : 
265. 

COX.  Hon.  G.  A. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  K8  ;  In  Com.,  rem,  on  Iri 

cl.,  563. 

DANDURAND,  Hon.  R. 

Adjournments  :  N.  of  M.,  79  ,  80  ;  rem.,  SI ; 

on  M.  (Mr.  Perler)  rem..  159  ;  on  X.  (Hr. 

Templeman)  and  amts.,  rem.,  233. 
Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1223,  1231.  123C. 
Atlantic,  Quebec  Md  Western  Ry.  Co.  B.: 

80,  127,  187. 
Audit  Act,  The  :  on  U.  (Mr.  MoDonald.  CBJ 

rem.,  673. 

Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.  :  1098,  Wk 
Campbelltord,  Lalie  Ontario  and  Western  Br. 
Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Watsm)  tor  2nd  B., 
rem.,  184. 
C.  P.  R.  BUI  :  l(n,  139. 
Co.'s  Act  Amt.  B.  :  931,  938,  934,  1233. 
Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate :  on  M. 

(Mr.  Watson)  rem..  1001. 
Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Heott) 

tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  271. 
'Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1088. 
I    Fuel  Question  4n  Canada,  The  :  on  K.  (Hr. 
j       HcHuUen)  for  return,  rem.,  123. 
I    O.  T.  P.  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  266,  288,  335.  IS7.  692, 
I  693. 

O.  T.  Ry.  Arbitration  B.  :  1047. 
Immigrants,  Inspection  of  :  rem-,  267. 
Immoral  Literature,  Importation  of :  on  Int- 

(Mr.  Darid)  rem.,  95. 
Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  ;  1109-1111. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :   on  M.   (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  to  fix  date  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  IIS: 
on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr)  to  concur  in  amts.,  rem.. 
691,  770  ;  on  M.  for  S^rd  R.,  815,  827  832,  BJ7. 
Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1103,  1133,  1166,  II70. 

1178.  1179,  1184,  1189,  1192,  1194,  1199,  12(B. 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association :  on 
M.  (Mr.  Domviile)  to  adjourn  deb.  on  M.  to 
appoint  Select  Com.,  rem.,  147,  176,  2(S,  214, 
228  ;  on  M.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  rem-. 
286.  288,  334,  338  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Legrls)  ram., 
387  :  on  7th  rep.  of  Com.,  902,  908,  924;  m 
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DANDURAND,  Hon.  H.—Oon. 

M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  951  ;  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Dom- 
vllle)  955  ;  on  7tti  rep.  ol  Com.,  980  ;  on 
M.  (Mr.  B61qu«)  1033-1036  ;  M.  preTlous 
question)  1036  ;   rem.,  1041,  1123. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem.,  on  3rd 
cl.,  665  ;  on  10th  cl.,  570,  B71,  672,  678,  682, 
S84,  589,  691,  593. 

Notices  of  Motions  :  on  Speaker's  ruling  rem., 
90  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Miller)  rem.,  169. 

Ottawa,  Nortbem  and  Westera  Rj.  Co.  B.: 
SO,  108,  139. 

Payment  of  Ry.  Subsidies  B.  :  1084. 

Politics  In  Militia  Apolntmeata :  rem.,  296, 
298. 

P.  O.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1079. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  941.  943.  946,  975. 
Reciprocity  with  the  United  States :  rem., 
1188. 

Sollcltoi;  General's  Utteraoces  in  Eoglaml : 
rem.,  729. 

DAVID.  Hon.  L.  O. 

Berne  Convention,  The:  Inq.,  720  ;  N.  of  M., 

721  ;  M.,  860  ;  re.m..  861,  989. 
Federal  Grants   or  Subsidies   to  Provinces  : 

M.  called  and  dr&pped,  675. 
Immoral   LIte|-ature.    Importation   o(  :  Inq., 

94  ;  rem.,  95. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :   on   M.   (Mr.  Kerr, 

Toronto)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  255  ;  on  M.  to 

concur  In  amts.,  754  ;   on  M.  for  3rd  R., 

837,  839. 

MlHtla  and  Detence  B.  :  1197-1200  ;  1202-1204. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  inq.. 
171.  180  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Domvllle)  rem.,  203- 
205,  215.  230,  231  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Legrls)  rem., 
381  ;  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Domville)  960  ;  on 
M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  preTlous  question,  1037. 
DEVER,  Hon.  J. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.  Terminus  at  St.  John  :  on  ex- 
planation (Mr.  Ferguson)  rem.,  61. 
DOMVILLE,  Hon.  J. 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1236. 
Aluminum,  Imoprts  of  ;  M.  for  return,  77. 
Behrlng  Sea  Arblbratlon,  Expenses  of :  inq., 
1126. 

Canada  Eastern  Ry.  Purchase  B.  :  1213-1217. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :   on  H. 

(Mr.  LoTltt)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  628,  631-S3. 
Cedar  Rapids  Manufacturing  and  Power  Co. 

B,  ;  80.  108,  190. 
Chtcoutimi  and  Nortli  Eastern  Ry.  Co.  :  298, 

347,  415. 

Imperial  Loan  and  Investment  Co.  of  Canada 

B.  :  817. 

Iiiaurancc  Act  Amt.  B.  :  113  ;  on  M.  for  2nd 
R.,  rem..  300.  315.  320,  321  ;  on  M.  to  concur 
in  amts.,  755-763.  777.  778  ;  on  M.  f<W  8rd 
R..  rem.,  825,  830,  835. 


DOMVILLE,  Hon.  J.— Co». 

iQterprovincial  Ry.  Bridge  Co.  of  N.B.  :  292, 
364. 

King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  int.  and 
rem.,  74  ;  M.  for  2nd  R.,  192 ;  rem.,  194, 

347. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1143-1147,  1148,  1151„ 
1159.  1163,  1164,  1173,  1200. 

Minutes  of  Proceedings  :  inq.,  949. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  N.  of 
M.  to  appoint  Select  Com.,  71  ;  rem.,  72  ; 
M.,  74  ;  rem.,  74-77  ;  adjd.,  77  ;  M.'s  for 
returns,  77  ;  M,  to  appoint  Com.  called  and 
postponed.  84  ;  M.,  rem.,  96-107  ;  deb.  adJd., 
107  ;  a  question  of  privilege,  127  ;  inqa., 
138,  139  ;  deb.  on  M.  resumed,  rem.,  140-146; 
M.  to  adjn.  deb.,  146  ;  rem.,  147  ;  deb. 
resumed,  171,  175,  183  ;  inq.,  184,  185  ;  deb. 
on  M.  further  postponed,  199  ;  rem.,  200- 
203,  204,  205,  209,  220-223,  228  ;  on  H.  to 
adopt  rep.  ot  Com.,  335  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Le- 
grls) rem.,  381-384  ;  on  M.  to  adopt  rep.  ot 
Com.,  656  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Gibson)  to  ex'n. 
wUnesses,  rem.,  686  ;  on  point  of  order, 
883,  887,  889  ;  on  1th  rep.  of  Com.,  914-922, 
925-927  ;  N.  of  M.,  954  ;  rem.,  966-967  ;  Inq., 
991  ;  on  ^.  of  M.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.) 
993  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Bfiique)  1016-1038  ;  on  M. 
(Mr.  Dandurand)  previous  question,  1041. 

N.B.  Southern  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  680. 

Ottawa  River  Valley  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  355,  399, 
674. 

Politics  in  Militia  Appointments  :  rem.,  297. 
Thorold  and  Lake  Erie  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  248,  266, 
364,  716,  729,  817. 

DRUMMOND,  Hon.  Sir  G.  A. 

Alien  Labor  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1221,  1226,  1228, 
1231,  1234. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  rep.  from  Com.,  690, 

691. 

Militia  and   Defence  B.  :  1199. 
Monarch  Life  Ass.  Co.  B.  :  rep.  from  Com., 
377. 

EDWARDS,  Hon.  W.  C. 
bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.  :  1098. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lovitt)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  635. 
Insurance  Act  A-mt.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  in 

amts.,  rem.,  771,  806. 
King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Domville)  for  2nd  R.,  rem..  278. 
Lead  Bounties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem., 

395. 

Mercantile  Agency  Reports  :  on  inq.  (Mr. 

McMillan)  rem.,  725. 
Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1189-1191,  1194.  1199. 
Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  Canal 

Co.  B.  :  127.  187. 
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EDWARDS,  Hon.  W.  C.~Con. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  AsBOclatlon  :  OD 
H.  (Mr.  L.esrlB)  rem.,  3g4 ;  on  M.  to  adopt 
rep.  ot  Com.,  fi53-6K. 

Pontlac  and  InterproTincial  Rr.  Co.  B. :  80. 
139,  187. 

Temagami  Rr-  Co.  B.  :  243.  265,  617-621,  623. 
Welland  and  Qrand  Island  Bridge  Co.  B.  : 
243,  247. 

ELLIS,  Hon.  J.  V. 

Address,  Tbe :  on  M.  {•Xr.  Kerr,  Toronto) 
rem,,  46. 

Contingent  Accounts  ot  tbe  Sen.  :  on  H.  (Bfr. 

Watson)  rem.,  9^9,  1002. 
Debates,  Distribution  of  the  :  rem.,  363. 
Fuel  Question  in  Canada,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

McMulIen)  for  return,  rem.,  126. 
O.  T.  P.  R7.  Terminus  at  St.  JaUok :  on  ex- 
planation (Mr.  Fei^aon)  rem.,  60. 
Immigrants,  Inspection  ot :  rem.,  268. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  690. 
King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Domville)  for  2nd  B^^rem.,  192. 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 

H.  tMr.  Domville)  rem.,  183  ;  on  N.  ot  M. 

(Mr.  Domville)  961. 
Petition  of  Right  Act  Amt.  B.  :  rep.  trom 

Com.,  196. 
Rr.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  948.  979. 
Rr.  TransportatloB  of  Senators  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Cloran)  rem.,  873. 
Shipping  Casualties  Act  Amt.  11.  :  rep.  from 

Com.,  713. 

Thompson  River  Improvement  Co. 'a  B.  :  on 
H.  (Hr.  McHugh)  to  concur  In  amts.,  rem., 

855. 

Watrk,  Presentation  to  Senator  :  rem.,  191. 
Woolsack,  The  :  on  question  of  privilege  (Mr. 

■McSweeney)  rem.,  29. 
Yukon  Terrlly  Act  Amt.  B, -:  rep.  from  Com., 

690.  701. 

FERGUSON,  Hon.  D. 

Address,  The  :  rem.,  6-21,  35,  46. 
Adjournment,   An  :    on   M.    (Mr.  Dandurand) 
rem.,  80  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem.,  153,  161. 
Animal  Contagious  Diseases  Act  Amt.  B.  : 

1099,  1100. 

Audit  Act,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  McDonald.  C.B.) 

rem.,  663-666. 
Berne  Convention,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  David) 

rem.,  860. 

Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.  :  105,1,  1098. 
Bounties  on  Lead-bearing  Ores  Act  Amt.  B.: 

1139.  • 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lovitt)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  626,  638. 
C.  P.  R.  Co.  B.  :  int.,  80. 

Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem.,  396. 


FERGUSON,  Hon.  D.-Con. 

Debates,  The  Senate  :  rem..  363,  364,  390. 
On  complaint  (Hr.  Miller)  rem.,  448  ;  on  H 
(Mr.  B^ique)  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  lUC. 
Delayed  Returns  :  183. 

Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1043,  lUi, 
1087. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B. :  1051. 

Fuel  Question  in  Canada,  The  :  on  M.  (Mt. 

McMulIen)  tor  return,  rem..  123. 
O.  T.  R.  ArMtratlon  B.  :  996,  997.  lOtI,  IM 
O.  T.  P.  R.  Surrey :  Inq.,  393. 
O.  T.  P.  Ry.  Terminus  at  St.  John :  eipla- 

atlon,  49  ;  rem.,  61. 
Inspection  of  Grain  B.  :  10S2,  1054,  lOCI,  IW, 

1065-1074. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  to  fix  date  lor  2nd  R.,  'rem.,  Ul 
312-314.  317. 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1138. 

Lead  Bounties  Act  Amt.  B,  :  in  Com.,  rem, 
395.  396. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :    1130-1132,  1170,  UTi- 

1174,  1178,  1187. 
Morning  Sittings  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  rem., 

969. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association :  o& 
M.  (Mr.  Domville)  to  adjn.  deb.  on  IL  to 
appoint  Select  Com.,  rem.,  147,  179  ;  os  IL 
to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  SSI,  343  ;  on  X.  of 
M.  (Mr.  Scott)  rem.,  640  ;  on  M.  to  adopt, 
rep.  of  Com.,  845,  646-H8.  902,  910 ;  on  H. 
( Mr.  Cloran)  962  ;  on  X.  ^  M.  (Hr.  Dob- 
vlile)  966,  967,  958.  060  ;  en  7th  rep.  ot  Cob., 
982,  986  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  prcTion 
question.  1037. 

National  TranscontlDental  Ry.  Act  Ant  B.: 
on  M.  (r.  Scott)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  m,  4S1, 
492,  499-618  ;  in  Com.,  rem.  on  3rd  cl.,  M. 
561-5fiE,  666  ;  on  8th  cl.,  667  :  on  lOtb  cL, 
571,  580,  586,  690,  69S,  594-598  ;  on  schedule, 
599,  602,  608. 

Payment  of  Rr.  Subsidies  B.  :  1082-iaS5. 

Politics  In  'Militia  Appointments  :  rem.,  ZX. 

P.  O.   Act  Amt.  B.  :   1077-1081.  1112-1118. 

Preferential  Trade  within  the  Empire  :  r«m., 
77. 

Private  Bills  In  the  Senate  :   on  rem.  (Xr. 

Young)  rem.,  85. 
P.  £!.  I.  Ry.,  Expenditure  on  :  M.  for  return. 

241. 

P.  E.  I,.  Lieut.  Ooveroorship  of  :  inq.,  9W- 
P.  E.  I.,  Telegraph  Communication  wllfa:  renu 

187. 

Printing  of  Parliament,  The  :  on  H.  Olt. 

Watson)  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  tiB- 
Prorogation,  The  :  rem.,  877. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  866,  939,  940,  941,  94S.  91'. 

972,  973,  m,  978.  979.  . 
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FERGUSON,  Hon.  D.— Con. 

Ky.  Transportatioa  of  Senators  :  on  it.  (Mr. 

Cloran)  rem.,  874. 
SS.  Service  between  P.  E.    I.    and  British 

Ports:  IDQ.,  186. 
Tanton,  Claim  of  L.  P.  :  Inq.,  996. 
Tlmagaml  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Hr.  BdwardB) 

to  ref.  B.  back  to  Com.  oa  R.  T.  ft  H.,  rem., 

622. 

Trade  RelatlMis  with  the  United  States  :  oo 
H.  (Mr.  .McHullen)  rem..  871. 

FORGET,  Hon.  t.  ^. 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1230. 

Can.  Bafltem  Ry.  Purcliase  B.  :  IZIS. 

MiMtlB  and  Defence  B.  :  1206. 

FROST,  Hon.  F.  T. 

Britlsb  American  Aasurance  Co.  B.  :  242,  247, 
249. 

Western  Assurance  Co.  B.  :  242,  247,  249. 

GIBSON,  Hon.  W. 

Adjournments  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Templeman)  to 
adjourn  from  Hay  19  to  26,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
Olbson)  amt.  to  adjourn  to  May  81,  2S3. 

Bessemer  and  Barry's  Bay  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  242, 
292,  364. 

British  American  Assurance  Co.  B.  :  M.  for 

2nd  R.,  rem.,  248. 
British  American  Pulp,  Paper  and  Ry.  Oo. 

B.  :  eB7. 

Cascapedla   Manufacturing  and   Trading  Co. 

B.  :  127,  139,  187. 
Debates.  The  Senate :   on  Inq.  (Mr.  Wood) 

rem.,  390. 

French  Translator,  The  Chief  :  oa  M.  to 
adopt  3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  &  C.  A., 
rem..  352. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  To- 
ronto) rem.,  252,  317-319, 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
M.  (Mr,  Domvllle)  rem.,  181,  219,  231  ;  on 
M.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  331,  339,  343. 
'Mi  ;  on  question  of  privilege  (Mr.  Landry) 
rem.,  360,  361,  362  :  M.  and  rem.,  681,  685. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Ami.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nil  R.,  and  nml.  (Sir  Maclcenzlo  Bowell) 
r^m.,  .■)31-536,  559. 

North  Am.  Telegraph  Co.  B.  :  265. 

Nollccs  of  Motions  ;  on  rem.  (Mr.  Miller) 
rem.,  85. 

■  Ukotoks  and  High  River  Lumbeirlng  and  De- 
velopment Co.  B.  :  on  M-  (Mr.  Perley)  tor 
3rd  R.,  rem.,  677. 

Parsons  Relief  B.  :  127,  139,  191. 

Patents  of  Can.  General  Elec.  Co,  and  others, 
B.  :  335,  347.  399. 

Printing  of  Mln.  of  Proceedings  :  rem.,  191. 


GIBSON,  Hon.  W.— Con. 

Striking  Committee,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott) 

to  appoint  Com.,  rem.,  48. 
Timagaml  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In  rep. 

of  Com.,  rem.,  497  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Edwards) 

to  ref.  B.  back  to  Com.  on  R.  T.  &  H.,  rem.. 

020. 

Western  Assurance  Co.  B.  ;  M.  for  2nd  R., 
rem.,  247. 

HINGSTON,  Hon.  Sir  William 
Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1169. 

JONES,  Hon.  L.  M. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Association  :  on  M.  to 
adopt  rep.  of  Sel.  Com.,  rem.,  840. 

KERR,  Hon.  J.  K.  (Toronto.) 

Address,  The  :  rem.,  2  ;  H.,  4. 
Alklns,  The  late  Senator  :  rem..  1128. 
Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  122S.  1227,  1230.  1234. 
Can.  Credit  Indemnity  Co.  B. :  6S9. 
Can.  Southern  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  688,  698,  702., 
Chrlstman  Divorce  B.  :  72,  74.  2»,  680. 
Hudson  Bay  and  N.  W.  Ry.  Oo.  B.  :  242,  298. 
insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  Int.  and  rem.,  108- 

115  ;  M.  for  2nd  R..  rem..  249-261,  262-264. 
263,  264,  282,  810-312,  330  ;   on  M.  to 

concur  in  amta..  730,  781,  786,  768,  770,  776, 

7^5.  7i«6-7»9,  809  :  on  M.  tor  3rd  R.,  821,  824, 

825,  841,  845. 
Jackson,  Appt.  of  J.  B.  :  134-137. 
King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  U.  (Mr. 

Domvllle)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  273. 
Militia  and  Defence  B.  ;  1133,  1168-1161,  1197. 
Montreal,   Niplsslng   and  Oeorglan   Bay  Ry. 

Co.  B.  :   298,  347,  399. 
Mutual   Reserve  Fund   Life  Association  :  on 

M.   (Mr.  Domvllle)  to  appoint  Com.,  rem.. 

107.  207-213.  217,  220,  222,  230  ;  on  M.  to  adopt 

reps,   of  Com..  333.  338.  613  ;   on  M.  (Mr. 

Gibson)  rem.,  687  ;  on  M.  to  adopt.  7th  rep. 

of  Com.,  851.  922  ;  on  N.  oC  M.  (Mr.  Dom- 
vllle) 957,  962,  965. 
N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mt.  Scott)  for 

2ud  R-.  rem.,  559. 
Okotoks  and  High  River  Lumbering  and  De- 

velo.pmGnt  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  for 

3rd  R.,  rem..  678. 
Patunls  of  C«n.  Gen'l.  Elec.  Co.  and  Others 

B.  :  2H2.  335. 
Payment  of  Ry.  Subsidies  B.  :  1083. 
P.  O.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1082. 

Printing  of  Bills  in  Two  Languages  :  rem., 

1003. 

Ry.  Act  Ami.  B.  :  896. 
Reprcsentafion  Act  Amt.  B.  ;  935. 
Rio  de  Janiero  Light  and  Power  Co.  B.  :  399, 
680,  688.  701. 
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KERR,  Hon.  J.  K.—Con. 

ThomiiaoQ  River  Improvement  Co-'s  B.  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  McHugli)  to  CMonr  in  amtB.,  rem., 

^65,  556,  8B7. 
Tlmagaml  Ry,  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In 
rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  497  ;  on  amt.  (Mr.  Ed- 
wards) 623. 

Trade  Relations  with  tbe  United  States  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  McMuIlen)  rem.,  871. 

KERR,  Hon.  W.  (Cobourg.) 

Address,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto) 
rem.,  63-68. 

Campbellford,  l4kke  Ontario  uid  Western  Bj. 
Co.  B.,  139.  184,  190. 

CoUlnKwOod  Oen'l.  and  Marin*  Hospital  B.: 
127,  189,  187. 

Dever,  The  late  Senator  :  rem.,  197. 

Huron  and  Ontario  Ry.  Co.  B.:  494,  624.  676. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  H.  (Mt,  Kerr. 
Toronto)  tor  iad  R.,  rem.,  323  ;  BL  to  con- 
cur hi  amts..  690  ;  rem.,  692. 

Jackson,  Appointment  ot  J.  B.  :  182. 

Mann  Divorce  B.  :  74,  233,  398. 

Monarch  Lite  Ass.  Co.  B.  :  242,  247,  399. 

Moore  Divorce  B.  :  80,  108,  233,  393. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Assoolatlon  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  DomvUle)  i-em.,  215,  231. 

Patents  of  Edwin  R.  Cahoone  B.  :  494.  657, 
675. 

Patents  of  Lewis  E.  Curtis  B.  :  198,  200,  416. 

Patents  of  Wm.  A.  Damen  B.  :  198,  266,  415. 

R-eid,  The  late  Senator  :  rem.,  197. 

Roberison  Divorce  B.  :  233,  271.  415. 

Rodger  Divorce  B.  :  72,  85,  151. 

Taylor  Divorce  B.  :  73,  85,  184, 

Timagfmi  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Edwards) 

to  ref.  B.  back  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  &  H., 

rem.  618. 

KING,  Hon.  G.  6. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  tor 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  436-447. 

LANDRY,  Hon.  A.  C.  P. 
Adjournment,  An  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem., 
151. 

Alien  Labor  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1222,  1224,  1228- 

123D,  1234,  1237. 
Alliance  Bank  ot  Canada  B.  :  rem.,  713. 
Beaulieu,  Replacing  of  F.  X.  :  Inq.,  898. 
Black,   Dntroductlon  ot  Senatin-  :   point  ot 

order,  356  ;  rem.,  357. 
Boimtics  on   Lead-bearing  Ores   B.  :  1140. 
British  American  Assurance  Co.  B.  :  on  M. 

(Mr.  Gibson)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  248. 
Canada  Eastern  Ry.  Purchase  B.  :  1221. 
Companies  Act  Amt  6.  :  859. 
Crane   Isiand.   Lighthouse   Keeper  at  :  inq., 

289  ;  M..  233  ;  rem.,  690,  701. 


LANDRY,  Hon.  A.  C.  P.— Co*. 

Dalhousle  and  G«ap4  Mall  Service  :  tnq.,  721. 

Debates,  The  Sraate  :  rem.,  363,  1223. 

Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1068. 

DuQdonald  Incident,  The  :  question  of  privil- 
ege, 347,  368  ;  Inq.,  391. 

Fast  Dine  and  Winter  Port  :  Inq..  291. 

Forts  at  Ldvis,  Reipairs  to  :  Inq.,  897. 

French  Version  ot  Militia  Orders  :  Inq.,  298. 

Fuel  Question  la  Canada,  The  :  on  U.  (Mr. 
McMulIen)  tor  return,  rem.,  124. 

"  Gauss  ",  The  Steamer  :  M.,  480  ;  Inq.,  709  ; 
rem.,  719,  720,  988,  1142,  1187. 

Government  Contract  with  Ifr.  Adolphe 
Cr«te  :  InQ..  1124. 

Q.  T.  Pac.  Kj.  B.  :  692.  698. 

Hudson  Bay  Exploration  ;  H.  3S7. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.:  on  H.  (Mr.  Kerr,  To- 
ronto) tor  iBt  R.,  point  ot  order,  115;  oi 
M.  tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  261,  256.  820,  329 ;  an 
M.  to  concur  In  amts.,  691,  730,  731,  7H. 
763,  811,  812,  813,  .814,  816  ;  on  M.  for  3rd 
R.,  point  of  order,  820,  821,  S2S.  845,  847. 

L  C.  R.  Transfer  o<  Baggage  to  and  from : 
Inq's.,  897.  1124. 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1137. 

'  Le  Malou  '  The  French  Steamer  :  M.,  857  ; 
Inq.,  701. 

Martello  Towers  at  Quebec  :  Inq.,  290.  400. 

MUltla  Act  Amt.  B.  :  896,  1128-1133,  1142,  1143. 
1149.  1152-1154.  1158-1160,  1164,  1167.  1169, 
117B,  1179-1183,  1186,  1204,  1207. 

Militia  Rules  and  Regulations,  French  Ver- 
sion of  :  inq.,  992,  1124. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  Domvtlle)  rem.,  219,  229  ;  question 
of  privilege,  335  :  rem.,  341,  343,  345,  358- 
360  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Legrls)  rem.,  37S,  3S5-3S7, 
388  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  rem.,  399  ;  on  M. 
to  adopt  5th  rep.  ot  Com.,  rem.  and  M.,  612; 
point  of  order,  614  ;  on  M.  (Mr,  Gibson) 
rem..  684,  688  ;  on  N.  of  H.  (Mr.  B^lqne) 
<rem.,  714  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Bgique)  rem.,  723. 
723  ;  point  of  order,  847,  849,  850,  851.  864, 
868  ,  880,  882  ,  888,  889  ;  on  Speaker's  deci- 
sion, 899  ;  on  7th  rep.,  906-909  ;  on  N.  ot 
M.  (Mr.  Domvllle)  957,  958,  960  ;  on  7th  rep. 
of  Com.,  980-984,  993  :  on  M.  (Mr.  B61qne) 
point  of  order,  1015,  1016  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Dan- 
durand)  previous  question.  1036.  1037,  1038. 
1040. 

X.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R..  rem.,  452.  569  ;  in  Com.,  rem., 
on  10th  cl.,  579.  581,  582.  583. 

"  Neptune  "  The  SS.  :  Inq.,  765,  S7S.  988,  1143. 
1187. 

Northern  Bank  IncoTV.  B.  :  S47. 

Notices  ot  Motions  :    on  Speaker's  rullns, 

rem.,  93  ;  on  M,  (Mr.  Miller)  rem..  170  ; 

point  of  order,  818. 
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LANDRY,  Hon.  A.  C.  P.—Oon. 
Orders  in  Council  tor  Tukon  T&rrtloiy  :  on 

M.  (Mr.  Scott)  rem.,  858. 
Payments  for  Public  Works  la  the  County  of 

Cbamplatn  :  Inq.,  1125. 
Payments  to  J.  Lachance,  E.  Valine  and  H. 

Leduc  :  Inqs.,  1126. 
Pierre  Nault.  Payments  to  :  Inq.,  1126. 
Polnte  aux  Trembles,  Wbarf  at :  laq.,  709. 
Politics  in  Mllltla  Appointments  :  294. 
PvinthiK  Bills  In  Two   Languages :  rem., 

1003. 

Printing  Ulautes  of  ProceoHlngs :  rem.,  190. 
Privilege,  A  QnestiMi  of :  rem..  4fil. 
Protection  of  Hearing  :  inq.,  7U. 
Quebec  City  Walls,  Pulling  down  of  :  Inq., 
SM. 

Quebec  Oolf  dub  :  inq.,  29S. 
Quebec  and  UtIs  Ferry :  Inq.,  991. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  805. 
Ry.  Subsidies  B.  :  1232. 

Ry.    Transportation    of    Senators :    on  M. 

I  Mr.  Cloran)  rem..  875. 
Rio  de  Janeiro  Light  and  Power  Co.  B.  :  rem., 

400. 

niver  Improvements  In  tlie  P.  Q.  :  inq.'s, 

1125. 

Ross  Rifle,  The  :  inq..  291,  377. 
Rules  of  the  House  :  rem.,  1233. 
Ste.  Anne  de  la  P6rade  :  inq.'s,  1126. 
St.  Alphonse  of  Ha  Ha  Bay,  Wharf  at  :  inq., 
709. 

Sale  of  Wood  to  the  Oovernment  :  Inq.,  1124. 
Savard  Park  :  Inq..  289,  858. 
Shipping  Casualties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  rem.,  710, 
712,  714. 

Solicitor  General,  Utterances  In  England  : 
OD  inq.,  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  rem.,  729. 

Striking  Committee,  The  :  on  M.  (Mir.  Soott) 
to  aK>oint  Com.,  rem.,  48. 

Supply  B.  :  1237. 

Supply  of  Ironmongery  :  inq.,  1124. 
Thompson  River  Improvement  Co.'b  B.  :  867. 
Timagami  Ry.  Co.  B.:  on  H.  to  concur  In  rep. 

of  Com.,  rem.,.  498  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Bdwards) 
to  ref.  B.  back  to  Com.  on  R-,  T.  ft  H.,  rem., 

619. 

Trans-Canada  Ry.  :  inq.,  291,  246. 

LEGRIS,  Hon.  J.  H. 

Mutual  Resetrre  Fund  Life  Association  :  N. 

of  M..  366  ;  M.,  378. 
Ottawa,  Brockvllle  and  St,  Lawrence  Ry.  Co. 

B.  :  266. 

St.  Maurice  Valley  Ry.  Co.  B. :  US,  S46,  tt». 

LOUGHEED,  Hon.  J.  A. 

Adjournment,  An  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem., 
1&7-1&9. 

79  , 


LOUGHEED,  Hon.  J.  A.— Cow. 

Alberta   Ry.  and  Irrigation   Co.  Amalgama- 
tion B.  :  242,  265,  266. 
-B.  C.  Southern  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  80,  108,  139. 

Can.  Fire  Ins.  Co.  B.  :  151,  187,  266. 

Canadian  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  198,  200. 

Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott) 
tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  271.  397. 

Debates,  The  Senate  :  on  Inq.  (Ur.  Wood) 
rem..  390. 

Fuel  Question  In  Canada.  The  :  on  U.  (Hr. 

MoMullen)  for  return,  rem.,  122. 
Immigrants,  Inspection  of  :   rem.,  267. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  U.  for  2nd  R., 

r&m.,  325  ;  on  M.  to  concur  in  amts.,  774  ; 

on  H.  for  3rd  R.,  813,  823. 
King  s  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Domvilte)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  273. 
Lead  Bounties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  la  Com.,  rem., 

395. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 

rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  867. 
Notices  of  Motions :    on  Speaker's  ruling, 

rem.,  92,  93. 

Okotoks  and  High  River  Lumbering  and  De- 
velopment Co.  B.  :  198,  266. 

St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Canal  Co.  B. :  80, 
108,  127. 

Steamboat   Inspection   Act  Amt.   B.  :  rep. 

Orom  Com..  690. 
Yukon  Territory  Act  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem., 

689,  699,  700. 

LOVITT,  Hon.  J. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. :  SSI,  624. 
674. 

Mcdonald,  Hon.  wm.  (c.b.) 

Audit  Act,  The  :  M.    rem.,  659,  672,  674. 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  ;  on 

N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Legrla)  rem.,  856. 
N.  S.   Permanent   Benefit   Building  Society 

and  Savings  Fund  B.  :  242,  2B2,  S60. 

McGregor.  Hon.  J.  D. 
Bounties  to  Steel  and  Iron  B.  :  1089. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lovltt)  rem.,  627. 
Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate  :  on  M. 

(Mr.  Watson)  rem.,  1002. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In 

amti.,  rem.,  763. 
King  SbllUng  Legal  Tender  B,  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Domville)  tof  Snd  R.,  rem.,  S7S. 
Tfmagaml  Ry.  Go.  B.  :  on  H.  (Mr.  Bdwairda) 

to  ref.  B.  back  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  ft  H., 

rem.,  623. 
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MchHJGH,  Hon.  G. 
Bkrautlgrrd  and  Hamlltoo  R7.   Co.  B.  :  187, 

Geaer«l  Inypectloa  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1076. 
GraiD  Insve&tlon  B.  :  1067. 
iDsuraace  A«t  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  tor  2ai  R., 
rem.,  S26 ;  on  IL  to  concur  In  unts.,  7M- 

796. 

James  Bay  By.  Go.  B.  :  U8,  199,  26K. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Llf*  Association  :  os 

M.  <Mr.  Domvllle)  rem..  21t ;  on  M.  (Mr. 

Landry)  to   brlag  witness  befor*  bair  of 

Senate,  616. 
Tbomvson  River  Improvement  Co.  B.  :  381, 

416,  855,  866,  868. 
Timacaml  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  in 

rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  498  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Ed- 

v«rds)  to  ref.  B.  back  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  ft 

H.,  rem.,  822. 
West  Can.  Colllefies,  Limited  B.  :  716,  729, 

867. 

McMillan,  Hon.  D. 

Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  :  929. 

Dom.  Fire  Insurance  Co.  B.  :  677. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  Cor  2nd  R., 
rem.,  324,  325  ;  on  H.  to  concur  la  amts., 
742,  807  ;  on  H.  for  Srd  R..  rem.,  827,  889, 
842. 

Mercantila  Agenc*  Reporti :  inq.  and  rem., 

723. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Lite  Association  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  retp.  of  Com., 
rem.,  286. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  488-492  ;  in  Com.,  rem.  on  Srd 
Cl.,  661  :  on  8th  cl.,  667,  668. 

Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  978. 

Thompson  River  Improvement  Co.'s  B.  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  McHugb)  to  concur  In  amts.,  rem., 

855. 

McMULLEN,  Hon.  J. 

Adjournments  :   on  N.   of  M.   (Mr.  B^lque) 

rem.,  49  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem..  166  ; 
on  M.  (Mr.  Templeman)  and  amts.,  .-em.^ 
233. 

Audit  Act,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  McDonald,  C.  B.) 

rem.,  666-668. 
Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  :  930. 
Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.  :  1092. 
Canada  Eastern  tly.  Purchase  B.  :  1217-1221. 
Canada  Temperance   Act   Amt.    B.  :    on  H. 

(Mr.  Lovitt)  for  ZaA  R.,  rem.,  628. 
Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate  :  1000. 
Debates  of  the  Senate  :  on  M.  (Mr.  BMque) 

rem.,  1120,  1122. 
Farmers*  Bank  of  Canada  B.  :  677. 
Preach  River  Boom  Co.  B.  :  127,  139,  187. 


McMULLEN,  Hon.  ^.—Oo». 

Fuel  Question  in  Canada  :  H.  (or  ret.  re&, 

177-121,  126  ;  Inq.,  349,  400. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1076. 
G.  T.  Ry.  Arbitration  B.  :  1048. 
Grain  Inspection  B.  :  1068,  1072-1074. 
Guetph  and  Goderlck  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  IM,  IM, 

266. 

Guelph  JuncUon  Ry.  Co.  B. :  198.  199,  2Ki 

Immigirants.  Inspection  ot :  rem-,  tvt. 

Immoral  Literature,  importatiui  of  :  on  Ihi. 
(Mr.  David)  rem.,  94. 

Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  :  llOC 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  to  fix  date  tor  2ad  R.,  rem.,  lit, 
117  ;  on  M.  tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  257,  279-nii 
310,  312,  316  ;  on  M.  to  concur  in  amts.,  Of, 
692,  731-742,  745,  746,  747,  776,  778,  817 ;  « 
M.  (or  3rd  R.,  rem.,  830. 

King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Hr. 
Domvllle)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  193,  274.  zn. 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1137.  1S08. 

Mercantile  Agency  R^orts :  on  Inq.  (lb. 
McMllUtt)  rem.,  726. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1188-1190,  1194-1197. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association :  ca 
M.  (Mr.  Domvllle)  rem.,  175,  2(S,  213,  239. 
337  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  5th  rep- 
ot Com.,  610  ;  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  rem., 
640  ;  00  M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  $tb  re^. 
of  Com.,  650  ;  on  M.  [Mr.  GlbsoD)  to  ex's, 
witnesses,  rem.,  683;  on  point  of  order,  836; 
on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  994 ; 
on  M.  (Mr.  B^lque)  1009.  1013  ;  on  M.  (Mr. 
Dandurand)  previous  question,  1037,  1039. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  476-488.  BB». 

Nepigon  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  242.  247.  2flG. 

Notices  itf  Motions :  on  Speaker's  mllag, 
rem.,  92. 

Politics  in  Militia  Appointments  :  rem..  19T. 

P.  O.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1118. 

Ry,  Act  Amt.  B.  :  942,  974. 

Ry.  Transportation  of  Senators  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Cloran)   rem.,  872. 
Solicitor  General's  Utterances  in  Bnslaad: 

on  inq.  (Sir  Mackeniie  Bowell)  rem.,  728. 
Striking  Committee,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott) 

to  appoint  Com.,  reoi.,  48. 
Tlmagami  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  H.  to  ref.  roip.  back 

to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  ft  U.,  rem..  62L 
Toronto  and  Hamilton  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  243,  S6S. 

298. 

Trade  Relations  w4th  the  United  States : 
rem.,  870. 

WalkM-tcn  and  Lucknow  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  198,  1*9. 
266. 
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MoSWEENEY,  Hon.  P. 

Ouada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B. :  on  U. 

(Mr.  Lovitt)  rem.,  626. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In 

amta.,  rem..  789-774 ;  oti  U.  (or  ard  R..  841. 
Klns's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  K.  (Ur. 

Domville)  tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  274. 
Woolsack,  The  :  rem.,  26. 

MACOONALD,  Hon.  A.  A.  (P.B.L) 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1227,  USO. 

Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.  :  In  Com.,  rem.,  898. 

Grain  Inspection  B.  ;  1064. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In 
amts.,  M.  to  adjourn  debate,  764 ;  rem., 
766-769  :  on  H.  tor  3rd  R.,  rem.,  833. 

Lead  Bounties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  in  Com.,  rem., 
394. 

Payment  of  Rjr.  Subsidies  B.  :  1083,  1084. 
Timaglmi  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Edwards) 

to  ret.  B.  baclc  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  &  H., 

rem.,  622. 
Yulton  Territory  Act  Amt.  B.  :  70*. 

MACDONALD,  Hon.  W.  J.  (B.C.) 

Adjournments  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  rem., 
80,  81,  83  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem.,  163, 
154,  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  rem.,  714. 

Behring  Sea  Seal  'Fisheries  :  inn.,  rem.,  248, 
246. 

Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate  :  on  H. 

(Ur.  Watson)  to  concur  in  fltthrep.  of  Com., 

rem.,  1002. 
Dominion  Blectlons  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1088. 
French  Translator,  The  Chief  :  on  M.  to  adopt 

3rd  rep.  ol  Com.  on  I.  G.  &  C.  A.,  rem.. 

353. 

Oold  Mining  Concessions  :  Inq.,  764,  881  ; 
rem.,  863. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.  :  Inq.,  185,  291  ;  on  rep.  from 
Com.,  rem.,  348  ;  N.  of  amt.,  870  ;  rem., 
680,  694,  697,  698. 

Hamilton,  Grimsby  and  BeamsTille  Electric 

Ry.  Co.  B.  :  243,  266. 
Immigrants,  Housing  of  :  inq.  and  rem.,  86. 
Immi^ants,  Inspection  ot  :  rem.,  269. 
Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1107. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  310,  312,  764,  776,  796, 

798,  799. 

King's  Sbltling  Legal  T«nder  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Domrille)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  274. 
Mutual  Reserve  Pund  Life  Association  ;  on 

M.    (Mr,  Landry)   to  bring  witness  before 

bar  of  Senate,  rem.,  616  ;  on  N.  ot  H.  (Mr. 

OomTille)  961 ;  on  7th  rep.  ot  Com.,  980, 

992,  993. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  {Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  471-476,  476  ;  In  Com.,  rem., 
on  10th  cl.,  568,  570.  678,  680.  692  ;  H.  to 
amd.,  803. 
79J 


MACOONALD;  Hon.  W.  J.  (B.a)— <toi». 

Xicola,  Kamloops  and  Slmtlkameen  Coal  and 

Ry.  Co.  B.  :  242.  266,  298. 
X.  Pactfle  and  Omineca  Ry.  Co.  B. :  188,  MO. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  891,  938. 
Ry.  Transportation  of  Senators  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Cloran)  rem.,  872. 
Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M. 

(Mr.  Scott)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  681. 
ThonvBon  River  Improvement  Co.'s  B.  :  on 

M._  (Mr.  McHugh)  to  concur  in  amts.,  rem., 

865. 

United  States  Coasting  Regulations :  inq., 
49$. 

MERNf  R,  Hon.  S. 

Berlin,  Waterloo,  Wellesley  and  Lalce  Huron 

Ry.  Co.  B.  :  198,  266,  298. 
Patents  ot  the  Can.  Office  and  School  FurnI- 

ture  Co.,  Ltd..  B.  :  680.  698,  971. 

MILLER,  Hon.  Wm. 

Adjournments  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  rem., 
80  ;  on  amt.  (Mr.  B41que)  point  ot  order 
and  rem.,  83,  87  ;  on  M.  (^Mr.  Perley)  rem., 
152,  155. 

Debates,  The  Senate  :  rem.,  447,  449. 
Freneb  Translator,  The  Chief  :     on  M.  to 

adopt  3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  L  E.  &  C.  A., 

rem.,  352. 

King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Domville)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  198. 
Notices  ot  Motlona  :  rem.,  84,  92  ;  N.  ot  H., 

rem.,  127 ;  U.,  161 ;  rem.,  181-166,  171. 
Restaurant,  E:q)ense8  ot  The  Senate  :  U.. 

357. 

Standing  Conunlttees,  The  :  on  H.  (Ur.  Tem- 
pleman)  to  ndopt  rep.  ot  Com.  on  Selection, 
rem.,  70. 

Wark.  Presentation  to  Senator :  rem.,  191. 
Woolsack.  The  :  on  question  of  prlTlloge  (Mr. 
UcSweeney)  rem..  29. 

MITCHELL,  Hon.  W. 

Introduced,  1. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1101,  1196,  1196,  1206. 
Ottawa,  BrockvUle  and  St.  Lawrence  Ry.  Co. 
'  B.  :  242,  247. 

Patent  of  B.  A.  Small  B.  :  198.  292,  416. 

OWENS,  Hon.  Wm. 

Adjournment,  An  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem., 
161. 

French  Translator.  The  Chief :  on  M.  to 
adopt  3rd  rep.  ot  Com.  m  I.  B.  ft  0.  A., 
rem..  364. 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1138. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1206. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  ;  on 
M.  to  adopt  rep.  ot  Select  Com.,  rem.,  S4L 
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PELLETIER.  Hon.  Sir  A.,  K.C.M.Q. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  348. 

Quebec  and  Lake  Huron  Rr.  Co.  B. :  IM,  IM, 

265. 

TemiBcouata  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  198,  IM,  SM,  TIS, 
72fl,  817. 

Woolsack,  The  :  on  question  of  prirtlege  (ICr. 
McSweenejr)  rem.,  SO. 

PERLEY,  Hon.  W.  D. 

Atljoumment,   An  :    M.    to  adjourn   from  28 

April  to  Majr  25,  151,  1&3,  160. 
Audit  Act,  The  :  on  H.  (Mr.  HcDonald,^  C.B.) 

rem.,  674. 

Century  Lite  Insurance  Co.  B,  :  639,  679,  709. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry..  Construction  ol  : '  Inq..  896. 

Military  Strength  of  Canada  :    Inq.,  S61. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
M.  (Hr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  6th  rep.  of  Com., 
rem.,  612  ;  on  7th  rep.  of  Com.,  8B4  ;  on  M. 
(Mr.  Cloran),  9S2,  963. 

X.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Hr.  Seo^t)  tor 
2nd  R.  and  amt.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 
rem.,  536-543  ;  In  Com.,  rem.  on  10th  d., 
684,  687. 

Okotoka  and  High  River  LumberinK  and  De- 
velopment Co.  B.  :  677. 

Ry.  Commission,  The  :  inq.,  928. 

Rifles,  The  Supply  of  :  Inq.,  817. 

Sale  of  Lands  In  N.  W.  T.  :  Inq.,  764. 

Transportation  Commissioners'  Report :  Inq., 
928. 

POIRIER,  Hon.  P. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Lovltt)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  637. 
Edmonton  and  SlaT«  Lake  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  266. 
French  Translatoir,  The  Chief :    on  M,  to 

adopt  3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  L  B.  ft  C.  A., 

rem.,  350-362. 
Immoral  Literature,  Importation  of  :  on  inq. 

(.Mr.  David)  rem.,  95. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr,  Kerr, 

Toronto)  to  fix  date  tor  2nd  R.,  ram.,  116, 

328 

Mutual  Resnrve  Fund  Lite  Association  :  on 
M.  (Hr.  Domville)  rem.,  182,  837,  MS  :  on 
point  of  order  (Mr.  Cloran)  rem.,  848  ;  on 
M.  to  adopt  7th  rep,  of  Com.,  863,  901. 

Notices  of  Motions  :  on  rem.  (Mr.  Miller) 
rem.,  84. 

Patents  of  Slestrled  Oironcoli  B.:  494,  824, 

667. 

Petroleum.  Production  of  :    M.  tor  return, 

rem..  234-240.  241. 
Ry.  Transportation  of  Senators  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

Cloran)  rem,,  873. 
Woolsack,  The  :  on  question  ot  privilese  (Mr. 

McSweeney)  rem.,  SO. 


POWER,  Hon.  L.  G.  (Speaker.) 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1828,  U80. 
Animal  Cmitaglous  Diseases  B.  :  1099. 
Boanties  to  Steel  and  Iron  B.  :  1089. 
Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.  :  In  Coot.,  rem..  398. 
Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1060,  lOGl. 
Inland  Revenue  Act  Amt.  B. :  HOT. 
Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1131.  1143,  1130.  IIM. 

1167.  1170.  117S.  1176.  1178,  1186.  1190.  IIK. 

1196. 

N*.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  in  Com.,  rem.,  on  Ittk 

cl..  575-577.  587-S89. 
P.  O.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1078,  1080,  1081.  1116. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  944,  977. 
Shipping  Casualties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  In  Ool, 

rem..  712. 

Yukon  Territory  Act  Amt.  B.  :  in  Com.,  ran., 
689,  700,  701. 


ROBERTSON,  Hon.  J.  E. 

'     Inspection  of  Immigrants  :  rem.,  266. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  for  2ai  B.. 
rem.,  326  ;  on  M.  to  concur  in  amts.,  9H, 
810. 

SCOTT,  Hon.  R.  W.  (Secretary  of  State.) 

Address,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto) 
rem.,  21-26.  31-39. 

Adjournments  :  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  B£iqa«) 
rem.,  49  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem.,  152  ;  SL 
to  amend  H.,  161  :  on  H.  (Mr.  Templeman) 
rem..  233  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Casgrain)  349  ;  N.  ot 
M..  639,  612  ;  M.  to  adjourn  July  14  to  Joly 
18.  714. 

Alkins,  The  late  Senator  :  rem.  on.  112€. 
Allen  Labor  Law  Amt.  B.  ;  1123,  1221,  1322. 
122S. 

Animat  Contagious  Diseases  Act  AmL  B.  : 
1056. 

Audit  Act,  The  :  on  M.  (Mr.  McDonald,  B.a) 
660-663. 

Bank  Act  Amt.  B.  :  890,  929,  930. 

Beaulieu,  Replacing  of  P.  X.  :  reply  to  tat- 

(Hr.  Landry)  898. 
Behrlng  Sea  Arbitration  :  reply  to  inq.  tMr. 

Domville)  1126. 
Behring  Sea  Seal  Fisheries :  on  inq.  (Mr. 

Macdonald.  B.C.)  rem.,  244.  846. 
Berne  Convention,  The  :  reply  to  inq.  (Mr. 

David)  720  ;  on  M.  (Hr.  David)  rem.,  m, 

861. 

Black,  Introduction  ot  Senator  :  rem.,  356- 
Bounties  on  Crude  Petiroleum  B.  :  1089,  109L 
Bounties  on  Lead-bearing  Ores  Aet  Ami.  B. : 

1138,  1139. 

Bounties  on  Steel  and  Iron  Aet  Amt.  B. : 

1042,  1088. 

Campbelltord,  Lake  Ontario  and  Western  Ry. 
Co.  B.  :  on  M.  tor  2nd  R..  rem..  184. 
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SCOTT,  Hon.  R.  W.  (Secretary  of  State)— (7on. 
CaoadB  Bastero  Ry-  Purchase  B.,  1209,  1218. 
Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B-  :  on  H.  {Mr. 

Lovltt)  tor  Slid  R.,  Tern.,  624. 
Ghamplaln  Co..  Parmesta  for  Public  Works 

in  :  reply  to  inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  1126. 
Companies  Act  Amt.  B.  :   SS9,  930,  932,  933, 

934,  1232. 

Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate  :   on  M. 

(Mr.  Watflon)  rem..  998,  999,  1002. 
Crane  Island,  Lighthouse  Keeper  at  :  reply  to 

Inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  239,  690. 
Cr6te,  Government  Contract  with  Mr.  Adol- 

phe  :  reply  to  inq.  (Mr.  Landry),  1124. 
Criminal  Code  Amt.  B.'s  :  243,  271.  299. 
Customs  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1140,  1208. 
Customs  Tariff  Act  AmU  B. :  1200.  1221. 
Dalhousle  and  OaapA  Hall  Service  :  reply  to 

Inq.  (Mr.  lAndry)  m. 
Debates,  The  :  rep.  to  Inq.  (Mr.  Wood)  389  ; 

on  M.  (Mr.  B«lQue)  to  Sidopt  rep.  of  Com., 

rem.,  1121  ;  re  translation,  rem.,  1222. 
Delayed  Returns  :  988,  1003,  1187. 
Departure  of  Lord  Mlnto  :     M.  and  rem., 

1140-1H2. 

Dominion  Elections  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1042,  1085, 
1087,  1088. 

Dundonald  Incident,  The  :  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr. 

Landry)  347,  368,  391,  392,  398. 
Excehquer  Court  Act  Amt.  B.  :  617. 
Fast  Line  and  Winter  Port :  rep.  to  inq.  (Mr. 

Landry)  291. 

Fisheries  Act  Amt.  B.  :  966,  104tf,  1060,  1051, 
1061. 

Ports  at  L6vi8,  Repairs  of  :  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr. 

Landry)  898. 
French  Translator,  The  Chief  :  on  M.  to  adopt 

3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  &  C.  A.,  rem.,  353. 
Fuel  Question  in  Canada.  The  :  on  H.  (Mr. 

McMuIlen)  for  return,  rem.,  126  ;  reply  to 

Inq.  (Mr.  McMuIlen)  349,  400. 
'*  Gauss ",  The  Steamer  :   reply  to  Inq.  (Sir 

Mackenzie  Bowell)  658  ;  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr. 

Landry)  709  ;  on  M.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell) 

<rem.,  719,  988. 
General  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  :   966,  098, 

1074. 

Gold  Mining  Concessions  in  Yukon :  reply 
to  inq.  (Mr.  Macdtmald.  B.  C.)  764,  862,  864. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.  :  rep.  to  Inq.  (Mr.  FergusOD) 
393  ;  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr.  Perley)  896. 

G.  T.  P.  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  348,  69t,  «ft4,  496. 

O.  T.  R.  Arbitration  B.  :  954,  996,  996,  1046, 
1047. 

Herring,  Protection  of :  reply  to  inq.  (Mr. 

Landry)  721. 
Honorary  Colonels,   Appoint,   of  :     reply  to 

Inq.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  891. 


SCOTT,  Hon.  R.  W.  (Secretary  of  State)— Con. 
Ice-breakers  on  the  St.  Lairrence  :  rep.  to 
inq.  (Sir  Mackensle  Bowell)  629  ;  rem..  621, 

876,  891. 

ImmigiraoLs,  Housing  of :  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr. 

Macdonald,  B.C.)  86. 
Immigrants,  Inspection  of :  rem.,  267,  268. 
Immoral  Literature,  Importation  of  :  reply 

to  Inq.  (Mr.  David)  94  ;  rem.,  96. 
Inland  Revenue  Act.  Amt.  B,  ;  1089,  1093,  1099, 

1103,  1209. 

Inspection  of  Grain  B.  :  966,  1051,  1063,  1061, 
1062,  1066-1068. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  114,  262,  302.  304,  806- 
310,  389  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto)  to  con- 
cur in  amts.,  rem.,  691,  731  ;  on  M.  for  Srd 
R..  816,  829  ;  on  rem.  (Mr.  Gloran)  971. 

Insurance  Returns  :  rem.,  139. 

I.  C.  R.,  Tranvter  of  Baggage  to  and  from  : 
replies  to  inqs.  (Mr.  Landry)  897,  1134. 

Ironmongery,  Supply  of :  reply  to  Inq.  QSi. 
Landry)  1124. 

Jackson,  AM>ointment  of  J.  B.  :  reply  to  Inq., 
78;  OB  M.  (Sir  Mwfkenxlo  Bovell)  ran.,  846; 
return  laid  on  Table  :  292. 

King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 
Domville)  for  2od  R.,  rem.,  192,  194,  271, 
275,  277.  347. 

Land  Titles  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1137,  1188,  1207. 

Martello  Towers  at  Quebec :  reply  to  inq. 
(Mr.  Landry)  290,  400. 

Mercantile  Agency  Reports :  reply  to  inq. 
(Mr.  McMillan)  724. 

Military  Strength  of  Canada :  reply  to  inq. 
(Mr.  Perley)  861. 

Mliltia  Act  Amt.  B.  :  reply  to  inq.  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) 896. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1003,  1101,  1128,  1129- 
1134,  1137,  1143,  1149.  1151.  U57,  1158,  1166, 
1170,   1179-1184,  1186,   1188,   1198,  1195-1200, 

1201,  1206. 

Militia  Orders,  French  Version  of :  rep.  to 
inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  294. 

Militia  Rules  and  Regulations,  French  Ver- 
sion of  :  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  992. 
1124. 

Morning  Sittings  :  M.,  967  ;  rem..  968,  969. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
M.  (Hr.  Domville)  to  appoint  Select  Com., 
rem.,  71,  72.  84  ;  cmrection,  86 ;  replies  to 
inqs.,  138,  139  ;  reply  to  inq.  (Mr.  David) 
171  ;  on  H.  (Mr.  Domville)  rem.,  174;  replies 
to  inqs.,  186  ;  in  M.  (Hr.  DomTllle)  rem., 
200,  214,  217,  220,  224,  227.  231,  286.  S87.  331  ; 
on  question  of  privilege,  838,  337,  341  ;  on 
N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Legrls)  to  Increase  Com., 
rem.,  355  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Legrls)  rem.,  379, 
384  ;  on  H.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt.  6th  rep. 
ot  Sel.  Com.,  610  ;  on  M.  to  adjn.,  640  ;  on 
M.  to  adopt  6th  rep.  ot  Com.,  644-646,  650, 
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SCOTT,  Hon.  R.  W.  (SecreUry  of  8t*t«)— Cfoii. 
656  :  on  7th  rep.,  rem.,  716  ;  OD  8th  rep., 
719  ;  on  7th  rep.,  853  ;  on  pdot  of  order, 
888  ;  on  H.  (Mr.  Clorao)  950  ;  on  N.  of  U. 
(Hr.  Domville)  964,  959  ;  on  7th  rep.,  987  ; 
reply  to  inq.  (Mr.  Domville)  991  ;  ui  N.  of 
H.  (Ur.  Hacdoaald,  B.  C.)  993. 
National  Transcontinental  Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  : 
1*2,  8M-377,  400,  452,  558  ;  In  Com.,  rem., 
660  ;  OD  8th  cl.,  5«7  ;  on  10th  cl.,  G«S,  S70, 
579.  583,  eat  I  on  schedule,  694,  695,  698,  599. 
801. 

Naturaliiatlon  and  Alfena  Act  Amt  B.  :  866, 
876. 

'Nault,  Parmeats  to  Mr.  Pierre :   reply  to 

IDQ.  (Hr.  Laodry)  1126. 
NaT.  of  Can.  Waters  Act  Amt.  B.  :  270.  299, 
'494. 

NoUoes  of  Hotioni:  on  Speaker's  ruling,  rem., 
9S  ;  on  U.  (Hr.  Killer)  rem.,  lM-168. 

0*flanly,  Report  of,  re  Laohlne  Canal  Bridge: 
on  H.  (Mr.  Cloran)  rem.,  897. 

Okotoks  Md  High  Rtrer  Lumbering  and  De- 
velopment Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Perley)  for 
3rd  R.,  rem.,  678,  679. 

Order  of  BusloeBS  :  rem..  1044. 

Orders  in  Council  for  Yukon  Territory  ;  M., 
857. 

Paclflc  Cable,  The  :    on  U.  ISlr  tfackensle 

Bowell)  for  return,  rem.,  149. 
Patent  Medicines  :  on  H.  (Hr.  Sullivan)  rem.. 

1060. 

Payments  to  Joseph  Lachasce.  Ernest  Valine 
and  H.  Leduc  :  -reply  to  Inq.  (Mr.  ljuidry) 
1125. 

Petitions  re  Q.  T.  P'  Ry.  B.  :  rep.  to  Inq.  {Mr. 

Hacdonald,  B.G.)  292. 
Petition  of  Right  Act  Amt.  B.  :  151,  187,  196. 
Petroleum,  Production  of  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Pol- 

rler)  rem.,  240. 
Pilotage  Act  Amt.  B.  :  270,  679.  709. 
Polnte-sux-Trembles,  Wharf  at  :     seply  to 

inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  709. 
Politics  In  Militia  Appointments :  reply  to 

inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  294  ;  rem..  297. 
P.  0.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  967,  1076,  1077,  1080,  1081. 

1111-1118,  1200. 
Preferential  Trade  within  the  Eiaiplre :  on 

rem.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  rem.,  78. 
P.  E.  I..  Lieut.  OoTernorshlp  of  :  reply  to 

inq.  (Mr.  Ferguson)  990. 
Printing  of  Bills  In  Two  Languages  :  rem., 

1004. 

Printing  of  Minutes  of  Proceedings  :  rem., 
190. 

Private  Bills  in  the  Senate  :  on  rem.  (Mr. 

Young)  rem.,  85. 
Prori^atlon,  The :  rem.,  877. 
Quebec  City,  Pulling  down  Walls  of  :  reply 

to  Inq.  (Hr.  Landry)  896. 


SCOTT,  Hon.  R.  W.  (SecreUry  of  8UteV-^"»». 

Quebec  Golf  Club  :  r^.  to  Inq.  (Mr.  Landry) 

293. 

Quebec  and  L£t1s  Ferry  :  replies  to  inqs.  (Mr. 

Landry)  991. 
Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  717,  854.  864,  991.  892.  896. 

936-940.  946,  9T3,  976.  976,  979. 
Railway  Ciommlsaton.  The :  reply  to  inq.  fUr. 

Perley)  928. 
Ry.  Subsidies  B.  :  967,  1082,  12S1. 
Ry.  Transportation  of  Seoatora  :  on  M.  <Hr. 

Cloran)  rem.,  878.  875. 
Rflcifroclty   with   the   United   Stales  :  rem., 

1187. 

Reprinting  of  Geographical  Maps  :  reply  to 

inq.  (Mr.  Cloran)  126. 
Representation  Act  Amt.  B.  :  890,  929,  iU. 
Return,  An  Inconqilete  :  rem.  re  report  of 

Dr.  PotTln.  766. 
Revised  Statutes  of  (Canada  Act  Amt.  R: 

717,  854. 

Rifles,  The  Supply  of  :  reply  to  Inq.  (Mr.  Ptr- 
ley)  817. 

River  Improvements  4n  P.  Q.  :     replies  te 

Inqs.  (Mr.  Landry)  1125. 
Ross  Rifle.  The  :  rep.  to  inq.  (Mr.  Landryf  291, 

378. 

Rules  of  the  House  :  rem.,  1233. 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Parade :  replies  to  inqa.  (Hr. 

Landry)  1126. 
Sale  of  Lands  In  N.  W.  Twritorles  :  reply  to 

Inq.  (Mt.  Perley)  766. 
Sale  of  Wood  to  the  Government :  reply  to 

Inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  1124. 
Saturday  Sitting  :  M.,  1041,  1089. 
Savard  Park  :  rep.  to  inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  ;89. 
Shipping  C^ualtles  Act  Amt  B.  :  710. 
Solicitor  General's  Utterances  In  ^glaud  : 

on  rem.  (Sir  Mackenzie  Bowell)  rem.,  728. 
Standing  Com. 'a,  The:  on  M.  ^r.  Templamaii) 

to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.  on  Selection,  rem., 

71. 

Steamboat  Inspection  Act  Amt.  B.  :  617.  €86. 
690. 

SS.  Service  between  P.  E.  L   and  Brl;f^ 

F-i  ru  :  r^ly  to  Inq.  (Mr.  Ferguaoo)  IHL 
Str:i  ing  Com.,  Thd :  M.  to  an>otait  Cool.  41 
Supvly  Bills  :  776,  1237. 

Tantoo,  Claim  of  L.  P.  :  reply  to  Isq.  (lb. 

Ferguson)  995. 
Telegraphic  Communication  with   P.  E.  I. : 

return  presented.  186. 
Trans-Canada  Ry.  :  rep.  to  taiq.  (Mr.  Landry) 

291,  346. 

Tran^rtatlon  Commissioners'  Report :  re- 
ply to  Inq.  (Mr.  Perley)  928. 

Transportation  of  N.  W.  T;  Crop  :  loq.  (Mr. 
Perley).  reply  (Mr.  Scott),  rem.  (Mr.  Per- 
ley) 676. 
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SCOTT,  Hon.  R.  W.  (Secretary  of  State)  -Con. 

Treadgold  CominlBstoa,  Th« :  ^reply  to  tnq. 
(Sir  iH&ckenile  BowelQ  67S ;  rem.,  CT6,  704- 

706,  818. 

United  States  (Touting  RegnlsUons  :  rep.  to 
inq..  m. 

Wark,  Reception  tSVSeoator  :  rem.,  18»,  191. 
Woolsack,  The  :  on  4iaestlOD  of  privilege  (Hr. 

HcSweenejr)  rem.,  28. 
Yukon  Territorr  Act  Amt.  B.  :  fllT,  680,  688, 

698. 

SPEAKER,  Tha  (Hon.  h.  Q.  Power). 

AdioummeDt :  on  point  o<  order  (Mr.  MUler) 
ruling,  88  ;  explanation,  87. 

Alliance  Bank  of  Canada  B.  :  on  H.  (Ur. 
BMque)  for  8nd  R.  and  objn.  (Ur.  Landrr) 
ruling.  718. 

DetMtes,  DlBtributlon  ot  tbe :  rem.,  364. 

a.  T.  p.  R7.  Co.  B.  :  on  Iff.  (Hr.  Dandnrand} 
for  3rd  R.  and  point  of  order  (Mr.  Laadry) 
rem.,  693,  698. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  for  1st  R.,  and  point  ot  order  (Hr. 
Domvllle)  114  ;  on  point  of  order  (Hr.  Lan- 
dry) 115  ;  OQ  M.  tor  2nd  R.,  and  objn.  that 
B.  should  be  private  B.,  267-268  ;  on  points 
ot  order,  389,  730,  734,  736,  768,  763,  771, 
778,  815.  820,  831,  822.  846. 

Militia  and  Befence  B.  :  1203. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
M.  (Mr.  Domvllle)  rem.,  174  ;  on  point  of 
order  (Mr.  Landry)  219,  345,  346,  388  ;  oo  M. 
('Mr.  LaDdry)  to  summon  Q.  D.  Eidrldge  to 
bar  ot  Senate,  and  point  ot  order  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  613  ;  on  H.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com., 
S48  ;  on  M.  to  appeal  from  decision  of  Com. 
(Ur.  B6lque)  722,  818,  820  ;  on  M.  to  adopt 
7t'h  rep.  of  Com.  and  point  ot  order  (Mr. 
Landry)  ruling.  848,  854,  883,  889  ;  on  point 
of  order  (Mr.  Young)  ruling,  898-900,  901, 
910,  924  ;  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Domvllle)  964, 
958,  966  ;  on  7th  rep.,  rulings,  986,  987  ;  on 
N.  of  H.  (Hr.  Hacdonald,  B.C.)  992,  998  ; 
on  H.  (Hr.  BMque)  1016  ;  on  H.,  preTloOB 
ques.,  1036,  1038,  1039,  1041  ;  decision,  1043. 

Timagami  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Hr.  Bdvards) 
to  ref.  B.  book  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  A  H., 
rem.,  621,  623. 

Treadgold  Concession,  The  :  on  H.  (Sir  Uac- 
kenxie  Bowell)  709. 

Wark,  Presentation  to  Hon.  Senator  :  ad- 
dress, 187. 

Woolsack,  Tht  :  on  question  ot  privilege  (Hr. 
Hcfiweeney)  rem.,  27. 

SULLIVAN,  Hon.  M. 

Adjournments  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  to 
ad>ovrn,  rem.,  81  ;  on  H.  (Ur.  Perley)  rem.. 
160. 


SULLIVAN,  Hon.  M.— <7of». 

Ali«iB  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1226,  1236. 
Animal  Contagious  Diseases  B.  :  1099. 
Contingent  Acouots  of  the  Senate  :   on  U. 

(Mr.  Watson)  rem.,  1000. 
Debates,  The  Senate  :  on  complaint  (Mr.  Ull- 

ler)  rem.,  460. 
Farmers'  Bank  of  Canada  B.  :  617,  667. 
Immigrants,  Inspection  of  :  rem.,  269. 
Insurance  Act  AmL  B.  :  on  H.  (Ur.  Kerr, 

Toronto)  for  2ttd  R.,  rem.,  320.  327  ;  on  H. 

to  concur  in  amts.,  770,  799-803 ;  on  H.  for 

3rd  R..  827.  S30. 
Kingston  and  Dom.  CMitral  Ry.  Co.  B. :  494, 

624,  681. 

•Hilitia  and  Defence  B- :  11»,  1194-1196,  1199. 
1200. 

'Hiitual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
U.  (Hr.  Domvllle)  rem.,  177  ;  on  H.  (Hr. 
Gibson)  to  summon  witnesses  to  bar  of 
Senate,  rem.,  344  ;  on  H.  (Ur.  Cloran)  960. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Ur.  Scott)  for 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  493,  633,  663-667. 

Notices  ot  Uolions :  on  Speaker's  ruling, 
rem.,  92. 

Noxious  Patent  Medicines  :  N.  of  U.,  rem., 

869  ;  U.,  rem.,  1056-1060. 
Order  ot  Business,  Tbe  :  rem.,  1044. 
P.  O.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1119. 
Railway  Transportation  of  Senators  :  on  U. 

(Mr.  Cloran)  rem.,  873. 
aeclprocity  vrith  the  United  States :  rem., 

1187. 

Rules  of  the  House  :  rem.,  1234. 
Timagaml  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  496. 

TEMPLEMAN,  Hon.  W. 
Adjournments  :  M.  to  adjoiurn  from  Hay  19 

to  May  26,  233. 
Bounties  on  Lead-bearing  Ores  Act  Amt.  B.  : 

1139. 

Canadian  Artillery  Association  B.  :  270,  298, 
41B. 

Crawford  Bay  and  St.  Hary's  Bay  Ry.  Co.'s 

B.  :  243,  266,  298. 
Dever,  The  late  S^ator  :  rem.,  196. 
O.  T.  P.  Ry.  :  reply  to  Inq.  (Hr.  Hacdonald, 

B.CJ  186. 

Interprovlnclal  Ry.  Co.  ot  N.B.  B.  :  198. 
Jackson,  Appointment  of  J.  B.  :  188. 
Kettle  River  Valley  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  242,  293,  804. 
King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  :  on  H.  (Hr. 

Domville)  for  ^d  R.,  rem.,  274. 
Kootenay  Central  Ry.  Co.  B. :  198,  199,  365. 
Lead  Bounties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  370.  209;  In  Com., 

rem.,  894-396. 
N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  in  Com.,  mm.  on  10th 

cl..  577-679,  682. 
Pacific  Bank  of  Can.  B.  :  639,  679,  709. 
Reid,  The  late  Senator  :  rem.,  196. 
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TEMPLEMAN,  Hon.  Vi.—Cm. 

Shipping  Casualties  Act  Amt.  B.  :  617,  674, 

681.  710,  711,  712. 
Standing  Committees,  The  :  M.  to  adopt  rep. 

of  Com.  on  Selection,  63  ;  rem.,  69  ;  M.  to 

add  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  &  H..  242. 
Thompson  River  Improvement  Co.'a  B.  ;  866. 
Vancouver,   Victoria  and    Eastern  Ry.  and 

Navigation  Co.  B.  :  139,  184.  »6. 

TESSIER,  Hon.  J. 

,  Address,  The  :  rem.,  4-6. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  to  concur  in  amta.,  rem.,  7SB,  775. 
TlmaEamf  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  to  concur  In 

rep.  of  Com.,*  rftm.,  497. 
Trans-Canada  Ry.  Go.  B.  :  639.  657,  675. 

THIBAUDEAU,  Hon.  J.  R.  (Rigaud.) 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
H.   (Mr.  Domville)  to  appoint  Bel.  Com., 

rem.,  230.  . 

VI  DAL,  Hon.  A. 

Canada  Temperance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr. 

LoTitt)  for  2nd  R.,  reAi.,  636. 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 

Toronto)  for  Srd  R.,  rem.,  846. 
Notices  ol  Motions :  on    Speaker's  ruling, 

rem..  91. 

WARK,  Hon.  D. 

Re>ply  to  Address  (Mr.  Speaker)  188. 
WATSON,  Hon.  R. 

Adjournment,  An  :  on  H.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem., 

153. 

Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1236. 
Black  Rod.   Salary  of  Usher   of   the  ;  M. 
72. 

Boundary,  Kamloops  and  Caribou  Central  Ry. 
Co.  B.  :  198,  233,  266. 

Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  B.  ;  1096-1098. 

Can.  Credit  Indemnity  Co. 'a  B.  :  857. 

Canadian  Northern  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  242,  247,  266. 

Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate  :  M.  to 
adopt  4th  rep.  of  Com.,  and  rem.,  453  ;  M. 
to  adopt  5tb  rep.,  998  ;  rem..  999,  1000. 

Debates.  The  Senate  :  on  complaint  (Mr.  Mil- 
ler) rem.,  450. 

French  Translator,  The  Chief  :  M.  to  adopt 
3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  ft  C.  A.  and  rem., 
349. 

Inspection  of  Grain  B.  :  1053,  1054,  1064,  1067, 
1071,  1074. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Toronto)  for  2nd  R.,  rem.,  237,  824,  889  ;  on 
M.  for  fod  R.,  844. 

Manitoba  and  Keewatin  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  242,  847, 
26C 


[  WATSON,  Hon.  R.— Ooii. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  lAfe  Association :  oa 
M.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  rem.,  331,  34B; 
on  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  to  bring  G.  D.  KldrTap 
before  bar  of  Senate,  614;  on  N.  of  M.  (Mr. 
Scott)   rem.,  640  ;    on   H.    (Mr.    Gibson)  ti> 
ex'n.  witnesses,  rem.,  682  ;  on  rep.  of  C^m.. 
867  ;  on  point  of  order.  886  ;  on  N.  of  H. 
(Mr.   Cloran)  952. 
N.  T.  R.  Act  Ami.  B.  :  an  M-  (Mr.  Scott)  for 
2nd   R.,   rem.,   493,   513-553,  560  ;    io  Con., 
I       rem.  on  10th  cl.,  585-587  ;  on  M.  for  Srd  K., 
:       rem.,  606  :  on  pairs,  607. 
I    North  American  Telegntpli  Co.  B.  :  US.  IN. 
NortliM-n  Bank   B.  :  298,  347,  580. 
Okotoks  and  High  River  Iiumherlog  and  De- 
I      velt^ment  Co.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Periey)  for 
I      3rd  R.,  rem.,  678. 

Orders  of  the  Day  :  rem.,  1043. 
Printing  of  Parliament,  The  :  M.  to  adopt 
3rd  rep.  of  Com.,  1123. 
I    Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  896,  940. 
I    SImllkamean  and  Keremeoa  Ry.  Co.  B. :  (M, 
OSS,  701. 

Thompson  River  Improvement  Co.'s  B-  :  SK. 

Tiraagami  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  on  rep.  of  Com.,  rem., 
1       495,  496  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Edwards)  to  ref.  B. 

back  to  Com.  on  R.,  T.  &  H..  rem.,  622. 
!  Wark,  Portrait  of  Senator  :  M.  to  adopt  rep. 
I       of  Com.  on  L  E.  A  C.  A.,  131  ;  M.  to  eE«nws 
i       address,  191. 

WILSON,  Hon.  Dr.  J.  H. 

Animal  Contagious  Diseases  B.  :  1099,  iidL 

Berne  Convention,  The  :  990. 

Contingent  Accounts  of  the  Senate  :  lOOL 

G.  T.  R.  Arbitration  B.  :  1048. 

Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr. 
Toronto)  to  concur  in  amts.,  rem..  735, 
779-794  ;  on  M.  lor  3rd  R.,  816,  826,  836,  S32. 
840. 

Introduced,  51. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association :  oa 
M.  (Mr.  Domville)  to  appoint  Sel.  Com» 
rem.,  226  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  to  bring  wtt- 
oess  before  bar  ot  Senate,  617  :  on  M.  to 
adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  648  ;  on  polnte  of  trdv, 
887,  890,  901,  906,  984.  9CT  ;  on  N.  ol  M.  (Mr. 
Domville)  964  ;  on  M.  (Mr.  Dandurand)  pr«- 
vloua  question,  1040. 

N.  T.  Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  on  M.  (Mr.  SsotQ 
tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  4K-471. 

Noxious  Patent  Uedielnea  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Sal- 
llvan)  rem.,  1060. 

Payments  of  Ry.  aubaldles  B.  :  1084,  1085. 

Ry.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  896. 

Thompson  River  Improvement  Co- 'a  B.  :  836. 
Tilsonburg,  Lake  Erie  and  Pael&c  Ry.  Co. 
B.  :  243,  292,  864. 
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WOOD,  Hon.  J. 

Debates  Indexes  :   Inq.,  389  ;   rem.,  390. 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  AssoclatlOD  :  on 

H.  (Mr.  LrftDdry)  to  bring  witaess  before 

bar  of  Senate,  rem.,  S17. 
X.  T.  R.  Act  Amt.  B.  :  od  H.  (Mr.  Scott)  for 

2ni  R.,  rem.,  463-462  ;  in  Com.,  rem.,  on  Stb 

cl..  5«7  ;  on  Bcbedule,  600,  601,  602,  603  :  M. 
to  amd.,  604. 

YOUNG,  Hon.  F,  M. 

Alklns,  The  late  Senator  :  rem.,  1128. 
Aliens  Law  Amt.  B.  :  1223. 
<BountIe«  to  Steel  and  Iron  ^B.  :  1089. 
Can.  Credit  Indemnity  Co.  .B.  :  679,  867. 
Can.  Pacific  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  266. 
Debates,  Dtstr^butlon  of  :  rem.,  363,  364. 
Dominion  Fire  lOBimace  Co.  B.  :  617,  667. 
Oenoral  ZnaiMCtlon  Act  Amt.  B.  :  1076,  1076. 
Grain  Inspection  B.  :  1066,  1068,  1070,  1071, 
1074. 

O.  T.  P.  Rr.  Co.  B.  :  288. 
Inland  Revenae  Aot  Amt.  B.  :  1111. 
loBurance  Act  Amt.  B.  :  rem.,  888.  698,  786. 
814. 


YOUNG,  Hon.  F.  M.—Oon. 

King's  Shilling  Legal  Tender  B.  ;  on  M.  (Mr. 
Domvllle)  tor  2nd  R.,  rem.,  192. 

Manitoba  and  N.  W.  Ry.  Co.  of  Canada  B.  : 
139,  184,  190. 

Militia  and  Defence  B.  :  1137,  1187.  1203. 

Montreal,  Ottawa  and  Georgian  Bay  Canal  Go. 
B.  :  int.,  80. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  :  on 
M.  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com.,  332,  342  ;  on  N. 
of  M.  (Mr.  Legris)  rem.,  366  ;  on  question 
of  privilege  (Mr.  Landry)  rem.,  362  ;  on 
M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  5th  rep.  of  Com., 
611,  613  ;  on  point  of  order  (Mr.  Landry) 
rem.,  819,  868  ;  on  9th  rep.  of  Com.,  878- 
880,  882  ;  on  7th  rep.,  902,  906,  906,  908,  909. 

N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt  B.  :  In  Com.  rem.,  on  pairs. 
608. 

Pilotage  Act  Amt.  B.  :  rep.  from  Com..  709. 
Printing  of  ParliaJiient,  The :   on  M.  (Mr. 

Watson)  to  adopt  rap.  of  Com.,  M.  to  amd., 

1123. 

Private  Bills  in  the  S«iate  :  rem.,  86. 
Whitehorse  and  Alsek  Ry.  Co.  B.  :  139,  181, 
190. 
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ADDRESS,   The  :    M.   (Mr.   Kerr,   Toronto)  to 
adopt  2  ;  seconded  (Mr.  Tessler)  4  ;  debated, 
Mr.  FergusoD,  8-21  ;   Mr.  Scotl,  21-26 ;  deb. 
adjourned,  2S  ;  deb.  resumed,  rem.,  Mr,  Scott, 
31-39  ;  Sir  M.  BoWell,  39-47  ;  deb.  adjourned, 
47  ;  deb.  resumed,  rem.,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  62-63  ; 
Mr.  Kerr  (Cobourg)  68-68  ;  Mr.  Bemier.  68  ; 
M.  agreed  to,  68. 
SUBJBCTS  r«f.  to  In  Address  : 
Prosperity  of  the  Coimtry  :  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
ronto) 2,  4  ;  Mr.  Tessier,  4  ;  Mr.  Fersuson, 
6  ;  Mr.  Scott,  21,  32  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  44  ; 
Mr.  Kerr  (Cobourg)  63. 
Services  of  Sir  WlUrtd  Laurler :  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto)  3  ;  PefBunin,  7  ;  Scott,  tS ;  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  43. 

Need  of  Transportation  facilities  and  O.  T. 
P.  Ry.  :  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  8  ;  Mr.  Tes- 
sler, 5  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  8,  10,  21  ;  Mr.  Scott, 
26,  38  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  39-42,  46,  S3  ;  Mr. 
Kerr  (Cobourg)  K>. 

Tite  MlliUa  :  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  4  ;  Mr.  Tes- 
sier, 5. 

Alaslcaii  Boundary  Declaion  :  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
ronto) 4  ;  Hr.  TesBler ;  6  ;  Mr.  Fersuaoitt 
'14 ;  Mr.  Scott,  34-38  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell.  47, 
57-63  :  Mr.  Kerr  (-Cobourg)  64. 

The  Public  Debt :  Mr.  Tessier,  S ;  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, 16;- Mr.  Scott.  24;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
64. 

Preferential  Trade :   Mr.  ForgusOD,  7,  18 ; 

Mr.  Scott,  26. 
Trade  ot  the  Country  :  Mr.  Tessier,  4  ;  Hr. 

Ferguson,  8  ;  Mr.  Scott,  22  ;  Sir  H.  Bowell, 

43. 

By-eleetions,  The  :  Mr.  Pevguson,  10 ;  Mr. 
Scott,  33  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  47. 

ProTlncIal  Autonomy  for  the  N.  W.  Terri- 
tories :  Mr.  Ferguson,  18  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
44,  52. 

P.  O.  Department,  The  :  Mr.  Scott,  31  ;  Sir 

M.  Bowell,  65. 
Increase  o[  Population  :   Mr.  Scott,  53  ;  Sir 

M.  Bowell,  42  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Cobourg)  64. 
Soutb  African  W«r  :  Sir  M.  Bowell,  43. 
Railway  Commission,  The  :  Sir  M.  Bowell,  46. 
Admission   of  Newfoundland   to   Dominion  : 

Sir  M.  Bowell,  62  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Cobourg)  66. 
Manitoba  School  Question  :  Mr.  Bernier,  68. 


ADJOURNMENTS  :  Notice  of  M.  (Mr.  B«Ique), 
to  adjourn  until  April  6,  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  B«lquB,  Mr.  McHullen.  49  ;  M. 
to  adjourn  from  March  18  to  April  13  agreed 
to,  68  ;  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Danduraod)  to  adjourn 
from  April  16  to  May  3,  rem..  Sir  H.  Bowell, 
Hr.  panduran*^,  79  ;  Hr.  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
Hr.  Church,  80  ;  H.  (Hr.  Dandurand)  to  ad- 
journ, rem.,  Mr.  Miller,  Mr.  Ferguson,  80  ; 
Hr.  Sulliran,  Hr.  Macdonald  (B.  C.)  81  ;  Mr. 
Church,  82  ;  Mr.  Daaduraod,  M.  to  amd.  (Mr. 
Beique)  rem'.,  rMr.  Hlller,  Hr.  Speaker,  Mr. 
Hacdonald  (B.C.)  amt.  agreed  to,  83. 

 H.  (Hr.  Perley)  to  adjn.  from  April  28 


to  May  25,  rem.,  Mr.  Landry,  161  ;  Hr.  Hlller, 
Ur.  Perley,  Ur.  Scott,  152  ;  Mr.  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  Mr.  Watson,  Mt.  Ferguson,  153  ;  Mr. 
Macdonald  (iB.C),  Sir  H.  Bowell,  154  ;  Mr. 
Miller,  155  ;  Mr.  HcMutlen,  166  ;  Mr.  Loug- 
beed,  167  :  Mr.  Dondurand.  169  :  Mr.  Sulli- 
van, Mr.  Pwley.  160  ;  Mr.  Soott,  Mr.  Dandu- 
raod,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Owens,  M.  amended 
and  adopted,  161. 

— 1 —  M.  <Mr.  TempIeoMn)  to  adjn.  8rom  Hay 


IS  to  Mar  31,  238.  ; 

 M.  (Mr.  Oasgrain,  de  Lanaudldre)  to  adjn. 

from  Juno  10  to  June  M,  349  ;  N.  oC  M.  (Mr. 
Scott)  to  adjn.,  639  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Watsoa,  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  UcMulIen,  Mr.  FerguBim,  640  ;  Mr. 
BMqtfe.  Mr.  Cloran,  641  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  642. 

 H.  (Hr.  Scott)  to  adjn.  from  July  14  to 


July  18,  714. 

AIKINS.  The  late  Senator :  rem.,  Mr.  Scott, 
1126  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1127  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
ronto), Young,  1128. 

ALUMINUM,  Imports  of  ;  M.  (Hr.  Domvtlle) 
for  return,  agreed  to,  77. 

APPOINTMBNT  of  J.  B.  Jackson  (See  Jack- 
son, Appoint,  of  J.  B.), 

ARCAND  &  Bros.  (See  Wood,  Sale  of,  to  gov- 
ernment) 1124. 

AUDIT  Act,  The  :  U.  (Hr.  HcDonald,  C.B.> 
rem.,  Hr.  McDonald  (C.B.)  659  ;  Mr.  Scott, 
660-663  ;  Ur.  Ferguson,  063-666  ;  Ur.  McHul- 
len. 666-668  ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  668-673  :  Mr.  Mo- 
Donald  (C.B.)  672  ;  Ur.  Dandurand,  Mr.  B6i- 
quB,  673  ;  Mr.  McDonald  (C.B.),  Mr.  Perley, 
H.  rejected,  c.  12,  n.c.,  25,  674. 
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BAT^CAN,  ImproTements  on  River  (sea  River 
Improvements). 

BEAULIEU,  Replacing  of  F.  X.  :  inq.  (Mr. 
Landrjr).  reply  (Ur.  Scott)  898. 

BEIHRINO  Sea  Arbitration,  Legal  Expensee 
ol :  Inq.  (Ur.  Domvtlle).  reply  (Mr.  Scott) 
1126. 

BEHRING  Sea  Seal  FIcberles  (see  Seal  Fish- 
eries, 243). 

BBRNiE  CoaventloQ,  The  :  Inq.  and  H.  (Ur. 
David),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  720  ;  M.  (M.  David) 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  de  Bouchetvllle,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  860  ;  Ur.  David,  Mr.  Scott,  M.  post- 
poned, 861,  989. 

BBRN'IER,  Capt.  (see  '  Oauss '),  The  Steamer 

BILLS  Assented  to,  269,  718,  1287. 

BIIA.S— Seriatim  ; 

(A)  An  Act  for  the  Relief  of  James  B.  Taylor 
(Ur.  Kwr,  Cobourg).  Int.,  78  ;  2nd  R.», 
85  ;  Srd  R*,  184  ;  R.  A.,  87a  (c.  17). 

(B)  An  Act  tor  the  relief  of  R.  J.  M.  Rodgera 
'(Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg).   Int.,  73  ;  2nd  R.*, 

85  ;  Srd  R.*,  161  ;  R.  A..  1237  (C.  18). 

(C)  An  Act  tor  the  relief  of  Andrew  W.  Ibmn 
(Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg).  Int.,  74  ;  8nd  R.», 
233  ;  Srd  R.»,  393  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c.  84). 

(D)  An  Act  tor  the  reKef  of  Annie  Cbrlstman 
(Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto).  Petition  presented, 
73  ;  Int.,  74  ;  Znd  R.',  233  ;  Srd  R.*,  680  ; 
R.  A.,  1237  (c.  109). 

(E)  An  Act  to  make  the  King's  Shilling  Legal 
Tender  (Mr.  Domvllie).  Int.  and  rem., 
74;  2nd  R.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  ElllB,  Mr.  Young,  192  ;  Mr.  Bfiique, 
Mr.  McMullen,  Mr.  Miller,  193  ;  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Domvllie,  194  ;  deb,  adjn..  195  ; 
deb.  resumed,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  272  ;  Mr.  Lougheed,  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto)  273  ;  Mst.  Uacdonald  (B.C.), 
Mr.  McSweeney,  Mr.  Templeman,  Ur.  Hc- 
Uullen,  274  ;  Mr.  Coffee,  Mr.  Uc(3regor, 
•Ur.  Scott,  276 ;  Mr.  Dandurand,  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  276 ;  Mr.  Scott.  U.  (Ur.  Thomp- 
son) to  postpone  deb.,  277  ;  Mr,  Edwvirds, 
Mr.  UcMuIlea,  Sir  U.  Bowell,  278 ;  M. 
agreed  to,  279  ;  B.  dropped,  rem.,  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Domvllie,  347. 

<F)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Cedar  Rapids 
Manufacturing  and  Power  Co.  (Mr.  Dom- 
vllie). Int.,  80  ;  2nd  B.».  108  ;  Srd  R.*. 
190  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c.  85). 

(0)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Jenn4e  Davtson 
Moore  (Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg),  Int.,  108 ; 
2nd  R.*.  238  ;  Srd  R.,  393  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c. 
86). 
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(H)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Insurance  Act  (Ur. 
Kerr,  Toronto).  Int..  108;  rem.,.  lOS-lU; 
Sir  M.  Bow«ll,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  113 ; 
Mr.  Domvllie,  113  ;  Mr.  Scott.  Sir  M.  Bo- 
well, Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto).  Mr.  Speaker, 
114  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  Landry.  Ur. 
Weaker,  B.  read  first  time,  rem.,  Ur.  Mc- 
Mullen, 115  ;  Mr.  Polrier,  Mr.  Dandurand, 
Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  116  ;  Mr. 
McMullen.  117  ;  2nd  R..  rem.,  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto)  249-261  ;  point  ol  order  (Mr. 
Landry)  251  ;  rem..  Mr.  Seott,  Ur.  Lin- 
dry,  Mr.  Olbsoa,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  2(2; 
Mr.  B61que,  Sir  U.  Bowell,  264  ;  Ur.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  Ur.  David,  2S6  ;  Ur.  Bdlqoe. 
Ur.  Landry,  S56 ;  Mr.  Watson,  Ur.  Mc- 
Mullen, Sir  U.  Bowell.  Ur.  ^«aker,  267 : 
Mr.  B61que,  269  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
260-266  ;  deb.  adjn..  165  :  deb.  ra- 
Bumed,  rem.,  Mr.  McMullen,  279,  286. 
Ur.  Cloran.  299  ;  Mr.  Domvllie,  800-210 ; 
Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  310 ;  Mr. 
McMullen,  Mr.  Ferguson,  312  ;  U.  to  post- 
pone deb.,  rem.,  Mr.  Cloran,  314  ;  Mr.  Mc- 
Mullen, 316  ;  Mr.  Gibson,  317  ;  Ur.  B61- 
que,  319-322  ;  M.  Cloran,  322  ;  .Mr.  Ken 
(Cobourg)  323  ;  Mr.  McMillan,  Ur.  Wat- 
son, 324  ;  Mr.  Lougheed,  326,  Mr.  McHugh, 
Ur.  Robertson,  Mr.  Sullivan,  326.  Sir  U. 
Bowell,  327  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Polrier.  128; 
Mr.  Landry,  329  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  330  ;  amt.  rejected,  c.  23,  n.  c 
33,  B.  read  2nd  time,  331  on  M.  (Mr. 
Young)  to  ret.  B.  to  Select  Com.,  rem., 
Mr.  Young,  388  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Watson, 
Mr.  Speaker,  U.  dropped,  389  ;  rep.  from 
Com.  on  B.  &  C.  (Sir  George  Dnm- 
mond),  M.,  rem.,  Mr.  Ellis,  Ur.  Mc- 
Mullen, Mr.  Landry,  690  ;  Sir  Oeorgs 
Drummond,  Ur.  Landry,  Mr.  Dandoiud. 
Sir  George  Drummond,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir 
.M.  Bowell,  691  ;  Mr.  Young,  Ur.  MoUnl- 
len,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto) 
692  ;  on  U.  (Ur.  K«rr,  Toronto)  to  coacnr 
In  amts..  rem.,  point  of  order  {lb.  Lan- 
dry), Ur.  Speaker  (rallng)  rem.,  Mr.  Xarr 
(Toronto)  point  of  order  (Ur.  Landiy) 
730  ;  Tarn.,  Mr.  de  BonchervIIle,  Mi.  Kerr 
(Tonmto),  Mr.  Landry,  Ur.  Scott.  7a, 
Mr,  McMullen,  781-734  ;  Mr.  Boldae,  Mr. 
Speaker,  Ur.  Landry,  7S4  ;  Ur.  Kerr  (To* 
Tonto),  Ur.  BAiqne,  Mr.  Wilson.  Ur. 
Toung,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Tessier,  7S6 ; 
objn.  wIChdrawn,  rem.,  Ur.  UeUallaa. 
7S6-742  ;  Mr.  B«lque,  Mr.  UcMllUn,  7tt ; 
Ur.  Bftlque,  743-745  ;  Ur.  McUulIen,  Ur. 
Cloran,  74S  ;  Mr.  B«ique,  746-750  ;  Mr. 
Cloran,  760-768  ;  Mr.  UoOregor,  768  :  Mr. 
David,  764 ;  Ur.  Domvllie.  756-760  ;  M. 
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<Hr.  Domv411e)  to  adjii.  deb.  rejected,  c. 
18,  n.  c.  21.  790  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Domvtlle, 
760-763  ;  point  of  order  (Hr.  Kerr,  To- 
ronto), rem.,  Ur.  Landry,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Sir  U.  Bowell,  763  ;  U.  (Mr.  MacdonaM, 
P.  E.  i.)  to  adjn.  det>.,  rem.,  Ur.  Mac- 
don  aid  (B.C.)  ;  H.  agreed  to.  764  ;  deb. 
resumed,  Mr.  Macdonald  (P.  E.  I.)  766- 
769  :  Mr.  McSweeney.  769-744  ;  Mr.  Loug- 
heed.  774  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  <B.C.)  775 ; 
Mr.  TesBier,  Ur.  Kerr,  Mr.  HcUullen. 
Sir  M.  Bow«ll,  776  ;  Mr.  B61que.  777  ; 
Mr.  HcMulleo,  Hr.  Domvltle,  Mr.  Speaker, 
778  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  779  ;  Mr.  Wilson.  | 
779-794  ;  Mr.  McHugb,  794-796  ;  Mr.  Ifec-  ' 
donald  (B.C.)  796  ;  Ur.  Kerr  (Toronto) 
796-799  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.)  799  ;  Hr. 
Sullivan.  799-802  ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  802-806  ; 
Mr.  Edwards,  806  ;  Ur.  UcMillau,  Mr. 
B€ique,  807  ;  Mr.  Robertson,  808  ;  Mr. 
Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  Cloran,  809  ;  Mr. 
Kerr  (Toronto).  Mr,  Bfiique.  Mr.  Robar- 
son.  810  ;  Mr.  Cloran.  Mr.  B«Ique,  Sir  M. 
BowcU,  811  ;  Mr.  Young,  amt.  re]ecte*, 
c.  21,  n.  c.  21  ;  rerp.  of  Com.,  adopted,  c. 
26,  n.  e.  16,  M.  for  3rd  R.,  rem.,  (Mr. 
Landry)  812  ;  Mr.  Lougheed,  Mr.  Lan- 
dry. Mr.  de  Bouchervllle,  813  ;  Mr.  Young, 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Landry,  814  ;  M.  Scott, 
Mir.  Dandurand,  Mr.  Speaker,  816  ;  Ur. 
Wilson.  Mr.  Landry,  816  ;  Ur.  McMullen, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Landry.  Mr.  B^lque, 
317  ;  M.  for  3rd  R.,  point  of  order  (Mr. 
Landry)  820  ;  Mt.  Spoaker,  Mr.  Landry. 
Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  821  ;  Mr.  Landry.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  de  Bouchervllle.  Mr.  Cloran, 

822  ;  Mr.  de  Boucbervllle,  Ur.  Cloran, 
Mr.  Lougheed,  M.  (Mr.  B6ique)  to  amend, 

823  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Ur.  BHqpie,  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto)  824  ;  Mr.  Domvtlle,  Ur.  Wil- 
son, 823  ;  Ur.  B41que.  Mr.  Wilson,  826  ; 
Ur.  Sullivftn,  Ur.  Dandurand,  Ur.  UcUlI- 
lan,  827  ;  31.  (Ur.  Bdlque)  to  amend,  rem., 
Ur.  UcUUlan.  828  ;  Ur.  Scott,  Mr. 
Ur.  B61que,  829  ;  Ur.  SulIlTan,  Ur.  Uc- 
Uuilen,  Ur.  Domvllle,  880  ;  lb.  B«lque, 
Mr.  Domvllle,  881 ;  Ur.  Balird,  Ur.  Btil- 
que,  Hr.  Wilson,  Jiir.  Dctodurand,  832  ; 
Ur.  Macdonald  (P.B.I.),  Ur.  Wilson,  Hr. 
Cloran,  838  ;  H.  (Ur.  B61qae)  to  amend, 
834  ;  rem.,  Ur,  D(»nTllle.  Hr.  BMque,  Mr. 
Cloran,  U.  agreed  to*  U.  (Hr.  B«lque) 
to  amend,  836  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Cloran,  Hr. 
Mlque,  836  ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  Mr.  Bfilque, 
Ur.  David,  Ur.  Dandurand.  837  :  Ur.  Bfil- 
que,  838  ;  Ur.  HoHlllan,  Ur.  B«ique,  Ur. 
Cloran,  Mr.  Wilson,  Ur.  David,  839  ;  Mr. 
Wilson,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  840  ;  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  841  ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  Ur.  Glo- 
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ran,  Mr.  B4ique,  842  ;  Ur.  Cloran,  Mr. 
BSique.'  Mr.  McSweeney,  843  ;  Mr.  B$fque, 
Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Cloran,  844  ;  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  Mr.  Domvllle,  Mr.  Vldal,  Mr. 
B6iquc,  Mr.  Cloran,  845  ;  Mr.  Speaker,  Str 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott,  846  ;  Hr.  Landry, 
Ur.  Speaker  :  B.  passed.  847  ;  H.  to  con- 
cur la  rep.  of  Com.  on  B.  ft  C,  878  ;  rem., 
-  Ur.  Cloran,  979 ;  Ur.  Scott,  Hr.  Mac- 
donald (B.C.),  Sir  U.  Bowell,  981  ;  R. 
A,.  1238  (c.  131). 

(I)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Exchequer  Court  as 
to  Ry.  Debts.  (Mr.  B^lque).  Int.,  183  j 
2nd  R.,  195  ;  3rd  R.*,  347. 

(J)  An  Act  for  the  relief  of  Eliza  Robertson 
(Ur.  Kerr,  Cobourg).  Int.,  233  ;  2nd  R.*. 
271  ;  3rd  R.*.  415  ;  R.  A.,  718  (o.  87). 

(K)  An  Act  respecting  the  Northern  Bank 
(Ur.  Watson).  Int.,  298  ;  2nd  R.,  347,  866; 
3rd  R.»,  560  ;  R.  A..  718  (c.  88). 

(L)  An  Act  respecting  the  British  American 
Pulp.  Paper  and  Ry.  Co.  (Ur.  QlbsOD). 
Int.,  347  :  2nd  R.*,  657. 

(U)  An  Act  respecting  the  Pacific  Bank  of 
Canada  (Ur.  Templeman).  Int.,  639  ;  2nd 
R.*,  679;  3rd  R.*,  709  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c. 
118). 

(N)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Companies  Act, 
1902  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  859  ;  2nd  R.,  rem., 
Mr.  Scott.  930  ;  in  Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Dan- 
durand, Mr.  Scott,  Str  M.  Bowell,  931  ; 
on  3rd  cl..  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr. 
Beique,  932  ;  Mr.  Dandurand.  Ur.  Scott, 
cl.  adopted,  on  4th  cl.,  Mr.  Scott.  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  933  ;  Mr.  BSlque,  Mr.  Dandurand, 
Ur,  Scott,  cl.  adopted,  r&p.  from  Com. 
(Mr.  Baker)  and  3rd  R.,  934  ;  M.  (Mr. 
Scott)  to  concur  in  (Tommons  amts.,  1232  ; 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Dandurand,  U.  agreed 
to,  1233  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c.  139). 

(3)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code,  1892 
(Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  243  ;  2nd  R.,  871  ;  3rd 
R.",  299  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  47). 

(6)  An  Act  respecting  the  Militia  and  De< 
fence  of  Canada  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1003  ; 
2nd  R.,  m.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  1101  ;  Sir  H. 
Bowell.  U02  ;  Ur.  Landry,  Ur.  Dandu- 
rand ;  M.  agreed  to,  1103  ;  Com.  of  the 
Whole,  rem.,  Mr.  Landry.  Hr.  de  Boucber- 
ville,  Ur.  Scott.  1128 ;  on  Snd  cl.,  Ur. 
lAndry,  Ur.  Scott,  Mr.  Power,  1189  :  Sir 
U.  Bowell,  Ur.  Landry,  Mr.  Scott  Hr. 
Ferguson,  1180 ;  on  4th  el.,  Mr.  Landry. 
1130 ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  Ur.  Poww,  Ur.  Fer- 
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guson,  Mr.  Danduraod,  1131  ;  Sir  U.  Bo- 
well,  Mr.  FerguBOD,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr. 
Scott,  1132  ;  Hr.  Daadtiraod,  Sir  U.  Bo- 
well  ;  on  bth  cl.,  Mr.  Laadry,  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  Hr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1133; 
on  Tth  cl.,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1184-1137 ;  Mr. 
dcott,  prog.  r«pd.  (Mr.  Young)  1187  ;  again 
In  Com..  Mr.  Landry.  1U2 :  Mr.  Scott. 
Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  DomTllle, 
1143-1147  ;  Mr.  Cloran.  1147  ;  Sir  M.  Bo- 
wel), 1148 ;  Mr.  DomTllle.  Mr.  Landry, 
1149  ;  Mr.  Power,  1160 ;  Mr.  Domville. 
Mr.  Scott,  1161  ;  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  BAIqne, 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  1162-1154;  on  19th  cl.,  Mr. 
Landry,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1164-1166  ;  Mr. 
Power,  1166  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1157  :  Mr. 
Kerr  (Toronto),  Hr.  B^lque,  Mr.  Landry, 
Mr.  Scott,  1158  ;  Hr.  Landry,  Hr.  Dom- 
Tllle, HcKerr  (Toronto),  1169-U61 ;  Sir 
U.  Bowell,  1161-1163 ;  Mr.  Domvllle, 
1163  :  sir  H.  Bowell,  Mr.  Domville, 
Mr.  Landry.  1164  :  Hr.  Scott,  116S  ;  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Danduraod.  1166  ;  Mr. 
Power,  Mr.  Bfeiijue,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, 1167  :  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  de  Bou-  j 
chervllle,  1168;  Sir  William  Hiossloa,  Hr.  | 
McMillan,  Sir  M.  Bowell;  on  2lBt  cl.,  Mr.  ; 
Landry,  1169;  Mr.  Power,  on  25th  cl.,  Mr. 
Landry,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
de  Bouchervllle,  1170  ;  on  30th  cl..  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Soctl.  1171  ;  Sir  M.  Bo- 
well, Mr.  Ferguson,  1172  ;  Mr.  Domville, 
Mr.  Ferguson,  1173  ;  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, 1175  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1176;  Mr.  Power, 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Dandurand,  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, 1178  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell.  Mr.  Landry, 
Mr.  Seott,  1179  ;  on  36lh  cl.,  Mr.  Landry, 
Mr.  Seott,  1180  ;  on  39th  cl.,  Mr,  Landry,  j 
Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1181  ;  Mr.  Scott.  . 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  1182  ;  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  t 
Scolt,  Sir  M.  Bowell  ;  on  54lh  cl.,  Mr.  ! 
Landry,  1183  ;  on  70th  cl„  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  | 
M.  Bowell,  1184  ;  on  74th  cl-,  Mr.  Scott, 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  1185  ;  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  j 
Landry  ;  on  82nd  cl..  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
Scott,  1186  ;  H.  Ferguson,  prog,  reptd. 
(Hr.  Young)  1187;  Hr.  Scott,  Hr.  Hc- 
Mullen,  1188  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Edwards, 
Hr.  HcHullen,  Hr.  Dandurand,  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, 1189  ;  Sir  H.  Bowell.  Mr.  HcHullen, 
Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Edwards,  IIM  ;  Mr.  Mit- 
chell, Hr.  Black,  1191 ;  Hr.  Sulllran,  Hr. 
B^ique,  Mr.  de  BoucherTlIle,  Mr.  Dan- 
durand, 1192  ;  Hr.  de  BoucherTlIle,  Mr. 
Seott,  1193  ;  Mr.  McHullen,  Mr.  Dandu- 
rand, Mr.  Edwards,  Hr.  Sulliyan,  1194  ; 
Mr.  Power,  Mr.  B«lque,  Mr.  Hltchell,  Mr. 
Scott,  Hr.  McMuIlen,  Mr.  SulllTan,  1195  ; 
Mr.  Mitchell.  Mr.  Power.  Mr.  Scott,  Hr. 
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B«lque,  Mr.  McMulIen,  1196  ;  Mr.  Ken- 
(Toronto),  Mr.  HcHullen,  Hr.  Scott,  Mr. 
David.  1197  ;  Hr.  Scott,  1198  ;  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  Hr.  Darid,  Sir  O«orge  Dnunmond, 
Hr.  Dandnrand,  Hr.  Edwards,  (Mr.  SulllTan, 
1199  ;  Mr,  DaTld,  Mr.  SnlliTsn,  Mr.  Seott. 
prog,  reptd.,  IVM ;  on  lS6tli  el.,  Mr.  de 
BoucherTlIle,  Mr.  Seott,  Mr.  Power,  Sir 
M.  Bowell  ;  on  19th  ol..  Mr.  Scott,  ISOl ; 
cl.  amd.  and  adopted,  rep.  from  Com.  (Hr. 
Young),  »d  R.,  M.,  rem.,  Mr.  DaTld,  IMI; 
Hr.  Speaker,  Hr.  Landry,  Mr.  Young, 
1203  :  Hr.  DaTld,  Hr.  Landry,  Mr.  Young. 
Mr.  Cloran,  1204  ;  Mr.  Dandurand,  1206 : 
Hr.  Cloran,  Hr.  Scott,  Mr.  Forget,  Mr. 
Mitcbell,  Mr.  Owens,  1206  :  amt  <Hr.  Da- 
^  Tid)  rejected  c.  11,  c.  IS,  M.  tor  3rd  R. 
agreed  to,  1207  ;  R.  A..  1238  (c.  138). 

(8)  An  Act  respecting  the  NoTa  Scotia  Per- 
manent Benefit  Building  Society  and 
Savings  Fund  (Mr.  McDonald.  C.B.).  Int., 
242  ;  2nd  R.*,  292  ;  Srd  R.*,  660  :  R.  A.. 
717  (c.  71). 

(9)  An  Act  to  amend  and  revive  the  acts  res- 
pecting the  St.  Clair  and  Erie  Ship  Cam: 
Company  (Hr.  Lougheed).  Int.,  80,  2nd 
R.*,  108  ;  3rd  R  *,  127  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  1). 

(10)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Can^bellford, 
L.ake  Ontario  and  Western  Railway  Cooi- 
pany  (Hr.  Kerr,  Cobourg).  Int.,  139  ;  tnd 
R.,  184  ;  3rd  R.,  190  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  12). 

(11)  ^n  Act  respecting  the  British  CoIumbU 
Southern  Railway  (^jnomny  (Mr.  Laq^ 
heed).  Int.,  80  ;  2na  R.*,  108 ;  3rd  R.*, 
139  :  R.  A.,  270  (c.  2). 

(12)  An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal,  OtUwi 
and  Georgian  Bay  Canal  Co.  (Mr.  Young). 
Int.,  80  ;  2nd  R.*,  127  ;  3rd  R.,  187  ;  R.  A., 

279  (c.  6). 

(13)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Ferguson).  Int.,  SO; 
2nd  a.*,  108  ;  3rd  R*.  139  ;  R.  A..  270  (c. 
3). 

(14)  An  Act  respecting  the  Atlantie  and 
Northwest  Railway  Co.  (Hr.  Baker).  Int. 
80  ;  2nd  R.*,  108  ;  Srd  R.*,  139 ;  R.  A.. 

270  (c.  4). 

(15)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa  Northern 
and  Western  Railway  Co.  (Hr.  Dandu- 
rand).  Int.,  80  ;   2nd  R.*,  108 ;  9rd  R., 

139  ;  R.  A..  270  (c.  6). 

(16)  An  Act  respecting  the  French  Rlrer 
Boom  Co.  (Hr.  HoHuIlen).  Int.,  127  ;  Snd 
R.»,  139  :  3rd  R.*,  187  ;  B.  A.,  270  (c  8). 
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(17)  An  Act  to  confer  on  the  Commissioner  of 
Patents  c&rtain  powers  for  the  relief  of 
ChaB.  Algernon  Parsons  (Ur.  Gibson). 
Int.,  127  ;  2nd  R.*  1S9  ;  Srd  R.*.  191  ;  B. 
A.,  270  (c.  16). 

(IS)  An  Act  TMpactlng  tbe  X«iiitoln  and 
Nortbwestern  Railway  Compuy  ot  Can- 
ada (Mr.  Toung).  Int..  189 ;  8nd  R.*, 
184  ;  Srd  R.»,  190  ;  R.  A..  270  (c.  13). 

(19)  An  Act  respecting  the  Atlantic,  Quebec 
and  Western  Railway  Oo.  <Hr.  Dandu- 
rand).  Int.,  80 ;  2nd  R.*,  127 ;  3rd  R.*, 
187  :  R.  A.,  270  (0.  7). 

<20)  An  Act  to  Incoi'po'^te  the  Oaaeapedla 
Uanufacturins  and  Trading  Co.  (Ur.  Oib- 
Bon).   Int.,  127  ;  Sod  R.*,  180  ;  3ra  R.*, 

187  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  10). 

(21)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Pontlac  and 
Interprovlnclal  Railway  Go.  (Mr.  Bd- 
wardB).  Int.,  80  ;  2Qd  R.*,  189  ;  8rd  R.«, 
187  :  R.  A..  270  (c.  9). 

(22)  An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  Brantford  and 
Hamilton  Hallway  Oo.  (Mr.  MoHugh).  Int. 
187  ;  2nd  H.*,  196  ;  3rd  B.»,  265  ;  R.  A., 

717  (c.  50). 

(23)  An  Act  respecting  the  Colllngwood 
General  and  Marine  Hospital  (Mr.  Kerr, 
Cobourg).  Int.,  127  ;  2nd  R.*,  139  ;  Srd 
R.*,  187  :  R.  A.,  270  (e.  11). 

^4)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian  Fire  In- 
surance Co.  (Mr.  Lougheed).  Int.,  161 ; 
2iid  R.*  187  ;  Srd  R.*,  286  ;  R.  A.,  S70  (o. 

«). 

<2d)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  White  Horse 
and  Alsek  Railway  Co.  (Ur.  Toung).  Int., 
139  ;  2nd  R.*,  184 ;  3rd  R.,  190  ;  R.  A., 
270  (c.  14). 

(27)  An  Act  respecting  the  Real  Estate  litla 
Guarantee  and  Trust  Co.  (Mr.  -Casgratn, 
de  LanaudlSre).  lot.,  151  ;  2nd  R.*,  187  ; 
3rd  R.»,  399  ;  R.  A..  717  (c.  67). 

(28)  An  Act  respecting  the  Temiscouata  Rail- 
way Co.  (Sir  Alphonse  Pelletler).  Int., 
198 ;  2nd  R.*,  199  ;  Srd  R.*,  266  ;  R.  A.. 
717  (c.  61). 

(29)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Canadian  Cre- 
dit Indemnity  Co.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto). 
Int.,  639  ;  2nd  R.*,  679  ;  M.  to  concur  in 
amts.,  857  ;  Srd  R.*,  807  ;  .R.  A.,  1237  (o. 
112). 

(30)  An  Act  Tospecting  the  Gueb>b  Junction 
Railway  Co.  (Mr.  UcMullen).  Int.,  108  ; 
2od  R.*  190  ;  Srd  R.*,  26i> ;  R.  A.,  270  (e. 

21). 
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(31)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Quelph  and 

Ooilerlch  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  MoUuUen). 

Int..  198 :  2nd  R.*,  199  ;  Srd  R.*.  206 ;  R. 
A..  270   (e.  22). 

(82)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Walkerton  and 
Iiucknow  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  McMullwi)- 
Int.,  198  ;  2ad  R.*  199  ;  Srd  R.*,  266  ;  R. 
A.,  270  (c.  23). 

(SS)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Vancouver,  Vic- 
toria and  Bastem  Railway  and  Naviga- 
tim  Co.  (Ur.  Templeman).  Int.,  189  ;  2nd 
R.*.  184  ;  Srd  R.*,  206  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  89). 

(34)  An  Act  respecting  the  Grand  Tr<unk  Paci- 
fic Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Daadarand).  Int.,  266; 
2nd  R..  288  ,  335  ;  rep.  from  Com.  (Sir  Al- 
pbonSe  Pelletier)  rem.,  Mr.  Uacdonald 
(B.C.),  Sir  Alphonse  Pelletier,  Mr.  Wat- 
son, Mr.  6oott,  348;  N.  ot  amt.  (Mr.  Dandu- 
rand)  657  ;  3rd  R.,  m.,  677;  N.  of  amt.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  B.C.)  679  ;  M.  Cor  Srd  R.,  rem., 
point  of  order  (Ur.  Landry)  692  ;  rem., 
Mr.  Scott,  Ur.  Landry,  Ur.  Dandnrand, 
Ur.  Speaker  (rullngd,  Sir  U.  Bovell,  603 ; 
Mr.  Soott,  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.)  694  ;  Mr. 
Scott,  695  :  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Ur.  Speakw, 
Mr.  de  Boucherrllle,  696  ;  <Mr.  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  Sir  M.  Bowell,  697  ;  Mr.  Macdo- 
nald (B.C.),  M.  agreed  to,  698  ;  R.  A., 
718  (c.  91). 

(37)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Exchequer  Court 
Act  (Mr.  Scott).   Int.,  617. 

(38)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Petition  of  Right 
Act  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  161  ;  2nd  R.,  187  ; 
Id  Com.,  rem.,  Ur.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
195  ;  xep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Ellis)  and  Srd 
R.,  196 ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  16). 

(39)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Yukon  Territory 
Act  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  617;  2nd-R.,  680  ; 
In  Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  688  ;  Sir  U. 
Bowell,  Ur.  Power,  Mr.  de  Boucherrllle, 

Mr.  Lougheed,  689  ;  prog.  reip.  (Mr.  Ellis) 
690  ;  again  In  Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  698; 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  Ur.  Lougheed,  699  ;  Mr. 
Power,  Mr.  Macdonald  (P.E.I.).  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  Mr.  Lougheed,  700  ;  Mr.  Power. 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  ray,,  from  Com.  (Ui  Bi- 
lls) and  Srd  R.,  701 ;  R.  A ,  7J8  (e.  &9). 

(40)  An  A«t  respecting  the  C!an.  Southem  Ry. 
Co.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto)  688  ;  2nd  R.*, 
698  :  Srd  R.*.  702  ;  R.  A.,  718  (o.  98). 

(42)  An  Act  reapeetlng  the  Sprague's  Falls 
■Bfenufaeturhig  Co.,  Limited.  Int.,  891 ; 
2nd  R.*,  416  ;  Srd  R.*,  492 ;  R.  A.,  717  (e. 
70). 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1264 


INDEX 


BllAA—SeHaUm—Cau. 

(43)  An  Act  revpectlng  tbe  Quebec  and  Lake 
Huron  Rallwar  Co.  (Sir  Alphonse  Pelle- 
tier).  Int.,  198  ;  2ad  R.*  199  ;  3rd  R.*, 
2ftE  ;  R.  A...  270  (c.  M). 

(44)  An  Act  respecting  the  Berlin,  Waterloo, 
WelleBler  ud  Lake  Hiiron  IMlway  Co. 
(Mr.  Herner).  Int.,  198  ;  2nd  B.*,  2M ; 
8rd  R.*,  298  ;  R.  A.,  717  (o.  44). 

(45)  An  Act  respectlns  the  Home  Bank  ot 
Canada  (^r  M.  Bowell).  Int.,  243  ;  2nd 
R.,  247  ;  3rd  R.\  249  ;  B.  A.,  717  (0.  41).  . 

(46)  An  Act  to  Inoorporate  the  Boondarj, 
Kamloopa  and  Cariboo  Central  Railway 
Co.  (Mf.  Watson).  Int..  198:  2nd  R.*. 
233  ;  Srd  R.*,  2«6  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  20). 

(47)  An  Act  respecting  the  Kootena?  Central 
Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Templemaa).  Int.,  198; 
2nd  R.*,  199  :  3rd  R.*,  266  ;  R.  A.,  no  (o. 

(48)  An  Act  req>ecting  the  Nicola,  Kamloops 
and  SImllkameen  Coal  and  Railway  Co. 
(Mr.  Hacdonald,  B.O.).  Int.,  242  ;  2ad  R.*, 
266  ;  3rd  R.«,  298  ;  R.  A.,  717  (o.  46). 

.(49)  Ad  Act  respecttag  the  James  Bay  Rail- 
way Co.  (Mr.  MoHugh).  Int.,  198  ;  Sod 
R.*,  198  ;  Srd  R.%  265  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  68). 

(60)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  tbe  St.  Maurice 
Valley  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Legrls).  Int., 
242  ;  2nd  R.*,  846  ;  Srd  R.*,  266  :  R.  A., 
270  (c.  32). 

(61)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Okotoks  and 
High  River  Lttmberlttg  and  Derelopment 
Co.  (Mr.  liougheed).  Int..  198  ;  2nd  R.*, 
266  :  H.  (or  Srd  R.  (Mr.  Perley)  rem.,  Mr. 
Gibson,  Sir  H.  Bowell,  677  ;  Kr.  aibson, 
Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toron- 
to) 678  ;  Mr.  Seott,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto), 
M.  agreed  to,  679  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c.  88). 

(52)  An  Act  respecting  the  Manitoba  and 
Keewatln  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Watson).  Int., 
242  ;  2Dd  R.*,  247  ;  Srd  R.«;  266  ;  R.  A., 

270  (c.  33). 

(53)  An  Act  re»pectlng  the  North  American 
Telegraiph  Co.  (Mr.  Watson).  Int.,  198 ; 
2nd  R.*,  199  ;  3rd  R.*,  266  ;  R.  A.,  870  (e. 
26). 

(64)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Domlnlra  FIra 
InsuraDoe  Co.  (Mr.  Tonng).  Int.,  SIT; 
2nd  R.".  667  ;  Srd  R.*,  677  ;  R.  A.,  718  (o. 

80). 

(55)  An  Act  respecting  the  Canadian  Northern 
Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Watson).  Int.,  242  ;  ^d 
R.*,  247  :  Srd  R.,  260  ;  R.  A.,  870  (e.  84). 
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<56)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Criminal  Code, 
m2  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  243  ;  2Dd  R.*  271; 
3rd  R.«,  2vy  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  48). 

(57)  An  Act  to  incorporate  tbe  InterproTia- 
clal  Railway  Bridge  Company  of  New 
Brunswick  (Mr.  Scott),  bit.,  198;  Sad 
R.*,  292  :  Srd  R.*,  364  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c  64). 

(58)  Ad  Act  respecting  the  Imperial  Loan  aad 
Investment  Co.  (Mr.  Cloran).  Int.,  6U : 
2nd  R.*,  688  ;  Srd  R.*,  817  ;  R.  A.,  1227  (c. 
106). 

(60)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Kettle  River  Val- 
ley Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Templeman).  Int., 
242  :  2nd  R.*,  292  ;  Srd  R.*,  364  ;  R.  A., 
717  (0.  65). 

(61)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Tliorold  aod 
Lake  Erte  Railway  Co.  <Mr.  DomTlUe). 
Int.,  242  ;  2ad  R.*,  266  ;  Srd  R.*,  864  ;  R. 
A.,  717  (c.  62). 

(62)  An  Act  respecting  tbe  Welland  and 
Grand  Island  Bridge  Co.  (Mr.  Edwards). 
Int.,  242  :  2nd  R  *.  247  ;  3rd  R.  !66  ;  B. 

A.  ,  270   (c.  86). 

(63)  An  Act  respecting  the  Edmonton  and 
Slave  Lake  Railway  Co.  (Hr.  Baird).  Int, 
198  :  2ad  R.*,  833  ;  Srd  R.*,  266  ;  R.  A., 
270  (c  8D. 

(64)  An  Aet  reapeotlng  the  Strait  of  Oanso 
Bridge  Co.  (Mr.  Church).  Int,  198;  lad 
R.*,  199  ;  Srd  R.',  266  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  27). 

(65)  An  Act  respecting  c«'ta4n  patmta  ot 
Ixnils  E.  (^irtls  (Mr.  Kerr,  Coboorg.  Int, 
198  ;  2nd  R.«.  200  ;  Srd  R.*,  4U  ;  R.  A., 
717  (o.  61). 

(66)  An  Act  respecting  the  Northern  Padfie 
and  Omlneca  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Macdonald. 

B.  C.).  Int.,  198  :  2na  R.*.  200  ;  Srd  R.*. 

266  ;  R.  A.,  870  (o.  28). 

(67)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ontario  Accident 
Insurance  Co.  (Sir  M.  Bowell).  Int,  243 : 
2nd  R.".  266  ;  Srd  R.*,  347  ;  R.  A.,  717 
(c.  49). 

(68)  An  Act  respecting  the  Hudson  Bay  and 
Northwest  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Kerr,  To* 
nHito).  Int.  248  ;  2nd  R.*,  SIS ;  Srd  R.*, 
208  ;  R.  A.,  717  (e.  S9). 

(69)  An  Act  to  inoorporate  the  Monarch  Life 
AHoranes  Co.  (Mr.  Kerr,  OobonrK).  Int, 
842  ;  Snd  R.*.  247  ;  rw.  from  Com.  (Sir 
Oeorge  Drummond)  877  ;  Srd  R.*,  S96 ;  R. 
A.,  717  (0.  68). 

(70)  An  Act  reapeoting  tbe  Canadian  Pacific 
Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Lougheed).  Int,  198  ; 
Snd  R.«,  200  :  Srd  R.*,  266  ;  R.  A.,  270  (e. 
29). 
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<71)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa,  BrockvUte 
and  St.  Lawrence  Railway  Co.  {Mr.  Mit- 
chell). Int.,  242  ;  2nd  R-*,  247  ;  3rd  S.*, 
266  :  R.  A.,  270  (c.  36). 

(72)  An  Act.  to  amend  the  National  Transcon- 
tinenlal  Railway  Act  (Hr.  Scott).  Int., 
242  ;  on  2Dd  R.,  rem.,  Mr.  de  BoucharviUe, 
Mr.  Speaker,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  364  ;  Hr. 
Scott,  364-377  ;  Mr.  Fergueon.  Mr.  Scott, 
400  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  401-415  ;  amt.  (Sir 
M.  Bowell)  415  ;  Mr,  Casgrain  (d«  Lanau- 
dlSre),  416-426  ;  Mr.  Bolduc,  426-436  ;  Mr. 
King,  436-447  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  451  ;  Hr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Landry,  462  :  Hr.  Wood,  463- 
462  ;  Mr.  Wilson,  462-471  ;  Mr.  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  471-475  ;  Mr.  McMuilen,  475-488; 
Mr.  McMillan,  488-492  ;  Sir  H.  Bowell. 
Mr.  FersuBon,  492  ;  Mr.  Watson,  Hr. 
Young,  Mr.  de  Boucherville,  Mr.  Sullivan, 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  493;  Mr.  Ferguson,  499-518: 
Mr.  B^lque,  518-525  ;  Mr.  Bernler,  625- 
531  :  Mr.  Gibson,  531-536  ;  Mr.  Perley. 
536-543  ;  Mr.  Watson,  543-553  ;  Mr.  Sulli- 
van, 553-557  ;  amt.  rejected,  c,  19,  n.  c. 
34,  rem.,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Scott.  Mr.  B4I- 
que.  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Cox,  558  ;  Mr. 
Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  MoMullen,  Mr.  Gib- 
son, Mr.  Landry,  559  ;  M.  agreed  to  c.  34, 
n.  c.  20,  rem.,  Mr.  Bak«r,  Hr.  Watson, 
560  ;  in  Com.,  rem.  on  3rd  c1.,  Mr.  Fergu- 
son, lAr.  Scott,  560  ;  Mr.  UcMUIan,  661  ; 
Hr.  Ferguson,  561-565  ;  Mr.  BSIque,  Hr. 
Dandurand,  565  ;  Hr.  Ferguson,  566  ;  on 
.8th  cl.,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Hr.  Scott,  Mr.  Hc- 
Millan,  Hr.  Wood,  Hr.  B6i(|ue,  567  ;  Mr. 
'HaMHIan,  on  10th  d.,  Hr.  Uacdonald  (B. 
C),  Hr.  Scott,  568  ;  filr  M.  Bowell,  689  ; 
Mr.  Scott,  Hr.  Haodonald  (BjC.).  Mr.  Dan- 
durand,  570  ;  Hr.  Farguaon,  571 ;  Hr.  Mac- 
donald (B.C.).  Mr.  Dandurand,  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  672 :  Hr.  Dandurand,  Sir  M. 
Bowell.  573  ;  Hr.  Power,  575-677  ;  Mr. 
Templeman,  577-579  ;  Hr.  de  Boucherville. 
Hr.  Soott,  Mr.  Laadrr.  679  ;  Mr.  Macdo- 
nald (B.C.),  Mr.  FergnaoD,  580  ;  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, 681  ;  Hr.  Templeman,  Mr.  Dandu- 
rand,  682  ;  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Soott,  683  ; 
Mr.  Perley.  Hr.  Dandurand,  684  ;  Mr.  Fer- 
guson. Mr.  Watson,  686  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 

686  ;  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Perley.  Vr.  Power, 

687  :  Sir  H.  Bowell,  688  ;  Mr.  Power,  Mr. 
Dandurand.  589  ;  Hr.  FergusMi,  690 ;  Mr. 
Dandurand,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
591  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Hr.  Hacdonald  (B.C.); 
on  11th  cl.,  Mr.  Landry,  692  ;  Hr.  Scott, 
Sir  M.  Bowejl;  on  schedule,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  Scott,  Hr,  Ferguson,  693;  Ht.  Dandu- 
rand. Sir  Mr,Bowie]l.  Mr.  Soott,  Hr.  Fergu- 
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eon,  694;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ferguson.  595-69S; 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Scott. 
599  ;  Mr.  Wood,  Hr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ferguson. 
600-C03  ;  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Toung)  and 
M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for  3rd  R.,  M,  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald, B.C.)  to  amd.  10th  ol.,  rem..  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Speaker,  amt.  rejected  c. 
13,  n.  c.  26,  603  ;  M.  (Mr.  Wood)  to  amd., 
rejected  c.  13,  n.  c.  26,  M.  (Mr.  Landry) 
rejected  c.  13,  n.  c.  26,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
604  :  M.  (Sir  M.  Bowell)  rejected  c.  13, 
n.  c.  26,  605  ;  M.  for  3rd  R.  agreed  to,  c. 
26,  n.  c.  13,  rem.,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  pairs.  Sir  M. 
Bowel),  606  ;  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Cloran, 
607  :  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Young,  608  ;  R. 
A.,  717  (c.  72). 

(73)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Railway  Act,  1M3. 
Int.,  716  ;  2nd  and  3rd  R.,  854  {  R.  A., 
1238  (c.  107). 

(74)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Fisheries  Act  (Mr. 
Scott).  Int..  965  ;  rem.,  Hr.  Scott.  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  966;  Hr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
1049  ;  In  Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Power,  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  1060;  Hr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell. 
Mr.  Ferguson,  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Hac- 
donald, P.B.I.)  1051  ;  8rd  R.*,  1061  ;  R. 
A.,  1238  (c.  120). 

(77)  An  Act  respecting  the  Hamilton,  Grims- 
by and  Beamsvllle  Electric  Railway  Co. 
(Ht.  Ma«dooald,  B.C.).  Int..  243  ;  2nd  R.*, 
266. 

(78)  An  Act  respecting  the  Ottawa  River  Val- 
ler  Rr-  Co.  (Mr.  Domville).  Int.,  856 ; 
2nd  R.*,  399  ;  Srd  R.*,  674  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c. 
77). 

(79)  An  Act  to  incorporate  the  Thompson 
River  Improvement  Co.  (Mr.  McHugh>. 
Int.,  391  ;  2nd  R.*,  416  ;  M.  to  concur  In 
amts.,  rem.,  Hr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  Hc- 
Hugh,  Mr.  Ellis,  Ur.  McMillan,  Mr.  Balrd. 
Hr.  WfttsOD,  Ur.  Hacdonald  (B.C.),  855  ; 
Hr.  Wilson,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  Mc- 

-  Hugh,  Mr.  Templeman,  856  ;  Hr.  Uc- 
Hugh,  Hr.  Landry,  Hr.  Kerr  (Toronto), 
Mr.  Landry.  H.  postponed,  857  ;  M. 
agreed  to  and  Srd  R.*,  868  ;  R.  A.,  1288 
(c.  113). 

(80)  An  Act  respecting  the  West  Canadian 
Collieries,  Limited  (Mr.  McHugh).  Int. 
716  ;  2nd  R.*.  729  ;  3rd  R.*,  857  ;  R.  A  . 
)237  (c.  114). 

(82)  An  Act  respecting  the  Essex  Terminal 
Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Casgrain,  Windsor). 
Int.,  266  :  2nd  R.*,  398  ;  3rd  R.*,  674  ;  R. 
A.,  718  (c.  76). 
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(85)  Ad  Act  respecting  the  Neplgon  Railway 
Co.  (Mr.  H&UulleD).  Int.,  242  ;  2nd  R  • 
247  ;  Sra  R.«.  2«6  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  27). 

(85)  An  Act  to  iDcorpontte  the  Alberta  Rail- 
way and  Irrigation  Company,  and  to  pro- 
vide for  the  amalgamat-ioQ  therewith,  of 
the  Alberta  Railway  and  Coal  Company, 
tlie  Canadian  Northwest  Irrigation  Com- 
pany, and  the  St.  Mary'a  River  Railway 
Co.  (Mr.  Lougheed).  Int..  242  ;  2nd  R  • 
265  ;  3rd  R,",  266  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  38). 

(86)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Cfriminal  Code, 
1892,  respecting  the  punishment  of  Iraudu- 
lent  debtors  (Mr.  Bfil<iae).  Int..  266  ;  2nd 
R..  246  ;  In  Com.,  rem.,  Ferguson,  396  ; 
Mr.  BAlgue,  Mr.  Iiougbeed.  397  ;  Mr.  B*i- 
'Que,  Mr.  Hacdonald  (P.B.I.).  Mr.  Power, 
898  ;  rep.  from  Com.  (,Mr.  Danduraad)  and 
8rd  R.,  398  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  67). 

(90)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Bessemer  and 
Barry's  Bay  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Gibson). 
In*.,  242  ;  2nd  R.*.  292  ;  3rd  R.»  864  •  R 
A.,  717  (c.  69). 

(91)  An  Act  respecting  the  Toronto  and  Ha- 
milton Railway  Co.  (Mr.  McMullen).  Itit 
243  :  2nd  R,«    266  ;  8rd  R.*,  298  :  R  A 
717  (c.  42). 

(92)  An   Ret  respecting  certain   patents  of 
William  A.  Damen  (Mr.  Kerr,  Coboorg). 
rot.,  198  ;  2nd  R.»,  266  ;  3rd  St.*  416  •  r 
A.,  717  (c.  78). 

(98)  An  Act  respecting  «  certein  patent  of 
E.  A.  Small  (Mr.  Mitchell).  Int.,  198  • 
2nd  H.«,  292  ;  8rd  R.*,  415  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c 
62). 

(94)  An  Act  respecting  the  Tlmagaml  Railway 
Co.  (Mr.  Edwards).      Int.,  243  ;  2nd  R  • 
265  :   M.  (Mr.  Sullivan)  to  ref.  B.  back 
tw  Com.,  rem.,    Mr.    Watson.   Mr.  Sul- 
Hvan,      495;       Str     M.     Bowell,  Mf. 
Watson.  Mr.  SulllTan,  496  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
Tonto).    Mr.    Tessler,    Mr.    Gibson    497  • 
Mr.  MoHugh,  Mr.  Landry,  deb.  adjd.,  498- 
Mr.  Edwards.  617  ;  M.  to  ref.  B.  back  to 
Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Kerr  (Cobourg),  618  ;  Mr 
Landry.  619  ;  Mr.  Gibson.  620  ;  amt  (Mr. 
Gibson)  to  concur  la  rep.  of  Com  ,  Mr 
Landry,  point  of  order  and  ruling,  (Mr' 
Speaker),  rem.,  Mr.  MoMullen,  621 ;  Mr. 
MoHugh,  Mr.  Maodooald  (P.E.I.),  Mr.  Fer- 
«U8on.  Mr.  Watson,  622;  Mr.  Edwards. 
Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  McGregor,  Mr 
Speaker,  $23  ;  amt.  agreed  to,  c.  16  n  c 
13  :  Srd  R.  624  ;  R.  A.,  1237  (c.  103). 
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(96)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Crawford  Ba; 
and  St.  Mary's  Bay  Railway  Co.  (Xr. 
Templeman).   Int.,  242  ;  tod  R.*  2M  ;  M 

R.*,  298  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  46). 

(97)  An  Act  reepectlng  the  Trans-Cana^ 
Hallway  Co.  (Mr.  Tessier).  Int.,  CIS; 
2nd  R."  657  ;  3rd  R.*  676  ;  R.  A..  711  (e! 

79). 

(100)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Pilotage  Act  (Mr. 
Scott).   Int.,  270  ;  2nd  R..  «79  ;  »rd  8., 

709  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  96). 

(101)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Steamboat  Ins- 
pection Act.  1898  (Mr.  Scott),  int..  617- 
2nd  R.*.  «80  ;  3rd  R..  690  ;  a  A..  718  (t 
90). 

(102)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Shipping  Canal- 
Ues  Act,  1901  (Mr.  Temploiftan).  int.,  617; 
2nd  R..  674.  681  ;  in  Com.,  rem..  Mr.  Laa- 
dry,  Mr,  Templeman.  Mr.  Macdonald  (P. 
E.I),  Mr.  Lougheed,  Mr.  Power,  7io ;  Mr. 
Lougheed,  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Macdonald  (b! 
C).  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Tenjpleman  711  ■ 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Temple- 
man, 712  ;  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Ellis)  and 
amU.  concurred  in,  713  ;  Jrd  K..  714  •  H. 
A.  718  (c.  97). 

(103)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  (^nadbui  Ar- 
tillery AsBoelatloD  (Mr.  Templeman)  Int. 
270  ;  2nd  R.»,  298  ;  8rd  R.*,  4U  ;  R.  A. 
717  (c.  64). 

(104)  An  Act  respecting  the  Tilsonburg,  Lake 
Erie  and  Pacific  Railway  Co.  (Mr."  Wil- 
son). Int..  243  ;  2nd  R.*.  292  ;  Srd  B.* 
364  ;  R.  A..  717  {c.  53). 

(106)  An  Act  respecting  the  Lake  Brie  and 
Detroit  River  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Caagrain. 
Windsor).  Int.,  243  :  2nd  R.-,  265 ;  Srd 
R.",  298  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  43). 

(106)  An  Act  to  incon»orate  the  Uhlcoutlml 
and  North  Eastern  Ratlway  Co.  (Mr.  Dom- 
vUle).  Int.,  298  ;  tai  R.*.  347 ;  ard  a», 
416  ;  R.  A.,  717  (o.  65). 

(109)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Montreal, 
Nipisaing  and  Georgian  Bay  Railway  Co. 
(Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto).  Int.,  298  ;  8nd  R* 
347  ;  3rd  R.«,  399  ;  R.  A.,  717  (e.  61). 

(111)  An  Act  respecting  the  Edmonton  Street 
Railway  (Mr.  Casgraln,  de  Laaaodldre) 
InL,  648  ;  2nd  R.*,  674  ;  Srd  R  701  •  r, 
A.,  1237  (c.  104). 

(112)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  respecting  the 
Navigation  of  Canadian  Waters  (Mr 
Scott).    Int.,  270  ;  2nd  B.,  299  ;  in  Com.! 
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rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  H.  -BoweU,  494  ;  rep. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  Watson)  and  Srd  R., 
495  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  W). 

<11S)  Ad  Act  reepectlns  Uie  Inspection  of 
Grain  (Mr.  Scott),  lot..  886  ;  Snd  R.,  rom.. 
Iff.  Scott,  1061;  Mr.  Ferguson,  1<^;  Mr. 
Watson,  lOU  ;  on  H.  to  refer  to  com., 
Mr.  Scott,  106S  ;  Hr.  Fersuson,  Mr.  Wat- 
son, Hr.  Macdonald  (P.BI.L)  1064 ;  Mr. 
Young.  Mr.  Black,  1066  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
1061 ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ferguson,  1002  ;  Hr. 
BMque,  1063;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Hr.  Wfttwn,  1064;  Bbr  U.  Bowell,  Hr.  B«l- 
que.  Id  Com.,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
106V:  on  11th  el.,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  on  ISth  cl.,  Mr.  Ferguson.  Mr. 
Scott,  Sir  U.  Sowell.  1066 ;  Bfr.  Scott,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Sir  M.  <Bow«l1,  Ur.  HcHagh, 
Mr.  Watson,  1067  ;  on  29th  cl..  Sir  H. 
BoweU,  Mr.  Youag,  on  60th  ct.,  Mr.  Hc- 
Mull«n,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  .  Mr.  Young,  on 
64th  cl..  Sir  H.  Boweli}  Hr.  Young,  on 
6&th  cl.,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mt.  Scott.  1068  ;  on  68th  cl.,  Mr.  Fergu- 
son, Sir  M.  Bowell,  1069;  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  Mr.  Youag,  Mr.  Ferguson  ; 
on  78th  cl.,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Hr. 
Young,  Mr.  Black,  1070  ;  on  80th'  cl.,  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Young  ;  ou 
68th  cl.,  Mt.  Ferguson,  1071  ;  Mr.  Mc- 
MuUeu,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
1072  :  Mr.  MoMullen,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
Black,  1073  ;  Sir  M.  BoweU,  Mr.  Young, 
Mr.  McMullen,  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  B61- 
que)  and  Srd  R.,  1074  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c. 
121). 

<114)  An  Act  reapecthig  the  Western  Assu- 
rance Co.  (Mr.  Frost).  Int.,  242  ;  Sod  R., 
247  ;  Srd  R.*,  249  ;  R.  A.,  270  (c.  U). 

(116)  An  Act  respecting  the  British  America 
Assurance  Co.  (Mr.  Frost).  Int.,  242  ;  2nd 
R..  248  ;  3rd  R.',  249  ;  R.  A.,  270  <c.  20). 

<116)  An  Act  respectlog  certain  Patents  of  the 
Can.  Oenl.  Elec.  Co.  and  others  (Mr. 
Kerr,  Toron-to).  Int.,  292  ;  2nd  R.,  335, 
347  ;  Srd  R.*,  S99  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  60). 

<119)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  Canada  Tem- 
'  peiuce  Act  (Mr.  Lovitt).  Int..  391 ;  M. 
for  2nd  JL,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  624 ;  Mr. 
Cloran,  626 ;  lUr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Mc- 
Sweeney,  626 ;  Hr.  iHcOregor,  627 ;  Mr. 
HoHullen.  Mr.  Domvllle,  628;  deb.  adjd.. 
629  ;  deb.  resumed,  Mr,  DomTllle,  631-633; 
Hr.  Baird,  683  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Black, 
684  ;  Mr.  Edwards,  636  ;  Hr.  VIdal,  686  ; 
Hr.  Polrler,  687  ;  Hr,  B6lqtie,  638  ;  Mr. 
Cloran,  M.  agreed  to  c.  26,  n.  c.  8,  2a') 
R.,  639  ;  Srd  R.*,  674  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  75). 

an 
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(120)  An  Act  respecting  the  Montreal  Ter- 
minal Railwajr  Co.  (Mr.  Casgcaln,  de  La- 
naudidre).  Int.,  868  ;  2nd  R.*,  858  ;  Srd 
R.*,  867  :  R.  A.,  1237  (c.  110). 

(121)  An  Act  respecting  tiie' Ceniurr  Lite  In- 
Burance  Co.  (Mr.  Perley).  Int..  639  :  2nd 
R.*.  679  ;  3rd  R.',  709  ;  R.  A.,  718  (o.  95). 

(122)  An  Act  respecttng  the  Ottawa  Fire  In- 
■  fturance  Co.  (Sir  M.  Bowell).   Int.,  639  ; 

2nd  R*,  667  ;  Srd  R.*,  677  ;  R.  A..  718  (c. 
82). 

(123)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Kingston 
and  Dominion  Central  Rsllwajr  Co.  (Hr. 
Sullivan).  Int.,  495  ;  2nd  R.*,  624  ;  3rd 
R.",  681  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c.  92). 

(124)  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  General  Inspecllon 
Act  (Hr.  Scott).  Int.,  966  ;  2nd  R.,  997  ; 
!n  Com.,  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1074  ; 
Mr.  Young,  Mr.  McMullen,  Ur.  McHugh, 
1075  ;  Mr.  BSique,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  rep. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  McKay,  Alma)  and  Srd 
R.,  1076  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c.  128). 

(126)  An  Act  respecting  certain  parents  of 
Siegfried  Olroncoli  (Mr.  Poirier).  Int. 
495  ;  2nd  R.*,  624  ;  Srd  R.*,  667  ;  R.  A., 
717  (c.  74). 

(127)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  providing  for 
tbe  paynwnt  of  bounties  on  lead  con- 
tained In  lead-'bearing  ores  mined  In 
Canada  (Hr.  Templeman).  Int.,  270  ;  2nd 
R.,  299  ;  In  Com.,  393  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Temple- 
man,  Mr.  Hftcdonald  (P.B.L)  ;  Sir  M. 
-Bowell,  394 ;  Hr,  Edwards,  Hr.  Temple- 
man,  Ur.  Loughe^d,  396  ;  Hr.  Ferguson, 
rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  BCique)  and  Srd  R., 
396  ;  R,  A.,  717  (c.  56). 

(129)  An  Act  respecting  certain  patents  of 
Edwin  R.  Cahoone  (Mr.  Kerr,  Cobourg). 
Int.,  496  ;  2nd  R.*,  657  ;  Srd  R.*,  676  ;  R. 
A.,  718  (c.  83). 

(130)  An  Act  respecting  the  Huron  and  On- 
tario Railway  Co.  (Ur.  Kerr,  Cobourg). 
Int.,  496  ;  2nd  R.*,  624  ;  Srd  R.«.  676  ;  R. 
A..  718  (c.  78). 

(131)  An  Act  to  Incorporate  the  Fanner's 
Bank  of  Canada  (Mr.  Sullivan).  Int.,  617; 
2nd  R.*,  667  ;  Srd  R.*.  877  ;  R.  A.,  718  (c 
81). 

(132)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Railway  Act,  1903 
(Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  864  ;  rem..  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  Hr.  Scott,  Hr.  Landry,  Hr.  Clo- 
ran, Hr.  Ferguson.  865  ;  M.  for  2nd  R., 
rem.,  Hr.  Macdonald  (B.  C.)  891 ;  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  Mr.  de  Boucberville,  Mr.  Scott, 
892  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  893-896  ;  Mr.  Bernler, 
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Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  WiUon,  Mr.  Wation,  895  ; 
Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  M.  agreed  to,  896  ; 
In  Com.,  935  ;  rem.,  on  1st  cl.,  Mr.  Scott. 
Sir  M.  Bowell.  on  2n<l  cl.,  Mr.  Scott,  936- 
938  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Mr.  Scott, 
93S  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Scott,  939  ;  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Mr.  Wstson,  Mr.  B£[que,  Sir 
M.  Bowell.  940  ;  Mr.  B«lque,  Mr.  Dandu- 
rand,  Ur.  Ferguson,  941  ;  Mr.  HcMulIen, 
942  :  Mr.  Dandurand,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  943  ; 
Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Bfilque,  944  ;  Mr.  Fer- 
guson. Mr.  Scott,  945  :  Mr.  Dandurand, 
946 ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Bilque,  947 ; 
prog,  reptd.  (Mr.  Ellis)  948  ;  io  Com., 
rem.,  Mr.  Ferguson,  972  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr. 
B^ique,  Mr.  Ferguson,  973  ;  Mr.  B^ique, 
Mr.  McMullen,  974  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Dandurand,  975  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  Scott,  976  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Power, 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  977  ;  on  3rd  cl..  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, Mr.  McMillan,  978  :  Mr.  Bdlque, 
Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ferguson,  cl.  agreed  to. 
rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Ellis)  and  3rd  R, 
979  ;  R.  A.,  1238    (c.  tOT). 

(136)  An  Act  respecting  the  Simllkameen  and 
Keremeos  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Watson). 
Int.,  680  :  2nd  R.*,  688  ;  3rd  R-*,  701  ;  R. 
A.,  718  (c.  46). 

(137)  An  Act  respecting  Certain  Patents  of 
the  Canadian  Office  and  School  Furniture 
Co.,  Limited  (Mr.  Memer).  Int.,  680;  2ad 
R.*,  698  ;  3rd  R.*,  971  ;  ;  R.  A.,  123S  <c. 

117). 

(140)  ATI  Act  respecting  the  Alliance  Bank  ot 
Canada  (.Mr.  B^ique).  Int.,  680  ;  M.  for 
2nd  R.,  rem.,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  BSique,  714  ;  M.  agreed  to,  715  ;  3rd 
R.*,  817  ;  R.  A.,  1237  (c.  106). 

(142)  An  Act  respecting  the  Rio  de  Janeiro 
Light  aud  Power  Co.,  Limited,  and  to 
change  its  name  to  the  Rio  de  Janeiro 
Tramway,  Light  and  Power  Co.,  Limited 
(Mr.  Kerr.  Toronto).  Int.,  680  ;  2nd  R.*, 
688  ;  and  3rd  R.*,  701  ;  R.  A.,  717  (c.  94). 

(143)  An  Act  respecting  the  New  Brunswick 
Southern  Railway  Co.  (Mr.  Domvllle). 
Int.,  680. 

(144)  An  Act  to  amend  t^e  Act  of  the  pre- 
spat  session  respecting  the  TemlBCOuata 
Railway  Co.  (Sir  Alphonee  Pelletlor).  Int., 
716  :  2nd  R.".  729  ;  3rd  R.«,  817  ;  R.  A.. 
1237  (c.  101). 

(147)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to 
Naturalisation  and  Aliens  (Mr.  Scott). 
Int.,  866  ;  2nd  R..  875  ;  3rd  R..  876  ;  R.  A., 
1237  (c.  111). 
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(148)  Ad  Act  to  amend  the  Dominion  Elec- 
tions Act.  1900  (Mr.  Scott).  Int..  1042; 
2nd  R..  rem..  Mr.  ScoU-  1085  :  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, Mr.  Scott.  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.), 
1086  :  in  Com..  Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  Mr.  Scott.  10S7  :  Mr.  Landry.  Mr. 
Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr. 
B«lque)  and  3rd  R.,  1088  :  R.  A..  1238  (e. 
124). 

(149)  An  Act  to  amend  the  RepresenUtioa 
Act,  1903  iMr.  Scott).  Int..  890  ;  2nd  R. 
929  :  in  Com.,  934  ;  3rd  R..  935  ;  R.  A., 
1238  (c.  115). 

(150)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  ot  the  present 
session  entitled  An  Act  to  Incorporate 
the  Tborold  and  Lake  Erie  Railway  Co. 
(Mr.  Domvllle).  Int.,  716:  2nd  R.*.  739  ; 
3rd  R.*,  817  ;  R.  A.,  1237  (c.  102). 

(152)  An  Act  respecting  an  .\rbltratlon  bet- 
ween H.  M.  and  the  G.  T.  R.  Co.  ot 
Canada  (Mr.  Scott)  :  Int..  954  ;  2nr  R-, 
rem,,  Mr.  Scott,  995  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr. 
Scott.  996  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott.  Mr. 
Ferguson,  997  ;  In  Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott, 
1045  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Ferguson,  1046  : 
Mr.  Scott,  34r  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Dandurand, 
Mr.  B4lque,  Mr.  Ferguson,  1047  :  Mr.  Uc- 
Hullen,  Mr.  Ferguson,  rep.  from  Com. 
(Mr.  Wilsfm)  and  3rd  R.,  1048  :  R.  .A., 
1238  (c.  119). 

(153)  An  Act  to  amend  the  P.  O.  Act  (Mr. 
Scott).  Int.,  967  ;  2nd  R.,  1076  ;  in  Com., 
rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell.  Mr.  Scott.  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, 1077  ;  Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
Mr.  Scott,  1078  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Dan- 
durand, 1079  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott, 
Mr.  Power,  Mr.  Ferguson,  1080,  1081  ;  Sir 
M.  Bowell.  prog,  reptd.  (Mr.  Kerr.  To- 
ronto). 1082  ;  again  In  Com.,  rem.,  Mr. 
Scott.  1111  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  1112-1114  ;  Mr. 
Scott,  1114  :  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott.  Mr. 
Power,  Mr.  Ferguson.  1115  ;  Mr.  Scott.  Mr. 
Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  1116  :  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  UlT ; 
Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr,  McMullen.  1118  ;  Mr. 
Sullivan,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  rep.  from  Com. 
(Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto),  3rd  R.,  Mr.  Scott. 
1200,  1201  :  R.  A..  1238    (c.  137). 

(154)  An  Act  to  amend  chapter  61  of  the 
Statutes  of  1903  respecting  the  Revised 
Statutes  of  Canada  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  716; 
2nd  R.  and  3rd  R..  8B4  ;  R.  A.,  12«  (c 
108). 

(156)  An  Act  for  granting  to  EHi  Majesty  cer- 
tain sums  of  money  for  the  public  serrlee 
for  the  financial  year  ending  Jose  St, 


Digitized  by 


Google 


1269 


BILLS— fTsriaHm— Con. 

1906  (Mr.  Soott).  Int.,  2nd  and  3rd  R., 
n»  ;   R;  a.,  718  (e.  M2). 

(167)  An  Aet  respecting  tbe  Payment  of  Oer- 
tala  Rallwar  Subsidies  (Ur.  Scott).  Int., 
967  :  2nd  R.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Fergu- 
son. 1082  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
ronto), Mr.  Macdonald  (P.E.I.),  10S3  ;  Mr. 
Dandurand.  Mr.  Wilson,  Mr.  Macdonald 
(P.E.I.),  Ur.  Fersruson,  1084  ;  Mr.  Wilson. 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  3rd  R.,  1086  ;  R.  A.,  1238 
(c.  123). 

(158)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Land  Titles  Act, 
1894  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.  and  3ad  R.,  In  Com.,  i 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Mc-  ' 
Mullen.  1137  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Scott. 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  prog,  reptd.  {Mr.  Owens), 
1138  ;  In  Com.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott.  1207  ;  rep. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  McMullen)  and  8rd  R.. 
1208  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (o.  132). 

(160)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Bank  Aet  (Mr. 
Scott).  Int.,  890  ;  2ud  R.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott. 
Mr.  McMillan,  929  ;  In  Com.,  rem..  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  McMullen,  rep. 
from  Com.  (Mr.  Casgraln,  de  Lanaudldra) 
and  3rd  R.,  930  ;  R.  A.,  im  (c.  116). 

(162)  An  Act  respecting  Aliens  (Mr.  Scott). 
•  Int..  1123  ;  2nd  R.  and  M..  1221 ;  rem.,  Ut. 
Scott,  1222  ;  Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Dandurand, 
1223  ;  Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  ImAtj,  1224  ;  Ur. 
Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  do  BoucherrlUe, 
1226  :  Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Drununrad,  1226  ; 
Mr.  Macdonald  (P.H1.I.),  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
ronto), 1227  ;  Mr.  Bdlque,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr. 
Power,  1228  ;  Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Landry.  Mr. 
Bdlque,  1229  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  (P.S!.I.},  Mr. 
Forget,  Ur.  Landry,  Mr.  Power,  Ur.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  1230  ;  Mr.  DruDHDond,  Mr.  Dan- 
durand, Mr.  da  BoucberTllle,  prog,  reptd. 
(Mr.  Thlbaudeau)  1281 :  In  Com.  on  4ttl 
cl.,  rem.,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr,  Lan- 
dry, Mr.  DruBimond,  1234  ;  Mr.  da  Bou- 
chervllle,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  SuUl- 
van,  Mr.  Cloran,  M.  (Mr.  Drummond)  that 
Com  rise,  rem.,  Mr.  Watson,  1236  ;  Mr. 
Baker,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  DomTllle,  Mr. 
Dandurand,  Mr.  de  Bouchervllle,  M. 
agreed  to.  \ 

(193)  An  Act  authorizing  the  government  of 
Canada  to  purchase  the  (Canada  Eastern 
Railway  and  to  take  ipossesBton  of  the 
Fredericton  and  St.  Mary's  Railway 
Bridge  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  2nd  R.,  m.,  rem., 
Sir  M.  Bowelt,  1209-1211  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr. 
Forget,  1212  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Dom- 
Tllle, 1813-1217  ;  Mr.  UoMullen,  1217-1221; 
In  Com.  and  3rd  R.,  1221 ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c. 
1S6). 


BILLS— SertoHm— Con. 

(165)  An  Act  to  amend  Chap.  68  of  the 
Statutes  of  1903  respecting  Bounties  on 
Steel  and  Iron  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1042  ; 
3nd  R.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  1088  ;  Mr.  Power, 
Mr.  McGregor,  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr. 
Young)  and  3rd  R.,  1089  ;  R.  A„  1238  (o- 
125. 

(166)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Animal  Contagious 
Diseases  Act,  1902  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1056; 
2nd  R.,  m.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  1098  ;  Mr. 
Fet^UBon,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Wilson,  M. 
agreed  to  ;  Srd  R.,  m.,  rem.,  Mr.  Power, 

.  Mr.  Scott.  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Sullivan, 
1099  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Sullivan,  1100  ; 
Mr.  Power,  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Wilson) 
and  3rd  R.,  1101  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c.  128). 

(167)  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  payment  of 
Bounties  on  Crude  Petroleum  from  Cana- 
dian wells  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1089  ;  2nd 
R.,  m.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  1091;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  McMullen,  1092  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr. 
Bolduc,  Mr.  Dandurand,  Mr.  Scott,  1093  ; 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  1094  ;  Mr.  Dandurand,  Sir 
)M.  Bowell,  1095  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Wat- 
son, 1096  :  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Edwards, 
Srd  R.,  1098  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c.  127). 

(168)  An  Act  to  amend  the  Inland  Revenue 
Act  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1069  :  2nd  R.,  m., 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  1089  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
Scott,  Hr.  Cloran,  1090  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell. 
M.  agreed  to,  1091  ;  in  Com.,  rem.,  Mr. 
Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1103-1106  ;  Mr.  Mc- 
Mullen, Mr.  Cloran  1106  ;  Mr.  Macdonald 
(B.C.),  Mr.  Power,  1107  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell. 
1108  ;  Mr.  Dandurand.'  1109-1111  ;  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  rep.  from  Com.  (Mr.  Young)  and 
Srd  R.,  IIU  ;  R.  A.,  1388  (c  129). 

(169)  An  Aet  to  further  amend  the  Act  pro- 
viding for  the  payment  irf  bounties  on 
lead  cmtalned  In  lead-bearing  ores  mined 
in  Canada  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1138 ;  2nd 
R.,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
Templunan,  1139  ;  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Fer- 
guson. Srd  R.,  1140  ;  R.  A.,  1288  (o.  130). 

(170)  An  Act  to  amend  the  (Customs  Aet  (Mr. 
Scott).  Int.,  1140  ;  Snd  R.,  In  Com.,  rem., 
Hr,  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  rep.  from  Com. 
(Mr.  Baker)  and  Srd  R.,  1208  ;  R.  A.,  1238 

(c.  134). 

(171)  An  Act  to  authorize  the  granting  of 
subsidies  in  aid  of  the  construction  of 
the  lines  of  Railway  therein  mentioned 
(Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  1231  ;  rem..  Mr.  Scott, 
Mr.  Landry,  B.  read  2nd  and  Srd  times, 
1232  ;  R.  A..  1388  (Cc.  140). 
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(172)  An  Act  to  amend  the  CustomB  Tariff 
Act,  1897  (Mr.  Scott).  Int..  1200  ;  2ad 
and  Srd  R.,  1221  ;  R.  A.,  1238  (c.  136). 

(173)  An  Act  further  to  amend  the  Inland 
Revenue  Act  (Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  2nd  and 
3rd  R.,  1H»  ;  R.  A.,  1238  <C.  ISS). 

(175)  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  passed  In  the 
present  sesston,  and  Intituled  an  Act  fur- 
ther to  amend  the  Act  providing  for  the 
payment  of  bounties  on  lead  contained  In 
lead-bearing  ore  mined  in  Canada  (Mr. 
Scott).  Int.,  2nd  and  3rd  R.,  1232  ;  R.  A., 
1238  (c.  HI). 

(174)  An  Act  for  granting  to  His  Majestjr 
certain  sums  of  money  for  the  public  ser- 
vice for  the  flnanclal  years  ending  respec- 
tively, June  30,  1904,  and  June  30,  1905 
(Mr.  Scott).  Int.,  2nd  R-,  m.,  rem.,  Mr. 
Scott  Mr.  Landry,  M.  agreed  to,  3rd  R., 
1237  ;  R.  A..  123»  (c.  142). 

BLACK,  Hon.  Mr.  :  on  introduction,  rem.,  Mr. 
Landry,  Mr.  Scott,  366  ;  Ur.  Landry,  Mr. 
Scott,  367. 

BLACK  Rod.  Usbor  of  the  :  1,  72. 

CHAiMPlLAIN,  County  of,  Public  Works  in  : 
Inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  1125,  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  1126. 

CHIEF  French  Translator,  The  (see  French 
Tarnslation)  349. 

CHRISTMAN  Divorce  Case  :  petition  present- 
ed (Mr,  Kerr,  Cobourg)  73. 

COASTING  Regulations  (see  U.  S.  Coasting  Re- 
gulations) 499. 

CONTINGENT  Accounts  of  the  Senate  (see 
GIbbs.  salary  of  Mr.,  463,  and  Stephen,  salary 
of  Mr.,  9»8). 

CRANE  Island  Lighthouse  Keeper  at :  inq. 
(Mr.  Landry),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  289,  891.  M. 
(Mr.  Landry)  agreed  to,  293. 

CRETE.  Government  Contract  with  Mr.  Adol- 
phe  :  Inq.  (Mr.  Landry),  reply  (Mr.  Scott) 
1124. 

DEBATES,  The  Senate  : 

Delay  In  issuing,  rem.,  Sir  U.  Bovell,  80  ; 
Mr.  Bemler,  Mr.  Landry,  91  ;  Mr.  F^gu- 
son,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Toung,  Mr.  Cloran, 
Mr.  Ellis,  363  ;  Mr.  Yooog,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
Mr.  Speaker,  364. 

Indexes  to.  Inq.  (Mr.  Wood),  reply  (Mr.  Scott) 
38!)  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Wood,  Mr.  Bfilque,  Mr.  Fer- 
Kiison,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr,  Lougbeed,  390. 

Complaint  (Mr.  Miller)  re  press  summary, 
147  ;  rem,,  Mr.  B^lque,  Mr.  Bernier,  Mr. 
Ferguson.  448  ;  Mr.  Miller,  Mr.  Coffey.  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  449  :  Mr.  Ferguson.  Mr.  Sullivan, 
Mr.  Watson,  460. 


DEBATES,  The  Senate— Cow. 
M.  (Mr.  B«lque)  to  adopt  rep.  of  Com..  IIU; 

rem.,  Mr.  McMulIen,  Mr.  Ferguson,  1121; 

Mr.  Scott.  Sir  M.  Bowel],  1121  ;  Mr.  B^iqae. 

Mr.  McMuIlen.  1122  ;  M.  agreed  to,  1121. 
Translation  of  Debates,  rem.,  Mr.  Landrr, 

Mr.  Scott.  1238. 

DELATBD  RETURNS: 
Anglo-American  Telegraph  Co.  (Mr.  Ferm- 
son)  183. 

Crane  Island  Lighthouse  (Mr.  Landry)  (N, 

701,  891,  1142.  1187. 
French  Steamer  '  Le  Malou '   (Mr.  Laodry) 

701. 

Ice  Breakers,  Contract  tor  (Sir  M.  Bowell) 

701,  876,  891. 
'  Neptune ',  The  Steamer  (Mr.  Landry)  70, 

876,  988,  1142,  1187. 
Savard  Park,  868. 

'  Gauss  '.  The  Steamer,  988,  1142,  1187. 
Honorary  Colonels,  Apolntment  of,  989. 

DEPARTURE  of  Lord  HInto  (see  Mlnto.  Dt- 

parture  of.  Lord). 
DBVBR,  Hon.  J.,  the  late  :  rMn.,  Mr.  Temple- 

man,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  196  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Goboorc) 

197. 

DIVISIONS  : 

On  M.  (Mr.  Domvtlle)  to  appoint  Sol.  Com.  r« 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Assoclattoo.  and 
amt.,  amt.  rejected  and  M.  agreed  to,  33£. 

On  H.  (Mr.  Kerr,  Toronto)  for  2nd  R.  B.  (H) 
An  Act  further  to  amend  the  losuranc* 
Act.  and  amendment  to  postpone  consider- 
ation of  B.,  amt.  rejected,  c.  22,  n.  c  H, 
and  B,  read  2nd  tine,  881. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Wataon)  to  adopt  3rd  rep.  of 
Com.  on  I.  B.  ft  C.  A.,  and  amt.  (Mr.  Ber- 
nler)  to  ref.  rep.  back  to  Com.,  amt.  re- 
jected, c.  8,  n.  c.  30,  3^. 

On,  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for  2od  B.  Bill  (72)  An 
Act  to  amend  the  N.  T.  Railway  Act  and 
amt.  (Sir  M.  Bowell),  amt.  rejected,  c  19, 
n.  c.  34,  p.  557  ;  M.  for  2nd  R.  agreed  to.  e. 
34,  D.  c.  20,  p.  560  :  on  H.  for  3rd  R.  and 
amt.  (Mr.  Macdonald,  B.C.)  amt.  rejected,  e. 
IS,  n.  c.  26  ;  amt.  (Mr.  Landry)  rejected  c. 
13,  n.  c.  2fi,  p.  604  ;  amt.  (Sir  H.  BowelD 
rejected  c.  13,  n.  c.  26,  p.  605  ;  M.  for  3rd 
R.,  agreed  to,  c.  26,  n.  c  13,  p.  606. 

On  M.  (Ur.  Edwards)  to  ref.  B.  (M)  An  Aot 
respecting  the  Tlmagaml  Railway  Co.,  and 
amt.  (Mr.  Olbson)  to  concur  In  rep.  of  Com., 
amt.  agreed  to,  c.  10.  n.  «.  13,  6S4. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Landry)  to  bring  Qeo.  D.  Bldridge 
before  bar  of  Senate,  and  amt.  (Mr.  861- 
que)  amt.  agreed  to,  c.  30,  n.  c.  17,  p.  657. 

On  M.  (Mr.  McDonald,  C.B.)  rt  Audit  Act,  M. 
rejected,  c.  12,  n.  c.  26,  p.  <74. 
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On  it.  ('Mr.  DomrDle)  to  adj.  deb.  on  InMiraa- 
ce  Act  Amt.  B.,  H.  rejected,  c  18,  n.  o.  SI. 
p.  760. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Watson)  to  adopt  5th  r&p.  of  Com. 
on  I.  E.  &  C.  A.  and  amit.  (Mr.  EIIIb),  amt. 
rejected,  o.  12,  a.  c.  IB,  p.  1002. 

On  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  for  3rd  R.  Militia  and  De- 
fence B.,  and  Mat.  (Mr.  Darid)  amt.  re- 
jected, c.  11,  n.  e.  18,  p.  1208. 

DUNB0NAU3,  iDcfdeot,  The  :  question  of  pri- 
vilege (Mr.  lADdTjr)  rem.,  Mr.  Soott,  347, 
368  ;  rem.,  Hr.  Landry,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Loug- 
heed.  Sir  M.  Bowel],  391  ;  Hr.  Scott,  Sir  H. 
Bowell.  392  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  de  Itonchervllle. 
393. 

BASTBRN  Extension  Railway :  Inq.  (Sir  M. 
Bowell)  988. 

FAST  Line  and  Winter  Port :  loq.  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry), reply  (Mr.  Scott)  291. 

FSDBRAL  Orants  or  Subsidies  to  Provinces  : 
H.  (Mr.  David)  dropped,  676. 

FORTS  at  L6vls,  Repairs  of  (see  Uvis,  Reipalrs 
of  Forts  at). 

FRENCH  Traoalator,  The  Chief  :  M.  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) to  adopt  3rd  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  &  C. 
A.,  r&m.,  Mr.  Bernier,  Mr.  Watson,  349  ;  Mr. 
Clorao,  Mr.  Poirier,  350  ;  Mr.  Miller,  Mr. 
Gibson.  Mr.  Bernier.  352  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr. 
Hacdonald  (P.E.I.)  353  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Ber- 
nier, Mr.  Owens,  amt.  (Mr.  Bernier)  to  lef. 
rep.  Itack  to  Com.,  354  ;  amt.  rejected,  c.  8, 
n.  c.  38,  M.  agreed  to,  385. 

FRE.NK^H  Version  of  HUltla  Orders  (see  Mili- 
tia Orders)  293. 

FUEL  question  in  Canada,  The  :  M.  (Mr.  Mc 
Mullen)  for  ret.,  117  ;  rem.,  Hr.  McMullen, 
117-121  ;  Mr.  Church,  121  ;  Hr.  Lougbeed,  122; 
Mr.  Dandurand.  Mr.  Fergruaon.  123  ;  Mr.  BSi- 
que,  Ur.  Landry,  124  ;  Ur.  Bills,  H.  amended, 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  125  ;  Hr.  MoMullen,  M. 
agreed  to,  128. 

'  GAUSS  The  Steamer  :  M.  (Mr.  I^ndry)  480. 
Inq.  (Sir  M.  Bowell),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  658  ; 
rem.,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  Mr.  Scott,  659  ;  Inq. 
(Mr.  Landry),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  709  ;  M.  (Sir 
'M.  Bowell).  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott, 
Mr.  Landry,  719. 

OEIOGRAPHICAL  Maps,  reprinting  of  (see 
Maps,  Reprinting  of  Geographical)  126. 

GIBBS,  Salary  of  Mr.  C.  T.  :  on  M._  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) to  adopt  4-th  rep.  of  Com.  on  I.  E.  & 
C.  A.,  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Watson,  453. 

QOLD  Mining  Concessions  (see  Yukon,  Oold 
Mining  Gooeesslons  in)  764. 


GOLF  Club,  The   Quebec   (lee  Quebec  Golf 

Club)  293. 

GRANTS  or  Subsidies  to  ProvineeB  :  H.  (Hr. 
David)  dropped,  fl75. 

G.  T.  P.  Railway  :  inq  (Mr.  'Macdonald,  B.C.) 
185  :  reply  (Mr.  Templemao)  186  ;  rem.,  Mr. 
Macdonald  (B.  C.)  291  ;  Mr.  Scott,  292  ;  Inq. 
(Mr.  Ferguson),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  393  ;  Inq. 
(Mr.  Perley).  reply  CHr.  Scott)  S96. 

O.  T.  P.  Railway  Terminus  at  St.  John  :  ex- 
planation (Hr.  Ferguson)  49  ;  rem.,  Hr.  El- 
lis, 50  :  Hr.  Ferguson,  Hr.  Dever,  61. 

HA,  HA  Bay,  Wharf  at  St.  Alphonse  :  U.  (Hr. 
Landry)  for  return,  709. 

HBRRING.  Protection  of :  inq.  (Hr.  Landry), 
reply  (Mr.  Scott)  721. 

HOUSING*  ot  Immigrants  (see  Immigrants, 
Housing  oO  86. 

HUDSON  Bay  ExvioratlOD :  -M.  (Hr.  Landry) 

for  return,  357. 

ICE  Breakers  on  the  St.  Lawrence  :  inq.  (Sir 
M.  Bowell),  reply  (Hr.  Scott)  629  ;  rem..  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  830 ;  Hr.  Scott,  Sir  H.  Bowell, 
m,  876. 

PMMIGRANTS,  Housing  of  :  Inq.  and  rem.  (Mr. 
Macdonald,  B.  C.)  85,  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  86. 

IMMIGRANTS,  Inspection  of  :  rem.,  Mr. 
Robertson.  266  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  McMullen, 
Mr.  Lougheed.  Mr.  Dandurand.  267  ;  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Bills,  26S  ;  Mr.  Mac- 
donald (B.C.),  Mr.  Sullivan,  269. 

IMMORAL  Literature,   Importation    Of :  Inq. 

(Mr.  David),  rem.,  Mr.  David,  Mr.  McMullen, 
reply  (Mr.  Scott)  94  ;  rem.,  Mr.  David,  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Dandurand,  Mr.  Polrler.  95. 

IMPORTS  of  Aluminum  (see  Aluminhm,  Im- 
ports oO  77. 

INQUIRIES  : 
Batiscan,  St.  Anne  and  St.  Maurice  Rivers, 

Government  work  on,  1125. 
Beauileu,  Replacing  of,  898, 
Berne  Convention,  The,  720. 
Bebring's  Sea  Arbitration,  Legal  expenses  of 

the,  1126. 

Cbamplaln,  Payments  for  public  works  in  the 

County  of,  1126. 
Crane  Island  Llghtlimise  Keeper,  289. 
Cr6te,  Government  contract  with  Mr.  Adol- 

phe,  1124. 

Dalhouaie  and  Oasj)6  Mall  Service,  721. 
Past  Line  and  Winter  Port,  291. 
'  Gauss  ',  The  Steamer,  709,  988. 
Gold  Mining  Concessions  In  Yukon  District, 
764.  818. 
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G.  T.  P.  Railway,  186.  898. 
Honorary  Colonels,  Appolotmeiit  of,  $91,  989. 
Ice  Breakers  oa  the  St.  Lawrence,  S29,  876, 
891. 

Immtgrants,  Houb1d{;  of,  85. 
Index  of  Debates,  38». 
Insurance  Act  Amt.  B.,  139. 
Ironmongery,  Supply  oC,  1124. 
Jackson,  Appointment  of  J.  B.,  78. 
LAchance,  Payments  to  Joseph.  1126. 
Lands  in  N.,  W.  Territories,  Sale  of,  784. 
Haps,  Reprinting  of  Geographical,  IM. 
Martello  Towers  at  Quebec,  290,  400. 
Mercantile  Agencies,  723. 
Military  Forts  at  L4vis,  Repairs  of,  897. 
Military  Strength  of  Caaada,  861. 
Militia  Rules  and  Regulations,  993,  1U4. 
Militia  Orders,  French  Version  of,  S93. 
Mining  Concessions  in  the  Yukon',  861. 
Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  AssociatiOQ,  138, 
184.  991. 

Nault,  Payments  to  Mr.  Pierre,  U26. 
*  Neptune  ',  The  Steamer,  988. 
Paym«nts  to  Ernest  Valine  and  H.  Leduc, 
112.->. 

Peat  Fuel  Industry,  The,  349,  400. 
Poinie-aux-Trembles,  Wharf  at,  709. 
P.E.I.,  Lt.  Governorship  of,  990. 
P.E.I.  Steamer  Service  with   British  porU. 

186. 

Protection  of  Herring,  721. 

Quebec  Clly  Walls,  Pulling  down  of,  896. 

Quebec  and  L^vls  Ferry,  991. 

Quebec  Golf  Club,  293. 

Railway  Commission,  The.  928. 

Rifles,  The  Supply  of.  817. 

Ross  Rifle.  The,  291,  346. 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Parade,  public  money  on  do- 
posit  at,  1126. 

Ste.  Anne  de  la  Parade,  Supply  of  stOQO  from, 
1126. 

Savard  Park,  2S9.  859. 
Subsidies  to  the  Provinces,  675. 
Tanton,  Claim  of  L.  P.,  995. 
Trans-Canada  Railway,  291,  346. 
Transfer  of  Baggage  to  I.C.R.,  897,  11S4. 
Transiportatlon  Commissioners  Report,  9S8. 
Transportation  of  N.  W.  Territories  Orop, 
676. 

Wood,  Sale  of,  to  the  Government,  1184. 

INSURANCE  Act  Amt.  B.  :  loq.  (Mr.  DomvlUe), 
reply  (Mr.  Scott)  139. 

INSURANCE  Returns  :  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  139. 

I.G.R.,  Transfer  of  Baggage  :  Inqs.  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) 897,  1124. 

IRONMONGERY,  Supply  of  :  Inq.  (Mr.  Landry); 
reply  (Mr.  Scott)  1124. 


JACKSON,  Apointment  W  J-  B.  :  Inq.  (Sir  IL 
;  Bowell)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  73  ;  IC  (Sir  K. 
I  Bowell)  128;  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowel],  128-134; 
I  M.  Kerr  (Toronto),  134-137  ;  Sir  H.  Bowell, 
I    137  ;  Mr.  Templeman,  H.  agreed  to,  138. 

I    H.  (Sir  H.  Bowell)  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  V. 
,      Bowell,  M.  agreed  to,  246  ;  return  preaent- 
ed.  293. 

j  LANDS  in  N.  W.  Territories.  Sale  of  :  inq.  (Hr. 

j    Porley),  764  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  765. 

LACHANCE,  Payments  to  Joseph  :  Inq.  (Hr. 
I    Landry) ;  reply  {Ur.  Scott)  1126. 

j  LAOHINB  Canal  Bridge.  Report  <rf  J.  L.  P. 
.    O'Hanley  rc  (see  O'Hanley,  Report  of). 

>  LEDUC,  Payments  to  Hermenegilde  :  inq.  (Hr. 
Landry)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  112S. 

j '  LE  MALOU ',  The  French  Steamer  :  M.  (Mr. 

I    Landry)  for  return,  357. 

:  LDMIEUX,  Solicitor  General,  Utterances  la 
j    England  (see  Solicitor  General  Lmleux  Ul- 

!    terances  In  England). 

'  LEVIS,  Repairs  of  Forts  at  :  inq.  (Mr.  Lasdry) 
!    897  :  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  898. 

LIGHTHOUSE  Keeper  at  Cr«ne  Island  (ses 
Crane  Island)  289. 

MAPS,  Reprinting  ot  Geographical  :  Inq.  (Hr. 
Clot«n  ;  reply  (Hr.  Soott),  rem..  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  126. 

MARTELLO  Towers  at  Quebec  :  inq.  (Mr.  Uu- 
dry),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  290,  400. 

MERCANTILE  Agency  Reports  :  Inq.  (Mr.  Me- 
Hallen)  728.  reply  (Hr.  Scott)  724  ;  rem.,  Hr. 
MoUullen,  Mr.  Edwards,  726 ;  Hr.  Cloran. 
726. 

HIUTARY  Strength  ot  Canada  :  Inq.  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) :  reply  (Hr.  Soott)  8a. 

MILITIA  Act  Amt.  B.  :  Inq.  (Hr.  Landry) ; 
reply  (Mr.  Scott)  896. 

HILrriA  Aippolntments,  Politics  in  :  rem.,  (Mr. 
Landry,  294 ;  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  H.  Bomll.  295 ; 
Hr.  Dandorand,  Hr.  Ferguson,  296  ;  Mr.  Scott, 
Hr.  HcMullen,  Hr.  Domvllle,  »7 ;  Hr.  Daa- 
durand,  Ur.  Robertson,  298. 

UILITIA  Orders,  French  Version  of  :  Inq.  (Hr. 
Landry)  293  ;  reply  (Hr.  Scott)  294. 

MILITIA  Rules  and  Regulations:  inq.  (Hr. 
Landry  ;  reply  (Hr.  Scott)  992,  1114. 

MINING  CoAcesaioni  In  Yukui  Territory :  Inq. 
(Mr.  Hacdonald,  B.C.)  881  I  reply  <Hr.  Scott); 
rem.,  Hr.  Hacdonald  (BX!.).  Hr.  Scott,  SO; 
Sir  H.  Bowell,  86S ;  Hr.  Scott,  864. 
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UXNTO,  Departure  ot  Lord  :  measage  from 
House  ot  ComiiKHis,  U.  and  rem.,  Mr.  Soott, 
1140-1142  :  U.  agreed  to,  U48. 

MINUTES  Of  Proceedings  :  rem.,  Mr.  Landrr, 
Mr.  Scott,  190 ;  Mr.  Olbson,  191  ;  bm.  (Mr. 
Domrllle) ;  rem.,  Sir  H.  Bovell,  Mr.  Boott, 

949. 

MORNING  Sittings  :  H.  (Ur,  Scott)  967  ;  rem.,  | 
Sir  U.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott.  888 ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  I 
Mr.  Scott,  9$9.  I 

MOTIONS  Deemed  Special  dee  Notices  of  Mo-  ' 

tlOQS).  I 

I 

MUTUAL   RESERVE  FUND  LIFE    ASSOCIA-  ; 
TION  :  ! 
N.  of  U.  (Mr.  DomTllle):  rem.,  Mr.  Scott.  71;  \ 
Mr.  DomvlIIe,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  M.  allowed  to  ' 
stand,  72  ;  M.  to  appoint  Select  Com.,  74  ; 
rem.  (Mr.  DomvlIIe)  74-77  ;  adja.,  77  ;  M.'a 
(Mr.  DomvlIIe)  for  returns  agreed  to,  77  ; 
M.  to  resume  adjd.  deb.  called  and  post- 
poned, 84  ;  correction  (Mr.  Scott)  86  ;  deb.  ' 
resumed,  Mr.    DomvlIIe,    96-107  ;    Sir    M.  ' 
Bowell.  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  deb.  adjd.,  107  ;  ' 
a  question  ot  privilege,  127 ;  Inq.  (Mr.  Dom- 
viU«)  :  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  138. 

'  Dftb.  on  M.  (Mr.  DomTllle)  resumed,  tram.,  Mr. 
Domrine,  140-146  ;  Mr.  Dandurand,  Mr. 
DomTllle,  147 ;  M.  agreed  to,  148. 

Inq.  (Mr.  David  ;  xepljr  (Mr.  Scott)  171. 

Deb.  on  H.  (Mr.  DomvlIIe)  resumed,  r€m.,  M.  ' 
DomvlIIe,  171-174  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Speaker, 
174  ;  M.   (Mr.  Casgraln,  de  Lanaudlfire)  to 
adjn.  debate,  rem.,  Mr.  DomvlIIe,  Mr.  Mc-  : 
Mullen,  176  ;  Mr.  Dandurand,  176  ;  Sir  H. 
Bowell,  Mr.  SulllTan,  177 ;  Mr,  Ferguson, 
179  ;  Mr.  David,  180  ;  Mr.  Gibson,  181 ;  Mr.  | 
B6lque,   Mr.   Poirler,   1§2  ;    Mr.   BlHa,   Mr.  i 
DomvIUe,  M.  agreed  to,  183. 

Inq.  (Mr.  DomTllle)  184 ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott) 
185. 

Deb.  on  M.  (Mr.  DomvlIIe)  called,  rem..  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  DomvlIIe,  Mr.  Casgraln, 
order  postponed.  199  ;  order  again  called, 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  DomTllle,  200 :  Mr. 
Dandurand,  202  ;  Mr.  DomTllle,  Mr.  David,  . 
203  :  Mr.  McMulIen,  205  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (To- 
ronto) 206-213  ;  Mr.  McMuIleo,  218  ;  Mr. 
Dandurand, 'Mr.  Scott,  214;  Mr.  David,  Mr. 
Kerr  (Cobourg).  215  ;  Mr.  McHugh,  216  ,  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto).  217  :  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  218  :  Mr.  Casgraln  '(de  Lanaudldre), 
Mr  Landry,  Mr.  Gibson,  Mr.  Speaker,  219  ; 
Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  >Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Landry, 
220  ;  Mr.  DomvlIIe,  220-223  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
223  :  Ur.  Scott  ;  224  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 
Cloran,  226  ;  Mr.  Wilson,  226  ;  Mr.  Scott, 
227 ;   Mr.  DomvlIIe,  Mr.  Dandurand,  228  ; 
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■Mr.  Ludry,  Mr.  MoMuUen,  229  ;  Mr.  DsTld, 
Mr.  Kerr  CToronto),  Mr.  Thlbaudeau  (Rl- 
gand),  380 ;  Mr.  DftTld,  Mr.  Seott.  Mr.  Kerr 
(Cobourg),  Mr.  Gibson,  281 ;  amt.  rejected 
c.  14,  n.  c.  15,  U.  agreed  to  e.  16,  n.  c.  13, 
232. 

First  rep.  of  Sel.  Com.  presrated  (Mr.  Oloran) 

232  ;  concurred  In.  233. 

Second  rep.  of  Sel.  Com.,  rem.,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Scott,  285  ;  Mr.  McMillan, 
Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Dandurand.  286  ;  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  Mr.  Scott,  287  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  rep.  al- 
lowed to  stand,  288  ;  M.  renewed,  rem.,  Mr. 
Cloran,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Baker,  Mr.  Watson, 
Mr.  Ferguson,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Gibson, 
331  :  Mr.  Young,  Mr.  Bdlque,  332  ;  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  Mr.  Cloran,  333  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
Mr.  Dandurand,  S34 :  M.  agreed  to,  836. 

A  question  of  privilege,  rem.,  Mr.  Landry, 
335;  H.  (Mr.  Landry)  to  summon  J.  D.  Wells 
to  bar  of  Senate,  rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Olb- 
son, Sir  M.  BoweU,  336  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr. 
Poirler,  Mr,  HcMuUen,  837 ;  Mr.  Dandu- 
rand. Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto), 
338  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Glbaon,  389  ;  Mr. 
Watson.  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Jones,  340  ;  Mr. 
Owens,  Mr.  B6ique,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Scott, 
341  :  Mr.  Young,  342  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr. 
Landry,  Mr.  Gibson,  amt.  (Mr.  Gibson) 
rem..  Sir  Jtf.  Bowell,  343,  Mr.  Gibson.  Mr. 
Sullivan,  344  :  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Speaker.  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Poirler,  345  ;  Mr.  Speaker, 
amt,  agreed  to,  346. 

N.  ot  M.  (Mr.  Legris)  rem.,  Mr.  Legrls,  Mr. 
Scott,  Mr.  Dernier,  355  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr,  de 
Bouchervllie,  Mr.  Young,  Mr.  McDonald  (C. 
B.).  Young.  356. 

Question  of  privilege,  rem.,  Mr,  Landry,  358; 
Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  360  ;  Mr.  Olb- 
son, Mr.  Young,  862  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  368. 

M.  to  enlarge  ConL,  rem.,  Mr.  Legrls,  Mr. 
Cloran,  878  ;  Mr.  Scott,  879  ;  Mr.  David,  Mr. 
DomvlIIe,  881 :  Mr.  Edwards.  884  ;  Mr.  Lan- 
dry. 885  ;  Mr.  Mlqne.  Mr.  Dandnrand.  Mr. 
Landry,  887  ;  Mr.  de  Boueberrille.  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Bolduc,  M.  amd. 
and  agreed  to,  388. 

M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  4th  rep.  of  Sel.  Com., 

399. 

M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  ted  rep.  of  Sal.  Com., 
416. 

Complaint  (Mr.  Cloran)  ot  delay  re  printing 
evidence,  494. 

M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  concur  In  &th  rep.  ot  Com., 
rem.,  609-611  ;  Mr.  Young,  611  ;  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, amt.  to  bring  Geo.  D.  Eldridge  to  bar 
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of  SeiHite.  S12  ;  itr.  Bpeaksr.  Kr.  Oloran, 
Hr.  Kerr  (Toronto),  Hr.  Touoi,  C13  ;  Ur. 
Ur.  de  Boucherrille.  Mr.  WatsoD.  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, S14 ;  Ur.  Watson.  Mr.  Maodonald  (B. 
C),  Mr.  Oloran.  Ur.  Baker,  Mr.  Ue^h, 
615 ;  Ur.  Wilson,  616  ;  Mr.  Wood,  amt. 
agreed  to,  617. 

Slzth  rep.  of  Com.  preaented,  rem.,  Ur.  Olo- 
ran, 643. 

Deb.  on  M.  (Ur.  Landry)  to  brInK  Oeo.  D. 
Bldridge  to  bar  of  Sen.,  resumed,  rem., 
Ur.  Oloran,  Mr.  Scott,  644  ;  Mr.  Fersuson, 
Ur.  Scott,  646 ;  Ur.  Ferguson.  644-648  ;  Mr. 
Wilson,  Hr.  Ferguson,  Ur.  Speaker,  H.  (Ur. 
Mlque)  to  ftmd.,  6tt ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  Mr, 
dfl  BoucberTlIle,  649  ;  Ur.  Scott,  Hr.  Hc- 
Hullen,  660  ;  Ur.  Bernier,  651 ;  Ur.  Oloran, 
662  ;  Ur.  Awards,  653-666  ;  Sir  U.  Bowell, 
Ur.  Domrllle,  665  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr^  Dom- 
TiUe,  656  :  Ur.  Scott,  Ur.  Domrllle,  666  ; 
amt.  agreed  to,  c.  30,  n.  c.  17,  657. 

U.  (Ur.  Gibson)  to  ex'n.  Cameron  and 
CannoD,  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell.  Mr.  Olbsoo, 

681  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Ur.  Watson,  Sir  U.  Bowell, 

682  ;  Mr.  UcMullen,  Ur.  Cloran,  Mr.  B4i- 
que,  683;^Jar.  Cloran,  Mr.  Bernier.  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, 684;  Mr.  Gibson,  685  ;  Mr.  DomvtUe, 
686  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Cobourg),  687  ;  Ur.  Landrjr. 
M.  agreed  to.  688. 

N.  of  U.  (Mr.  BAlque)  rem.,  Mr.  Landry,  Ut. 
Ellifl,  714. 

Seventh  rep.  of  Com.  presented,  714  ;  rem., 
Mr.  Cloran,  Ur.  B^ique,  Ur.  Scott,  715,  716. 

Eighth  rep.  of  Cmn.  presented,  rem.,  Mr. 
Clontn,  Mr.  Scott,  718. 

M.  (Mr.  B€ique)  to  appeal  from  decision  of 
Chairman,  Com.,  called  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Bfilque, 
Ur.  Cloran.  721  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  B61que,  Ur.  Cloran,  722  ;  Ur.  Landry, 
Mr.  B^lque,  M.  postponed,  723. 

H.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  7th  rep.  of  Com., 
rem.,  iMr.  B*lque,  Mr.  Landry,  847;  Ur.  B61- 
que,  Mr.  Cloran.  Mr.  Polrler,  Mr.  Speaker, 
848  ;  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  B«ique,  849  ;  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, Mr.  B61que,  Mr.  Cloran  850;  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto),  Sir  M.  Bowell,  851  ;  Mr.  Polrlor, 
Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Cloran,  953  ;  Mr.  Speaker, 
Mr.  Perley,  M.  postponed,  854  ;  again  post- 
poned 875. 

H.  (Mr.  B61que)  to  appeal  from  decision  of 
Chairman  of  Com.  called  and  postponed, 

864. 

Inq.  (Mr.  Lougheed)  rem.,  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr. 
Landry,  366  ;  Mr.  Lougheed,  Mr.  Oloran. 
Mr.  Wataon,  867. 
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Btzplanatitm  (Ur.  OI(H'an)  887 ;  rem.,  Ue. 
Toung,  Ur.  Cloran.  Mr.  Wation.  Hr.  Ijui- 
dry,  868. 

U.  (Mr.  Cloran)  to  adopt  9th  rep.  of  Com., 
rem.,  Mr.  Scott,  Ur.  Young,  878  ;  Mr. 
Speaker,  Mr.  Landry.  Mr.  Toung,  SSO ;  Hr. 
Cloran,  881  ;  Mr.  Young,  Ur.  Landry,  882  ; 
point  of  order  (Mr.  Landry)  Ur.  DomTllle, 
Ur.  Speaker,  Mr.  B^ique,  883  ;  Ur.  Oloras, 
Mr.  B6lque,  884  ;  Ur.  McUullen,  885  ;  Hr. 
McMuIlen,  Mr.  Watson,  886  ;  Ur.  Wilson, 
Ur.  Domvllle,  887  ;  Ur.  Domvllle,  Mr.  Lan- 
dry, Mr.  Scott,  888  ;  Ur.  Speaker,  Mr.  Dom- 
vllle, Mr.  Landry,  point  of  order.  Mr. 
Young,  889  ;  Sir  U.  Bowell,  Ur.  Wilson. 
890  ;  Decision  of  Speaker,  898-900  ;  appeal 
from  decisloji  cMr.  Laodry)  rejected,  c.  10, 
n.  c.  20,  p.  900. 

On  Tth  rep.  of  Com.,  deb.,  Ur.  Cloran.  Ur. 
'Polrler,  Ur.  Speaker,  Mr.  Wllaon,  Ml ; 
Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Dandurand.  Mr.  Tonng. 

■  90S  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  902-904  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
M.  B6lque,  904  ;  Ur.  Wilson,  Hr.  Toong, 
U<r.  Cloran,  906  ;  Hr.  Landry,  Mr.  Toufc 
Ur.  Speaker,  906 ;  Mr.  Landry.  906-986 ; 
Ur.  Dandurand,  Hr.  Toung,  Hr.  ZABdry, 
908  ;  Ur.  Toung,  Hr.  Landry.  909  ;  Mr.  B6I- 
que,  Ur.  Ferguson.  Mr.  Speaker,  910 ;  Mr. 
BOIque,  910-912  ;  Sir  H.  Bowell,  91t :  Mr. 
Cloran,  913 ;  Hr.  Domvllle,  914-922  :  Mr. 
Kerr  (Toronto),  Mr.  Cloran,  982-924 :  Mr. 
Weaker,  Mr.  Wilson,  Mr.  MaedonaM  (B.a), 
Mr.  Dandurand,  924  ;  Ur.  Domville,  925-938. 

N.  of  M.  (Ur.  Cloran)  rem..  Mr.  Scott,  928; 
Ur.  Cloran.  Mr.  Scott.  929  ;  N.  of  U.  (Ur. 
B€lQue)  948  ;   rem.,  Mr.  Cloran.  919. 

M.  (Mr.  Cloran)  949  :  rem.,  Hr.  SuIllTan,  Mr. 
Scott,  950 ;  Mr.  Dandurand,  Hr.  Cloran, 
951 ;  Mr.  Perley,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Bfr.  Wat- 
aon, 952;  Ur.  Sullivan.  Mr.  Ferguson,  Ut. 
Domvllle,  Ur.  Cloran,  Sir  M.  Bowell.  961. 

N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Domvllle).  rem..  Hr.  Scott,  Hr. 
Domvllle,  Mr.  Speaker.  964  ;  Hr.  Ferguson, 
Mr.  Dandurand,  Ur.  DomvlIle,  9S6 ;  Hr. 
Ferguson.  Ur.  Wilson,  Hr.  Landry,  Hr. 
Kerr  (Toronto).  957  ;  Ur.  Landry,  Hr.  Kerr 
(To-ronto),  Ur.  SpeeSoer,  Mr.  Ferguson, 
958  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell.  Ur.  sBott.  959  :  Mr. 
B«lque,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr. 
Landry,  Mr.  David,  960  :  Mr.  Macdonald  (B. 
C  ),  Mr.  Ellis.  961  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto).  962  ;  Mr.  Ferguson,  Mr.  Kerr 
(Toronto).    Mr.    Perley,   963  ;    Mr.  Wilson,^ 

964  ;    Mr.   Kerr   (Toronto),    Mr.  Speaker. 

965  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.  C),  Mr.  B61que, 
Mr.  Landry,  980-984  ;  Mr.  B«lqae,  984  ;  Mr. 
Cloran.  Mr.  Ferguson,  985  ;  Mr.  Speaker. 
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Hr.  Clorau,  9S6  ;  Mr.  Scott,  lir.  Speaker. 
9S7  :  Mr.  Domvtlle.  988. 

Inq.  (llr.  Domville)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  991. 
N.  ot  M.  (Mr.  HacdonaM,  B.C.),  rem.,  Ur. 

B^l^iue,  992  ;  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Macdonald 

(B.G.),  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  DomTlUe,  Sir  M. 

JBowell,  993  :  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr. 

UcMuIlen,   994  ;   Mr,   Ls&drr,  Mr.  Bfilque, 

Mr.  Ellis,  995. 

M.  (Mr.  B6ique)  1004,  rem.,  Mr.  B«lque,  lOOE- 
1015  ;  Mr.  TouDg,  1015  ;  Mr.  Landrr.  Mr. 
Speaker,  1016  ;  Mr.  Domvllle,  1016-1033  ;  Mr. 
Dandarand,  1083-1036  ;  M.  (prevUiuB  ques- 
tioD)  Mr.  Uittdrr,  10S6  ;  Mr.  Speaker,  sir 
H.  Bowell,  Mr.  Lasdrr.  1038  ;  Mr.  Mlque. 
Mr.  McMullen,  Mr.  Speaker.  Sir  H.  Bowell, 

1039  ;  Mr.  Wilion,  Mr.  Landry.  Ur.  Olomn, 

1040  :  Mr.  Speakw.  deb.  adjd.,  N.  ot  Uq. 
(Mr.  DomTllle)  rem.,  Danduraad,  1041 ;  Mr. 
Speaker,  1048  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1044. 

M.  (Mr.  Clorao)  called  and  again  postponed, 
1123. 

NAULT,  Payments  to  Mr.  Herre  :  inq.  (Mc 

Landry),  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  1126. 

NOTICES  or  Motions  :  rem.,  Mr.  Miller,  Mr. 
Polrter,  S4  ;  Mr.  O-lbeon,  85  ;  Mr.  Speaker, 
86  ;  Mr.  Miller.  87  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  88  ;  Mr. 
B4lqu«,  Mr,  Cloran,  Mr.  Dandurand,  90  ;  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Vldal,  91  ;  Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr. 
McMullen,  Mr.  Lougheed.  Mr.  Miller,  92  ; 
Mr.  Loughe«d,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Scott,  93  ; 
N.  of  M.  and  rem.  (Mr.  Miner)r  127. 
M.  (Mr  Miller)  161  ;  rem.,  Mr.  Miller,  161- 
166  ;  Mr.  Scott,  166-168  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
168  ;  Mr.  Dattdurand,  169  ;  H.  (Hr.  Danda- 
rand)  to  amt.;  amt.,  and  M.  withdrawn.  171. 
Point  ol  order  (Ur.  Landry)  rem.,  Ur.  B«i- 
que,  Mr.  Landry,  813  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr, 
Toung,  819  ;  Mr.  Speaker,  820. 

NOXIOUS  Patent  Uedldnee  (see  Patent  Medi- 
cines) 869. 

O'HANLEY.  repert  of  L.  P.,  re  Lechlne 
Canal  Bridge,  M.,  (Mr.  Cloran),  rem.,  Mr. 
Scott.  Sir  M.  Bowell,  M.  agreed  to.  897. 

OPENING,  The  :  orders  In  Council  tor  Yukon 
Territory  (see  Yukon  Territory)  867. 

ORDER  of  Business :  rem..  Sir  U.  Bowell. 
Mr.  I^ndry,  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  SuIItvan,  1044. 

ORDERS  of  the  Day  :  rem.,  Mr.  Landry,'  Sir 
M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Scott,  1048. 

PACIFIC  Cable,  The  :  M.  (Sir  M.  Bowell)  rem., 
148  :  Mr.  Scott,  149  ;  Sir  M.  Bqwell,  160  ;  U. 
agreed'  to,  ISl. 

PAIRS  :  on  N.  T.  R.  Act  Amt  B.,  606. 


PATENT  Medlclses  :  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  SulIlTan) 
869  :  U.,  rem.,  Ur.  SulIlTan,  1056-1060  ;  Mr. 
Scott,  Ut.  Wilson.  1060  ;  M.  agreed  to.  1061. 

PEAT  Fuel  Industry,  The :  inq.  '(Mr.  McMul- 
len ;  reply  (Ur.  Scott)  849,  400. 

PETROLEUM,  Production  of  ;  M.,  rem.,  Mr. 
Polrier,  234-240  ;  Mr.  Casgrahi  (de  Lanau- 
dt^re),  Mr.  Scott,  240  ;  Mr.  Poirler.  U.  agreed 
to,  241. 

POINTE  auz  Trembles,  Wharf  at :  inq.  (Ur. 

Landry)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  709. 

POLITICS  In  Militia  Appointments  (see  Mili- 
tia ApolntmraU)  294. 

POR-mAIT  of  Senator  Wark  (sae  Waffk,  Por- 
trait of  Senator)  IM. 

PRINCE  EiDWARD  ISLAND  : 
Steamahlp  Service   with  British  Ports,  Inq. 

(Ur.  perguson)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  186. 
Telegraph  CommonlcatloD  with,  return  pre- 
sented (Mr.  Scott)  186  ;  rem..  Mr.  Fergu- 
•on,  187. 

Lieutenant  GoTernprshlp  of :  inq.  (Ur.  Fer- 

guHon)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  990. 

PRINCE  Edward  Island  Railway,  Expenditure 
on  :  H.  (Ut.  Ferguson)  241. 

PREFERENTIAL  Trade  within  the  Empire : 
rem,  Mr.  Ferguson,  77  ;  Mr.  Scott,  78 :  Sir 

M.  Bowell,  79. 
PRINTING   ot   Parliament  : 
R«m..  Mr.  Kerr  (Toronto)  1003  ;   Mr.  Scott, 

Sir  U.  Bowell,  Mr.  Landry,  Mr.  Speaker. 

1004. 

M.  (Mr.  Watson)  to  adopt  3rd  rep.  of  Com., 
amt.  (Mr.  Yoang)  rem..  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Ur. 
Ferguson,  Ur.  Watson,  Ur,  agreed  to  and 
report  adopted,  1188. 

PRIVATE  Bills.  In  the  Senate  :  rem.,  Mr. 
Young,  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Fer- 
guson, 86. 

PRIVILEOE,  Questions  of : 

Woolsack.  The  :  (Mr.  McSweeney)  26  ;  rem-. 
Mr.  Speaker,  27  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
28  :  Mr.  Ellis,  Mr.  Miller,  29  ;  Ur.  Pelle- 
tler,  Mr.  Poirler,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  30. 

Independence  of  Parliament  (Sir  M.  Bowell) 
A  correction,  72. 

Mutual  Reserve  Fund  Life  Association  (Mr. 
Domville)  127  ;   (Ur.  Landry)  335,  368. 

Lord  Dundonald  Incident  (Mr.  Landry),  347. 

Hour  of  Meeting  (Ur.  Landry)  451. 

PROROGATION,  The  :  rem.,  Sir  M.  Bowell, 
876  ;  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ferguson,  877  ;  1238. 

PROTECTION  of  Herring  (see  Herring  Pro- 
tection of)  72L 
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QUEBEC  City  Walla,  Pulling  down  of  :  Inq. 
(Mt.  Landry)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  8M. 

QUEBEC  Golf  Club  :  inq.  (Hr.  LAQflrr)  ;  reply 
(Mr.  Scott)  293. 

QUBBEJC  and  L6v1b  Perry  :  Inqs.  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) ;  replies  (Mr.  Scolt)  991. 

QUESTION  ot  Order  :  on  M.  (Mr.  Kerr,  To- 
ronto) tor  2nd  R.,  B.  (H)  Further  to  amend 
the  Ins.  Act,  and  objn.  that  B.  should  be  a 
private  B.,  obJn.  over-ruled,  2S8. 

RAILWAY  Commission  :  inq.  (Hr.  Perley)  : 
reply  (Mr.  Scott)  928. 

RAILWAYS,  Com.  on  :  M.  (Hr.  Templeman)  to 
appoint  Senator  Thompaon,  242. 

RAILWAY  Transportation   of    Senators  :  M. 

(Mr.  Cloran)  rem.,  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  Mr. 

McMulIen,  872  ;  Mr.  Ellis,  Mr.  Sullivan,  Mr. 

Scott,  Mr.  Poirler,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  87S  ;  Mr. 

Fersuaon,  874  ;  Mr.  Cloran,  Mr.  Scott,  Hr. 
Landry,  H.  vlthdrawQ,  875. 

RDCIPROGITY  with  the  United  SUtee  :  rem., 
Mr.  Sullivan,  Hr.  Scott,  1187  ;  Hr.  Danda- 
rand,  1188. 

RBID.  Hon.  J.,  The  late  :  rtim.,  Mr.  Temple- 
man,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  196  ;  Mr.  Kerr  (Oo- 
bourg)  197. 

REPORT  ot  J.  L.  P.  O'Haaley  re  Lachine  Canal 

Bridge  (eee  O'Hanley,  report  ot). 

RESTAURANT,  The  Senate  :  M.  (Mr.  Miller) 
for  statement,  357. 

RIFLES,  The  Supply  of  :  N.  of  M.  (Mr.  Parley); 
rem.  (Mr.  Scott)  817. 

RIO  de  Janlero  Light  and  Power  Co.  B.  :  peti- 
tion presented,  399. 

RIVER  Improvements  :  inqe.  (Mt.  Landry)  : 
replies  (Mr.  Scott)  1125. 

BOSS  Rifle.  The  :  inq.  (Mr.  Landry)  ;  reply  (Mr. 
Scott)  291.  377. 

RULES  of  the  House,  The  :  rem.,  Mr.  Scott, 
Mr.  Landry,  1388  ;  Hr.  Sullivan,  Hr.  SeoU, 
1231. 

ST.  ANNE  River  (see  River  Improvements). 

STE.  ANNE  de  la  Pfirade  :  Inqs  (Hr.  Landry); 
replies  (Mr.  Scott)  1126. 

ST.  MAURICE  RIvw  (see  River  Improvwnent^. 

SALARY  of  the  Ueher  of  the  Black  Rod  :  M. 

(Mr.  Watson)  agreed  to.  72. 

SALE  of  Lands  Id  N.  W.  Territories  (see  Lands, 
Sale  of,  ftc.)  764. 

SATURDAY  Sitting  :  M.  (Mr.  Scott)  1041,  1089 

SAVARD  Park  :  Inq.  (Hr.  Landry)  ;  reply  (Mr. 
Scott)  2S9. 


SEAL  Fisheries :  inq.  and  rem.  (Mr.  Mac4»- 
nald  (B.C.)  248  ;  rep.  (Hr.  Scott)  244  ;  nm.. 
Sir  M.  Bowell,  Hr.  Soott,  246 ;  Ur.  HacdonlU 
(B.C.)  246. 

SENATORS,  New  : 

Hon.  Mr.  Mitchell,  1. 
I    Hon.  Dr.  Wilson.  51. 
Hon.  T.  R.  Black.  3B6. 

SOLICITOR  General  Lemleux    Utterances  la 
England  :  rem.,  Sir  H.  Bowell,  726-727  ;  HI. 
I    Scott,  Mr.  UcMuUen,  Ur.  Cloru,  72S ;  M'. 
Landry,  Mr.  Dandurand,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  1S». 

SPEECH  from  the  Throne,  The  :  2.  1238. 

i  STEAMSHIP  Service  from  P.K.I.  to  Britlsk 
Ports  (see  P.E.I.  Steamer  Service). 

STEPHEN,  Salary  of  It.  W.  :  tm  M.  (Mr.  Wal- 
son)  to  adopt  bth  rep.  of  Com.,  and  amt.  (Mr. 
Ellis)  rem.,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr.  Scott,  998- 
Mr.  Watson,  Sir  M.  Bowell,  Mr,  Bernier,  Mi. 
Ellis,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  Scott,  999  ;  Sir  M. 
Bowell,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr.  Sullivan.  Mr.  Mc- 
MulIen, 1000  ;  Mr.  Barnler,  Mr.  Wilson,  Mr. 
Dandurand,  1001  ;  Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.),  amt 
'  rejected,  c.  13,  n.  c.  15.  rem..  Sir  M.  BowelL 
'Mr.  Scott,  report  amd.  and  adopted,  1002. 

I  STRIKING  Comnrittee,  The :  M.  Mr.  (Seottf 
to  anwlnt  Com.,  rem.,  Hr.  Landry,  Hr.  Qlb- 
son  Mr.  Scott,  Hr.  UoMullen,  48  ;  H.  amd.  and 

I  agreed  to,  49  ;  H.  (Hr.  Templemaii)  to  adopt 
rep.,  68  ;  rem.,  Ur.  Templanmn,  69  ;  H.  asreed 
to,  70  ;  rem.,  Hr.  Ulller,  70 ;   Hr.  B«lqna, 

I    Mr.  Soott,  71. 

.  SUBSIDIES  to  Provinces:  M.  (Hr.  David)  called 
I    and  dropped,  976. 

SUPPLY  of.RIBea,  The   (see  Rifles,  ftc)  817. 

I  TANTON,  Claim  of  L.  P.  :  Inq.  (Hr.  Itegnson); 
reply  (Hr.  Scott)  995. 

TBLBKIRAPHK:  communication  with  P.E.I. 
I    (see  P:E.I.  Telegraph  Co  mm  nnl  cation  with). 

I  TRADE  Relatione  with  the  United  States :  M. 
I    (Mr.  McMuUen)  870  ;  rem.,  Sir  M.  BowaU,  Hr. 

Ferguson,    Mr.    Karr    (Toroirto)    8n ;  K. 

dropped,  872. 

TRANS-CANADA  Railway,  The  :  Inq.  (Mr 
Landry)  ;   reply  (Mr.  Soott)  291  ;846. 

TRANSFER  of  Baggage  to  LO.R.  (see  I.C.R.. 
Tranfer  of  Baggage)  897. 

TRANSLATION  of  Debates  (see  Debate^. 

TRANSPORTATION   Oonunlssloneiv*    Report : 

inq.  (Mr.  Perley)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  928. 

TRANSPORTATION  of  N.  W.  Territories  Orop: 
Inq.  (Mr.  Perley)  :  reply  (Ur.  Scott);  rem., 
Ur.  Perley.  676. 
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TREADGOLD  CommiasloD,  Tbe  :  inq.  (Sir  U. 
Bowell ;  reply  (<BIr.  Scott)  ;  rem.,  Sir  H. 
Bowell.  «7fi  ;  M.,  rem.,  Sir  If.  Bowall.  708- 
704 :  Mr.  Scott,  704-706  ;  Sir  M.  Bowell,  707  ; 
Mr.  <3Ioraii,  Mr.  Speaker,  708  ;  Sir  H.  Bowell, 
Hr.  Spe«k«r,  U.  withdrawn,  709  ;  Inq.  (Sir  U. 
Bowell)  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  .818. 

UNITED  States  Ooastlnif  Aesulatlons :  rem.. 
Mr.  Macdonald  (B.C.)  m. 

USHBR  ot  Um  Black  Rod,  The  :  1,  72. 

VAIiLBE,  Payment!  to  BhmeBt :  Inq.  (Mr.  Lan- 
dry) ;  reply  (Hr.  Soott)  1136. 

WARK,  Hon.  Mr.  : 

M.  (Mr.  Watson)  to  adopt  rep.  ot  Oom.  on  I. 
B.  &  C.  A.,  161. 

Address  (Mr.  %»eaker)  187  ;  reply  (Mr.  Wark) 
188 ;    rem.,    lAurler    (Right    Hon.  Sir 


WARK,  Hon.  VT.—€on. 

WlUrld)  188 ;  Borden,  Baa.  R.    L.  ;  Mr. 
Scott.  SHr  H.  Bowell,  180. 
U.  (Sir  M.  Bowell)  rwn.,  Mr.  Watson,  Mr. 
Eltls.  Mr.  Scott,  Mr.  Ulller,  191. 

WINTER  Port  and  Fast  Une  :  Icq.  (Mr.  LAn- 
dry  ;  reply  (Mr.  Scott)  291. 

WOOD,  Sale  of,  to  the  goveroment  :  Inq.  (Mr. 
Landrr)  ;  reply  (Hr.  Scott)  1124. 

WOOLSA<:!K,  Tbe  (see  Prlrflege  Question  of) 

26. 

YUKON,  Gold  HiniOB  Concessions  in :  Inq. 
called  and  poetpooed,  764. 

YUKON  Territory,  Orders  in  Council  for  :  M. 
(Mr.  Scobt)  867  ;  rem.,  Hr.  I.Andry,  Hr.  Hac- 
donald  (B.C.),  M.  agreed  to.  858. 
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